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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:48:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


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


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 7:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Manica; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Importance: High
 
OK, here are GSW slides ONLY. Will get these printed ASAP.
 
I am having trouble locating your original slides, but I know there were a few substantive tweaks I
made when I compressed them – for instance, we have updated mode split data from Jose since
that old slide (and, I believe, updated SBE stats). Can we walk through those changes on the 830
call?
 
Thanks.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:23 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I hate to waste the effort that went into merging the ppts but we could delete the slides i will
cover from the gsw ppt and i can print out my set to help divide the work. Also i will check
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on the morning but i think some of the copies can be multiple per page which shortens
things.  I will get in early so can jump on the phone earlier. 
 
Chat tomorrow morning. 
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:01/05/2015 11:44 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Me as well. 
 
The printing will be very tight though. We'll have to discuss. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 5, 2015, at 10:27 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


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


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:01/05/2015 10:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I agree we need a check-in. Does 8:30am tomorrow morning work? I believe Manica is
traveling at that time, and if so, we can catch him up when he arrives.
 
I apologize for playing catch-up, but I’ve now had a chance to review the PPT deck
Catherine proposed on Dec. 24 and have compared it to the slides we proposed,
particularly as it relates to the SBE section. I think the level of detail in Catherine’s
slides are sufficient and more digestible, and therefore I recommend reverting back to
that instead of all the bar and pie charts in the current SBE section. If the group agrees
with that approach, then Catherine, please let us know if you would want to present on
SBE or if you prefer me to do so; I’m fine either way.
 
And same goes for TMP. We can pick up the edits below easily, but we need to decide
who’s presenting. I’m fine with you leading this section or I can.
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Kate, what’s the drop-dead time to send this to the printer in the morning?
 
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going
to do the SBE, but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I
was told to keep the entire presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the
more slides the more someone talks.  We need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10
minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone understands the time
limitations.
 
Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t
want to switch back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that
takes time and makes it confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of
those, then I will have you move the DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental
Review Process slides so that I can close out with them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the
following changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation
Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are
required to comply with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
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Add back in the following:
¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First


Source Hiring Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF


residents
 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
 
I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my
voicemail I left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or
expecting someone from GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now
and I’ll check in the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so
we could transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and
back). We included more SBE information than you’d originally provided
but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam;
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
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(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation
for the purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major
Phase. I cam change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt
already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van
de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
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Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with
different splits.  I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for
using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can forward it to
you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing
of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set
up for tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the
only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front row, as well as
Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to
answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the
others we have talked about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the
hardcopies (David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if
there are aby concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
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Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly.
Most of these slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling
and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII
commission meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my
slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you
have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I
need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since
the monitors are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a
couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is
(David should still set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be
giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has
happened on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to
expect at this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission,
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but include a few more sentences about how well the GSW have
been doing with the SBE program and that they look forward to
continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM
TO STAND to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as
part of his presentation.  But they need to be asked to stand at some
point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the
Art program (don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to
amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public
process along with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the
memo.  If you have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me
know on Monday the 5th and we can mention them as part of the
presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later
than 10 minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with
the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or
be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard
copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead
(have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with
me, with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The
subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that there
is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods
come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be







there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks
and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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)
Cc: "Leah DiCarlo"; Lauren Weingartner
Subject: BC/SD Examples
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 3:33:07 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Catherine –
 
Do you have electronic files for the Salesforce landscape/open space BC/SD submittal, or for Kilroy’s
Block 40 submittal? We have a number of ARE and Strada examples but it’d be helpful to have the
ones we looked at this week.
 
Thank you! Hope you’re on the mend.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran
Subject: Fwd: Agenda for Tomorrow"s Meeting re: Warriors" Event Center
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 6:09:34 AM
Attachments: Agenda_Warriors TMP Meeting_2015-01-09.doc


ATT00001.htm


Hi all
FYI, the items on the agenda for this morning's meeting between UCSF and the 
Warriors.
I don't understand how this meeting is happening without SFMTA there, but we'll 
see.
Jose and I will be attending in person, and Brett will be calling in.


We will probably have a mitigation measure that requires the Event Center 
operators/owners to join and participate actively in the Ballpark/Mission Bay 
Transportation Coordinating Committee.  Maybe the committee can be renamed to 
refer to both venues and the area in general.  What do you think about listing the 
traffic measures, along with others SFMTA identifies, as examples of measures that 
may reduce impacts of the combined events?  I would like to discuss this with EP 
after this meeting.


The measures noted in the agenda can be explored, but definitely not something 
that the Warriors can commit to at this time. Especially without anyone from the City 
at this meeting.  I thought that Peter was going to this meeting, but he is not on the  
email distribution.


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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Wong, Diane C." <Diane.Wong@ucsf.edu>
Subject: Agenda for Tomorrow's Meeting re: Warriors' Event Center
Date: January 8, 2015 at 4:25:34 PM PST
To: "Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com)" <cmiller@stradasf.com>, "Kate 
Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, 
"Bob Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com)" 
<B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>, "'M.Hawkins@fehrandpeers.com'" 
<M.Hawkins@fehrandpeers.com>, "'C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com'" 
<C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com>, José I. Farrán 
[jifarran@adavantconsulting.com] <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, 
"'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, "Cox, Kevin" 
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Warriors Event Center and Mixed Use Development 



TMP Measures During Overlapping AT&T and Warriors Events


Friday, January 9, 2015


8:30 a.m. – 10:00 a.m.



654 Minnesota Street, Fox Room


Dial in Number (866) 629-7499



Passcode 6472727# (no host)



AGENDA


1. Review of proposed TMP measures during overlapping AT&T Park and Warriors’ Arena events


· Updates to AT&T Park TMP?



· Optimal deployment of PCOs to address UCSF concerns


2. Additional TMP measures Warriors willing to undertake, both for dual events and singular events


· Routing of inbound/outbound I-280 traffic onto Mariposa Street:  specifics on implementation?


· Interventions at traffic pinch points:  I-280 on/off ramps, 16th/7th intersection at the Caltrain crossing, and the Fourth Street and Third Street bridges


· Contraflow lanes along Mariposa Street, if necessary, considered together with interventions at the I-280 on/off ramps



3. Status of Pier 70 parking


















<Kevin.Cox@ucsf.edu>, 'Tim Erney' <terney@kittelson.com>, Ribeka 
Toda <rtoda@kittelson.com>, "'jblout@stradasf.com'" 
<jblout@stradasf.com>, "'dcarlock@warriors.com'" 
<dcarlock@warriors.com>, "Eckblad, Stuart" <Stuart.Eckblad@ucsf.edu>
Cc: "Yamauchi, Lori" <Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu>, "Beauchamp, Kevin" 
<Kevin.Beauchamp@ucsf.edu>, "Subbarayan, Kamala" 
<Kamala.Subbarayan@ucsf.edu>


Attached is the agenda for tomorrow morning’s meeting.  The dial-in number is below 
for those calling in.
 
Primary Dial-In                  1 (866) 629-7499
Passcode:                            6472727# (Be sure to hit the pound key after entering 
passcode)
 
Diane
 
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: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission Meeting, January 6, 2015
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 11:14:00 AM


Gail Hunter
Vice President, Public Affairs & Event Management
 
David Manica – Manica Architecture
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Guerra, Claudia (CII) 
Sent: Friday, January 09, 2015 1:49 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: OCII Commission Meeting, January 6, 2015
 
Catherine,
 
Can you please provide the following information so we are able to finalize the meeting minutes?
 
Thanks,
 
Claudia
 


From: Beth Celani [mailto:bethcel@comcast.net] 
Sent: Friday, January 09, 2015 1:48 PM
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission Meeting, January 6, 2015
 
Hi, Claudia. Pls ask Catherine Reilly for the correct spelling and titles/companies for the following
people:
 
Gail/Gayle? Hunter, Vice President, Golden State Warriors Public Affairs and Event Management
David Maneca, Lead Architect, (name of company)
 
Thx.
 


From: Guerra, Claudia (CII) [mailto:claudia.guerra@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 10:14 AM
To: Beth Celani
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Cc: Nguyen, Lucinda (CII); Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: OCII Commission Meeting, January 6, 2015
 
Here’s the information for the January 6, 2015, Commission Meeting.
 
Video is posted at: http://sanfrancisco.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=169&clip_id=21718
 
Attached are as follows:


 


1. Agenda


2. Attendance  –  Commissioner Singh absent


3. Roll Call Votes


4. Speaker Cards


5. OCII Commission meeting started at 1:04 pm  


6. OCII Commission meeting ended at 3:44 pm     


7. Presenters names and titles (please see roll call sheet)


8. Minutes Deadline:  Need Minutes by Friday, January 9, 2015


 


Please let me know if you need additional information.
 
Thank you for your help.  Happy Holidays!
 
Claudia
 
Claudia Guerra
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 claudia.guerra@sfgov.org
 
 
Claudia Guerra
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 claudia.guerra@sfgov.org
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From: Jesse Blout
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Lauren Weingartner; "Leah DiCarlo"; Kristin Kontz
Subject: RE: [Agenda] SD Package Launch
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 11:05:33 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Im on the dial-in
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 8:57 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Lauren Weingartner; 'Leah DiCarlo'; Jesse Blout; Kristin Kontz
Subject: [Agenda] SD Package Launch
 
Items for review during our time tomorrow morning:
 


1)       Documentation strategy
a.       1 SD/BC package total (multiple chapters), or 1 package per structure/area?
b.      For either, agree on which structures/areas should be treated independently


                                                               i.      Particular emphasis on strategy for landscape, parking, retail
2)       Design progress


a.       “Drop dead” date for the design progress to represent in graphics
                                                               i.      What site plans, elevations, etc. to use as backgrounds
                                                             ii.       Goal: Avoid the iteration we had on the Major Phase, even though design


will continue to progress concurrently
b.      GSW Proposal: 100% SD package


                                                               i.      Defined package of coordinated designs
                                                             ii.       Submitted to GSW week of 12/22 (very recent)


c.        Alternative Proposal: Design progress as represented in the Major Phase?
                                                               i.      Negates the need for revision on several graphics


3)       Content review
a.       “Project Data” summary
b.      OCII preferences for narrative content (design narrative, structural narrative, etc.)
c.        Addressing minor changes to D4D and other plans
d.      Deferrals (signage, art?)


4)       Schedule
 
 


 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Jesse Blout; David Manica; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 8:28:52 AM
Attachments: 2014 12 16_OCII-Planning_Hearings_Deck_ForPrintPres_cm SBE.pptx


Here are my recommended updates to the SBE slides. Will call in in a moment.
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going to do the SBE,
but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I was told to keep the entire
presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the more slides the more someone talks.  We
need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10 minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone
understands the time limitations.
 
Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t want to switch
back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that takes time and makes it
confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of those, then I will have you move the
DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental Review Process slides so that I can close out with
them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the following
changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are required to comply
with the program no matter the professional services.
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Equal Opportunity Programs


GSW will comply with OCII’s Equal Opportunity Program





GSW has undertaken an extensive outreach process working with OCII staff to fill 49 professional service opportunities








Equal Opportunity Programs – Professional Services


RFQ issued May 27, 2014


Sent to 525 businesses


150 attendees at the pre-submittal meeting


384 responses (38% of which were SBEs)





RFP process to be completed in two phases


To date, GSW has awarded roles to SBEs in 19 disciplines


Fees for those committed disciplines account for 45% of overall anticipated project A&E fees


Projected final SBE participation is 50% (35% MBE, 20% WBE)








Representative Awarded Consultants





			Discipline			Prime Consultant			SBE Consultant


			Design Architect, Office & Retail			Pfau Long (LBE) / AE3 (MBE)			-


			Architect of Record, Office & Retail			Kendall Heaton Associates			MEI Architects (MBE-WBE)


			Civil Engineering			BKF			Telamon Engineering Consultants (MBE-WBE)


			Façade/Curtain Wall Consulting			Walter P. Moore			McClintock Façade Consulting (WBE)


			Fire, Life Safety, & CFD Analysis, Code Consultant			 -			Howe Engineers (SBE)


			MEP Engineering			Smith Seckman Reid			SJ Engineers (MBE)


			Structural Engineering, Office & Retail			Magnusson Klemencic Assoc.			OLMM (MBE)











CATHERINE’S SLIDES
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Equal Opportunity Programs – Construction


GSW will comply with OCII’s requirements and goals for construction


50% SBE subcontracting goal


50% local construction workforce hiring goal


Payment of prevailing wages





Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First Source Hiring Program


First consideration given to entry-level employment


Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF residents
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Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
 
Add back in the following:


¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First Source Hiring
Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF residents


 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
 
I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my voicemail I
left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or expecting someone from
GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now and I’ll check in
the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could
transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more
SBE information than you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by
formatting, not content. Hope that works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


<image001.png>
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets

http://www.nba.com/warriors/app

http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect

http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014

mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com

http://www.tinyurl.com/WTA-Mailing-List





 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the
purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam
change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits. 
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I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you
would like to see it, I can forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


<image001.png>
website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15
hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for
tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone
speaking should sit in the front row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a
good chance you will be called to answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have
talked about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies
(David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby
concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these
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slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away
from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission
meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday
once I have them done.    Once you have made the minor comments below,
please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors
are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan
and a couple of the pretty pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but
not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still
set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened
on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at
this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a
few more sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE
program and that they look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed
the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND
to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation. 
But they need to be asked to stand at some point during the presentation.
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David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program
(don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along
with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you
have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th


and we can mention them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10
minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either
get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to
get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-
up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with
support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to
show support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would
recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the
Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her
thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a
great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment 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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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran
Subject: Fwd: Agenda for Tomorrow"s Meeting re: Warriors" Event Center
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 6:09:35 AM
Attachments: Agenda_Warriors TMP Meeting_2015-01-09.doc


ATT00001.htm


Hi all
FYI, the items on the agenda for this morning's meeting between UCSF and the 
Warriors.
I don't understand how this meeting is happening without SFMTA there, but we'll 
see.
Jose and I will be attending in person, and Brett will be calling in.


We will probably have a mitigation measure that requires the Event Center 
operators/owners to join and participate actively in the Ballpark/Mission Bay 
Transportation Coordinating Committee.  Maybe the committee can be renamed to 
refer to both venues and the area in general.  What do you think about listing the 
traffic measures, along with others SFMTA identifies, as examples of measures that 
may reduce impacts of the combined events?  I would like to discuss this with EP 
after this meeting.


The measures noted in the agenda can be explored, but definitely not something 
that the Warriors can commit to at this time. Especially without anyone from the City 
at this meeting.  I thought that Peter was going to this meeting, but he is not on the  
email distribution.


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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Wong, Diane C." <Diane.Wong@ucsf.edu>
Subject: Agenda for Tomorrow's Meeting re: Warriors' Event Center
Date: January 8, 2015 at 4:25:34 PM PST
To: "Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com)" <cmiller@stradasf.com>, "Kate 
Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, 
"Bob Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com)" 
<B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>, "'M.Hawkins@fehrandpeers.com'" 
<M.Hawkins@fehrandpeers.com>, "'C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com'" 
<C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com>, José I. Farrán 
[jifarran@adavantconsulting.com] <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, 
"'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, "Cox, Kevin" 
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Warriors Event Center and Mixed Use Development 



TMP Measures During Overlapping AT&T and Warriors Events


Friday, January 9, 2015


8:30 a.m. – 10:00 a.m.



654 Minnesota Street, Fox Room


Dial in Number (866) 629-7499



Passcode 6472727# (no host)



AGENDA


1. Review of proposed TMP measures during overlapping AT&T Park and Warriors’ Arena events


· Updates to AT&T Park TMP?



· Optimal deployment of PCOs to address UCSF concerns


2. Additional TMP measures Warriors willing to undertake, both for dual events and singular events


· Routing of inbound/outbound I-280 traffic onto Mariposa Street:  specifics on implementation?


· Interventions at traffic pinch points:  I-280 on/off ramps, 16th/7th intersection at the Caltrain crossing, and the Fourth Street and Third Street bridges


· Contraflow lanes along Mariposa Street, if necessary, considered together with interventions at the I-280 on/off ramps



3. Status of Pier 70 parking


















<Kevin.Cox@ucsf.edu>, 'Tim Erney' <terney@kittelson.com>, Ribeka 
Toda <rtoda@kittelson.com>, "'jblout@stradasf.com'" 
<jblout@stradasf.com>, "'dcarlock@warriors.com'" 
<dcarlock@warriors.com>, "Eckblad, Stuart" <Stuart.Eckblad@ucsf.edu>
Cc: "Yamauchi, Lori" <Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu>, "Beauchamp, Kevin" 
<Kevin.Beauchamp@ucsf.edu>, "Subbarayan, Kamala" 
<Kamala.Subbarayan@ucsf.edu>


Attached is the agenda for tomorrow morning’s meeting.  The dial-in number is below 
for those calling in.
 
Primary Dial-In                  1 (866) 629-7499
Passcode:                            6472727# (Be sure to hit the pound key after entering 
passcode)
 
Diane
 
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: José I. Farrán
To: "Paul Mitchell"; "Joyce"
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 11:41:59 AM
Attachments: Copy of Summary of GSW SEIR Scoping Comments_updated 1-5-15 LCW JIF v2.xls


Joyce,
 
Here is Paul’s table with highlighted (in yellow) transportation comments that we believe should be
discussed at tomorrow’s meeting since they could affect schedule or recirculation.  Those highlighted in
red are also important but could probably be dealt with in the response to comments phase.
 
Related bullets for tomorrow’s agenda:
 
1. Use of TMP/transit service plan in the analysis (Agenda item 2)
2. Assumptions regarding use of UCSF parking facilities during events
3. Request to avoiding 16th Street to access event center garage
4. Determination of UCSF peak evening shift demand (adjustments for 2015 conditions)
5. Travel demand hourly arrival assumptions
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:51 AM
To: 'Paul Mitchell'; 'Kern, Chris (CPC)'; 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; 'Reilly, Catherine (CII)'; 'Joyce'
Cc: 'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'
Subject: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
 
Luba’s and my quick highlight of potential transportation-related issues from the comment list for
discussion during the call.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
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Sheet1


			


						Summary of Scoping Comments


						SEIR Section			Comment			Commenter


						Chapter 3, Project Description			TMP:  Include or reference a complete TMP in the SEIR Project Description.  (See also requests for what should be in TMP, under Transportation Management Plan, below)			UCSF


									Parking:  Describe parking in sufficient detail including comprehensive discussion regarding parking operations during events. Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Outdoor Events:  Include information on daily/annual event dates and time schedule for outdoor events;  decibel limits and monitoring; exterior lighting locations and light levels, audio/visual design including any exterior monitors/LED panels, and other environmental elements with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Plan:  Discuss the project’s exterior site and building lighting plan including illuminated exterior signage (i.e. LED) billboards, event panels and other light producing elements			UCSF


									Project Approvals: More explanation concerning the approvals sought should be provided in the SEIR. Please clarify what specific amendments would be sought to the Mission Bay South D for D, and what modifications to Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan and Mission Bay South Streetscape Plan would be needed. Regarding modifications to the Mission Bay South Design for Development, the proposed project would seek: (1) a height increase for the Events Center to be located on Blocks 30 and 32, (2) a second 160‐foot‐tall tower on the site where only one 160‐tower is allowed; (3) exceptions to the bulk limits and tower separation for many of the structures on the site; (4) exceptions to the required view corridor in the center of the project site, east of Campus Way; and (5) exceptions to parking and loading requirements.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: The SEIR should state that approval is needed from the University of California to release the Warriors from a view easement located along the Campus Way axis, extending 100 feet into the site from Third Street, to enable the Warriors to develop within this view easement.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: Explain the “Governor’s approval of project sponsor’s Assembly Bill 900 (AB 900) application,” its purpose, practical application, its benefit to the project, and any consequences for member of the public, including UCSF.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse: Present additional design and programmatic information about the Gatehouse site element including the location of doors, vertical circulation elements, public restrooms (if any), solid vs. void elements, lighting and signage, as it will be located within the UCSF view easement			UCSF


									Other: The Regents of the University of California approved the Final UCSF 2014 LRDP on November 20, 2014.			UCSF


									Project Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking, and project will be approved with fewer parking spaces			Richard Hutson


						Chapter 4, Plans and Policies			Identify City Ordinances that are Superseded.  SEIR should identify all planning ordinances since 1998 with which the project will not comply and explain the consequences of non-compliance so that the deficiencies in the project are clear.			Mark Eliot


						Chapter 5, Impact Overview			Approach:  Explain in detail the basis for this proposed approach, and to ensure the project SEIR fully discloses and analyzes all new or more severe significant environmental effects than those analyzed in the previous environmental documentation.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative: In Initial Study, the following plans were not discussed:  Western SOMA Community Plan, Central Corridor Plan, Hunters Point Redevelopment Plan.  Need to be incorporated in order to make sure the plan works not just for the people who will be coming into and out of the arena, but the people that surround the arena.			J.R. Eppler


									Cumulative: Consider all residential and commercial projects in Environmental Planning's pipeline and planned to be in construction during time of the Warriors project.  Daggett Place will have over 400 units, and proposed residential housing at the Corovan site and at 1601 Mariposa; in total over a 1,000 residential units.			Holly Friedman


						Chapter 5.2, Transportation and Circulation


						SEIR Section			Traffic Impact Study (TIS) should include:
-   Vicinity, regional and site plan maps.
-    Project related trip generation, distribution, and assignment, with assumptions supported with appropriate documentation.
-   Average daily traffic, am and p.m. peak hour volumes, and LOS on all roadway where impacts may occur for existing, existing plus project, cumulative, and cumulative plus project.
 -  Cumulative should consider all existing plus future traffic generating developments.
 -  Identify project contribution to area traffic and degradation to existing/cumulative LOS.
-   Include turning traffic per study intersection for all scenarios both during game and commute traffic period.
-   Event center should assume year round operation at full seat capacity during both game and commute traffic period.
-   Schematic illustration of traffic conditions including project site and area roadways, trip distribution %s and volumes as well as intersection geometrics for all scenarios.
-   Evaluation of project consistency with GP Circulation Element and Congestion Management Agency's CMP.			Caltrans


									Use of TMP in SEIR:
-    SEIR should include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP and SEIR analyses.
-    SEIR should include the traffic, parking and transit assumptions used to develop the TMP and SEIR analyses, and include specifics about measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic management of pre- and post-events, traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF.
-   TMP and SEIR should identify when operational measures are triggered
-   SEIR should analyze whether measures in TMP would be effective in reducing vehicle trips, managing traffic and circulation impacts, whether modifications to the TMP should be made, or whether the project should be modified to eliminate or minimize significant impacts.
-   SEIR should analyze effect of any TMP-proposed lane closures on vehicle, transit, pedestrian and bicycle circulation
-   SEIR should evaluate effectives of TMP; identify what significance standard applies in evaluating the effectiveness of the TMP and in determining whether mitigation measures are needed.			UCSF


									TDM Measures:
-   Identify what Transportation Demand Management (TDM) measures are proposed to reduce vehicular travel in the area.
-   TDM measures should be be required as mitigation measures and as conditions of approval.			UCSF


									Mitigation Measures:
  -   Project's fair share contribution, financing, scheduling, implementation responsibilities and lead agency monitoring should be fully disclosed for all proposed mitigation measures.
 -   Required roadway improvements should be completed prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy
 -  Consider mitigation measures to reduce project impacts on I-80 and I-280
 -  Secondary impacts to pedestrian and bicyclists from any traffic impact mitigation measures should be analyzed.
 -  Describe any pedestrian and bicycle mitigation measures and safety countermeasures needed  to maintain and improve access to transit facilities and reducing vehicle trips and traffic impacts on State Highways.			Caltrans


									Parking, Traffic and Transit Assumptions:  Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop traffic analyses.			UCSF


									Project Traffic at Off-site Parking Locations:  TMP does not consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at located other than at the event center.  SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									Non-Project Traffic/Transit/Pedestrian/Bicycle Flow: Consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									Transportation/Circulation Impacts to FibroGen:  Disclose transportation and circulation impacts to FibroGen, given the primary GSW access for cars and trucks is via 16th Street, as is FibroGen's main artery for access to its own parking garage.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Impacts to Public Transit:  Disclose impacts to public transit, given currently constrained nature, and consider any existing and future system constraints.			Miller-Starr Regalia; Holly Friedman


									UCSF Parking Facilities:  Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.			UCSF


									Parking Demand: Identify the parking demand resulting from the proposed project, particularly during events, and whether parking demand would be met by on‐ and off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Supply:  Lack of on-site parking will create the circulation of several thousand private vehicles with no place to park.			Richard Hutson


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Use smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Parking Supply/Demand Assessment:  CEQA does not foreclose a detailed parking supply/demand study for planning and informational purposes, as well as analysis of queuing for parking spaces. EIR should include a parking supply/demand assessment and disclose any parking shortfalls, review area‐wide parking conditions, the effects of vehicles circling looking for parking, and queues at all designed event parking facilities.			UCSF


									Avoid 16th Street.  UCSF encourages east/westbound event traffic to be routed to the south of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site to the extent possible – i.e. onto Mariposa Street, rather than onto 16th Street which bisects the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and which will have a reduced vehicular capacity given the planned public transit‐only lanes on 16th Street in the future. Avoid 16th Street during the 5 p.m. to 7 p.m. peak period when UCSF employees are leaving the site and an employee shift change occurs at the hospitals.			UCSF


									Off-Peak Period Traffic:  Given the atypical characteristics of the proposed project, whereby a large number of vehicles is expected to arrive/leave the area in a relatively short amount of time, and the greatest amount of traffic generated by the Event Center is likely to occur outside of the 4 p.m. to 6 p.m. period, clearly identify the peak periods and what significance standard is appropriate to apply in this situation to determine the significance of traffic impacts.			UCSF


									Cumulative Impacts at MB South Intersections  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative traffic impacts at several key intersections in the Mission Bay South Area that could result from events at the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Cumulative UCSF/Mission Rock Project/Warriors/AT&T Events.
-  Identify the basis for assumptions regarding the frequency and times of day of dual events (i.e. events at Warriors’ Event Center concurrent with events at AT&T Park).
-  Disclose cumulative impacts of use of UCSF hospital or other facilities when either or both Giants/Warriors games or other events occur at same time
-   Consider traffic volume increases associated with Mission Rock project and future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard (when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed.
-  There will be increase in GSW project traffic on Mission Bay Blvd North with future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Daniel Koralek; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok; Steve/Linda Hawkins; Holly Friedman


									Taxi/Valet Exiting Plan. Provide comprehensive pedestrian exiting plan illustrating how taxi and valet parking along Terry Francois Blvd. will be accessed and announced. The elevator cores near the corners of South St. and Terry Francois Blvd. are not easily visible from the sidewalk. Unclear access to and from taxi and valet parking areas may result in patrons finding other locations to find taxis which may cause pedestrian flows through UCSF campus.			UCSF


									Quantitative Pedestrian Flow/Circulation Modeling:  Conduct quantitative pedestrian flow/circulation modeling to validate the required size and location of pedestrian routes approaching and within the site to ensure that pedestrians will not spill over sidewalks in to roadways and/or the UCSF campus, impacting campus operations, vehicular access or otherwise.			UCSF


									Pedestrian Barrier on 3rd Street.  Request a pedestrian barrier along 3rd street within the central median be studied to mitigate pedestrian jay‐walking across 3rd street onto the UCSF Mission Bay campus site.			UCSF


									Project Pedestrian Impacts to/From Off-Site Parking Facilities:  Since there will be little on‐site parking, the transportation analysis needs to address the substantial pedestrian volumes walking to and from off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									Bicycle Facilities:  Evaluate whether the event center will provide adequate bicycle facilities to promote access by bike.			UCSF


									Bicycle Parking Requirements:  Current Planning Code for arena calls for bicycle parking spaces for 5% of venue capacity, of which 75% must be attended.  If bicycle mode share assumptions are changed to 5-6%, which is plausible, there will be insufficient parking available under the terms of the 1998 FSEIR.  The GSW design at Mission Bay should comply with current code by providing parking comparable to the earlier Piers 30-32 design.			Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Parking and Pedestrian Improvements:  Project should be encouraged to mitigate any transportation impacts through bicycle and pedestrian improvements and infrastructure, including new crosswalks, wider sidewalks, special signals, bike lanes or paths with color treatment or protection, signal synchronization and priority for users other than motorists, and on-site bicycle parking commensurate with expected bicycle mode share.  SEIR should study project variants that consider a robust bicycle transportation plan in line with the City's own mode share goals.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification:  SEIR will assume completion of the Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification by the time the Warriors’ proposed project is completed in 2018. This may be a faulty assumption, as the Central Subway is not scheduled for completion until 2019, and Caltrain Electrification is not scheduled to be completed until late 2020 at the earliest. Therefore, the potential impacts of the proposed project before these improvements are in place needs to be analyzed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  For the estimates of travel demand of Warriors games, data from Oracle Arena should not be used exclusively. Oracle Arena is located a distance from major employment centers, is accessed via a congested freeway, and has limited on‐site pre‐game dining options. Conversely, the proposed Project is located adjacent to Downtown San Francisco and will be providing thousands of square feet of new restaurant space. As such, it is likely that game patrons traveling to the Project will arrive several hours prior to events and thus will overlap with the evening peak commute hours. Additional data from similar urban arenas (such as Staples Center in Los Angeles) should be reviewed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  Given the proliferation of Uber and other so‐called “ride‐sharing” services, these modes of travel need to be accounted for in the trip generation and the site planning.			UCSF


									Mode Share: GSW indicate mode share will be 35% transit, 55% auto, 2% bike, 4% walk and 4% taxi/shuttle/etc., derived from Giants and Kings, however, Kings arena is located well outside downtown, and Giants ballpark seats more than twice and operates at different times in different seasons. Provide evidence for assumptions.  Consider split data from SFMTA 2011 mode share survey for Zone 1 (5% bike mode share).			Mark Eliot


									Mode Share: When Giants came, they said it was gong to be a commuter-only park, with no parking - we all know what happened.  So, recommend setting a lower goal on parking load (e.g., reduce from 55% to 25%) because you are going to go over it now mattter what you do.			Ralph Anavy


									Bicycle Mode Share: The TMP assumes a 2% bicycle mode share for the GSW 2018 opening, despite Mission Bay's 5% bicycle mode share and City goals for 8% bicycle mode share by 2018 and 20% by 2020.  SEIR should resolve the TDM mode share assumptions with existing data for the City and neighborhood and the City's goals for growing bicycle mode share by 2020.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Mode Share: To account for more accurate mode share, rely on the Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA).  WTA Phase 2 (SOMA/Mission Bay/Central Waterfront Transportation Needs and Solutions Analysis) should be used to determine real transportation impacts across all modes to achieve more realistic bicycle mode share. WTA estimates a 30% increase in total trips in Mission Bay, 20% of which are predicated to be by bike.			SF Bicycle Coalition


									Caltrain  Station:  Recognize importance of Caltrain Station at 22nd Street. Trip from this station to the arena is roughly as long as trip from Montgomery BART to Giants ballpark.			Mark Eliot


									Traffic Analysis to Account for UCSF Peak Evening Shifts.  The analysis should consider the number of UCSF employees leaving/arriving from the UCSF campus, especially the employee shift change at the UCSF hospitals which would be coincident with Event Center patron arrivals for peak (evening) events.			UCSF


									Traffic Pinch Points in Mission Bay:
-  Mission Bay has limited street capacity, with certain pinch points at the I‐280 on/off ramps, the 16th Street / 7th Street intersection at the Caltrain crossing, and the Fourth Street and Third Street bridges. Interventions at these pinch points are critical to facilitating traffic flow in and out of Mission Bay.
-  I-280/Mariposa interchange already challenging; addition of traffic from UCSF, and additional traffic light between I-280 and 3rd Street will make this additionally difficult.			UCSF; Daniel Koralek


									Impacts on I-80/I-280.
-   Concerned about impacts on I-80 and I-280 on-ramp and off-ramp locations
-    Suggest updated counts at on- and off-ramp locations, including special event data counts			Caltrans


									Contraflow Lane Mitigation:   Should traffic congestion warrant, the analysis should consider contraflow lanes as mitigation or improvement measures. One possibility is the coning of westbound Mariposa Street to temporarily enable three lanes westbound, rather than two lanes, to facilitate traffic flow onto I‐280. This should be considered along with possible interventions on the I‐280 onramp to facilitate traffic flow.			UCSF


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response: Evaluate the extent to which patients in private vehicles and public transit to the UCSF Mission Bay campus site may be delayed or otherwise encounter difficulties reaching the hospital or emergency room due to Event Center traffic congestion on roadways, or queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. Evaluate the extent to which emergency vehicles may be delayed reaching the hospital emergency room. Mitigation measures and/or improvement measures should be identified.			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response:  The SEIR should evaluate the potential impacts on emergency response in the area, particularly given the project’s proposal to close a portion of Third Street to through traffic after events, and given vehicular queues and traffic congestion that are likely to occur both before and after events. Even with parking control officers to direct traffic, UCSF is concerned that traffic congestion may inhibit the movement of emergency vehicles needing to access the UCSF Children’s Hospital emergency room, due to vehicular queues on streets as well as queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. In addition, patients who need to each the hospital or emergency room may be in private vehicles, which would not have the benefit of sirens/lights to facilitate their movement through congested traffic. For these reasons, the potential for delay to hospital/emergency room access needs to be considered, as access must be unimpeded 24/7.			UCSF


									Event Center Light Impact on Operation of UCSF Helipad:  Outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Ferry Terminal:  Addition of a new ferry terminal to support the event center worth considering; would relieve vehicular traffic and crowded MUNI system.			Richard Hutson; Ralph Anavy


									Construction Impacts on State Highway System:  Include impacts from construction traffic on State Highway System.			Caltrans


									Construction Effects on Transportation: Removal of 350,000 cubic yards of soil from the site will add approximately 10,000 – 20,000 heavy truck trips to the neighboring streets, depending on the capacity of the dump trucks used for hauling. The traffic and safety impacts of these trips should be analyzed in SEIR.			UCSF


									Construction Assumptions:  Construction-related assumptions should be based on conservative assumptions that disclose impacts, including for road closures, staging, construction employee parking, etc. on surrounding streets.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on UCSF Helicopter Use.  Analyze the potential for construction cranes to interfere with air medical access to the UCSF hospital helipad. Construction cranes for the proposed Warriors’ project would be in or in close proximity to the UCSF helicopter flight paths as the UCSF hospital and helipad will be operational in February 2015.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction:  Construction associated with electrification of Caltrain and construction of new commercial space will impact traffic well past the targeted Warriors opening date.			Daniel Koralek


						Transportation Management Plan			TMP should be required as a condition of approval			UCSF


									TMP should include discussion about traffic management, traffic routing, use of PCOs, location of parking facilities, and parking operations management.			UCSF


									Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP analyses			UCSF


									Include specific measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic  management of pre- and post-events , traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF			UCSF


									Identify when operational measures are triggered			UCSF


									Include locations and quantities of parking spaces needed to serve GSW project			UCSF


									Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.  UCSF facilities should not be listed in TMP if and when agreement with UCSF is reached.			UCSF


									TMP does not presently consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at locations other than the event center.  The TMP should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									TMP/SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									UCSF encourages smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site).			UCSF


									TMP should identify mechanisms for monitoring traffic impacts to surrounding streets and impacts to UCSF campus, including impacts to private vehicles, transit, emergency vehicles, UCSF shuttles, pedestrians and bicyclists.			UCSF


									Any modifications to the TMP should require a public process for stakeholders, including UCSF, to comment.			UCSF


									Measures contained in the TMP that are relied upon as mitigation for the project's impacts must be binding and enforceable.			UCSF


									Any road closures to vehicle or pedestrian traffic must have provisions to allow residents of the Madrone and Radiance communities (on Mission Bay Boulevard North) to get in and out of the general area			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									The easement area between the Madrone building and Radiance building, into which Bridgeview runs must have traffic management control in place to close off vehicle and pedestrian traffic except to residents of these 2 communities.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									PCOs supporting Giants games are ineffective on Third Street currently, so hearing that PCO are a big part of the solution to the traffic issues on Third Street is not encouraging.  PCOs need to be qualified and aggressively control vehicle and foot traffic with ability to change lights when necessary.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Need more details on new shuttles from Van Ness, Ferry Building and 16th Street (how big and will they be of a sufficient number/size to make a difference?).  Who is paying for the shuttles (MUNI, tax payers, Warriors fans, Warriors?)			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Mission Bay Master Plan has no provision for resident parking stickers.   Residents living on Mission Bay Boulevard North  need an exception on resident parking stickers.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Warriors plan does not address the needs of the people living in the area to get in and out; people living in the area will be trapped, as they are when the Giants have a ball game.			Ralph Anavy


						Section 5.3, Noise and Vibration			Outdoor Event Noise:  Analyze impacts from amplified sound equipment to be used for outdoor events in the main plaza nearby facilities.  The SEIR should include information on outdoor events, including  . . .  decibel limits and monitoring, . . . audio/visual design . . . with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.  Include mitigation measures designed to prevent any potentially significant noise impacts.			UCSF


									Crowd Noise: 
-    Analyze the  effect of crowd noise on adjacent facilities, especially UCSF inpatient facilities which operate on a 24‐hour/day, 7‐day/week basis, and UCSF campus housing located directly across the street from the project site on Third Street
-  Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems (those that using Parking Lot A will prefer to walk back on Bridgeway rather than Terry A. Francois and Third Street.)			UCSF; Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Event Center Noise:  Analyze the potential for noise leakage from the Event Center structure, particularly during concerts, and associated impacts on adjoining land uses.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction Noise:  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified a potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative noise impact from concurrent UCSF/Warriors’ construction projects. This should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									General:  The SEIR should identify noise mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant noise impacts, including impacts on sensitive receptors at UCSF’s residential and medical facilities.			UCSF


									Operational Traffic and Emergency Generator Noise Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen should be treated as sensitive noise receptor; SEIR should disclose noise impacts from traffic and circulation from GSW patrons, employees and deliveries; and diesel generators (in event of power outage)			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Noise and Vibration Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen operations, sensitive instrumentation, laboratories, and chemicals are highly sensitive to noise and vibration. Project should be conditioned so that pile driving is prohibited and driller augers are instead required; and SEIR should analyze noise and vibration impacts of drilled augers.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.4, Air Quality			Air Pollutant Exposure:  Neighborhoods adjacent to freeways (as indicated in attached BAAQMD and SFDPH maps), through which project traffic will travel through, will experience exacerbated levels of particulate matter and other pollutants, worsening an already dangerous health situation.  City will be reducing capacity further on many streets; lines of congestion will stretch further; dispersing particulates through residential and work areas.  This must be studied, quantified, and an abatement plan discussed.			Alice Rogers


									Operational Air Quality Effects on FibroGen:  Analyze traffic-related air quality effects on FibroGen.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative Construction Air Quality Effects: UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative air quality impacts from concurrent construction projects and concurrent operations of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									Construction Air Quality Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen has had to significantly increase the frequency with which it changes its air filters, and has experienced significant amounts of dust and dirt on its windows and walls throughout he UCSF hospital construction. GSW project to be even more impactful to FibroGen.  SEIR should conservatively analyze construction air quality impacts.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.5, Greenhouse Gases			None.


						Section 5.6, Wind and Shadow			General:  Wind and shadow impacts on UCSF facilities should be analyzed, particularly in areas heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene Friend Way near Third, and the 16th/4th campus gateway.			UCSF


									General:  Proposed height increase exceptions, if granted, would have impacts on wind and shadows.			UCSF


						Section 5.7, Utilities and Service Systems, and 
Section 5.9, Hydrology and Water Quality


						Stormwater/Wastewater			Impact on Mariposa Pump Station:  The UCSF 2014 LRDP FEIR identified an issue with the Mariposa Pump Station that has yet to be resolved with the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission staff (see UCSF 2015 LRDP EIR, pp. 7‐98 through 7‐100 and pg. 10‐15). The proposed Warriors’ project may contribute to a cumulative impact and this should be analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Operational Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze operational impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze construction impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Trash Impact to Stormwater Quality: The SEIR should identify mitigation, such as additional trash receptacles and post‐event trash pick‐up radius exterior to the Warriors property line sufficient to avoid impacts on the water quality of the storm drain system.			UCSF


						Sea Level Rise			None


						Section 5.8, Public Services


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss the project’s plan for crowd management, nighttime hours of operation, and provisions for sufficient on‐site and off‐site security and maintenance personnel, public restrooms and trash receptacles.			UCSF


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss project impacts to law enforcement service ratios/response times; assess fan violence, proliferation of alcohol-related uses, riots; and solid waste management			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Public Intoxication:  Consideration must be given to control unorderly behavior, such as intoxication and public urination (e.g., Giants fans using China Basin Channel for restroom.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Litter:  Consideration must be given to the handling of event related materials that can be littered around the area (not just adjacent streets)			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Graffiti:  Project may result in increases in graffiti/damage in area buildings.			Steve Hawkins


									Evacuation Plan for Emergency Response.  SEIR should discuss evacuation plan for emergency response, including law enforcement, and make that plan an enforceable mitigation measure.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on Public Services.   Evaluate construction effects on law enforcement, fire, emergency services and solid waste (displacement of vermin, handling of construction materials).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 6, Other CEQA Sections			None


						Section 7, Alternatives			Modified Site Plan:  Evaluate alternatives that incorporate potential design changes that may be necessary to address significant traffic and circulation impacts (e.g., a reconfigured site plan that provides additional vehicular access s on Third and Terry A Francois Blvd; additional modifications to freeway access; and modifications to existing public transportation to alleviate traffic concerns).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Topics Scoped out in Initial Study


						Land Use			General:  Potential land use impacts should be included in the Draft SEIR, as the proposed Event Center would require a secondary use finding, multiple amendments to the applicable Design for Development and other variances.			UCSF


									General:  Given GSW project's significant scope and sensitivity of FibroGen use and operations, combined with other uses in the vicinity that have been constructed, disclose any potential land use incompatibilities with surrounding land uses.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Aesthetics			Increased Height/Massing Visual Impact:  The numerous modifications proposed to the Mission Bay South Design for Development standards which would increase the height limit, the number of allowed towers on the site, increase building bulk beyond current limits, and eliminate a view corridor, warrants the analysis of aesthetic and view corridor impacts resulting from the proposed project, at least for the purpose of providing information to the public and decision makers.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Impacts:  Given the proximity of the proposed entertainment venue to sensitive receptors (i.e. UCSF hospital and residents), information about nighttime lighting at the Event Center, including the potential for outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Plaza and Retail Visual Impact:  Visual impact of the Third Street Plaza and associated retail space being elevated above Third Street, 16th Street and South Street, rather than at street level where activation of the street is encouraged, and the expanse of blank parking garage walls fronting those streets.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse Visual Impact:   Retail Gatehouse is located in UCSF view easement and will have a visual impact.			UCSF


									Construction Nighttime Lighting Effects:   Construction‐period nighttime lighting and impacts on adjacent land uses should be analyzed, and mitigation measures imposed as appropriate.			UCSF


						Population and Housing			Construction Employment Data:  Construction job data presented in Initial Study probably dates back from the end of 2013; construction has gone up greatly over the last year; need to make sure outdated data is not used.			J.R. Eppler


						Cultural and Paleontological Resources			Mitigation for Cultural Resources:  Contact appropriate regional archaeological Information Center.  If archaeological inventory survey is required, prepare report detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.  Contact NAHC for a Sacred Lands File Check, and a list of approprate Native American contacts for consultation concerning the project site and to assist in mitigation measures.  Include in mitigation plan provisions for identification and evaluation of accidentally discovered archaeological resources, per CEQA Section 16064.5(f).   Include in mitigation plan provisions for disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated, which are addressed in PRC 5097.98, in consultation culturally affiliated Native Americans. Include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in mitigation plan (see Health and Safety Code 7050.5, PRC 5097.98, and CEQA Guidelines 15064.5(e)).			Native American Heritage Commission


						Recreation			Project Increase in Use of Bayfront Park.  Initial Study said there would be any substantial increase in the use of existing parks and recreational facilities and would not lead to physical deterioration of existing recreational resources.  However, plan for Bayfront Park never contemplated having 20,000 additional people coming into the neighborhood to use these parks.			Corinne Woods


						Utiltities and Service Systems 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Solid Waste.  There is a significant increase in solid waste handling as a result of the Giants; the burden of cleanup ends up on Mission Bay and not the City's general fund.  Analysis of Warriors project should reflect the increase burden on Mission Bay community from increased solid waste.			Corinne Woods


						Public Services
(non-Police/Fire Protection)			None


						Biological Resources			None


						Geology and Soils			None


						Hydrology and Water Quality 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Subsurface Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking . . .			Richard Hutson


						Hazards and Hazardous Materials			Cumulative Construction-Related Hazardous Materials Impacts. Concerned about hazardous waste releases from all the cumulative construction that will be going on in the project area (within a 3 to 4 block radius) at same time as the Warriors project.			Holly Friedman


						Minerals and Energy Resources			None


						Agriculture and Forest Reserves			None


						Non-SEIR Issues Raised During Scoping Process			SEIR should include a study of potential long-term comprehensive and positive socio-economic benefits and impacts available through integration and creation of a model High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom within the GSW development			Dennis MacKenzie


									SEIR should study the interdependent public-private sector benefits that the GSW Classroom can provide for the City's diverse, cross-cultural communities through maximizing, enhancing, expanding and attracting new jobs, career and business opportunities and partnerships through the creation of model education and career development programs.			Dennis MacKenzie


									Event parking must incorporate considerations for residents and their visiting guests to utilize parking without being priced at a rate that is too high to discourage their normal daily use.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Study at least one City whose sports arenas are not only close to each other, but in the middle of a residential neighborhood like the one where the Warriors and Giants arenas will reside.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Speakers have indicated that followup surveys would be conducted of businesses in the area to see what's working and what is not working; this should include a resident survey.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Future presentations needs to have charts addressing the residents issues.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Structure is out of place; will invade our small town feel neighborhood of North Slopes Potrero Hill.  Traffic noise and crime have increased over the years. Offices, parking lots and congestion is already increasing with the UCSF campus.			Margo Hill


									Warriors have gone above and beyond to see what people in the community are looking for in terms of environmental needs of the community and what the CAC is asking (e.g., auger drill piles).  Construction in the area has been noisy over the past four years.			Michael Drummond


									Warriors are carefully studying impacts of the project; project will create a center for the neighborhood and bring city and regional activity to Mission Bay area, and add to sense of neighborhood.			Alex Mitra


									The event center will bring in more people to San Francisco, which will help the Hotel Council of San Francisco's hotel employees, the majority of who live in San Francisco.			Kevin Carroll


									Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency			State Clearinghouse
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From: Albert, Peter
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:19:21 AM
Attachments: image001.png


TDM clarified.pptx


It’s fine – I was looking at these 2 slides for possible changes, but don’t sweat it.  It’s minor detail.  If
someone calls us on it I’d be shocked.
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:03 AM
To: Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Peter – I was looking through the PPT and I couldn’t find where we use the term “Transportation
Demand Strategies”.  I chanced Transportation Demand Plan to Transportation Demand
Management Plan in case that is what you were referring to.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Albert, Peter [mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 31, 2014 6:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
I’m still searching through backlog of emails and feel great about this slideshow – which I just now
reviewed. 
 
The only technicality I’d have corected if I were in the office last week would have been to correct
”Transportation Demand Strategies” on slides 9 and 13 to ”Transportation Demand Management
Strategies” – might seem a minor point to anyone who’s not a transportation wonk.
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Let me know if you’d like me on hand Jan 6.
 
Happy New Year.  
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
I have attached a draft of my PPT.  I have included Erin/Peter since I was asked to include more
information on the TMP and I want them to review what is being included as they may be asked to
answer questions.  Take a look – I was trying to find a middle ground that provides context and
avoids the question of “when are we getting a presentation on the TMP”, while also not having the
overall presentation go one for an hour.  I haven’t run the revisions above me, so it may change – I
wanted to get the group’s feedback first.
 
Similarly, I would appreciate if everyone would pay special attention to the last slide on other next
steps and see if I have missed anything.
 
Some other comments I received for the GSW portion of the presentation are:


-          Say the full names of things the first time you use them – ie, Transportation Management
Association (TMA), since the Commission may not be familiar with them all


-          The Transit Access (slide 17) may be difficult to read, so if you could simplify it or beef up
the size of the transit lines/station locations, great.  If it will take too long, then we can role
with it.


-          Public Benefits Slide – clarify that P22 will be built by the Mission Bay Master Developer
when triggered. And either in the bullet or when speaking clarify that the estimated job
number is generated by GSW to avoid giving the sense that the City/OCII has had an
opportunity to confirm the number.


-          Transportation Info – Include the slide you had in the TMP PPT for “Projected Event Count
and Attendance” when describing the project stats to set the stage for the TMP discussion
later


 
Parking – our Commission has recently expressed concern about ensuring adequate parking is
provided.  So, someone should be ready to talk about how many spaces are being provided
compared to ATT park, and how many spaces are available surrounding the site so that we are able
to show where the expected cars will park.
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I will send out comments on the SD format this weekend/early next week. 


Have a great holiday!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, December 22, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are already
done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and changes to
the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you have
made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the
PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor in the
room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
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Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)
·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the stage


in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)
·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in


the past
·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie


skin vs massing)
 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need


a slide)
-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D
-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo
-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments


to date
-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any


updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo
-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can
load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case
we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with support in the second
row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that
there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak
since the Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!







 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Moy, Barbara
Subject: RE: call to Ken Rich
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 1:36:05 PM


No haven't heard anything else.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:01/07/2015 1:11 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: call to Ken Rich


 
Hi Catherine,
 
I have not yet prodded Ken about arrangements for reimbursement for work on Warriors ..  have
you heard anything since we late emailed?  If not, I will leave him a  message.. 
 
Thanks
 
Barbara
 
 
 
 


 
Barbara L. Moy
Manager, Infrastructure Task Force
 


    Bureau of Street Use & Mapping  |  San Francisco Public Works  |  City and County of San Francisco 
    30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200  |  San Francisco, CA 94102|  (415) 558-4050  |  sfpublicworks.org ·
twitter.com/sfpublicworks
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Leah


DiCarlo; Lauren Weingartner
Subject: Re: 75% Set
Date: Sunday, January 04, 2015 6:29:10 PM


I have SBE interviews Wednesday morning, so please proceed without me if this
time works best for others. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 4, 2015, at 6:26 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Works for me.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:01/04/2015 5:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Kate Aufhauser ,Kristin Kontz
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Carlock ,Jesse Blout
,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Leah DiCarlo ,Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set


That works for us as well.  Thanks for wrangling Kristin.
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 7:08 PM
To: Kristin Kontz
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van
de Water, Adam (MYR); Leah DiCarlo; Lauren Weingartner
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Works for me. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 4, 2015, at 5:02 PM, "Kristin Kontz" <KKontz@Warriors.com> wrote:


All,
 
Unfortunately 4pm on 1/7 doesn’t work for BC/SD – could we look to
earlier in the day? If Catherine is still available at 11am on 1/7 that would
work well on our end.



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:KKontz@Warriors.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:leah.dicarlo@icloud.com

mailto:leah.dicarlo@icloud.com

mailto:lweingartner@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:KKontz@Warriors.com





 
Thanks!
Kristin
 
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 2:09 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 'Leah DiCarlo';
Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
I saw a note from Chris Kern that this Wednesday’s CEQA meeting will be
extended for an extra hour due to the number of items on the agenda. So
it sounds like this BC/SD discussion needs to start at 4pm on Wednesday.
Will that still work for the group? At OCII?
 
Clarke
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 5:02 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
'Leah DiCarlo'; Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Kate knows me so well. 7th is what i meant and 3.00 works for me.
I will get a room at ocii when back on monday (easier than getting
someone at planning to book a room).
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:01/02/2015 4:59 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Kristin Kontz ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica
Cc: David Carlock ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)" ,'Leah DiCarlo' ,Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
I’m guessing Catherine was referring to availability on the 7th, since the
CEQA meeting she referenced is that day.
 
Catherine, if so, it would be great to meet with you directly after CEQA on
Wed – say 3:00-4:30pm? If that works can you reserve a room at OCII
and/or Planning since you and I will already be there?
 
Thanks all.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Kristin Kontz 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Wednesday, January 7th would actually be best for us while David


Manica’s team is in San Francisco (instead of the 8th). Do you have any
availability that day? We are flexible on timing and can work to
accommodate your schedule.
 
Thank you!
Kristin
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 11:34 AM
To: David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Sounds good. I am open on the 8th before 10am, bet 11 to 12, and
after the CEQA meeting until 5.30pm.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:01/02/2015 11:19 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: David Carlock ,Kate Aufhauser ,Kristin Kontz ,Clarke Miller
,Jesse Blout ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine. 
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I had spoken with Kate today and we were hoping you might be
available on Wednesday the 7th to discuss with Leah and Lauren
from my office as well.   The 6th is a bit full for us already.
Possible?


David Manica
MANICA Architecture


On Jan 2, 2015, at 11:56 AM, Reilly, Catherine (CII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


David - attached is a matrix that shows what is required
for a Basic Concept and a Schematic Design.  Since they
are very repetitive documents, we now combine them
into a Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Design
booklet, so if either the BC or SD requires an item, then
it should be included.
 
When you look through the list you are going to see a
lot of what was already included in the Major Phase (ie,
utilities, etc.) is repeated.  Typically, when we get to a
BC/SD after a MP, the site has been sold, designs are
further along, etc. so what is in the Major Phase is not
exactly the same as what the proposed building design
is - ie, why we need to repeat things.  In this case
where we are running things concurrently, so we do
have the opportunity to reference the Major Phase
document instead of repeating things as much.
 However, to start with, let's go ahead and include
everything into the BC/SD since you already have the
pages laid out to see what it looks like and if it is too
repetitive, then we can delete it.  If it isn't too large of a
document, it would be good to have all repeated in
case someone is reviewing the BC/SD and does not
have access to the Major Phase.
 
The difference between the Major Phase and BC/SD is
that the MP is big picture/site plan.  the BC/SD will now
focus in on individual buildings and open space areas
(whether we have individual books for each building or
combine into one).  So, if there is a combined booklet,
we would want chapters on each individual building.
 
The renderings will be about the level of development
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of the current arena drawings that were included in the
MP, but with the details of buildings developed further
to give a better sense of the proposed features and
materials.  So, for each building, you would have a
series of rendering/elevations that show all facades of
the building, calling out materials, and getting into the
level where you could see what the design intent was -
ie, window types, entrances, etc.  The
written description and other supporting
documentation would also focus in on that building vs.
the site a whole.   There would be information on
material selection, type of construction, wall sections to
focus in and give more detail on what is being
proposed. In some cases you won't know what is being
proposed still, so there may be language/photos that
give a sense of what the intent is. 
 
Again, in your case where you have already moved into
DDs, you may be able to provide more certainty than is
typically known at this stage in design.  We do not want
to get into architectural level of drawings, since this is
supposed to be something that is legible to non-
designers to understand what the building will look like.
 That said, I also tell folks that while there is room for
changes in the DD and SD phases of design, the building
that is ultimately built should look for all intensive
purposes like the one in the BC/SD design.
 
Typically the landscaping for a project is included in
the BC/SD submittal for a building.  As with the
building, there should be details provided on the design
of the open space areas, along with planting types,
furniture, paving, etc. In your case where you have an
open space system that flows through the entire 4-
block site, it may make sense to break out the
shared podium and street level open space areas into a
separate submittal, with just the open spaces, such as
green roofs, etc. that are clearly associated with an
individual building included with the building BC/SD.
 
Why don't we set up a time early next week to go
through an example and figure out the best way to







approach this (ie, a single document vs. multiple).  
Since people will be in town on Tuesday, do you want
to meet in person?  Other than our Commission
meeting at 1PM, I am open all day until 5.30PM.
 
Thanks and hope everyone had a great New Years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 8:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Got it. Thanks Catherine.  David M and I had a conversation
about single vs. separate but nothing definitive. We will huddle
again and come back to you.  Happy new year!
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do
not hesitate to contact my assistant Kristin Kontz at
kkontz@warriors.com.
 
From: <Reilly>, Catherine Reilly <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 at 7:45 PM
To: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Cc: David Manica <dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com>,
Kate Aufhauser <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, Kristin Kontz
<kkontz@warriors.com>
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Hi, David - I am around next week, though planning on
sending out some notes about the SD content
tomorrow.  I took a look at the 75% set and it looks like
you are heading in the right direction for the Design
Development documents with that.  For the SDs, it will
be a middle ground between that level of detail and
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the Major Phase.  Probably the easiest way to think
about it is that the pretty illustrative drawings that you
did of the arena for the Major Phase are close to what
we'll end up for the SD, but with all the detail
explaining materials, close up, pedestrian views, to
really explain what those graphics mean (same for the
office/landscaping).
 
Did the team have a chance to talk about whether you
would like to have a single document with all the SDs
included as chapters, or whether you would like to
break them out into separate documents?
 
Thanks and happy new years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 7:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Hope you are enjoying the holiday. Pls let is know if we should
schedule a few minutes when you are back to get your thoughts
on the 75% SD set and formal SD submission.
 
Thanks.
 
David
 
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do
not hesitate to contact my assistant Kristin Kontz at
kkontz@warriors.com.
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From: David Manica
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45:00 PM


Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
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12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
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          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Oerth, Sally (CII)
Subject: Block 40 Commission Memo
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:43:00 PM


I will not get you the memo first thing as planned.  I will get it to you as soon as I can tomorrow, but
ran into some last minute GSW stuff and do not want to stay any later tonight.
 
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 (CII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Fw: Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 4:12:59 PM


FYI - will forward her to the NOP contact info.


From: Janet M. Laurain <jlaurain@adamsbroadwell.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 7, 2015 3:46 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32
 
Ms. Reilly,
 
Can you please give me the contact name and phone number/email of the applicant for the Event
Center and Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32?  Also, is there an anticipated
timeline for release of the DEIR and have any hearings been scheduled?
 
Thank you, in advance, for your help.
 
Janet Laurain
 
Janet M. Laurain
Adams Broadwell Joseph & Cardozo
601 Gateway Boulevard, Suite 1000
South San Francisco, CA  94080
(650) 589-1660
jlaurain@adamsbroadwell.com
___________________
This e-mail may contain material that is confidential, privileged and/or attorney work product for the sole use of the
intended recipient.  Any review, reliance or distribution by others or forwarding without express permission is strictly
prohibited.  If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete all  copies.
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From: José I. Farrán
To: "Paul Mitchell"; "Joyce"
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 11:41:59 AM
Attachments: Copy of Summary of GSW SEIR Scoping Comments_updated 1-5-15 LCW JIF v2.xls


Joyce,
 
Here is Paul’s table with highlighted (in yellow) transportation comments that we believe should be
discussed at tomorrow’s meeting since they could affect schedule or recirculation.  Those highlighted in
red are also important but could probably be dealt with in the response to comments phase.
 
Related bullets for tomorrow’s agenda:
 
1. Use of TMP/transit service plan in the analysis (Agenda item 2)
2. Assumptions regarding use of UCSF parking facilities during events
3. Request to avoiding 16th Street to access event center garage
4. Determination of UCSF peak evening shift demand (adjustments for 2015 conditions)
5. Travel demand hourly arrival assumptions
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:51 AM
To: 'Paul Mitchell'; 'Kern, Chris (CPC)'; 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; 'Reilly, Catherine (CII)'; 'Joyce'
Cc: 'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'
Subject: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
 
Luba’s and my quick highlight of potential transportation-related issues from the comment list for
discussion during the call.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
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Sheet1


			


						Summary of Scoping Comments


						SEIR Section			Comment			Commenter


						Chapter 3, Project Description			TMP:  Include or reference a complete TMP in the SEIR Project Description.  (See also requests for what should be in TMP, under Transportation Management Plan, below)			UCSF


									Parking:  Describe parking in sufficient detail including comprehensive discussion regarding parking operations during events. Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Outdoor Events:  Include information on daily/annual event dates and time schedule for outdoor events;  decibel limits and monitoring; exterior lighting locations and light levels, audio/visual design including any exterior monitors/LED panels, and other environmental elements with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Plan:  Discuss the project’s exterior site and building lighting plan including illuminated exterior signage (i.e. LED) billboards, event panels and other light producing elements			UCSF


									Project Approvals: More explanation concerning the approvals sought should be provided in the SEIR. Please clarify what specific amendments would be sought to the Mission Bay South D for D, and what modifications to Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan and Mission Bay South Streetscape Plan would be needed. Regarding modifications to the Mission Bay South Design for Development, the proposed project would seek: (1) a height increase for the Events Center to be located on Blocks 30 and 32, (2) a second 160‐foot‐tall tower on the site where only one 160‐tower is allowed; (3) exceptions to the bulk limits and tower separation for many of the structures on the site; (4) exceptions to the required view corridor in the center of the project site, east of Campus Way; and (5) exceptions to parking and loading requirements.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: The SEIR should state that approval is needed from the University of California to release the Warriors from a view easement located along the Campus Way axis, extending 100 feet into the site from Third Street, to enable the Warriors to develop within this view easement.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: Explain the “Governor’s approval of project sponsor’s Assembly Bill 900 (AB 900) application,” its purpose, practical application, its benefit to the project, and any consequences for member of the public, including UCSF.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse: Present additional design and programmatic information about the Gatehouse site element including the location of doors, vertical circulation elements, public restrooms (if any), solid vs. void elements, lighting and signage, as it will be located within the UCSF view easement			UCSF


									Other: The Regents of the University of California approved the Final UCSF 2014 LRDP on November 20, 2014.			UCSF


									Project Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking, and project will be approved with fewer parking spaces			Richard Hutson


						Chapter 4, Plans and Policies			Identify City Ordinances that are Superseded.  SEIR should identify all planning ordinances since 1998 with which the project will not comply and explain the consequences of non-compliance so that the deficiencies in the project are clear.			Mark Eliot


						Chapter 5, Impact Overview			Approach:  Explain in detail the basis for this proposed approach, and to ensure the project SEIR fully discloses and analyzes all new or more severe significant environmental effects than those analyzed in the previous environmental documentation.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative: In Initial Study, the following plans were not discussed:  Western SOMA Community Plan, Central Corridor Plan, Hunters Point Redevelopment Plan.  Need to be incorporated in order to make sure the plan works not just for the people who will be coming into and out of the arena, but the people that surround the arena.			J.R. Eppler


									Cumulative: Consider all residential and commercial projects in Environmental Planning's pipeline and planned to be in construction during time of the Warriors project.  Daggett Place will have over 400 units, and proposed residential housing at the Corovan site and at 1601 Mariposa; in total over a 1,000 residential units.			Holly Friedman


						Chapter 5.2, Transportation and Circulation


						SEIR Section			Traffic Impact Study (TIS) should include:
-   Vicinity, regional and site plan maps.
-    Project related trip generation, distribution, and assignment, with assumptions supported with appropriate documentation.
-   Average daily traffic, am and p.m. peak hour volumes, and LOS on all roadway where impacts may occur for existing, existing plus project, cumulative, and cumulative plus project.
 -  Cumulative should consider all existing plus future traffic generating developments.
 -  Identify project contribution to area traffic and degradation to existing/cumulative LOS.
-   Include turning traffic per study intersection for all scenarios both during game and commute traffic period.
-   Event center should assume year round operation at full seat capacity during both game and commute traffic period.
-   Schematic illustration of traffic conditions including project site and area roadways, trip distribution %s and volumes as well as intersection geometrics for all scenarios.
-   Evaluation of project consistency with GP Circulation Element and Congestion Management Agency's CMP.			Caltrans


									Use of TMP in SEIR:
-    SEIR should include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP and SEIR analyses.
-    SEIR should include the traffic, parking and transit assumptions used to develop the TMP and SEIR analyses, and include specifics about measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic management of pre- and post-events, traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF.
-   TMP and SEIR should identify when operational measures are triggered
-   SEIR should analyze whether measures in TMP would be effective in reducing vehicle trips, managing traffic and circulation impacts, whether modifications to the TMP should be made, or whether the project should be modified to eliminate or minimize significant impacts.
-   SEIR should analyze effect of any TMP-proposed lane closures on vehicle, transit, pedestrian and bicycle circulation
-   SEIR should evaluate effectives of TMP; identify what significance standard applies in evaluating the effectiveness of the TMP and in determining whether mitigation measures are needed.			UCSF


									TDM Measures:
-   Identify what Transportation Demand Management (TDM) measures are proposed to reduce vehicular travel in the area.
-   TDM measures should be be required as mitigation measures and as conditions of approval.			UCSF


									Mitigation Measures:
  -   Project's fair share contribution, financing, scheduling, implementation responsibilities and lead agency monitoring should be fully disclosed for all proposed mitigation measures.
 -   Required roadway improvements should be completed prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy
 -  Consider mitigation measures to reduce project impacts on I-80 and I-280
 -  Secondary impacts to pedestrian and bicyclists from any traffic impact mitigation measures should be analyzed.
 -  Describe any pedestrian and bicycle mitigation measures and safety countermeasures needed  to maintain and improve access to transit facilities and reducing vehicle trips and traffic impacts on State Highways.			Caltrans


									Parking, Traffic and Transit Assumptions:  Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop traffic analyses.			UCSF


									Project Traffic at Off-site Parking Locations:  TMP does not consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at located other than at the event center.  SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									Non-Project Traffic/Transit/Pedestrian/Bicycle Flow: Consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									Transportation/Circulation Impacts to FibroGen:  Disclose transportation and circulation impacts to FibroGen, given the primary GSW access for cars and trucks is via 16th Street, as is FibroGen's main artery for access to its own parking garage.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Impacts to Public Transit:  Disclose impacts to public transit, given currently constrained nature, and consider any existing and future system constraints.			Miller-Starr Regalia; Holly Friedman


									UCSF Parking Facilities:  Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.			UCSF


									Parking Demand: Identify the parking demand resulting from the proposed project, particularly during events, and whether parking demand would be met by on‐ and off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Supply:  Lack of on-site parking will create the circulation of several thousand private vehicles with no place to park.			Richard Hutson


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Use smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Parking Supply/Demand Assessment:  CEQA does not foreclose a detailed parking supply/demand study for planning and informational purposes, as well as analysis of queuing for parking spaces. EIR should include a parking supply/demand assessment and disclose any parking shortfalls, review area‐wide parking conditions, the effects of vehicles circling looking for parking, and queues at all designed event parking facilities.			UCSF


									Avoid 16th Street.  UCSF encourages east/westbound event traffic to be routed to the south of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site to the extent possible – i.e. onto Mariposa Street, rather than onto 16th Street which bisects the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and which will have a reduced vehicular capacity given the planned public transit‐only lanes on 16th Street in the future. Avoid 16th Street during the 5 p.m. to 7 p.m. peak period when UCSF employees are leaving the site and an employee shift change occurs at the hospitals.			UCSF


									Off-Peak Period Traffic:  Given the atypical characteristics of the proposed project, whereby a large number of vehicles is expected to arrive/leave the area in a relatively short amount of time, and the greatest amount of traffic generated by the Event Center is likely to occur outside of the 4 p.m. to 6 p.m. period, clearly identify the peak periods and what significance standard is appropriate to apply in this situation to determine the significance of traffic impacts.			UCSF


									Cumulative Impacts at MB South Intersections  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative traffic impacts at several key intersections in the Mission Bay South Area that could result from events at the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Cumulative UCSF/Mission Rock Project/Warriors/AT&T Events.
-  Identify the basis for assumptions regarding the frequency and times of day of dual events (i.e. events at Warriors’ Event Center concurrent with events at AT&T Park).
-  Disclose cumulative impacts of use of UCSF hospital or other facilities when either or both Giants/Warriors games or other events occur at same time
-   Consider traffic volume increases associated with Mission Rock project and future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard (when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed.
-  There will be increase in GSW project traffic on Mission Bay Blvd North with future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Daniel Koralek; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok; Steve/Linda Hawkins; Holly Friedman


									Taxi/Valet Exiting Plan. Provide comprehensive pedestrian exiting plan illustrating how taxi and valet parking along Terry Francois Blvd. will be accessed and announced. The elevator cores near the corners of South St. and Terry Francois Blvd. are not easily visible from the sidewalk. Unclear access to and from taxi and valet parking areas may result in patrons finding other locations to find taxis which may cause pedestrian flows through UCSF campus.			UCSF


									Quantitative Pedestrian Flow/Circulation Modeling:  Conduct quantitative pedestrian flow/circulation modeling to validate the required size and location of pedestrian routes approaching and within the site to ensure that pedestrians will not spill over sidewalks in to roadways and/or the UCSF campus, impacting campus operations, vehicular access or otherwise.			UCSF


									Pedestrian Barrier on 3rd Street.  Request a pedestrian barrier along 3rd street within the central median be studied to mitigate pedestrian jay‐walking across 3rd street onto the UCSF Mission Bay campus site.			UCSF


									Project Pedestrian Impacts to/From Off-Site Parking Facilities:  Since there will be little on‐site parking, the transportation analysis needs to address the substantial pedestrian volumes walking to and from off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									Bicycle Facilities:  Evaluate whether the event center will provide adequate bicycle facilities to promote access by bike.			UCSF


									Bicycle Parking Requirements:  Current Planning Code for arena calls for bicycle parking spaces for 5% of venue capacity, of which 75% must be attended.  If bicycle mode share assumptions are changed to 5-6%, which is plausible, there will be insufficient parking available under the terms of the 1998 FSEIR.  The GSW design at Mission Bay should comply with current code by providing parking comparable to the earlier Piers 30-32 design.			Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Parking and Pedestrian Improvements:  Project should be encouraged to mitigate any transportation impacts through bicycle and pedestrian improvements and infrastructure, including new crosswalks, wider sidewalks, special signals, bike lanes or paths with color treatment or protection, signal synchronization and priority for users other than motorists, and on-site bicycle parking commensurate with expected bicycle mode share.  SEIR should study project variants that consider a robust bicycle transportation plan in line with the City's own mode share goals.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification:  SEIR will assume completion of the Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification by the time the Warriors’ proposed project is completed in 2018. This may be a faulty assumption, as the Central Subway is not scheduled for completion until 2019, and Caltrain Electrification is not scheduled to be completed until late 2020 at the earliest. Therefore, the potential impacts of the proposed project before these improvements are in place needs to be analyzed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  For the estimates of travel demand of Warriors games, data from Oracle Arena should not be used exclusively. Oracle Arena is located a distance from major employment centers, is accessed via a congested freeway, and has limited on‐site pre‐game dining options. Conversely, the proposed Project is located adjacent to Downtown San Francisco and will be providing thousands of square feet of new restaurant space. As such, it is likely that game patrons traveling to the Project will arrive several hours prior to events and thus will overlap with the evening peak commute hours. Additional data from similar urban arenas (such as Staples Center in Los Angeles) should be reviewed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  Given the proliferation of Uber and other so‐called “ride‐sharing” services, these modes of travel need to be accounted for in the trip generation and the site planning.			UCSF


									Mode Share: GSW indicate mode share will be 35% transit, 55% auto, 2% bike, 4% walk and 4% taxi/shuttle/etc., derived from Giants and Kings, however, Kings arena is located well outside downtown, and Giants ballpark seats more than twice and operates at different times in different seasons. Provide evidence for assumptions.  Consider split data from SFMTA 2011 mode share survey for Zone 1 (5% bike mode share).			Mark Eliot


									Mode Share: When Giants came, they said it was gong to be a commuter-only park, with no parking - we all know what happened.  So, recommend setting a lower goal on parking load (e.g., reduce from 55% to 25%) because you are going to go over it now mattter what you do.			Ralph Anavy


									Bicycle Mode Share: The TMP assumes a 2% bicycle mode share for the GSW 2018 opening, despite Mission Bay's 5% bicycle mode share and City goals for 8% bicycle mode share by 2018 and 20% by 2020.  SEIR should resolve the TDM mode share assumptions with existing data for the City and neighborhood and the City's goals for growing bicycle mode share by 2020.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Mode Share: To account for more accurate mode share, rely on the Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA).  WTA Phase 2 (SOMA/Mission Bay/Central Waterfront Transportation Needs and Solutions Analysis) should be used to determine real transportation impacts across all modes to achieve more realistic bicycle mode share. WTA estimates a 30% increase in total trips in Mission Bay, 20% of which are predicated to be by bike.			SF Bicycle Coalition


									Caltrain  Station:  Recognize importance of Caltrain Station at 22nd Street. Trip from this station to the arena is roughly as long as trip from Montgomery BART to Giants ballpark.			Mark Eliot


									Traffic Analysis to Account for UCSF Peak Evening Shifts.  The analysis should consider the number of UCSF employees leaving/arriving from the UCSF campus, especially the employee shift change at the UCSF hospitals which would be coincident with Event Center patron arrivals for peak (evening) events.			UCSF


									Traffic Pinch Points in Mission Bay:
-  Mission Bay has limited street capacity, with certain pinch points at the I‐280 on/off ramps, the 16th Street / 7th Street intersection at the Caltrain crossing, and the Fourth Street and Third Street bridges. Interventions at these pinch points are critical to facilitating traffic flow in and out of Mission Bay.
-  I-280/Mariposa interchange already challenging; addition of traffic from UCSF, and additional traffic light between I-280 and 3rd Street will make this additionally difficult.			UCSF; Daniel Koralek


									Impacts on I-80/I-280.
-   Concerned about impacts on I-80 and I-280 on-ramp and off-ramp locations
-    Suggest updated counts at on- and off-ramp locations, including special event data counts			Caltrans


									Contraflow Lane Mitigation:   Should traffic congestion warrant, the analysis should consider contraflow lanes as mitigation or improvement measures. One possibility is the coning of westbound Mariposa Street to temporarily enable three lanes westbound, rather than two lanes, to facilitate traffic flow onto I‐280. This should be considered along with possible interventions on the I‐280 onramp to facilitate traffic flow.			UCSF


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response: Evaluate the extent to which patients in private vehicles and public transit to the UCSF Mission Bay campus site may be delayed or otherwise encounter difficulties reaching the hospital or emergency room due to Event Center traffic congestion on roadways, or queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. Evaluate the extent to which emergency vehicles may be delayed reaching the hospital emergency room. Mitigation measures and/or improvement measures should be identified.			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response:  The SEIR should evaluate the potential impacts on emergency response in the area, particularly given the project’s proposal to close a portion of Third Street to through traffic after events, and given vehicular queues and traffic congestion that are likely to occur both before and after events. Even with parking control officers to direct traffic, UCSF is concerned that traffic congestion may inhibit the movement of emergency vehicles needing to access the UCSF Children’s Hospital emergency room, due to vehicular queues on streets as well as queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. In addition, patients who need to each the hospital or emergency room may be in private vehicles, which would not have the benefit of sirens/lights to facilitate their movement through congested traffic. For these reasons, the potential for delay to hospital/emergency room access needs to be considered, as access must be unimpeded 24/7.			UCSF


									Event Center Light Impact on Operation of UCSF Helipad:  Outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Ferry Terminal:  Addition of a new ferry terminal to support the event center worth considering; would relieve vehicular traffic and crowded MUNI system.			Richard Hutson; Ralph Anavy


									Construction Impacts on State Highway System:  Include impacts from construction traffic on State Highway System.			Caltrans


									Construction Effects on Transportation: Removal of 350,000 cubic yards of soil from the site will add approximately 10,000 – 20,000 heavy truck trips to the neighboring streets, depending on the capacity of the dump trucks used for hauling. The traffic and safety impacts of these trips should be analyzed in SEIR.			UCSF


									Construction Assumptions:  Construction-related assumptions should be based on conservative assumptions that disclose impacts, including for road closures, staging, construction employee parking, etc. on surrounding streets.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on UCSF Helicopter Use.  Analyze the potential for construction cranes to interfere with air medical access to the UCSF hospital helipad. Construction cranes for the proposed Warriors’ project would be in or in close proximity to the UCSF helicopter flight paths as the UCSF hospital and helipad will be operational in February 2015.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction:  Construction associated with electrification of Caltrain and construction of new commercial space will impact traffic well past the targeted Warriors opening date.			Daniel Koralek


						Transportation Management Plan			TMP should be required as a condition of approval			UCSF


									TMP should include discussion about traffic management, traffic routing, use of PCOs, location of parking facilities, and parking operations management.			UCSF


									Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP analyses			UCSF


									Include specific measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic  management of pre- and post-events , traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF			UCSF


									Identify when operational measures are triggered			UCSF


									Include locations and quantities of parking spaces needed to serve GSW project			UCSF


									Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.  UCSF facilities should not be listed in TMP if and when agreement with UCSF is reached.			UCSF


									TMP does not presently consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at locations other than the event center.  The TMP should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									TMP/SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									UCSF encourages smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site).			UCSF


									TMP should identify mechanisms for monitoring traffic impacts to surrounding streets and impacts to UCSF campus, including impacts to private vehicles, transit, emergency vehicles, UCSF shuttles, pedestrians and bicyclists.			UCSF


									Any modifications to the TMP should require a public process for stakeholders, including UCSF, to comment.			UCSF


									Measures contained in the TMP that are relied upon as mitigation for the project's impacts must be binding and enforceable.			UCSF


									Any road closures to vehicle or pedestrian traffic must have provisions to allow residents of the Madrone and Radiance communities (on Mission Bay Boulevard North) to get in and out of the general area			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									The easement area between the Madrone building and Radiance building, into which Bridgeview runs must have traffic management control in place to close off vehicle and pedestrian traffic except to residents of these 2 communities.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									PCOs supporting Giants games are ineffective on Third Street currently, so hearing that PCO are a big part of the solution to the traffic issues on Third Street is not encouraging.  PCOs need to be qualified and aggressively control vehicle and foot traffic with ability to change lights when necessary.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Need more details on new shuttles from Van Ness, Ferry Building and 16th Street (how big and will they be of a sufficient number/size to make a difference?).  Who is paying for the shuttles (MUNI, tax payers, Warriors fans, Warriors?)			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Mission Bay Master Plan has no provision for resident parking stickers.   Residents living on Mission Bay Boulevard North  need an exception on resident parking stickers.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Warriors plan does not address the needs of the people living in the area to get in and out; people living in the area will be trapped, as they are when the Giants have a ball game.			Ralph Anavy


						Section 5.3, Noise and Vibration			Outdoor Event Noise:  Analyze impacts from amplified sound equipment to be used for outdoor events in the main plaza nearby facilities.  The SEIR should include information on outdoor events, including  . . .  decibel limits and monitoring, . . . audio/visual design . . . with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.  Include mitigation measures designed to prevent any potentially significant noise impacts.			UCSF


									Crowd Noise: 
-    Analyze the  effect of crowd noise on adjacent facilities, especially UCSF inpatient facilities which operate on a 24‐hour/day, 7‐day/week basis, and UCSF campus housing located directly across the street from the project site on Third Street
-  Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems (those that using Parking Lot A will prefer to walk back on Bridgeway rather than Terry A. Francois and Third Street.)			UCSF; Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Event Center Noise:  Analyze the potential for noise leakage from the Event Center structure, particularly during concerts, and associated impacts on adjoining land uses.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction Noise:  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified a potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative noise impact from concurrent UCSF/Warriors’ construction projects. This should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									General:  The SEIR should identify noise mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant noise impacts, including impacts on sensitive receptors at UCSF’s residential and medical facilities.			UCSF


									Operational Traffic and Emergency Generator Noise Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen should be treated as sensitive noise receptor; SEIR should disclose noise impacts from traffic and circulation from GSW patrons, employees and deliveries; and diesel generators (in event of power outage)			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Noise and Vibration Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen operations, sensitive instrumentation, laboratories, and chemicals are highly sensitive to noise and vibration. Project should be conditioned so that pile driving is prohibited and driller augers are instead required; and SEIR should analyze noise and vibration impacts of drilled augers.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.4, Air Quality			Air Pollutant Exposure:  Neighborhoods adjacent to freeways (as indicated in attached BAAQMD and SFDPH maps), through which project traffic will travel through, will experience exacerbated levels of particulate matter and other pollutants, worsening an already dangerous health situation.  City will be reducing capacity further on many streets; lines of congestion will stretch further; dispersing particulates through residential and work areas.  This must be studied, quantified, and an abatement plan discussed.			Alice Rogers


									Operational Air Quality Effects on FibroGen:  Analyze traffic-related air quality effects on FibroGen.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative Construction Air Quality Effects: UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative air quality impacts from concurrent construction projects and concurrent operations of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									Construction Air Quality Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen has had to significantly increase the frequency with which it changes its air filters, and has experienced significant amounts of dust and dirt on its windows and walls throughout he UCSF hospital construction. GSW project to be even more impactful to FibroGen.  SEIR should conservatively analyze construction air quality impacts.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.5, Greenhouse Gases			None.


						Section 5.6, Wind and Shadow			General:  Wind and shadow impacts on UCSF facilities should be analyzed, particularly in areas heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene Friend Way near Third, and the 16th/4th campus gateway.			UCSF


									General:  Proposed height increase exceptions, if granted, would have impacts on wind and shadows.			UCSF


						Section 5.7, Utilities and Service Systems, and 
Section 5.9, Hydrology and Water Quality


						Stormwater/Wastewater			Impact on Mariposa Pump Station:  The UCSF 2014 LRDP FEIR identified an issue with the Mariposa Pump Station that has yet to be resolved with the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission staff (see UCSF 2015 LRDP EIR, pp. 7‐98 through 7‐100 and pg. 10‐15). The proposed Warriors’ project may contribute to a cumulative impact and this should be analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Operational Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze operational impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze construction impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Trash Impact to Stormwater Quality: The SEIR should identify mitigation, such as additional trash receptacles and post‐event trash pick‐up radius exterior to the Warriors property line sufficient to avoid impacts on the water quality of the storm drain system.			UCSF


						Sea Level Rise			None


						Section 5.8, Public Services


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss the project’s plan for crowd management, nighttime hours of operation, and provisions for sufficient on‐site and off‐site security and maintenance personnel, public restrooms and trash receptacles.			UCSF


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss project impacts to law enforcement service ratios/response times; assess fan violence, proliferation of alcohol-related uses, riots; and solid waste management			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Public Intoxication:  Consideration must be given to control unorderly behavior, such as intoxication and public urination (e.g., Giants fans using China Basin Channel for restroom.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Litter:  Consideration must be given to the handling of event related materials that can be littered around the area (not just adjacent streets)			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Graffiti:  Project may result in increases in graffiti/damage in area buildings.			Steve Hawkins


									Evacuation Plan for Emergency Response.  SEIR should discuss evacuation plan for emergency response, including law enforcement, and make that plan an enforceable mitigation measure.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on Public Services.   Evaluate construction effects on law enforcement, fire, emergency services and solid waste (displacement of vermin, handling of construction materials).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 6, Other CEQA Sections			None


						Section 7, Alternatives			Modified Site Plan:  Evaluate alternatives that incorporate potential design changes that may be necessary to address significant traffic and circulation impacts (e.g., a reconfigured site plan that provides additional vehicular access s on Third and Terry A Francois Blvd; additional modifications to freeway access; and modifications to existing public transportation to alleviate traffic concerns).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Topics Scoped out in Initial Study


						Land Use			General:  Potential land use impacts should be included in the Draft SEIR, as the proposed Event Center would require a secondary use finding, multiple amendments to the applicable Design for Development and other variances.			UCSF


									General:  Given GSW project's significant scope and sensitivity of FibroGen use and operations, combined with other uses in the vicinity that have been constructed, disclose any potential land use incompatibilities with surrounding land uses.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Aesthetics			Increased Height/Massing Visual Impact:  The numerous modifications proposed to the Mission Bay South Design for Development standards which would increase the height limit, the number of allowed towers on the site, increase building bulk beyond current limits, and eliminate a view corridor, warrants the analysis of aesthetic and view corridor impacts resulting from the proposed project, at least for the purpose of providing information to the public and decision makers.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Impacts:  Given the proximity of the proposed entertainment venue to sensitive receptors (i.e. UCSF hospital and residents), information about nighttime lighting at the Event Center, including the potential for outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Plaza and Retail Visual Impact:  Visual impact of the Third Street Plaza and associated retail space being elevated above Third Street, 16th Street and South Street, rather than at street level where activation of the street is encouraged, and the expanse of blank parking garage walls fronting those streets.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse Visual Impact:   Retail Gatehouse is located in UCSF view easement and will have a visual impact.			UCSF


									Construction Nighttime Lighting Effects:   Construction‐period nighttime lighting and impacts on adjacent land uses should be analyzed, and mitigation measures imposed as appropriate.			UCSF


						Population and Housing			Construction Employment Data:  Construction job data presented in Initial Study probably dates back from the end of 2013; construction has gone up greatly over the last year; need to make sure outdated data is not used.			J.R. Eppler


						Cultural and Paleontological Resources			Mitigation for Cultural Resources:  Contact appropriate regional archaeological Information Center.  If archaeological inventory survey is required, prepare report detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.  Contact NAHC for a Sacred Lands File Check, and a list of approprate Native American contacts for consultation concerning the project site and to assist in mitigation measures.  Include in mitigation plan provisions for identification and evaluation of accidentally discovered archaeological resources, per CEQA Section 16064.5(f).   Include in mitigation plan provisions for disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated, which are addressed in PRC 5097.98, in consultation culturally affiliated Native Americans. Include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in mitigation plan (see Health and Safety Code 7050.5, PRC 5097.98, and CEQA Guidelines 15064.5(e)).			Native American Heritage Commission


						Recreation			Project Increase in Use of Bayfront Park.  Initial Study said there would be any substantial increase in the use of existing parks and recreational facilities and would not lead to physical deterioration of existing recreational resources.  However, plan for Bayfront Park never contemplated having 20,000 additional people coming into the neighborhood to use these parks.			Corinne Woods


						Utiltities and Service Systems 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Solid Waste.  There is a significant increase in solid waste handling as a result of the Giants; the burden of cleanup ends up on Mission Bay and not the City's general fund.  Analysis of Warriors project should reflect the increase burden on Mission Bay community from increased solid waste.			Corinne Woods


						Public Services
(non-Police/Fire Protection)			None


						Biological Resources			None


						Geology and Soils			None


						Hydrology and Water Quality 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Subsurface Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking . . .			Richard Hutson


						Hazards and Hazardous Materials			Cumulative Construction-Related Hazardous Materials Impacts. Concerned about hazardous waste releases from all the cumulative construction that will be going on in the project area (within a 3 to 4 block radius) at same time as the Warriors project.			Holly Friedman


						Minerals and Energy Resources			None


						Agriculture and Forest Reserves			None


						Non-SEIR Issues Raised During Scoping Process			SEIR should include a study of potential long-term comprehensive and positive socio-economic benefits and impacts available through integration and creation of a model High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom within the GSW development			Dennis MacKenzie


									SEIR should study the interdependent public-private sector benefits that the GSW Classroom can provide for the City's diverse, cross-cultural communities through maximizing, enhancing, expanding and attracting new jobs, career and business opportunities and partnerships through the creation of model education and career development programs.			Dennis MacKenzie


									Event parking must incorporate considerations for residents and their visiting guests to utilize parking without being priced at a rate that is too high to discourage their normal daily use.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Study at least one City whose sports arenas are not only close to each other, but in the middle of a residential neighborhood like the one where the Warriors and Giants arenas will reside.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Speakers have indicated that followup surveys would be conducted of businesses in the area to see what's working and what is not working; this should include a resident survey.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Future presentations needs to have charts addressing the residents issues.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Structure is out of place; will invade our small town feel neighborhood of North Slopes Potrero Hill.  Traffic noise and crime have increased over the years. Offices, parking lots and congestion is already increasing with the UCSF campus.			Margo Hill


									Warriors have gone above and beyond to see what people in the community are looking for in terms of environmental needs of the community and what the CAC is asking (e.g., auger drill piles).  Construction in the area has been noisy over the past four years.			Michael Drummond


									Warriors are carefully studying impacts of the project; project will create a center for the neighborhood and bring city and regional activity to Mission Bay area, and add to sense of neighborhood.			Alex Mitra


									The event center will bring in more people to San Francisco, which will help the Hotel Council of San Francisco's hotel employees, the majority of who live in San Francisco.			Kevin Carroll


									Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency			State Clearinghouse
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:03:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Peter – I was looking through the PPT and I couldn’t find where we use the term “Transportation
Demand Strategies”.  I chanced Transportation Demand Plan to Transportation Demand
Management Plan in case that is what you were referring to.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Albert, Peter [mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 31, 2014 6:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
I’m still searching through backlog of emails and feel great about this slideshow – which I just now
reviewed. 
 
The only technicality I’d have corected if I were in the office last week would have been to correct
”Transportation Demand Strategies” on slides 9 and 13 to ”Transportation Demand Management
Strategies” – might seem a minor point to anyone who’s not a transportation wonk.
 
Let me know if you’d like me on hand Jan 6.
 
Happy New Year.  
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
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I have attached a draft of my PPT.  I have included Erin/Peter since I was asked to include more
information on the TMP and I want them to review what is being included as they may be asked to
answer questions.  Take a look – I was trying to find a middle ground that provides context and
avoids the question of “when are we getting a presentation on the TMP”, while also not having the
overall presentation go one for an hour.  I haven’t run the revisions above me, so it may change – I
wanted to get the group’s feedback first.
 
Similarly, I would appreciate if everyone would pay special attention to the last slide on other next
steps and see if I have missed anything.
 
Some other comments I received for the GSW portion of the presentation are:


-          Say the full names of things the first time you use them – ie, Transportation Management
Association (TMA), since the Commission may not be familiar with them all


-          The Transit Access (slide 17) may be difficult to read, so if you could simplify it or beef up
the size of the transit lines/station locations, great.  If it will take too long, then we can role
with it.


-          Public Benefits Slide – clarify that P22 will be built by the Mission Bay Master Developer
when triggered. And either in the bullet or when speaking clarify that the estimated job
number is generated by GSW to avoid giving the sense that the City/OCII has had an
opportunity to confirm the number.


-          Transportation Info – Include the slide you had in the TMP PPT for “Projected Event Count
and Attendance” when describing the project stats to set the stage for the TMP discussion
later


 
Parking – our Commission has recently expressed concern about ensuring adequate parking is
provided.  So, someone should be ready to talk about how many spaces are being provided
compared to ATT park, and how many spaces are available surrounding the site so that we are able
to show where the expected cars will park.
 
I will send out comments on the SD format this weekend/early next week. 


Have a great holiday!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, December 22, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
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Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are already
done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and changes to
the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you have
made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the
PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor in the
room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the stage
in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.
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David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need


a slide)
-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D
-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo
-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments


to date
-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any


updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo
-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can
load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case
we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with support in the second
row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that
there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak
since the Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Moy, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: call to Ken Rich
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 1:38:34 PM


Ok thanks. . I  will nudge to find out what’s what.. 
 
 
 
 
 


 
Barbara L. Moy
Manager, Infrastructure Task Force
 


    Bureau of Street Use & Mapping  |  San Francisco Public Works  |  City and County of San Francisco 
    30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200  |  San Francisco, CA 94102|  (415) 558-4050  |  sfpublicworks.org ·
twitter.com/sfpublicworks
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 1:36 PM
To: Moy, Barbara
Subject: RE: call to Ken Rich
 
No haven't heard anything else.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:01/07/2015 1:11 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: call to Ken Rich
 
 
Hi Catherine,
 
I have not yet prodded Ken about arrangements for reimbursement for work on Warriors ..  have
you heard anything since we late emailed?  If not, I will leave him a  message.. 
 
Thanks
 
Barbara
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Barbara L. Moy
Manager, Infrastructure Task Force
 


    Bureau of Street Use & Mapping  |  San Francisco Public Works  |  City and County of San Francisco 
    30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200  |  San Francisco, CA 94102|  (415) 558-4050  |  sfpublicworks.org ·
twitter.com/sfpublicworks
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Kristin Kontz
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);


Leah DiCarlo; Lauren Weingartner
Subject: Re: 75% Set
Date: Sunday, January 04, 2015 5:08:24 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Works for me. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 4, 2015, at 5:02 PM, "Kristin Kontz" <KKontz@Warriors.com> wrote:


All,
 
Unfortunately 4pm on 1/7 doesn’t work for BC/SD – could we look to earlier in the
day? If Catherine is still available at 11am on 1/7 that would work well on our end.
 
Thanks!
Kristin
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 2:09 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 'Leah DiCarlo'; Lauren
Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
I saw a note from Chris Kern that this Wednesday’s CEQA meeting will be extended for
an extra hour due to the number of items on the agenda. So it sounds like this BC/SD
discussion needs to start at 4pm on Wednesday. Will that still work for the group? At
OCII?
 
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 5:02 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 'Leah DiCarlo';
Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Kate knows me so well. 7th is what i meant and 3.00 works for me. I will get a
room at ocii when back on monday (easier than getting someone at planning to
book a room).
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:01/02/2015 4:59 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Kristin Kontz ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica
Cc: David Carlock ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
,'Leah DiCarlo' ,Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
I’m guessing Catherine was referring to availability on the 7th, since the CEQA meeting
she referenced is that day.
 
Catherine, if so, it would be great to meet with you directly after CEQA on Wed – say
3:00-4:30pm? If that works can you reserve a room at OCII and/or Planning since you
and I will already be there?
 
Thanks all.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


<image001.png>
website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kristin Kontz 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 


Wednesday, January 7th would actually be best for us while David Manica’s team is in


San Francisco (instead of the 8th). Do you have any availability that day? We are
flexible on timing and can work to accommodate your schedule.
 
Thank you!
Kristin
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 11:34 AM
To: David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water,
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Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Sounds good. I am open on the 8th before 10am, bet 11 to 12, and after the
CEQA meeting until 5.30pm.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:01/02/2015 11:19 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: David Carlock ,Kate Aufhauser ,Kristin Kontz ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout
,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine. 
I had spoken with Kate today and we were hoping you might be available on
Wednesday the 7th to discuss with Leah and Lauren from my office as well.  
The 6th is a bit full for us already. Possible?


David Manica
MANICA Architecture


On Jan 2, 2015, at 11:56 AM, Reilly, Catherine (CII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


David - attached is a matrix that shows what is required for a
Basic Concept and a Schematic Design.  Since they are very
repetitive documents, we now combine them into a Combined Basic
Concept and Schematic Design booklet, so if either the BC or
SD requires an item, then it should be included.
 
When you look through the list you are going to see a lot of what
was already included in the Major Phase (ie, utilities, etc.) is
repeated.  Typically, when we get to a BC/SD after a MP, the site
has been sold, designs are further along, etc. so what is in the
Major Phase is not exactly the same as what the proposed building
design is - ie, why we need to repeat things.  In this case where we
are running things concurrently, so we do have the opportunity to
reference the Major Phase document instead of repeating things as
much.  However, to start with, let's go ahead and include everything
into the BC/SD since you already have the pages laid out to see
what it looks like and if it is too repetitive, then we can delete it.  If
it isn't too large of a document, it would be good to have all
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repeated in case someone is reviewing the BC/SD and does not have
access to the Major Phase.
 
The difference between the Major Phase and BC/SD is that the MP
is big picture/site plan.  the BC/SD will now focus in on individual
buildings and open space areas (whether we have individual books
for each building or combine into one).  So, if there is a combined
booklet, we would want chapters on each individual building.
 
The renderings will be about the level of development of the
current arena drawings that were included in the MP, but with the
details of buildings developed further to give a better sense of the
proposed features and materials.  So, for each building, you would
have a series of rendering/elevations that show all facades of the
building, calling out materials, and getting into the level where you
could see what the design intent was - ie, window types, entrances,
etc.  The written description and other supporting documentation
would also focus in on that building vs. the site a whole.   There
would be information on material selection, type of construction,
wall sections to focus in and give more detail on what is being
proposed. In some cases you won't know what is being proposed
still, so there may be language/photos that give a sense of what the
intent is. 
 
Again, in your case where you have already moved into DDs, you
may be able to provide more certainty than is typically known at
this stage in design.  We do not want to get into architectural level
of drawings, since this is supposed to be something that is legible to
non-designers to understand what the building will look like.  That
said, I also tell folks that while there is room for changes in the DD
and SD phases of design, the building that is ultimately built should
look for all intensive purposes like the one in the BC/SD design.
 
Typically the landscaping for a project is included in the BC/SD
submittal for a building.  As with the building, there should be
details provided on the design of the open space areas, along with
planting types, furniture, paving, etc. In your case where you have
an open space system that flows through the entire 4-block site, it
may make sense to break out the shared podium and street level
open space areas into a separate submittal, with just the open
spaces, such as green roofs, etc. that are clearly associated with an







individual building included with the building BC/SD.
 
Why don't we set up a time early next week to go through an
example and figure out the best way to approach this (ie, a single
document vs. multiple).   Since people will be in town on Tuesday,
do you want to meet in person?  Other than our Commission
meeting at 1PM, I am open all day until 5.30PM.
 
Thanks and hope everyone had a great New Years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 8:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Got it. Thanks Catherine.  David M and I had a conversation about single vs.
separate but nothing definitive. We will huddle again and come back to you.
 Happy new year!
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate
to contact my assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.
 


From: <Reilly>, Catherine Reilly <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 at 7:45 PM
To: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Cc: David Manica <dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com>, Kate Aufhauser
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, Kristin Kontz <kkontz@warriors.com>
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 


Hi, David - I am around next week, though planning on sending out
some notes about the SD content tomorrow.  I took a look at the
75% set and it looks like you are heading in the right direction for
the Design Development documents with that.  For the SDs, it will
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be a middle ground between that level of detail and the Major
Phase.  Probably the easiest way to think about it is that the pretty
illustrative drawings that you did of the arena for the Major Phase
are close to what we'll end up for the SD, but with all the detail
explaining materials, close up, pedestrian views, to really explain
what those graphics mean (same for the office/landscaping).
 
Did the team have a chance to talk about whether you would like to
have a single document with all the SDs included as chapters, or
whether you would like to break them out into separate
documents?
 
Thanks and happy new years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 7:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Hope you are enjoying the holiday. Pls let is know if we should schedule a few
minutes when you are back to get your thoughts on the 75% SD set and formal
SD submission.
 
Thanks.
 
David
 
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate
to contact my assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.


<BC-SDChecklist.docx>
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From: Maher, Christine (CII)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: List of Data Needs - KMA Analysis
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 10:02:20 AM
Attachments: updated data needs 12 17 14.docx


Adam and Catherine,
 
Just wanted to touch base with you both on the KMA analysis.  Are you any closer to getting the
requested data from the Warriors?
 
Thanks,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Senior Development Specialist
 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: (415) 749-2481
Email: christine.maher@sfgov.org


 


From: Debbie Kern [mailto:dkern@keysermarston.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 09, 2015 9:54 AM
To: Maher, Christine (CII)
Subject: RE: Revised proposal letter and draft list of data needs
 
Hi Christine,
 


The list that I prepared and sent on December 17th hasn’t changed.   I am reattaching.   The


remaining data needs relate to data to be provided by the Warriors.  On December 26th I received
from Adam an updated EPS pro forma that adjusted the land transfer tax and impact fee
calculations.  Adam indicated that he would be following-up with Jesse Blout regarding the Warrior’s
data.  It would be good to schedule a meeting as soon as we have a response from the Warriors.
Debbie
 
Debbie M. Kern, Senior Principal 
Keyser Marston Associates, Inc. 
160 Pacific Avenue, Suite 204
San Francisco, CA  94111 
(415) 398-3050, ext. 230 
(415) 397-5065 (fax) 
dkern@keysermarston.com 
www.keysermarston.com
 
This e-mail message and any attachments are confidential.  If you are not the intended recipient,
please immediately reply to the sender and delete the message from your e-mail system.  Thank you.
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Updated Data Needs – December 17, 2014


Fiscal Revenue Analysis


Mixed-use Sports/Entertainment/Office Development in Mission Bay











Operational Documentation from the Warriors in support of: 


1) ticket sales revenues by event 


2) gross receipts by type of event 


3) concessions/merchandise revenues by type of event


4) parking rates


5) annual hotel room nights generated by attendees 


6) Materials costs as a % of construction costs 


7) [bookmark: _GoBack]Assessed value estimates








Operational Data from Oracle Arena regarding: 


1) ticket sales revenues by event; 


2) gross receipts by type of event; 


3) concessions/merchandise revenues by type of event. 


4) transit demand - mode of transportation of attendees (cars, transit) 


5) parking usage, both on and off-site 


6) annual hotel room nights generated by attendees’ and any information available on average number of occupants per hotel room and expenditures 


7) Total overnight visitors























From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:43:14 PM


Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow.
Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should
sit in the front row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will
be called to answer a question. 


Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have
talked about?)


I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies
(David it should be 15 not 10).


I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby
concerns, questions, etc.


Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!


Catherine


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse
Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation


Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these
slides are already done.


 


Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from
email 12/27 – 1/3. 


 


Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation


 


Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting
and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have
them done.    Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the
PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 


 


We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are
very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a
couple of the pretty pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not
necessary.


 


Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set
the stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on
the site in the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this
point (ie skin vs massing)


 


Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few
more sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program
and that they look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE
goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they
need to be asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 


David Presentation (20 minutes)







          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program
(don’t need a slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 


Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with
comments to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have
any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we
can mention them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 


We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes
before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me
ahead of time so I can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it
loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-up
overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with
support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to
show support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would
recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission
expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 


 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a
great holiday! 


 


PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 







   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: Fw: [Agenda] SD Package Launch
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:04:31 PM
Attachments: image002.png


Pedro - sorry for the short notice, but would you be available at 11AM tomorrow
(Wednesday) to meet with the GSW regarding the SD submittal?  Thanks


From: Kate Aufhauser <KAufhauser@warriors.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 6, 2015 8:57 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Lauren Weingartner; 'Leah DiCarlo'; Jesse Blout; Kristin Kontz
Subject: [Agenda] SD Package Launch
 
Items for review during our time tomorrow morning:
 


1)       Documentation strategy
a.       1 SD/BC package total (multiple chapters), or 1 package per structure/area?
b.      For either, agree on which structures/areas should be treated independently


                                                               i.      Particular emphasis on strategy for landscape, parking, retail
2)       Design progress


a.       “Drop dead” date for the design progress to represent in graphics
                                                               i.      What site plans, elevations, etc. to use as backgrounds
                                                             ii.       Goal: Avoid the iteration we had on the Major Phase, even though design


will continue to progress concurrently
b.      GSW Proposal: 100% SD package


                                                               i.      Defined package of coordinated designs
                                                             ii.       Submitted to GSW week of 12/22 (very recent)


c.        Alternative Proposal: Design progress as represented in the Major Phase?
                                                               i.      Negates the need for revision on several graphics


3)       Content review
a.       “Project Data” summary
b.      OCII preferences for narrative content (design narrative, structural narrative, etc.)
c.        Addressing minor changes to D4D and other plans
d.      Deferrals (signage, art?)


4)       Schedule
 
 


 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: José I. Farrán
To: "Paul Mitchell"; "Joyce"
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 11:41:53 AM
Attachments: Copy of Summary of GSW SEIR Scoping Comments_updated 1-5-15 LCW JIF v2.xls


Joyce,
 
Here is Paul’s table with highlighted (in yellow) transportation comments that we believe should be
discussed at tomorrow’s meeting since they could affect schedule or recirculation.  Those highlighted in
red are also important but could probably be dealt with in the response to comments phase.
 
Related bullets for tomorrow’s agenda:
 
1. Use of TMP/transit service plan in the analysis (Agenda item 2)
2. Assumptions regarding use of UCSF parking facilities during events
3. Request to avoiding 16th Street to access event center garage
4. Determination of UCSF peak evening shift demand (adjustments for 2015 conditions)
5. Travel demand hourly arrival assumptions
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:51 AM
To: 'Paul Mitchell'; 'Kern, Chris (CPC)'; 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; 'Reilly, Catherine (CII)'; 'Joyce'
Cc: 'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'
Subject: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
 
Luba’s and my quick highlight of potential transportation-related issues from the comment list for
discussion during the call.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
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Sheet1


			


						Summary of Scoping Comments


						SEIR Section			Comment			Commenter


						Chapter 3, Project Description			TMP:  Include or reference a complete TMP in the SEIR Project Description.  (See also requests for what should be in TMP, under Transportation Management Plan, below)			UCSF


									Parking:  Describe parking in sufficient detail including comprehensive discussion regarding parking operations during events. Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Outdoor Events:  Include information on daily/annual event dates and time schedule for outdoor events;  decibel limits and monitoring; exterior lighting locations and light levels, audio/visual design including any exterior monitors/LED panels, and other environmental elements with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Plan:  Discuss the project’s exterior site and building lighting plan including illuminated exterior signage (i.e. LED) billboards, event panels and other light producing elements			UCSF


									Project Approvals: More explanation concerning the approvals sought should be provided in the SEIR. Please clarify what specific amendments would be sought to the Mission Bay South D for D, and what modifications to Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan and Mission Bay South Streetscape Plan would be needed. Regarding modifications to the Mission Bay South Design for Development, the proposed project would seek: (1) a height increase for the Events Center to be located on Blocks 30 and 32, (2) a second 160‐foot‐tall tower on the site where only one 160‐tower is allowed; (3) exceptions to the bulk limits and tower separation for many of the structures on the site; (4) exceptions to the required view corridor in the center of the project site, east of Campus Way; and (5) exceptions to parking and loading requirements.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: The SEIR should state that approval is needed from the University of California to release the Warriors from a view easement located along the Campus Way axis, extending 100 feet into the site from Third Street, to enable the Warriors to develop within this view easement.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: Explain the “Governor’s approval of project sponsor’s Assembly Bill 900 (AB 900) application,” its purpose, practical application, its benefit to the project, and any consequences for member of the public, including UCSF.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse: Present additional design and programmatic information about the Gatehouse site element including the location of doors, vertical circulation elements, public restrooms (if any), solid vs. void elements, lighting and signage, as it will be located within the UCSF view easement			UCSF


									Other: The Regents of the University of California approved the Final UCSF 2014 LRDP on November 20, 2014.			UCSF


									Project Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking, and project will be approved with fewer parking spaces			Richard Hutson


						Chapter 4, Plans and Policies			Identify City Ordinances that are Superseded.  SEIR should identify all planning ordinances since 1998 with which the project will not comply and explain the consequences of non-compliance so that the deficiencies in the project are clear.			Mark Eliot


						Chapter 5, Impact Overview			Approach:  Explain in detail the basis for this proposed approach, and to ensure the project SEIR fully discloses and analyzes all new or more severe significant environmental effects than those analyzed in the previous environmental documentation.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative: In Initial Study, the following plans were not discussed:  Western SOMA Community Plan, Central Corridor Plan, Hunters Point Redevelopment Plan.  Need to be incorporated in order to make sure the plan works not just for the people who will be coming into and out of the arena, but the people that surround the arena.			J.R. Eppler


									Cumulative: Consider all residential and commercial projects in Environmental Planning's pipeline and planned to be in construction during time of the Warriors project.  Daggett Place will have over 400 units, and proposed residential housing at the Corovan site and at 1601 Mariposa; in total over a 1,000 residential units.			Holly Friedman


						Chapter 5.2, Transportation and Circulation


						SEIR Section			Traffic Impact Study (TIS) should include:
-   Vicinity, regional and site plan maps.
-    Project related trip generation, distribution, and assignment, with assumptions supported with appropriate documentation.
-   Average daily traffic, am and p.m. peak hour volumes, and LOS on all roadway where impacts may occur for existing, existing plus project, cumulative, and cumulative plus project.
 -  Cumulative should consider all existing plus future traffic generating developments.
 -  Identify project contribution to area traffic and degradation to existing/cumulative LOS.
-   Include turning traffic per study intersection for all scenarios both during game and commute traffic period.
-   Event center should assume year round operation at full seat capacity during both game and commute traffic period.
-   Schematic illustration of traffic conditions including project site and area roadways, trip distribution %s and volumes as well as intersection geometrics for all scenarios.
-   Evaluation of project consistency with GP Circulation Element and Congestion Management Agency's CMP.			Caltrans


									Use of TMP in SEIR:
-    SEIR should include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP and SEIR analyses.
-    SEIR should include the traffic, parking and transit assumptions used to develop the TMP and SEIR analyses, and include specifics about measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic management of pre- and post-events, traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF.
-   TMP and SEIR should identify when operational measures are triggered
-   SEIR should analyze whether measures in TMP would be effective in reducing vehicle trips, managing traffic and circulation impacts, whether modifications to the TMP should be made, or whether the project should be modified to eliminate or minimize significant impacts.
-   SEIR should analyze effect of any TMP-proposed lane closures on vehicle, transit, pedestrian and bicycle circulation
-   SEIR should evaluate effectives of TMP; identify what significance standard applies in evaluating the effectiveness of the TMP and in determining whether mitigation measures are needed.			UCSF


									TDM Measures:
-   Identify what Transportation Demand Management (TDM) measures are proposed to reduce vehicular travel in the area.
-   TDM measures should be be required as mitigation measures and as conditions of approval.			UCSF


									Mitigation Measures:
  -   Project's fair share contribution, financing, scheduling, implementation responsibilities and lead agency monitoring should be fully disclosed for all proposed mitigation measures.
 -   Required roadway improvements should be completed prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy
 -  Consider mitigation measures to reduce project impacts on I-80 and I-280
 -  Secondary impacts to pedestrian and bicyclists from any traffic impact mitigation measures should be analyzed.
 -  Describe any pedestrian and bicycle mitigation measures and safety countermeasures needed  to maintain and improve access to transit facilities and reducing vehicle trips and traffic impacts on State Highways.			Caltrans


									Parking, Traffic and Transit Assumptions:  Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop traffic analyses.			UCSF


									Project Traffic at Off-site Parking Locations:  TMP does not consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at located other than at the event center.  SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									Non-Project Traffic/Transit/Pedestrian/Bicycle Flow: Consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									Transportation/Circulation Impacts to FibroGen:  Disclose transportation and circulation impacts to FibroGen, given the primary GSW access for cars and trucks is via 16th Street, as is FibroGen's main artery for access to its own parking garage.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Impacts to Public Transit:  Disclose impacts to public transit, given currently constrained nature, and consider any existing and future system constraints.			Miller-Starr Regalia; Holly Friedman


									UCSF Parking Facilities:  Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.			UCSF


									Parking Demand: Identify the parking demand resulting from the proposed project, particularly during events, and whether parking demand would be met by on‐ and off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Supply:  Lack of on-site parking will create the circulation of several thousand private vehicles with no place to park.			Richard Hutson


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Use smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Parking Supply/Demand Assessment:  CEQA does not foreclose a detailed parking supply/demand study for planning and informational purposes, as well as analysis of queuing for parking spaces. EIR should include a parking supply/demand assessment and disclose any parking shortfalls, review area‐wide parking conditions, the effects of vehicles circling looking for parking, and queues at all designed event parking facilities.			UCSF


									Avoid 16th Street.  UCSF encourages east/westbound event traffic to be routed to the south of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site to the extent possible – i.e. onto Mariposa Street, rather than onto 16th Street which bisects the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and which will have a reduced vehicular capacity given the planned public transit‐only lanes on 16th Street in the future. Avoid 16th Street during the 5 p.m. to 7 p.m. peak period when UCSF employees are leaving the site and an employee shift change occurs at the hospitals.			UCSF


									Off-Peak Period Traffic:  Given the atypical characteristics of the proposed project, whereby a large number of vehicles is expected to arrive/leave the area in a relatively short amount of time, and the greatest amount of traffic generated by the Event Center is likely to occur outside of the 4 p.m. to 6 p.m. period, clearly identify the peak periods and what significance standard is appropriate to apply in this situation to determine the significance of traffic impacts.			UCSF


									Cumulative Impacts at MB South Intersections  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative traffic impacts at several key intersections in the Mission Bay South Area that could result from events at the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Cumulative UCSF/Mission Rock Project/Warriors/AT&T Events.
-  Identify the basis for assumptions regarding the frequency and times of day of dual events (i.e. events at Warriors’ Event Center concurrent with events at AT&T Park).
-  Disclose cumulative impacts of use of UCSF hospital or other facilities when either or both Giants/Warriors games or other events occur at same time
-   Consider traffic volume increases associated with Mission Rock project and future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard (when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed.
-  There will be increase in GSW project traffic on Mission Bay Blvd North with future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Daniel Koralek; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok; Steve/Linda Hawkins; Holly Friedman


									Taxi/Valet Exiting Plan. Provide comprehensive pedestrian exiting plan illustrating how taxi and valet parking along Terry Francois Blvd. will be accessed and announced. The elevator cores near the corners of South St. and Terry Francois Blvd. are not easily visible from the sidewalk. Unclear access to and from taxi and valet parking areas may result in patrons finding other locations to find taxis which may cause pedestrian flows through UCSF campus.			UCSF


									Quantitative Pedestrian Flow/Circulation Modeling:  Conduct quantitative pedestrian flow/circulation modeling to validate the required size and location of pedestrian routes approaching and within the site to ensure that pedestrians will not spill over sidewalks in to roadways and/or the UCSF campus, impacting campus operations, vehicular access or otherwise.			UCSF


									Pedestrian Barrier on 3rd Street.  Request a pedestrian barrier along 3rd street within the central median be studied to mitigate pedestrian jay‐walking across 3rd street onto the UCSF Mission Bay campus site.			UCSF


									Project Pedestrian Impacts to/From Off-Site Parking Facilities:  Since there will be little on‐site parking, the transportation analysis needs to address the substantial pedestrian volumes walking to and from off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									Bicycle Facilities:  Evaluate whether the event center will provide adequate bicycle facilities to promote access by bike.			UCSF


									Bicycle Parking Requirements:  Current Planning Code for arena calls for bicycle parking spaces for 5% of venue capacity, of which 75% must be attended.  If bicycle mode share assumptions are changed to 5-6%, which is plausible, there will be insufficient parking available under the terms of the 1998 FSEIR.  The GSW design at Mission Bay should comply with current code by providing parking comparable to the earlier Piers 30-32 design.			Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Parking and Pedestrian Improvements:  Project should be encouraged to mitigate any transportation impacts through bicycle and pedestrian improvements and infrastructure, including new crosswalks, wider sidewalks, special signals, bike lanes or paths with color treatment or protection, signal synchronization and priority for users other than motorists, and on-site bicycle parking commensurate with expected bicycle mode share.  SEIR should study project variants that consider a robust bicycle transportation plan in line with the City's own mode share goals.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification:  SEIR will assume completion of the Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification by the time the Warriors’ proposed project is completed in 2018. This may be a faulty assumption, as the Central Subway is not scheduled for completion until 2019, and Caltrain Electrification is not scheduled to be completed until late 2020 at the earliest. Therefore, the potential impacts of the proposed project before these improvements are in place needs to be analyzed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  For the estimates of travel demand of Warriors games, data from Oracle Arena should not be used exclusively. Oracle Arena is located a distance from major employment centers, is accessed via a congested freeway, and has limited on‐site pre‐game dining options. Conversely, the proposed Project is located adjacent to Downtown San Francisco and will be providing thousands of square feet of new restaurant space. As such, it is likely that game patrons traveling to the Project will arrive several hours prior to events and thus will overlap with the evening peak commute hours. Additional data from similar urban arenas (such as Staples Center in Los Angeles) should be reviewed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  Given the proliferation of Uber and other so‐called “ride‐sharing” services, these modes of travel need to be accounted for in the trip generation and the site planning.			UCSF


									Mode Share: GSW indicate mode share will be 35% transit, 55% auto, 2% bike, 4% walk and 4% taxi/shuttle/etc., derived from Giants and Kings, however, Kings arena is located well outside downtown, and Giants ballpark seats more than twice and operates at different times in different seasons. Provide evidence for assumptions.  Consider split data from SFMTA 2011 mode share survey for Zone 1 (5% bike mode share).			Mark Eliot


									Mode Share: When Giants came, they said it was gong to be a commuter-only park, with no parking - we all know what happened.  So, recommend setting a lower goal on parking load (e.g., reduce from 55% to 25%) because you are going to go over it now mattter what you do.			Ralph Anavy


									Bicycle Mode Share: The TMP assumes a 2% bicycle mode share for the GSW 2018 opening, despite Mission Bay's 5% bicycle mode share and City goals for 8% bicycle mode share by 2018 and 20% by 2020.  SEIR should resolve the TDM mode share assumptions with existing data for the City and neighborhood and the City's goals for growing bicycle mode share by 2020.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Mode Share: To account for more accurate mode share, rely on the Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA).  WTA Phase 2 (SOMA/Mission Bay/Central Waterfront Transportation Needs and Solutions Analysis) should be used to determine real transportation impacts across all modes to achieve more realistic bicycle mode share. WTA estimates a 30% increase in total trips in Mission Bay, 20% of which are predicated to be by bike.			SF Bicycle Coalition


									Caltrain  Station:  Recognize importance of Caltrain Station at 22nd Street. Trip from this station to the arena is roughly as long as trip from Montgomery BART to Giants ballpark.			Mark Eliot


									Traffic Analysis to Account for UCSF Peak Evening Shifts.  The analysis should consider the number of UCSF employees leaving/arriving from the UCSF campus, especially the employee shift change at the UCSF hospitals which would be coincident with Event Center patron arrivals for peak (evening) events.			UCSF


									Traffic Pinch Points in Mission Bay:
-  Mission Bay has limited street capacity, with certain pinch points at the I‐280 on/off ramps, the 16th Street / 7th Street intersection at the Caltrain crossing, and the Fourth Street and Third Street bridges. Interventions at these pinch points are critical to facilitating traffic flow in and out of Mission Bay.
-  I-280/Mariposa interchange already challenging; addition of traffic from UCSF, and additional traffic light between I-280 and 3rd Street will make this additionally difficult.			UCSF; Daniel Koralek


									Impacts on I-80/I-280.
-   Concerned about impacts on I-80 and I-280 on-ramp and off-ramp locations
-    Suggest updated counts at on- and off-ramp locations, including special event data counts			Caltrans


									Contraflow Lane Mitigation:   Should traffic congestion warrant, the analysis should consider contraflow lanes as mitigation or improvement measures. One possibility is the coning of westbound Mariposa Street to temporarily enable three lanes westbound, rather than two lanes, to facilitate traffic flow onto I‐280. This should be considered along with possible interventions on the I‐280 onramp to facilitate traffic flow.			UCSF


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response: Evaluate the extent to which patients in private vehicles and public transit to the UCSF Mission Bay campus site may be delayed or otherwise encounter difficulties reaching the hospital or emergency room due to Event Center traffic congestion on roadways, or queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. Evaluate the extent to which emergency vehicles may be delayed reaching the hospital emergency room. Mitigation measures and/or improvement measures should be identified.			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response:  The SEIR should evaluate the potential impacts on emergency response in the area, particularly given the project’s proposal to close a portion of Third Street to through traffic after events, and given vehicular queues and traffic congestion that are likely to occur both before and after events. Even with parking control officers to direct traffic, UCSF is concerned that traffic congestion may inhibit the movement of emergency vehicles needing to access the UCSF Children’s Hospital emergency room, due to vehicular queues on streets as well as queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. In addition, patients who need to each the hospital or emergency room may be in private vehicles, which would not have the benefit of sirens/lights to facilitate their movement through congested traffic. For these reasons, the potential for delay to hospital/emergency room access needs to be considered, as access must be unimpeded 24/7.			UCSF


									Event Center Light Impact on Operation of UCSF Helipad:  Outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Ferry Terminal:  Addition of a new ferry terminal to support the event center worth considering; would relieve vehicular traffic and crowded MUNI system.			Richard Hutson; Ralph Anavy


									Construction Impacts on State Highway System:  Include impacts from construction traffic on State Highway System.			Caltrans


									Construction Effects on Transportation: Removal of 350,000 cubic yards of soil from the site will add approximately 10,000 – 20,000 heavy truck trips to the neighboring streets, depending on the capacity of the dump trucks used for hauling. The traffic and safety impacts of these trips should be analyzed in SEIR.			UCSF


									Construction Assumptions:  Construction-related assumptions should be based on conservative assumptions that disclose impacts, including for road closures, staging, construction employee parking, etc. on surrounding streets.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on UCSF Helicopter Use.  Analyze the potential for construction cranes to interfere with air medical access to the UCSF hospital helipad. Construction cranes for the proposed Warriors’ project would be in or in close proximity to the UCSF helicopter flight paths as the UCSF hospital and helipad will be operational in February 2015.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction:  Construction associated with electrification of Caltrain and construction of new commercial space will impact traffic well past the targeted Warriors opening date.			Daniel Koralek


						Transportation Management Plan			TMP should be required as a condition of approval			UCSF


									TMP should include discussion about traffic management, traffic routing, use of PCOs, location of parking facilities, and parking operations management.			UCSF


									Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP analyses			UCSF


									Include specific measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic  management of pre- and post-events , traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF			UCSF


									Identify when operational measures are triggered			UCSF


									Include locations and quantities of parking spaces needed to serve GSW project			UCSF


									Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.  UCSF facilities should not be listed in TMP if and when agreement with UCSF is reached.			UCSF


									TMP does not presently consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at locations other than the event center.  The TMP should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									TMP/SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									UCSF encourages smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site).			UCSF


									TMP should identify mechanisms for monitoring traffic impacts to surrounding streets and impacts to UCSF campus, including impacts to private vehicles, transit, emergency vehicles, UCSF shuttles, pedestrians and bicyclists.			UCSF


									Any modifications to the TMP should require a public process for stakeholders, including UCSF, to comment.			UCSF


									Measures contained in the TMP that are relied upon as mitigation for the project's impacts must be binding and enforceable.			UCSF


									Any road closures to vehicle or pedestrian traffic must have provisions to allow residents of the Madrone and Radiance communities (on Mission Bay Boulevard North) to get in and out of the general area			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									The easement area between the Madrone building and Radiance building, into which Bridgeview runs must have traffic management control in place to close off vehicle and pedestrian traffic except to residents of these 2 communities.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									PCOs supporting Giants games are ineffective on Third Street currently, so hearing that PCO are a big part of the solution to the traffic issues on Third Street is not encouraging.  PCOs need to be qualified and aggressively control vehicle and foot traffic with ability to change lights when necessary.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Need more details on new shuttles from Van Ness, Ferry Building and 16th Street (how big and will they be of a sufficient number/size to make a difference?).  Who is paying for the shuttles (MUNI, tax payers, Warriors fans, Warriors?)			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Mission Bay Master Plan has no provision for resident parking stickers.   Residents living on Mission Bay Boulevard North  need an exception on resident parking stickers.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Warriors plan does not address the needs of the people living in the area to get in and out; people living in the area will be trapped, as they are when the Giants have a ball game.			Ralph Anavy


						Section 5.3, Noise and Vibration			Outdoor Event Noise:  Analyze impacts from amplified sound equipment to be used for outdoor events in the main plaza nearby facilities.  The SEIR should include information on outdoor events, including  . . .  decibel limits and monitoring, . . . audio/visual design . . . with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.  Include mitigation measures designed to prevent any potentially significant noise impacts.			UCSF


									Crowd Noise: 
-    Analyze the  effect of crowd noise on adjacent facilities, especially UCSF inpatient facilities which operate on a 24‐hour/day, 7‐day/week basis, and UCSF campus housing located directly across the street from the project site on Third Street
-  Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems (those that using Parking Lot A will prefer to walk back on Bridgeway rather than Terry A. Francois and Third Street.)			UCSF; Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Event Center Noise:  Analyze the potential for noise leakage from the Event Center structure, particularly during concerts, and associated impacts on adjoining land uses.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction Noise:  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified a potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative noise impact from concurrent UCSF/Warriors’ construction projects. This should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									General:  The SEIR should identify noise mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant noise impacts, including impacts on sensitive receptors at UCSF’s residential and medical facilities.			UCSF


									Operational Traffic and Emergency Generator Noise Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen should be treated as sensitive noise receptor; SEIR should disclose noise impacts from traffic and circulation from GSW patrons, employees and deliveries; and diesel generators (in event of power outage)			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Noise and Vibration Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen operations, sensitive instrumentation, laboratories, and chemicals are highly sensitive to noise and vibration. Project should be conditioned so that pile driving is prohibited and driller augers are instead required; and SEIR should analyze noise and vibration impacts of drilled augers.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.4, Air Quality			Air Pollutant Exposure:  Neighborhoods adjacent to freeways (as indicated in attached BAAQMD and SFDPH maps), through which project traffic will travel through, will experience exacerbated levels of particulate matter and other pollutants, worsening an already dangerous health situation.  City will be reducing capacity further on many streets; lines of congestion will stretch further; dispersing particulates through residential and work areas.  This must be studied, quantified, and an abatement plan discussed.			Alice Rogers


									Operational Air Quality Effects on FibroGen:  Analyze traffic-related air quality effects on FibroGen.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative Construction Air Quality Effects: UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative air quality impacts from concurrent construction projects and concurrent operations of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									Construction Air Quality Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen has had to significantly increase the frequency with which it changes its air filters, and has experienced significant amounts of dust and dirt on its windows and walls throughout he UCSF hospital construction. GSW project to be even more impactful to FibroGen.  SEIR should conservatively analyze construction air quality impacts.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.5, Greenhouse Gases			None.


						Section 5.6, Wind and Shadow			General:  Wind and shadow impacts on UCSF facilities should be analyzed, particularly in areas heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene Friend Way near Third, and the 16th/4th campus gateway.			UCSF


									General:  Proposed height increase exceptions, if granted, would have impacts on wind and shadows.			UCSF


						Section 5.7, Utilities and Service Systems, and 
Section 5.9, Hydrology and Water Quality


						Stormwater/Wastewater			Impact on Mariposa Pump Station:  The UCSF 2014 LRDP FEIR identified an issue with the Mariposa Pump Station that has yet to be resolved with the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission staff (see UCSF 2015 LRDP EIR, pp. 7‐98 through 7‐100 and pg. 10‐15). The proposed Warriors’ project may contribute to a cumulative impact and this should be analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Operational Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze operational impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze construction impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Trash Impact to Stormwater Quality: The SEIR should identify mitigation, such as additional trash receptacles and post‐event trash pick‐up radius exterior to the Warriors property line sufficient to avoid impacts on the water quality of the storm drain system.			UCSF


						Sea Level Rise			None


						Section 5.8, Public Services


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss the project’s plan for crowd management, nighttime hours of operation, and provisions for sufficient on‐site and off‐site security and maintenance personnel, public restrooms and trash receptacles.			UCSF


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss project impacts to law enforcement service ratios/response times; assess fan violence, proliferation of alcohol-related uses, riots; and solid waste management			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Public Intoxication:  Consideration must be given to control unorderly behavior, such as intoxication and public urination (e.g., Giants fans using China Basin Channel for restroom.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Litter:  Consideration must be given to the handling of event related materials that can be littered around the area (not just adjacent streets)			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Graffiti:  Project may result in increases in graffiti/damage in area buildings.			Steve Hawkins


									Evacuation Plan for Emergency Response.  SEIR should discuss evacuation plan for emergency response, including law enforcement, and make that plan an enforceable mitigation measure.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on Public Services.   Evaluate construction effects on law enforcement, fire, emergency services and solid waste (displacement of vermin, handling of construction materials).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 6, Other CEQA Sections			None


						Section 7, Alternatives			Modified Site Plan:  Evaluate alternatives that incorporate potential design changes that may be necessary to address significant traffic and circulation impacts (e.g., a reconfigured site plan that provides additional vehicular access s on Third and Terry A Francois Blvd; additional modifications to freeway access; and modifications to existing public transportation to alleviate traffic concerns).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Topics Scoped out in Initial Study


						Land Use			General:  Potential land use impacts should be included in the Draft SEIR, as the proposed Event Center would require a secondary use finding, multiple amendments to the applicable Design for Development and other variances.			UCSF


									General:  Given GSW project's significant scope and sensitivity of FibroGen use and operations, combined with other uses in the vicinity that have been constructed, disclose any potential land use incompatibilities with surrounding land uses.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Aesthetics			Increased Height/Massing Visual Impact:  The numerous modifications proposed to the Mission Bay South Design for Development standards which would increase the height limit, the number of allowed towers on the site, increase building bulk beyond current limits, and eliminate a view corridor, warrants the analysis of aesthetic and view corridor impacts resulting from the proposed project, at least for the purpose of providing information to the public and decision makers.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Impacts:  Given the proximity of the proposed entertainment venue to sensitive receptors (i.e. UCSF hospital and residents), information about nighttime lighting at the Event Center, including the potential for outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Plaza and Retail Visual Impact:  Visual impact of the Third Street Plaza and associated retail space being elevated above Third Street, 16th Street and South Street, rather than at street level where activation of the street is encouraged, and the expanse of blank parking garage walls fronting those streets.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse Visual Impact:   Retail Gatehouse is located in UCSF view easement and will have a visual impact.			UCSF


									Construction Nighttime Lighting Effects:   Construction‐period nighttime lighting and impacts on adjacent land uses should be analyzed, and mitigation measures imposed as appropriate.			UCSF


						Population and Housing			Construction Employment Data:  Construction job data presented in Initial Study probably dates back from the end of 2013; construction has gone up greatly over the last year; need to make sure outdated data is not used.			J.R. Eppler


						Cultural and Paleontological Resources			Mitigation for Cultural Resources:  Contact appropriate regional archaeological Information Center.  If archaeological inventory survey is required, prepare report detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.  Contact NAHC for a Sacred Lands File Check, and a list of approprate Native American contacts for consultation concerning the project site and to assist in mitigation measures.  Include in mitigation plan provisions for identification and evaluation of accidentally discovered archaeological resources, per CEQA Section 16064.5(f).   Include in mitigation plan provisions for disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated, which are addressed in PRC 5097.98, in consultation culturally affiliated Native Americans. Include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in mitigation plan (see Health and Safety Code 7050.5, PRC 5097.98, and CEQA Guidelines 15064.5(e)).			Native American Heritage Commission


						Recreation			Project Increase in Use of Bayfront Park.  Initial Study said there would be any substantial increase in the use of existing parks and recreational facilities and would not lead to physical deterioration of existing recreational resources.  However, plan for Bayfront Park never contemplated having 20,000 additional people coming into the neighborhood to use these parks.			Corinne Woods


						Utiltities and Service Systems 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Solid Waste.  There is a significant increase in solid waste handling as a result of the Giants; the burden of cleanup ends up on Mission Bay and not the City's general fund.  Analysis of Warriors project should reflect the increase burden on Mission Bay community from increased solid waste.			Corinne Woods


						Public Services
(non-Police/Fire Protection)			None


						Biological Resources			None


						Geology and Soils			None


						Hydrology and Water Quality 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Subsurface Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking . . .			Richard Hutson


						Hazards and Hazardous Materials			Cumulative Construction-Related Hazardous Materials Impacts. Concerned about hazardous waste releases from all the cumulative construction that will be going on in the project area (within a 3 to 4 block radius) at same time as the Warriors project.			Holly Friedman


						Minerals and Energy Resources			None


						Agriculture and Forest Reserves			None


						Non-SEIR Issues Raised During Scoping Process			SEIR should include a study of potential long-term comprehensive and positive socio-economic benefits and impacts available through integration and creation of a model High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom within the GSW development			Dennis MacKenzie


									SEIR should study the interdependent public-private sector benefits that the GSW Classroom can provide for the City's diverse, cross-cultural communities through maximizing, enhancing, expanding and attracting new jobs, career and business opportunities and partnerships through the creation of model education and career development programs.			Dennis MacKenzie


									Event parking must incorporate considerations for residents and their visiting guests to utilize parking without being priced at a rate that is too high to discourage their normal daily use.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Study at least one City whose sports arenas are not only close to each other, but in the middle of a residential neighborhood like the one where the Warriors and Giants arenas will reside.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Speakers have indicated that followup surveys would be conducted of businesses in the area to see what's working and what is not working; this should include a resident survey.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Future presentations needs to have charts addressing the residents issues.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Structure is out of place; will invade our small town feel neighborhood of North Slopes Potrero Hill.  Traffic noise and crime have increased over the years. Offices, parking lots and congestion is already increasing with the UCSF campus.			Margo Hill


									Warriors have gone above and beyond to see what people in the community are looking for in terms of environmental needs of the community and what the CAC is asking (e.g., auger drill piles).  Construction in the area has been noisy over the past four years.			Michael Drummond


									Warriors are carefully studying impacts of the project; project will create a center for the neighborhood and bring city and regional activity to Mission Bay area, and add to sense of neighborhood.			Alex Mitra


									The event center will bring in more people to San Francisco, which will help the Hotel Council of San Francisco's hotel employees, the majority of who live in San Francisco.			Kevin Carroll


									Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency			State Clearinghouse
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:03:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Peter – I was looking through the PPT and I couldn’t find where we use the term “Transportation
Demand Strategies”.  I chanced Transportation Demand Plan to Transportation Demand
Management Plan in case that is what you were referring to.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Albert, Peter [mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 31, 2014 6:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
I’m still searching through backlog of emails and feel great about this slideshow – which I just now
reviewed. 
 
The only technicality I’d have corected if I were in the office last week would have been to correct
”Transportation Demand Strategies” on slides 9 and 13 to ”Transportation Demand Management
Strategies” – might seem a minor point to anyone who’s not a transportation wonk.
 
Let me know if you’d like me on hand Jan 6.
 
Happy New Year.  
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
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I have attached a draft of my PPT.  I have included Erin/Peter since I was asked to include more
information on the TMP and I want them to review what is being included as they may be asked to
answer questions.  Take a look – I was trying to find a middle ground that provides context and
avoids the question of “when are we getting a presentation on the TMP”, while also not having the
overall presentation go one for an hour.  I haven’t run the revisions above me, so it may change – I
wanted to get the group’s feedback first.
 
Similarly, I would appreciate if everyone would pay special attention to the last slide on other next
steps and see if I have missed anything.
 
Some other comments I received for the GSW portion of the presentation are:


-          Say the full names of things the first time you use them – ie, Transportation Management
Association (TMA), since the Commission may not be familiar with them all


-          The Transit Access (slide 17) may be difficult to read, so if you could simplify it or beef up
the size of the transit lines/station locations, great.  If it will take too long, then we can role
with it.


-          Public Benefits Slide – clarify that P22 will be built by the Mission Bay Master Developer
when triggered. And either in the bullet or when speaking clarify that the estimated job
number is generated by GSW to avoid giving the sense that the City/OCII has had an
opportunity to confirm the number.


-          Transportation Info – Include the slide you had in the TMP PPT for “Projected Event Count
and Attendance” when describing the project stats to set the stage for the TMP discussion
later


 
Parking – our Commission has recently expressed concern about ensuring adequate parking is
provided.  So, someone should be ready to talk about how many spaces are being provided
compared to ATT park, and how many spaces are available surrounding the site so that we are able
to show where the expected cars will park.
 
I will send out comments on the SD format this weekend/early next week. 


Have a great holiday!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, December 22, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
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Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are already
done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and changes to
the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you have
made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the
PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor in the
room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the stage
in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.
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David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need


a slide)
-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D
-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo
-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments


to date
-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any


updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo
-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can
load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case
we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with support in the second
row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that
there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak
since the Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: David Carlock
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: 75% Set
Date: Friday, January 02, 2015 9:56:30 AM
Attachments: BC-SDChecklist.docx


David - attached is a matrix that shows what is required for a Basic Concept and a Schematic
Design.  Since they are very repetitive documents, we now combine them into a Combined
Basic Concept and Schematic Design booklet, so if either the BC or SD requires an item, then
it should be included.


When you look through the list you are going to see a lot of what was already included in
the Major Phase (ie, utilities, etc.) is repeated.  Typically, when we get to a BC/SD after a
MP, the site has been sold, designs are further along, etc. so what is in the Major Phase is
not exactly the same as what the proposed building design is - ie, why we need to repeat
things.  In this case where we are running things concurrently, so we do have the
opportunity to reference the Major Phase document instead of repeating things as much.
 However, to start with, let's go ahead and include everything into the BC/SD since you
already have the pages laid out to see what it looks like and if it is too repetitive, then we
can delete it.  If it isn't too large of a document, it would be good to have all repeated in
case someone is reviewing the BC/SD and does not have access to the Major Phase.


The difference between the Major Phase and BC/SD is that the MP is big picture/site plan.
 the BC/SD will now focus in on individual buildings and open space areas (whether we have
individual books for each building or combine into one).  So, if there is a combined booklet,
we would want chapters on each individual building.


The renderings will be about the level of development of the current arena drawings that
were included in the MP, but with the details of buildings developed further to give a better
sense of the proposed features and materials.  So, for each building, you would have a
series of rendering/elevations that show all facades of the building, calling out materials,
and getting into the level where you could see what the design intent was - ie, window
types, entrances, etc.  The written description and other supporting documentation would
also focus in on that building vs. the site a whole.   There would be information on material
selection, type of construction, wall sections to focus in and give more detail on what is
being proposed. In some cases you won't know what is being proposed still, so there may be
language/photos that give a sense of what the intent is. 


Again, in your case where you have already moved into DDs, you may be able to provide
more certainty than is typically known at this stage in design.  We do not want to get into
architectural level of drawings, since this is supposed to be something that is legible to non-
designers to understand what the building will look like.  That said, I also tell folks that while
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Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Design Completeness Checklist (*)





			REQUIRED MATERIALS	


			BASIC CONCEPT


			PAGE (S)


			Comments


			SCHEMATICS


			PAGE (S)


			Comments





			Data Chart





			Conceptual Program of uses


			Required


			


			


			Required (written statement)


			


			





			Maximum Development Density


			Required


			


			


			Required (written statement)


			


			





			Housing


			Required


			


			n/a


			Required (written statement)


			


			n/a





			Loading


			Required


			


			


			Required (written statement)


			


			





			Parking


			Required


			


			


			Required (written statement)


			


			





			Building Coverage & Streetwall


			Required


			


			


			Required (written statement)


			


			





			Vicinity Plan





			Utilities


			Required


			


			


			Not required


			


			





			Vehicular Circulation


			Required


			


			


			Not required


			


			





			Pedestrian Circulation


			Required


			


			


			Not required


			


			





			Bicycle Circulation


			Required


			


			


			Not required


			


			





			View Corridors 


			Required


			


			


			Not required


			


			





			Open Spaces


			Required


			


			


			Not required


			


			





			Site Plan





			Site boundaries


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Building Footprint


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Public Open Space


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Private Open Space


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Setbacks (if applicable)


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Roads, sidewalks, mid-block connectors


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Parking & Loading facilities


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Circulation Diagrams


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Streetscape Improvements.


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Adjacent Uses


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Site Sections


			Not required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Building





			Plans


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Elevations


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Sections


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Isometrics


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Wall Sections


			Not required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Written Statement (size and use of facilities, proposed structural systems and building materials)


			Required


			


			


			Required 


			


			





			Arts Proposal (if applicable)


			Not required


			


			


			Not required


			


			





			Model


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Illustrative Materials


			Required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Building envelope Shadows


(Shadow analysis when variance from D for D standards is requested)


			Required


			


			Can reference EIR


			Required


			


			Can reference EIR





			Wind Analysis (preliminary if building is 100’ high or more)


			Required.


			


			Can reference EIR


			Required if tunnel testing was determined to be required for the project.


			


			Can reference EIR





			Landscaping Information


			


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Phasing Plan


			Required


			


			


			Not required


			


			





			Material Samples


			Not required


			


			


			Required


			


			





			Signage


			Not required


			


			


			Required


			


			











(*) For combined submittals if a material is not required for Basic Concept Design but required for Schematic Design or if required for Schematic Design but not for Basic Concept, it shall be provided.









there is room for changes in the DD and SD phases of design, the building that is ultimately
built should look for all intensive purposes like the one in the BC/SD design.


Typically the landscaping for a project is included in the BC/SD submittal for a building.  As
with the building, there should be details provided on the design of the open space areas,
along with planting types, furniture, paving, etc. In your case where you have an open space
system that flows through the entire 4-block site, it may make sense to break out the
shared podium and street level open space areas into a separate submittal, with just the
open spaces, such as green roofs, etc. that are clearly associated with an individual building
included with the building BC/SD.


Why don't we set up a time early next week to go through an example and figure out the
best way to approach this (ie, a single document vs. multiple).   Since people will be in town
on Tuesday, do you want to meet in person?  Other than our Commission meeting at 1PM, I
am open all day until 5.30PM.


Thanks and hope everyone had a great New Years.


Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 8:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Got it. Thanks Catherine.  David M and I had a conversation about single vs. separate but nothing
definitive. We will huddle again and come back to you.  Happy new year!


-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246


Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my assistant
Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.


From: <Reilly>, Catherine Reilly <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 at 7:45 PM
To: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
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Cc: David Manica <dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com>, Kate Aufhauser
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, Kristin Kontz <kkontz@warriors.com>
Subject: Re: 75% Set


Hi, David - I am around next week, though planning on sending out some notes about the
SD content tomorrow.  I took a look at the 75% set and it looks like you are heading in the
right direction for the Design Development documents with that.  For the SDs, it will be a
middle ground between that level of detail and the Major Phase.  Probably the easiest way
to think about it is that the pretty illustrative drawings that you did of the arena for the
Major Phase are close to what we'll end up for the SD, but with all the detail explaining
materials, close up, pedestrian views, to really explain what those graphics mean (same for
the office/landscaping).


Did the team have a chance to talk about whether you would like to have a single document
with all the SDs included as chapters, or whether you would like to break them out into
separate documents?


Thanks and happy new years.


Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 7:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,


Hope you are enjoying the holiday. Pls let is know if we should schedule a few minutes when you are back
to get your thoughts on the 75% SD set and formal SD submission.


Thanks.


David


-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
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Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my assistant
Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.



mailto:kkontz@warriors.com






From: David Manica
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: 75% Set
Date: Friday, January 02, 2015 11:19:02 AM


Hi Catherine. 
I had spoken with Kate today and we were hoping you might be available on
Wednesday the 7th to discuss with Leah and Lauren from my office as well.   The
6th is a bit full for us already. Possible?


David Manica
MANICA Architecture


On Jan 2, 2015, at 11:56 AM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


David - attached is a matrix that shows what is required for a Basic Concept and
a Schematic Design.  Since they are very repetitive documents, we now combine
them into a Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Design booklet, so if either
the BC or SD requires an item, then it should be included.


When you look through the list you are going to see a lot of what was already
included in the Major Phase (ie, utilities, etc.) is repeated.  Typically, when we
get to a BC/SD after a MP, the site has been sold, designs are further along, etc.
so what is in the Major Phase is not exactly the same as what the proposed
building design is - ie, why we need to repeat things.  In this case where we are
running things concurrently, so we do have the opportunity to reference the
Major Phase document instead of repeating things as much.  However, to start
with, let's go ahead and include everything into the BC/SD since you already
have the pages laid out to see what it looks like and if it is too repetitive, then
we can delete it.  If it isn't too large of a document, it would be good to have all
repeated in case someone is reviewing the BC/SD and does not have access to
the Major Phase.


The difference between the Major Phase and BC/SD is that the MP is big
picture/site plan.  the BC/SD will now focus in on individual buildings and open
space areas (whether we have individual books for each building or combine
into one).  So, if there is a combined booklet, we would want chapters on each
individual building.


The renderings will be about the level of development of the current arena
drawings that were included in the MP, but with the details of buildings
developed further to give a better sense of the proposed features and
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materials.  So, for each building, you would have a series of
rendering/elevations that show all facades of the building, calling out materials,
and getting into the level where you could see what the design intent was - ie,
window types, entrances, etc.  The written description and other supporting
documentation would also focus in on that building vs. the site a whole.   There
would be information on material selection, type of construction, wall sections
to focus in and give more detail on what is being proposed. In some cases you
won't know what is being proposed still, so there may be language/photos that
give a sense of what the intent is. 


Again, in your case where you have already moved into DDs, you may be able to
provide more certainty than is typically known at this stage in design.  We do
not want to get into architectural level of drawings, since this is supposed to be
something that is legible to non-designers to understand what the building will
look like.  That said, I also tell folks that while there is room for changes in
the DD and SD phases of design, the building that is ultimately built should look
for all intensive purposes like the one in the BC/SD design.


Typically the landscaping for a project is included in the BC/SD submittal for a
building.  As with the building, there should be details provided on the design of
the open space areas, along with planting types, furniture, paving, etc. In your
case where you have an open space system that flows through the entire 4-
block site, it may make sense to break out the shared podium and street level
open space areas into a separate submittal, with just the open spaces, such as
green roofs, etc. that are clearly associated with an individual building included
with the building BC/SD.


Why don't we set up a time early next week to go through an example and
figure out the best way to approach this (ie, a single document vs. multiple).  
Since people will be in town on Tuesday, do you want to meet in person?  Other
than our Commission meeting at 1PM, I am open all day until 5.30PM.


Thanks and hope everyone had a great New Years.


Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 8:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: Re: 75% Set
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Got it. Thanks Catherine.  David M and I had a conversation about single vs. separate but
nothing definitive. We will huddle again and come back to you.  Happy new year!


-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246


Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.


From: <Reilly>, Catherine Reilly <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 at 7:45 PM
To: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Cc: David Manica <dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com>, Kate Aufhauser
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, Kristin Kontz <kkontz@warriors.com>
Subject: Re: 75% Set


Hi, David - I am around next week, though planning on sending out some notes
about the SD content tomorrow.  I took a look at the 75% set and it looks like
you are heading in the right direction for the Design Development documents
with that.  For the SDs, it will be a middle ground between that level of detail
and the Major Phase.  Probably the easiest way to think about it is that the
pretty illustrative drawings that you did of the arena for the Major Phase are
close to what we'll end up for the SD, but with all the detail explaining
materials, close up, pedestrian views, to really explain what those graphics mean
(same for the office/landscaping).


Did the team have a chance to talk about whether you would like to have a
single document with all the SDs included as chapters, or whether you would
like to break them out into separate documents?


Thanks and happy new years.


Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 7:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
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Subject: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,


Hope you are enjoying the holiday. Pls let is know if we should schedule a few minutes when
you are back to get your thoughts on the 75% SD set and formal SD submission.


Thanks.


David


-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246


Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.


<BC-SDChecklist.docx>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:36:54 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Yes, thanks for coming.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Albert, Peter"
Date:12/31/2014 6:01 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,Kate Aufhauser ,David
Manica ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Miller, Erin (MTA)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation


Glad this seems to have come together so well.
 
Catherine, et al: any need for me to be on hand?  I do have that time (1:00 – 3:30 on Tues, Jan 6)
blocked out in my calendar to be available.  City Hall, correct?
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 29, 2014 3:09 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Congrats Clarke, an adorable stocking stuffer for sure! 
 
Also, nice work at the Planning Commission everyone.  Let’s keep up the good momentum in 2015.


Adam
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
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I have attached a draft of my PPT.  I have included Erin/Peter since I was asked to include more
information on the TMP and I want them to review what is being included as they may be asked to
answer questions.  Take a look – I was trying to find a middle ground that provides context and
avoids the question of “when are we getting a presentation on the TMP”, while also not having the
overall presentation go one for an hour.  I haven’t run the revisions above me, so it may change – I
wanted to get the group’s feedback first.
 
Similarly, I would appreciate if everyone would pay special attention to the last slide on other next
steps and see if I have missed anything.
 
Some other comments I received for the GSW portion of the presentation are:


-          Say the full names of things the first time you use them – ie, Transportation Management
Association (TMA), since the Commission may not be familiar with them all


-          The Transit Access (slide 17) may be difficult to read, so if you could simplify it or beef up
the size of the transit lines/station locations, great.  If it will take too long, then we can role
with it.


-          Public Benefits Slide – clarify that P22 will be built by the Mission Bay Master Developer
when triggered. And either in the bullet or when speaking clarify that the estimated job
number is generated by GSW to avoid giving the sense that the City/OCII has had an
opportunity to confirm the number.


-          Transportation Info – Include the slide you had in the TMP PPT for “Projected Event Count
and Attendance” when describing the project stats to set the stage for the TMP discussion
later


 
Parking – our Commission has recently expressed concern about ensuring adequate parking is
provided.  So, someone should be ready to talk about how many spaces are being provided
compared to ATT park, and how many spaces are available surrounding the site so that we are able
to show where the expected cars will park.
 
I will send out comments on the SD format this weekend/early next week. 


Have a great holiday!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, December 22, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
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Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are already
done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and changes to
the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you have
made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the
PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor in the
room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the stage
in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)
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-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need


a slide)
-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D
-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo
-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments


to date
-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any


updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo
-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can
load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case
we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with support in the second
row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that
there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak
since the Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:43:14 PM


Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow.
Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should
sit in the front row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will
be called to answer a question. 


Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have
talked about?)


I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies
(David it should be 15 not 10).


I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby
concerns, questions, etc.


Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!


Catherine


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse
Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation


Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these
slides are already done.


 


Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from
email 12/27 – 1/3. 


 


Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation


 


Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting
and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have
them done.    Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the
PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 


 


We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are
very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a
couple of the pretty pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not
necessary.


 


Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set
the stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on
the site in the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this
point (ie skin vs massing)


 


Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few
more sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program
and that they look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE
goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they
need to be asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 


David Presentation (20 minutes)







          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program
(don’t need a slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 


Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with
comments to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have
any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we
can mention them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 


We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes
before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me
ahead of time so I can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it
loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-up
overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with
support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to
show support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would
recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission
expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 


 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a
great holiday! 


 


PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 







   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: Fw: [Agenda] SD Package Launch
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:04:31 PM
Attachments: image002.png


Pedro - sorry for the short notice, but would you be available at 11AM tomorrow
(Wednesday) to meet with the GSW regarding the SD submittal?  Thanks


From: Kate Aufhauser <KAufhauser@warriors.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 6, 2015 8:57 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Lauren Weingartner; 'Leah DiCarlo'; Jesse Blout; Kristin Kontz
Subject: [Agenda] SD Package Launch
 
Items for review during our time tomorrow morning:
 


1)       Documentation strategy
a.       1 SD/BC package total (multiple chapters), or 1 package per structure/area?
b.      For either, agree on which structures/areas should be treated independently


                                                               i.      Particular emphasis on strategy for landscape, parking, retail
2)       Design progress


a.       “Drop dead” date for the design progress to represent in graphics
                                                               i.      What site plans, elevations, etc. to use as backgrounds
                                                             ii.       Goal: Avoid the iteration we had on the Major Phase, even though design


will continue to progress concurrently
b.      GSW Proposal: 100% SD package


                                                               i.      Defined package of coordinated designs
                                                             ii.       Submitted to GSW week of 12/22 (very recent)


c.        Alternative Proposal: Design progress as represented in the Major Phase?
                                                               i.      Negates the need for revision on several graphics


3)       Content review
a.       “Project Data” summary
b.      OCII preferences for narrative content (design narrative, structural narrative, etc.)
c.        Addressing minor changes to D4D and other plans
d.      Deferrals (signage, art?)


4)       Schedule
 
 


 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly,


Catherine (CII); Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 4:47:47 PM
Attachments: image004.png


image007.png


OK, thanks Paul. I’m working to get in touch with Dan ASAP.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 08, 2015 11:28 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC);
Reilly, Catherine (CII; Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Kate:
 
In addition to the data request items we submitted yesterday, we also want to make sure that RWDI
will be providing the Cumulative plus Project scenario for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA.  This appeared to be a task that RWDI indicated they would be
doing anyway in their 1/6/15 email below,  however, we just want formally add that to the list of
items that we will be expecting from them.  Thanks much.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 6:11 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; 'Bereket, Immanuel (CII)'; 'Kern, Chris (CPC)';
'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Kate:
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Chuck Bennett, ESA’s wind analyst has reviewed the preliminary wind results appendix, and provides
his comments below.   His review focuses on the information needed to evaluate the environmental
impacts of the GSW project under CEQA.
 


         Provide Applicable Data on Existing, and Existing + Project Scenarios (for all sensor
locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations previously recommended
by ESA).  Figure 1 in the wind appendix you provided shows the Project together with future
Cumulative development in the vicinity, which leads us to infer that the tabular data provided
in your appendix evaluates the wind conditions for Cumulative + Project conditions.  This
data, if it is for the Cumulative + Project conditions, will help us evaluate the cumulative
effects of the Project.  However, in order to evaluate the wind impacts directly applicable to
the project, it is important that Existing and Existing plus Project conditions be provided. 
Consequently please provide:


1.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing conditions (for all
sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA). Dan indicates in his email below that
RWDI will be conducting a round of testing using the current sensor
locations; please add in the previously-recommended additional off-site
sensor locations as well.


2.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing plus Project
conditions (for all sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor
locations previously recommended by ESA).  This would include the project
in the existing setting, without cumulative development.


3.       If possible, please provide the tabular data for Existing, Existing plus Project,
and Cumulative plus Project side by side so the data can be easily compared.


         Provide Cumulative Project List.  Please identify in a list the cumulative buildings that
RWDI added to their wind model.


 


         Confirm Building Size/Massing for Cumulative Development.  Figure 1 in the wind
appendix you provided shows a future cumulative building on the northwest corner of Third
and Sixteenth Streets (on Block 25 on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site).  We can’t tell
from this photo whether that cumulative building (or others) meet the size/massing criteria in
the applicable planning documents for Mission Bay.  Given that future cumulative buildings
have not been designed, it is important that the models meet the design criteria (height and
bulk, as well as building setbacks) of the appropriate design guideline – the UCSF Mission
Bay Design Guidelines for future buildings on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site, and/or the
Mission Bay South Design for Development for future buildings proposed to be located
elsewhere in the Redevelopment Area.


 


ESA will be happy to discuss these or any other wind-related issues with you/RWDI this
week.  After RWDI has reviewed the above comments, please provide a timeline for when







this data request will be fulfilled by RWDI.  ESA will then be able to provide you and the
City an accurate revised schedule for when ESA can submit its SEIR wind section to the
City/sponsor for review.  As always, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions. 
Thanks.


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: 'Dan Bacon'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; 'Bereket,
Immanuel (CII)'
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
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San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
 
Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with


preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission
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Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project
site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.


 
Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately by replying to
this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:36:54 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Yes, thanks for coming.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Albert, Peter"
Date:12/31/2014 6:01 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,Kate Aufhauser ,David
Manica ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Miller, Erin (MTA)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation


Glad this seems to have come together so well.
 
Catherine, et al: any need for me to be on hand?  I do have that time (1:00 – 3:30 on Tues, Jan 6)
blocked out in my calendar to be available.  City Hall, correct?
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 29, 2014 3:09 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Congrats Clarke, an adorable stocking stuffer for sure! 
 
Also, nice work at the Planning Commission everyone.  Let’s keep up the good momentum in 2015.


Adam
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
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I have attached a draft of my PPT.  I have included Erin/Peter since I was asked to include more
information on the TMP and I want them to review what is being included as they may be asked to
answer questions.  Take a look – I was trying to find a middle ground that provides context and
avoids the question of “when are we getting a presentation on the TMP”, while also not having the
overall presentation go one for an hour.  I haven’t run the revisions above me, so it may change – I
wanted to get the group’s feedback first.
 
Similarly, I would appreciate if everyone would pay special attention to the last slide on other next
steps and see if I have missed anything.
 
Some other comments I received for the GSW portion of the presentation are:


-          Say the full names of things the first time you use them – ie, Transportation Management
Association (TMA), since the Commission may not be familiar with them all


-          The Transit Access (slide 17) may be difficult to read, so if you could simplify it or beef up
the size of the transit lines/station locations, great.  If it will take too long, then we can role
with it.


-          Public Benefits Slide – clarify that P22 will be built by the Mission Bay Master Developer
when triggered. And either in the bullet or when speaking clarify that the estimated job
number is generated by GSW to avoid giving the sense that the City/OCII has had an
opportunity to confirm the number.


-          Transportation Info – Include the slide you had in the TMP PPT for “Projected Event Count
and Attendance” when describing the project stats to set the stage for the TMP discussion
later


 
Parking – our Commission has recently expressed concern about ensuring adequate parking is
provided.  So, someone should be ready to talk about how many spaces are being provided
compared to ATT park, and how many spaces are available surrounding the site so that we are able
to show where the expected cars will park.
 
I will send out comments on the SD format this weekend/early next week. 


Have a great holiday!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, December 22, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
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Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are already
done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and changes to
the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you have
made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the
PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor in the
room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the stage
in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)
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-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need


a slide)
-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D
-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo
-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments


to date
-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any


updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo
-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can
load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case
we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with support in the second
row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that
there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak
since the Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Jose Farran; Paul Mitchell; Joyce Hsiao; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, 


Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Mary Murphy; David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: Arrival  Distributions
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:45:09 AM


Hi Clarke
Yes I am.  Hopefully Jose will be able to call in as well.


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


On Jan 11, 2015, at 4:11 PM, Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Luba, are you available between 9:30-10:30am Monday for a short (~15-
minutes) call to chat about this? If so, I can circulate a dial-in number. 
Thanks,
Clarke 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 10, 2015, at 11:15 AM, "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" 
<lubaw@lcwconsulting.com> wrote:


Kate
Thank you for this information. However, would it be possible 
to add to this table the actual arrival and departure times for 
the existing Oakland arena?
It would be good to be able to show that the arrivals at the 
proposed facility would be earlier than at the existing arena in 
Oakland.


In the EIR we would include a table similar to the attached 
comparison table of origin-destinations between the Oakland 
arena and the proposed event center that was provided in the 
Final TMP. 


Thank you,
Luba


<GSW_TMP_2014.12.29 58.pdf>
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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


On Jan 9, 2015, at 5:18 PM, Kate Aufhauser 
<kaufhauser@warriors.com> wrote:


All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival 
distribution, please see the attached analysis.
 
Highlights to note:


-          Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by 
league data (actuals, not projections), provided by 
Icon Venue Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.


o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference 
between Kings games (7:00pm start) and 
Warriors games (7:30pm start).


-          Use of this league data has therefore been deemed 
defensible for another new, downtown, California 
arena.


o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a 
highly comparable neighborhood context.


-          Compared to this league data, we are being 
conservative in our assumptions.


o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving 
by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, and by 7:30pm than 
fans arriving per time-adjusted league data.


 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the 
assumptions made to date, and therefore no change to the 
transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is 
required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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<2015.01.09_Arrival_Distribution_GSW-Icon-
Variance.xlsx>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:36:30 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thabks, Peter. I will make that change.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Albert, Peter"
Date:12/31/2014 6:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation


I’m still searching through backlog of emails and feel great about this slideshow – which I just now
reviewed. 
 
The only technicality I’d have corected if I were in the office last week would have been to correct
”Transportation Demand Strategies” on slides 9 and 13 to ”Transportation Demand Management
Strategies” – might seem a minor point to anyone who’s not a transportation wonk.
 
Let me know if you’d like me on hand Jan 6.
 
Happy New Year.  
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
I have attached a draft of my PPT.  I have included Erin/Peter since I was asked to include more
information on the TMP and I want them to review what is being included as they may be asked to
answer questions.  Take a look – I was trying to find a middle ground that provides context and
avoids the question of “when are we getting a presentation on the TMP”, while also not having the
overall presentation go one for an hour.  I haven’t run the revisions above me, so it may change – I
wanted to get the group’s feedback first.
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Similarly, I would appreciate if everyone would pay special attention to the last slide on other next
steps and see if I have missed anything.
 
Some other comments I received for the GSW portion of the presentation are:


-          Say the full names of things the first time you use them – ie, Transportation Management
Association (TMA), since the Commission may not be familiar with them all


-          The Transit Access (slide 17) may be difficult to read, so if you could simplify it or beef up
the size of the transit lines/station locations, great.  If it will take too long, then we can role
with it.


-          Public Benefits Slide – clarify that P22 will be built by the Mission Bay Master Developer
when triggered. And either in the bullet or when speaking clarify that the estimated job
number is generated by GSW to avoid giving the sense that the City/OCII has had an
opportunity to confirm the number.


-          Transportation Info – Include the slide you had in the TMP PPT for “Projected Event Count
and Attendance” when describing the project stats to set the stage for the TMP discussion
later


 
Parking – our Commission has recently expressed concern about ensuring adequate parking is
provided.  So, someone should be ready to talk about how many spaces are being provided
compared to ATT park, and how many spaces are available surrounding the site so that we are able
to show where the expected cars will park.
 
I will send out comments on the SD format this weekend/early next week. 


Have a great holiday!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, December 22, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are already
done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and changes to
the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you have
made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the
PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor in the
room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the stage
in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need


a slide)
-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)
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-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D
-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo
-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments


to date
-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any


updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo
-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can
load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case
we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with support in the second
row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that
there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak
since the Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly,


Catherine (CII); Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 11:28:54 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
In addition to the data request items we submitted yesterday, we also want to make sure that RWDI
will be providing the Cumulative plus Project scenario for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA.  This appeared to be a task that RWDI indicated they would be
doing anyway in their 1/6/15 email below,  however, we just want formally add that to the list of
items that we will be expecting from them.  Thanks much.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 6:11 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; 'Bereket, Immanuel (CII)'; 'Kern, Chris (CPC)';
'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Kate:
 
Chuck Bennett, ESA’s wind analyst has reviewed the preliminary wind results appendix, and provides
his comments below.   His review focuses on the information needed to evaluate the environmental
impacts of the GSW project under CEQA.
 


         Provide Applicable Data on Existing, and Existing + Project Scenarios (for all sensor
locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations previously recommended
by ESA).  Figure 1 in the wind appendix you provided shows the Project together with future
Cumulative development in the vicinity, which leads us to infer that the tabular data provided
in your appendix evaluates the wind conditions for Cumulative + Project conditions.  This
data, if it is for the Cumulative + Project conditions, will help us evaluate the cumulative
effects of the Project.  However, in order to evaluate the wind impacts directly applicable to
the project, it is important that Existing and Existing plus Project conditions be provided. 
Consequently please provide:


1.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing conditions (for all
sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA). Dan indicates in his email below that
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RWDI will be conducting a round of testing using the current sensor
locations; please add in the previously-recommended additional off-site
sensor locations as well.


2.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing plus Project
conditions (for all sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor
locations previously recommended by ESA).  This would include the project
in the existing setting, without cumulative development.


3.       If possible, please provide the tabular data for Existing, Existing plus Project,
and Cumulative plus Project side by side so the data can be easily compared.


         Provide Cumulative Project List.  Please identify in a list the cumulative buildings that
RWDI added to their wind model.


 


         Confirm Building Size/Massing for Cumulative Development.  Figure 1 in the wind
appendix you provided shows a future cumulative building on the northwest corner of Third
and Sixteenth Streets (on Block 25 on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site).  We can’t tell
from this photo whether that cumulative building (or others) meet the size/massing criteria in
the applicable planning documents for Mission Bay.  Given that future cumulative buildings
have not been designed, it is important that the models meet the design criteria (height and
bulk, as well as building setbacks) of the appropriate design guideline – the UCSF Mission
Bay Design Guidelines for future buildings on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site, and/or the
Mission Bay South Design for Development for future buildings proposed to be located
elsewhere in the Redevelopment Area.


 


ESA will be happy to discuss these or any other wind-related issues with you/RWDI this
week.  After RWDI has reviewed the above comments, please provide a timeline for when
this data request will be fulfilled by RWDI.  ESA will then be able to provide you and the
City an accurate revised schedule for when ESA can submit its SEIR wind section to the
City/sponsor for review.  As always, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions. 
Thanks.


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: 'Dan Bacon'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; 'Bereket,
Immanuel (CII)'
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Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
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modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
 
Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with
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preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission
Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project
site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.
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Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 


RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for
the sole use of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is
privileged and/or confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly
prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately by replying to
this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.


RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for
the sole use of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is
privileged and/or confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly
prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately by replying to
this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.


RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for
the sole use of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is
privileged and/or confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly
prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately by replying to
this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.



mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com






From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 5:50:33 PM


Chris:


I unfortunately now have an important call that I cannot change and that conflicts with the
beginning of our noon discussion of the TSP tomorrow.  I will get there ASAP but wanted to
confirm your first two points below and let Sonali describe her arguments for assuming
implementation of the TSP and against listing the TSP as a mitigation measure or
qualitatively analyzing the impacts of not implementing the TSP.  She and I met last week
and discussed this and she says this is a conversation with Viktoriya etal with a history to
it.  


I hope to be there by 12:30 to discuss the mechanism for committing SFMTA to delivering
the TSP prior to DSEIR publication (letter from Director Reiskin? SFMTA Board action?) and
how best to thread this needle.  Sorry for the double-booking.  I’m available for a call, text
or email anytime tomorrow morning other than 10-11a or 12-12:30p.


Thanks,


Adam


_____________________________________________
From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 4:03 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com);
Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Malamut, John (CAT); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Albert,
Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Jose Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com);
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Brian Boxer (bboxer@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
Importance: High


The agenda for our January 7, GSW Project CEQA meeting is attached. The meeting is
scheduled for an extra hour 1:00-4:00 due to the lengthy agenda and the need to resolve
outstanding questions/issues regarding treatment of the transit service plan to avoid
delaying publication of the DEIR. Please come prepared to provide final direction on the
following items at this meeting:


 


1.      Confirm that the TSP and elements of the TMP to be implemented by SFMTA will be
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included in the DEIR Project Description and that implementation of these measures will be
assumed in the transportation impact analysis (analysis is proceeding with this assumption);


2.      Confirm that the City and GSW will reach a final agreement on funding
implementation of the TSP and elements of the TMP to be implemented by SFMTA, and
that this agreement will be formally adopted by SFMTA prior to DEIR publication. If this is
not feasible, see Item #4 below for alternative approach;


3.      Resolve whether implementation of the TSP and elements of the TMP to be
implemented by SFMTA will be required as a mitigation measure, even though these are
assumed to be part of the project description;


4.      Resolve whether a transit service performance standard will be included as a
mitigation measure, and if so whether this would be a performance standard for the project
(e.g. auto mode will not exceed 55% and sponsor will hire private shuttles and off-duty PCOs
to achieve this standard) and/or a performance standard for transit service (e.g. transit
capacity utilization may not exceed 100%);


5.      Resolve whether significance determinations will assume implementation of the TSP or
an equivalent transit service performance standard; and


6.      Resolve whether the DEIR will include a qualitative analysis of impacts without
implementation of the TSP and elements of the TMP to be implemented by SFMTA. If so,
what level of detail is needed, what would the impact discussion look like, how would this
affect significance determinations, how would this scenario be addressed in the air and
noise sections, and what additional mitigation measures (if any) would be considered. Note,
adding this analysis will delay publication of the Draft EIR.


 << File: 2015_01_07_GSW CEQA Meeting.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
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From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
To: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: FW: Arrival Distributions
Date: Saturday, January 10, 2015 8:14:20 AM
Attachments: image003.png


2015.01.09_Arrival_Distribution_GSW-Icon-Variance.xlsx


Hi-
I don’t have the Travel Demand memo with me at home.  Brett and/Jose, please confirm that the
numbers in the attached table match the numbers in our memo.   It looks like they do from my
memory….
 
Thank you.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 9, 2015 5:19 PM
To: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya
(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)
Subject: Arrival Distributions
 
All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please see the attached analysis.
 
Highlights to note:


-          Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data (actuals, not projections),
provided by Icon Venue Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.


o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between Kings games (7:00pm start)
and Warriors games (7:30pm start).


-          Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for another new, downtown,
California arena.


o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly comparable neighborhood
context.


-          Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our assumptions.
o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, and by 7:30pm


than fans arriving per time-adjusted league data.
 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions made to date, and therefore no
change to the transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
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Sheet1





						Incremental Arrivals


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			9%			12%			-3%


						6:30-7:00pm			22%			20%			2%


						7:00-7:30pm			32%			34%			-2%


						7:30-8:30pm			37%			34%			3%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			9%			12%			-3%


						By 7:00pm			31%			32%			-1%


						By 7:30pm			63%			66%			-3%


						By 8:30pm			100%			100%			0%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source: Icon Venue Group, as cited in the Sacramento EIR.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:36:30 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thabks, Peter. I will make that change.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Albert, Peter"
Date:12/31/2014 6:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation


I’m still searching through backlog of emails and feel great about this slideshow – which I just now
reviewed. 
 
The only technicality I’d have corected if I were in the office last week would have been to correct
”Transportation Demand Strategies” on slides 9 and 13 to ”Transportation Demand Management
Strategies” – might seem a minor point to anyone who’s not a transportation wonk.
 
Let me know if you’d like me on hand Jan 6.
 
Happy New Year.  
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
I have attached a draft of my PPT.  I have included Erin/Peter since I was asked to include more
information on the TMP and I want them to review what is being included as they may be asked to
answer questions.  Take a look – I was trying to find a middle ground that provides context and
avoids the question of “when are we getting a presentation on the TMP”, while also not having the
overall presentation go one for an hour.  I haven’t run the revisions above me, so it may change – I
wanted to get the group’s feedback first.
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Similarly, I would appreciate if everyone would pay special attention to the last slide on other next
steps and see if I have missed anything.
 
Some other comments I received for the GSW portion of the presentation are:


-          Say the full names of things the first time you use them – ie, Transportation Management
Association (TMA), since the Commission may not be familiar with them all


-          The Transit Access (slide 17) may be difficult to read, so if you could simplify it or beef up
the size of the transit lines/station locations, great.  If it will take too long, then we can role
with it.


-          Public Benefits Slide – clarify that P22 will be built by the Mission Bay Master Developer
when triggered. And either in the bullet or when speaking clarify that the estimated job
number is generated by GSW to avoid giving the sense that the City/OCII has had an
opportunity to confirm the number.


-          Transportation Info – Include the slide you had in the TMP PPT for “Projected Event Count
and Attendance” when describing the project stats to set the stage for the TMP discussion
later


 
Parking – our Commission has recently expressed concern about ensuring adequate parking is
provided.  So, someone should be ready to talk about how many spaces are being provided
compared to ATT park, and how many spaces are available surrounding the site so that we are able
to show where the expected cars will park.
 
I will send out comments on the SD format this weekend/early next week. 


Have a great holiday!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, December 22, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are already
done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and changes to
the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you have
made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the
PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor in the
room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the stage
in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need


a slide)
-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)
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-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D
-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo
-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments


to date
-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any


updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo
-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can
load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case
we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with support in the second
row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that
there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak
since the Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly,


Catherine (CII); Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 11:28:52 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
In addition to the data request items we submitted yesterday, we also want to make sure that RWDI
will be providing the Cumulative plus Project scenario for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA.  This appeared to be a task that RWDI indicated they would be
doing anyway in their 1/6/15 email below,  however, we just want formally add that to the list of
items that we will be expecting from them.  Thanks much.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 6:11 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; 'Bereket, Immanuel (CII)'; 'Kern, Chris (CPC)';
'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Kate:
 
Chuck Bennett, ESA’s wind analyst has reviewed the preliminary wind results appendix, and provides
his comments below.   His review focuses on the information needed to evaluate the environmental
impacts of the GSW project under CEQA.
 


         Provide Applicable Data on Existing, and Existing + Project Scenarios (for all sensor
locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations previously recommended
by ESA).  Figure 1 in the wind appendix you provided shows the Project together with future
Cumulative development in the vicinity, which leads us to infer that the tabular data provided
in your appendix evaluates the wind conditions for Cumulative + Project conditions.  This
data, if it is for the Cumulative + Project conditions, will help us evaluate the cumulative
effects of the Project.  However, in order to evaluate the wind impacts directly applicable to
the project, it is important that Existing and Existing plus Project conditions be provided. 
Consequently please provide:


1.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing conditions (for all
sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA). Dan indicates in his email below that
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RWDI will be conducting a round of testing using the current sensor
locations; please add in the previously-recommended additional off-site
sensor locations as well.


2.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing plus Project
conditions (for all sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor
locations previously recommended by ESA).  This would include the project
in the existing setting, without cumulative development.


3.       If possible, please provide the tabular data for Existing, Existing plus Project,
and Cumulative plus Project side by side so the data can be easily compared.


         Provide Cumulative Project List.  Please identify in a list the cumulative buildings that
RWDI added to their wind model.


 


         Confirm Building Size/Massing for Cumulative Development.  Figure 1 in the wind
appendix you provided shows a future cumulative building on the northwest corner of Third
and Sixteenth Streets (on Block 25 on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site).  We can’t tell
from this photo whether that cumulative building (or others) meet the size/massing criteria in
the applicable planning documents for Mission Bay.  Given that future cumulative buildings
have not been designed, it is important that the models meet the design criteria (height and
bulk, as well as building setbacks) of the appropriate design guideline – the UCSF Mission
Bay Design Guidelines for future buildings on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site, and/or the
Mission Bay South Design for Development for future buildings proposed to be located
elsewhere in the Redevelopment Area.


 


ESA will be happy to discuss these or any other wind-related issues with you/RWDI this
week.  After RWDI has reviewed the above comments, please provide a timeline for when
this data request will be fulfilled by RWDI.  ESA will then be able to provide you and the
City an accurate revised schedule for when ESA can submit its SEIR wind section to the
City/sponsor for review.  As always, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions. 
Thanks.


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: 'Dan Bacon'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; 'Bereket,
Immanuel (CII)'



mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com





Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
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modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
 
Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with
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preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission
Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project
site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.
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Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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privileged and/or confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly
prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately by replying to
this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.
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From: Clarke Miller
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Jose Farran; Paul Mitchell; Joyce Hsiao; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern,


Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Mary Murphy; David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: Arrival  Distributions
Date: Sunday, January 11, 2015 4:11:59 PM


Luba, are you available between 9:30-10:30am Monday for a short (~15-minutes)
call to chat about this? If so, I can circulate a dial-in number. 
Thanks,
Clarke 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 10, 2015, at 11:15 AM, "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com"
<lubaw@lcwconsulting.com> wrote:


Kate
Thank you for this information. However, would it be possible to add to
this table the actual arrival and departure times for the existing Oakland
arena?
It would be good to be able to show that the arrivals at the proposed
facility would be earlier than at the existing arena in Oakland.


In the EIR we would include a table similar to the attached comparison
table of origin-destinations between the Oakland arena and the proposed
event center that was provided in the Final TMP. 


Thank you,
Luba


<GSW_TMP_2014.12.29 58.pdf>


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


On Jan 9, 2015, at 5:18 PM, Kate Aufhauser <kaufhauser@warriors.com>
wrote:
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All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please
see the attached analysis.
 
Highlights to note:


-          Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data
(actuals, not projections), provided by Icon Venue Group and used
in the Sacramento EIR.


o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between
Kings games (7:00pm start) and Warriors games (7:30pm
start).


-          Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for
another new, downtown, California arena.


o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly
comparable neighborhood context.


-          Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our
assumptions.


o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm,
by 7:00pm, and by 7:30pm than fans arriving per time-
adjusted league data.


 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions
made to date, and therefore no change to the transportation analysis
and/or the draft schedule is required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Jose Farran; Paul Mitchell; Joyce Hsiao; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, 


Catherine (CII); Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy; David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: Arrival  Distributions
Date: Saturday, January 10, 2015 11:15:40 AM
Attachments: GSW_TMP_2014.12.29 58.pdf


ATT00001.htm


Kate
Thank you for this information. However, would it be possible to add to this table 
the actual arrival and departure times for the existing Oakland arena?
It would be good to be able to show that the arrivals at the proposed facility would 
be earlier than at the existing arena in Oakland.


In the EIR we would include a table similar to the attached comparison table of 
origin-destinations between the Oakland arena and the proposed event center that 
was provided in the Final TMP. 


Thank you,
Luba
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Based on the information above, games in many years have, on average, almost filled the Arena to capacity. As 
a result, the discussion and controls in the following sections are based on 18,064 attendees. 



5.2 EVENT CENTER PATRON ARRIVALS  



5.2.1 Trip Origins and Arrival Distribution 



Table 5-2 summarizes the known origins of attendees who currently attend games at Oracle Arena and 
estimated origins of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Event Center site, the 
breakdown of trip origins will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will come from the East 
Bay (33 percent vs. 53 percent) and that more attendees will come from San Francisco, the South Bay, and the 
North Bay.  



TABLE 5-2: ORIGINS OF NBA EVENT ATTENDEES 



Origin 
Origins for Current Oakland 



Arena Location1 
Forecast Origins for San 



Francisco Location1 



San Francisco 16% 22% 



  Super District 1 N/A 11.1% 



  Super District 2 N/A 3.4% 



  Super District 3 N/A 4.2% 



  Super District 4 N/A 3.3% 



North Bay 7% 13% 



East Bay 53% 33% 



South Bay 24% 28% 



Out of Region N/A 4% 



Notes: 



1. Source: Market Study for San Francisco location, Golden State Warriors, 2013. 



Assuming the pattern is similar for the proposed Event Center site, it can be expected that patron arrivals at the 
Event Center will begin approximately 2 hours prior to event start, peak during the ½ hour prior to event start, 
and continue after the event is under way. Approximately 70 to 80 percent of attendees are assumed to depart 
in the hour immediately after the event ends. 



For other events at the Event Center (e.g. family shows, theatre events) the arrival and departure distributions 
times are different compared to the peak NBA game event. Although the attendance levels will be lower for 
such events, due to the nature of the event and the audience it attracts, it is much more likely that all guests will 
arrive prior to the start time and will stay until the end.  



5.2.2 Pedestrian Arrivals 



Most attendees will take transit or drive and park at nearby garages and lots, and then walk to the Event Center. 
Transit and auto trips to games make up approximately 90 percent of all trips. Regardless of their primary mode 
of travel, most guests will walk the final leg of their trip. Figure 5-1 illustrates the projected routes that 
pedestrians will likely take as they walk from nearby transit stops/stations and the walking times associated with 
each route.  











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


(c) 415-385-7031







On Jan 9, 2015, at 5:18 PM, Kate Aufhauser <kaufhauser@warriors.com> wrote:

All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please see the attached analysis.
 
Highlights to note:
-          Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data (actuals, not projections), provided by Icon Venue Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.
o   Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between Kings games (7:00pm start) and Warriors games (7:30pm start).
-          Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for another new, downtown, California arena.
o   The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly comparable neighborhood context.
-          Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our assumptions.
o   We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, and by 7:30pm than fans arriving per time-adjusted league data.
 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions made to date, and therefore no change to the transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
			Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst



			510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)



			kaufhauser@warriors.com
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			website | tickets | app | social | find us



			SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: David Manica
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22:58 PM
Attachments: image001.png


David - is the final ppt done? If i could get the electronic file we will get it loaded
ahead of time. Also, we will need to have 10 hardcopies of the ppt by tomorrow
morning.


Thanks


Catherine


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:12/27/2014 9:38 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com,"Hussain, Lila (CII)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation


Thanks Catherine.
Have a nice weekend,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Saturday, December 27, 2014 11:16 AM
To: David Manica
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
 
Curses! I forgot to see if Lila was back yesterday to have her send them. Will see if i can get
my remote login working or worse case i will find someone in the office Monday.
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:12/27/2014 9:05 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Any chance the slides are available in ppt format?  Thanks Catherine.
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Hope you are enjoying a short break.
Best,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 3:30 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
I have attached a draft of my PPT.  I have included Erin/Peter since I was asked to include more
information on the TMP and I want them to review what is being included as they may be asked to
answer questions.  Take a look – I was trying to find a middle ground that provides context and
avoids the question of “when are we getting a presentation on the TMP”, while also not having the
overall presentation go one for an hour.  I haven’t run the revisions above me, so it may change – I
wanted to get the group’s feedback first.
 
Similarly, I would appreciate if everyone would pay special attention to the last slide on other next
steps and see if I have missed anything.
 
Some other comments I received for the GSW portion of the presentation are:


-          Say the full names of things the first time you use them – ie, Transportation Management
Association (TMA), since the Commission may not be familiar with them all


-          The Transit Access (slide 17) may be difficult to read, so if you could simplify it or beef up
the size of the transit lines/station locations, great.  If it will take too long, then we can role
with it.


-          Public Benefits Slide – clarify that P22 will be built by the Mission Bay Master Developer
when triggered. And either in the bullet or when speaking clarify that the estimated job
number is generated by GSW to avoid giving the sense that the City/OCII has had an
opportunity to confirm the number.


-          Transportation Info – Include the slide you had in the TMP PPT for “Projected Event Count
and Attendance” when describing the project stats to set the stage for the TMP discussion
later


 
Parking – our Commission has recently expressed concern about ensuring adequate parking is
provided.  So, someone should be ready to talk about how many spaces are being provided
compared to ATT park, and how many spaces are available surrounding the site so that we are able
to show where the expected cars will park.
 
I will send out comments on the SD format this weekend/early next week. 


Have a great holiday!
 
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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are already
done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and changes to
the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you have
made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the
PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor in the
room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the stage
in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
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skin vs massing)
 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need


a slide)
-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D
-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo
-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments


to date
-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any


updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo
-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can
load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case
we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with support in the second
row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that
there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak
since the Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly,


Catherine (CII); Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 6:12:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
Chuck Bennett, ESA’s wind analyst has reviewed the preliminary wind results appendix, and provides
his comments below.   His review focuses on the information needed to evaluate the environmental
impacts of the GSW project under CEQA.
 


         Provide Applicable Data on Existing, and Existing + Project Scenarios (for all sensor
locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations previously recommended
by ESA).  Figure 1 in the wind appendix you provided shows the Project together with future
Cumulative development in the vicinity, which leads us to infer that the tabular data provided
in your appendix evaluates the wind conditions for Cumulative + Project conditions.  This
data, if it is for the Cumulative + Project conditions, will help us evaluate the cumulative
effects of the Project.  However, in order to evaluate the wind impacts directly applicable to
the project, it is important that Existing and Existing plus Project conditions be provided. 
Consequently please provide:


1.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing conditions (for all
sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA). Dan indicates in his email below that
RWDI will be conducting a round of testing using the current sensor
locations; please add in the previously-recommended additional off-site
sensor locations as well.


2.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing plus Project
conditions (for all sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor
locations previously recommended by ESA).  This would include the project
in the existing setting, without cumulative development.


3.       If possible, please provide the tabular data for Existing, Existing plus Project,
and Cumulative plus Project side by side so the data can be easily compared.


         Provide Cumulative Project List.  Please identify in a list the cumulative buildings that
RWDI added to their wind model.


 


         Confirm Building Size/Massing for Cumulative Development.  Figure 1 in the wind
appendix you provided shows a future cumulative building on the northwest corner of Third
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and Sixteenth Streets (on Block 25 on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site).  We can’t tell
from this photo whether that cumulative building (or others) meet the size/massing criteria in
the applicable planning documents for Mission Bay.  Given that future cumulative buildings
have not been designed, it is important that the models meet the design criteria (height and
bulk, as well as building setbacks) of the appropriate design guideline – the UCSF Mission
Bay Design Guidelines for future buildings on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site, and/or the
Mission Bay South Design for Development for future buildings proposed to be located
elsewhere in the Redevelopment Area.


 


ESA will be happy to discuss these or any other wind-related issues with you/RWDI this
week.  After RWDI has reviewed the above comments, please provide a timeline for when
this data request will be fulfilled by RWDI.  ESA will then be able to provide you and the
City an accurate revised schedule for when ESA can submit its SEIR wind section to the
City/sponsor for review.  As always, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions. 
Thanks.


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com


 
 


 


 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: 'Dan Bacon'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; 'Bereket,
Immanuel (CII)'
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
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factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
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off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
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Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
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Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
 
Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with


preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com
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From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission
Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project
site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.


 
Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly,


Catherine (CII); Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 6:12:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
Chuck Bennett, ESA’s wind analyst has reviewed the preliminary wind results appendix, and provides
his comments below.   His review focuses on the information needed to evaluate the environmental
impacts of the GSW project under CEQA.
 


         Provide Applicable Data on Existing, and Existing + Project Scenarios (for all sensor
locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations previously recommended
by ESA).  Figure 1 in the wind appendix you provided shows the Project together with future
Cumulative development in the vicinity, which leads us to infer that the tabular data provided
in your appendix evaluates the wind conditions for Cumulative + Project conditions.  This
data, if it is for the Cumulative + Project conditions, will help us evaluate the cumulative
effects of the Project.  However, in order to evaluate the wind impacts directly applicable to
the project, it is important that Existing and Existing plus Project conditions be provided. 
Consequently please provide:


1.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing conditions (for all
sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA). Dan indicates in his email below that
RWDI will be conducting a round of testing using the current sensor
locations; please add in the previously-recommended additional off-site
sensor locations as well.


2.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing plus Project
conditions (for all sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor
locations previously recommended by ESA).  This would include the project
in the existing setting, without cumulative development.


3.       If possible, please provide the tabular data for Existing, Existing plus Project,
and Cumulative plus Project side by side so the data can be easily compared.


         Provide Cumulative Project List.  Please identify in a list the cumulative buildings that
RWDI added to their wind model.


 


         Confirm Building Size/Massing for Cumulative Development.  Figure 1 in the wind
appendix you provided shows a future cumulative building on the northwest corner of Third
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and Sixteenth Streets (on Block 25 on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site).  We can’t tell
from this photo whether that cumulative building (or others) meet the size/massing criteria in
the applicable planning documents for Mission Bay.  Given that future cumulative buildings
have not been designed, it is important that the models meet the design criteria (height and
bulk, as well as building setbacks) of the appropriate design guideline – the UCSF Mission
Bay Design Guidelines for future buildings on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site, and/or the
Mission Bay South Design for Development for future buildings proposed to be located
elsewhere in the Redevelopment Area.


 


ESA will be happy to discuss these or any other wind-related issues with you/RWDI this
week.  After RWDI has reviewed the above comments, please provide a timeline for when
this data request will be fulfilled by RWDI.  ESA will then be able to provide you and the
City an accurate revised schedule for when ESA can submit its SEIR wind section to the
City/sponsor for review.  As always, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions. 
Thanks.


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com


 
 


 


 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: 'Dan Bacon'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; 'Bereket,
Immanuel (CII)'
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
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factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
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off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
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Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
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Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
 
Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with


preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com
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Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission
Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project
site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.


 
Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: David Manica
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22:58 PM
Attachments: image001.png


David - is the final ppt done? If i could get the electronic file we will get it loaded
ahead of time. Also, we will need to have 10 hardcopies of the ppt by tomorrow
morning.


Thanks


Catherine


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:12/27/2014 9:38 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com,"Hussain, Lila (CII)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation


Thanks Catherine.
Have a nice weekend,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Saturday, December 27, 2014 11:16 AM
To: David Manica
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
 
Curses! I forgot to see if Lila was back yesterday to have her send them. Will see if i can get
my remote login working or worse case i will find someone in the office Monday.
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:12/27/2014 9:05 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Any chance the slides are available in ppt format?  Thanks Catherine.
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Hope you are enjoying a short break.
Best,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 3:30 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
I have attached a draft of my PPT.  I have included Erin/Peter since I was asked to include more
information on the TMP and I want them to review what is being included as they may be asked to
answer questions.  Take a look – I was trying to find a middle ground that provides context and
avoids the question of “when are we getting a presentation on the TMP”, while also not having the
overall presentation go one for an hour.  I haven’t run the revisions above me, so it may change – I
wanted to get the group’s feedback first.
 
Similarly, I would appreciate if everyone would pay special attention to the last slide on other next
steps and see if I have missed anything.
 
Some other comments I received for the GSW portion of the presentation are:


-          Say the full names of things the first time you use them – ie, Transportation Management
Association (TMA), since the Commission may not be familiar with them all


-          The Transit Access (slide 17) may be difficult to read, so if you could simplify it or beef up
the size of the transit lines/station locations, great.  If it will take too long, then we can role
with it.


-          Public Benefits Slide – clarify that P22 will be built by the Mission Bay Master Developer
when triggered. And either in the bullet or when speaking clarify that the estimated job
number is generated by GSW to avoid giving the sense that the City/OCII has had an
opportunity to confirm the number.


-          Transportation Info – Include the slide you had in the TMP PPT for “Projected Event Count
and Attendance” when describing the project stats to set the stage for the TMP discussion
later


 
Parking – our Commission has recently expressed concern about ensuring adequate parking is
provided.  So, someone should be ready to talk about how many spaces are being provided
compared to ATT park, and how many spaces are available surrounding the site so that we are able
to show where the expected cars will park.
 
I will send out comments on the SD format this weekend/early next week. 


Have a great holiday!
 
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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are already
done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and changes to
the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you have
made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the
PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor in the
room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the stage
in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
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skin vs massing)
 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need


a slide)
-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D
-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo
-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments


to date
-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any


updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo
-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can
load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case
we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with support in the second
row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that
there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak
since the Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Jose Farran
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Re: Arrival  Distributions
Date: Saturday, January 10, 2015 10:59:34 AM


Hmm.. wouldn't it just be the information that Kate provided in the email?  
Maybe instead of providing our information in 1/2 hours, we can provide by hour. And put in a footnote that says that no 
event arrivals between 5:00 and 5:30.


Incremental Arrivals
 Aggregated NBA venues* GSW
5:30-6:30pm 9% 12%
6:30-7:00pm 22% 20%
7:00-7:30pm 32% 34%
7:30-8:30pm 37% 34%


Cumulative Arrivals 
 Aggregated NBA venues* GSW
By 6:30pm 9% 12%
By 7:00pm 31% 32%
By 7:30pm 63% 66%
By 8:30pm 100% 100%
Notes


*Time-adjusted to assume a 
7:30pm start time. Source: 
Icon Venue Group, as cited in 
the Sacramento EIR.


  


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


On Jan 10, 2015, at 10:49 AM, José I. Farrán <jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com> wrote:


It won't hurt for Viktoriya to call Tim, he did not seem to have anything specific when I spoke with him. Luba, 
perhaps you could ask Kate for the current distribution and we can resent them both in the EIR , like the OD 
table.


José I Farrán


On Jan 10, 2015, at 12:09 PM, "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com> wrote:


It sounded like Tim didn't have anything more concrete. Perhaps you should talk to him. Hopefully 
he won't raise this issue in the comments. 
Even with the AECOM comment on the Sacramento arena, it doesn't sound like they made any 
revisions to the analysis.


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


On Jan 10, 2015, at 9:02 AM, Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:


Without concrete evidence to the contrary, what percentage could we use before 6pm, you know?  
Anyway, I think we should call Tim (he is the one that raised this to me in the first place) quickly touch 
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base about this.  Do you all want to call him or just me?  Maybe he has something more concrete than 
just ‘this doesn’t seem right given all the retail/restaurant the development will have’. 
 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Saturday, January 10, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: Arrival Distributions
 
The numbers are consistent with the (a comparable table is shown below).  The issue raised by UCSF 
remains though that there is only 1% of people arriving within the typical PM peak hour period (before 6 
PM).
 
 


Arrivals  GS Warrior Arrivals
Time Period Start time: 7:30 PM


2 hours prior to start 5:00 PM 5:30 PM 0% 0%
1½ hours prior to start 5:30 PM 6:00 PM 1% 1%
1 hour prior to start 6:00 PM 6:30 PM 11% 12%
½ hour prior to start 6:30 PM 7:00 PM 20% 32%
Event start time 7:00 PM 7:30 PM 34% 66%
½ hour after start 7:30 PM 8:00 PM 34% 100%


 TOTAL 100%  
 
 
I spoke with Tim on Thursday.  He said that he does not have any data for Staples Center but that he 
mentioned it as a potential example.  I understand that AECOM working for someone affected by the 
proposed new arena in downtown Sacramento raised the same issue as part of the Sacramento arena EIR, 
that F&P had based the arrivals on the existing King’s arena and therefore was not applicable.  I am not 
sure what the outcome of the comment was, perhaps Brian Boxer can let us know the details.
 
On the other hand, I feel  we have raised the issue sufficiently and if the sponsor wants to move forward 
with this data, we are OK as well.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
 
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Saturday, January 10, 2015 8:14 AM
To: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: FW: Arrival Distributions
 
Hi-
I don’t have the Travel Demand memo with me at home.  Brett and/Jose, please confirm that the 
numbers in the attached table match the numbers in our memo.   It looks like they do from my 
memory….
 
Thank you.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 9, 2015 5:19 PM
To: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); 
Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Arrival Distributions
 
All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please see the attached analysis.
 
Highlights to note:


-          Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data (actuals, not projections), 
provided by Icon Venue Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.
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o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between Kings games (7:00pm start) and 
Warriors games (7:30pm start).


-          Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for another new, downtown, 
California arena.


o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly comparable neighborhood context.
-          Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our assumptions.


o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, and by 7:30pm than 
fans arriving per time-adjusted league data.


 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions made to date, and therefore no 
change to the transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly,


Catherine (CII); Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 4:47:47 PM
Attachments: image004.png


image007.png


OK, thanks Paul. I’m working to get in touch with Dan ASAP.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 08, 2015 11:28 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC);
Reilly, Catherine (CII; Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Kate:
 
In addition to the data request items we submitted yesterday, we also want to make sure that RWDI
will be providing the Cumulative plus Project scenario for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA.  This appeared to be a task that RWDI indicated they would be
doing anyway in their 1/6/15 email below,  however, we just want formally add that to the list of
items that we will be expecting from them.  Thanks much.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 6:11 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; 'Bereket, Immanuel (CII)'; 'Kern, Chris (CPC)';
'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Kate:
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Chuck Bennett, ESA’s wind analyst has reviewed the preliminary wind results appendix, and provides
his comments below.   His review focuses on the information needed to evaluate the environmental
impacts of the GSW project under CEQA.
 


         Provide Applicable Data on Existing, and Existing + Project Scenarios (for all sensor
locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations previously recommended
by ESA).  Figure 1 in the wind appendix you provided shows the Project together with future
Cumulative development in the vicinity, which leads us to infer that the tabular data provided
in your appendix evaluates the wind conditions for Cumulative + Project conditions.  This
data, if it is for the Cumulative + Project conditions, will help us evaluate the cumulative
effects of the Project.  However, in order to evaluate the wind impacts directly applicable to
the project, it is important that Existing and Existing plus Project conditions be provided. 
Consequently please provide:


1.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing conditions (for all
sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA). Dan indicates in his email below that
RWDI will be conducting a round of testing using the current sensor
locations; please add in the previously-recommended additional off-site
sensor locations as well.


2.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing plus Project
conditions (for all sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor
locations previously recommended by ESA).  This would include the project
in the existing setting, without cumulative development.


3.       If possible, please provide the tabular data for Existing, Existing plus Project,
and Cumulative plus Project side by side so the data can be easily compared.


         Provide Cumulative Project List.  Please identify in a list the cumulative buildings that
RWDI added to their wind model.


 


         Confirm Building Size/Massing for Cumulative Development.  Figure 1 in the wind
appendix you provided shows a future cumulative building on the northwest corner of Third
and Sixteenth Streets (on Block 25 on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site).  We can’t tell
from this photo whether that cumulative building (or others) meet the size/massing criteria in
the applicable planning documents for Mission Bay.  Given that future cumulative buildings
have not been designed, it is important that the models meet the design criteria (height and
bulk, as well as building setbacks) of the appropriate design guideline – the UCSF Mission
Bay Design Guidelines for future buildings on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site, and/or the
Mission Bay South Design for Development for future buildings proposed to be located
elsewhere in the Redevelopment Area.


 


ESA will be happy to discuss these or any other wind-related issues with you/RWDI this
week.  After RWDI has reviewed the above comments, please provide a timeline for when







this data request will be fulfilled by RWDI.  ESA will then be able to provide you and the
City an accurate revised schedule for when ESA can submit its SEIR wind section to the
City/sponsor for review.  As always, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions. 
Thanks.


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: 'Dan Bacon'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; 'Bereket,
Immanuel (CII)'
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
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San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
 
Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with


preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission
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Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project
site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.


 
Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Jose Farran; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Re: Arrival  Distributions
Date: Saturday, January 10, 2015 8:40:44 AM


They do.
It is 0% between 5:00-5:30, 1% between 5:30 and 6:00 p.m., and 11% between 
6:00 and 6:30 p.m.
I did include the table in the EIR summary section. 


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


On Jan 10, 2015, at 8:14 AM, Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> 
wrote:


Hi-
I don’t have the Travel Demand memo with me at home.  Brett and/Jose, please 
confirm that the numbers in the attached table match the numbers in our memo.   It 
looks like they do from my memory….
 
Thank you.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 9, 2015 5:19 PM
To: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; 
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David Carlock; Van de 
Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Arrival Distributions
 
All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please see the 
attached analysis.
 
Highlights to note:


-          Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data (actuals, not 
projections), provided by Icon Venue Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.


o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between Kings games 
(7:00pm start) and Warriors games (7:30pm start).
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-          Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for another 
new, downtown, California arena.


o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly comparable 
neighborhood context.


-          Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our assumptions.
o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, 


and by 7:30pm than fans arriving per time-adjusted league data.
 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions made to date, and 
therefore no change to the transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is 
required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
<2015.01.09_Arrival_Distribution_GSW-Icon-Variance.xlsx>
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From: David Manica
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:25:18 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I believe it is finished.
Kate – do you want to send to Catherine or would you prefer that I forward what you just
distributed?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:23 PM
To: David Manica
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
David - is the final ppt done? If i could get the electronic file we will get it loaded ahead of
time. Also, we will need to have 10 hardcopies of the ppt by tomorrow morning.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:12/27/2014 9:38 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com,"Hussain, Lila (CII)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine.
Have a nice weekend,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Saturday, December 27, 2014 11:16 AM
To: David Manica
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
 
Curses! I forgot to see if Lila was back yesterday to have her send them. Will see if i can get
my remote login working or worse case i will find someone in the office Monday.
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Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:12/27/2014 9:05 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Any chance the slides are available in ppt format?  Thanks Catherine.
Hope you are enjoying a short break.
Best,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 3:30 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
I have attached a draft of my PPT.  I have included Erin/Peter since I was asked to include more
information on the TMP and I want them to review what is being included as they may be asked to
answer questions.  Take a look – I was trying to find a middle ground that provides context and
avoids the question of “when are we getting a presentation on the TMP”, while also not having the
overall presentation go one for an hour.  I haven’t run the revisions above me, so it may change – I
wanted to get the group’s feedback first.
 
Similarly, I would appreciate if everyone would pay special attention to the last slide on other next
steps and see if I have missed anything.
 
Some other comments I received for the GSW portion of the presentation are:


-          Say the full names of things the first time you use them – ie, Transportation Management
Association (TMA), since the Commission may not be familiar with them all


-          The Transit Access (slide 17) may be difficult to read, so if you could simplify it or beef up
the size of the transit lines/station locations, great.  If it will take too long, then we can role
with it.


-          Public Benefits Slide – clarify that P22 will be built by the Mission Bay Master Developer
when triggered. And either in the bullet or when speaking clarify that the estimated job
number is generated by GSW to avoid giving the sense that the City/OCII has had an
opportunity to confirm the number.


-          Transportation Info – Include the slide you had in the TMP PPT for “Projected Event Count
and Attendance” when describing the project stats to set the stage for the TMP discussion
later


 
Parking – our Commission has recently expressed concern about ensuring adequate parking is
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provided.  So, someone should be ready to talk about how many spaces are being provided
compared to ATT park, and how many spaces are available surrounding the site so that we are able
to show where the expected cars will park.
 
I will send out comments on the SD format this weekend/early next week. 


Have a great holiday!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, December 22, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are already
done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and changes to
the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you have
made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the
PPT. 
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We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor in the
room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the stage
in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need


a slide)
-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D
-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo
-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments


to date
-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any


updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo
-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can
load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case
we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with support in the second
row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that
there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak
since the Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 







 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Carlock; Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Commission / Amplified Sound
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:27:26 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Jocelyn now says the 2/17 meeting will be cancelled so let’s plan on 3/3 unless it doesn’t work for
your schedule.


A
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 9:46 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Carlock
Subject: RE: Entertainment Commission / Amplified Sound
 
Thanks very much Adam. I suspect we’d  prefer the 3/3 date but I’ll check with the team and
confirm.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 29, 2014 11:56 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Carlock
Subject: RE: Entertainment Commission / Amplified Sound
 
I spoke with Ent Cmsn Director Jocelyn Kane and we propose the following:


-          An informational presentation to the Commission February 17th (or Mar 3 if you prefer) to
get their feedback while we’re still in schematic design.  They’ll want to know the number
and mix of events, the event management structure (who will book talent), a plan for
transportation/noise/neighborhood concerns and a quick overview of the design.  All can be
high-level and informational only.  Can crib from existing CAC presentations.   


-          We issue one Place of Entertainment permit that permits all interior uses and most
anticipated outdoor uses with amplified sound (pre- and post-game highlights, background
music for holiday events, etc). We can discuss the specifics later but we imagine issuing
separate Loudspeaker permits only if necessary for outdoor amplified sound beyond a
certain decibel or impact (ie, do you expect any outdoor amplified concerts in the park or
plaza?). 


-          We return to the Commission at least 6 months prior to opening to formally apply for the
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Place of Entertainment permit.  This will specify any relevant details such as sound
monitoring, outstanding neighborhood concerns, etc.  See attached for a copy of the final
permit to operate the Live Nation pavilion at Piers 27/29 for the America’s Cup Concert
Series.  Keep in mind that this was a temporary outdoor venue adjacent to many residences
and was thus tightly negotiated.  Your PoE permit will reflect your own site conditions, most
of which I hope will be addressed in the SEIR. 


 
Let me know what date you prefer for the informational and if you have any questions on the
above.


Happy holidays,


Adam
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 11:32 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Carlock
Subject: Entertainment Commission / Amplified Sound
 
Adam –
 
Wrapping up my notes from the last week of CEQA & TMP meetings; I have a comment that you’re
going to look into annual/one-time permits from the entertainment commission for events that may
include outdoor amplified sound. Can you let us know what you find out, and how the Warriors can
advance the ball on this front?
 
Thanks and happy holidays!
 
Kate
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly,


Catherine (CII); Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 4:47:47 PM
Attachments: image004.png
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OK, thanks Paul. I’m working to get in touch with Dan ASAP.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 08, 2015 11:28 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC);
Reilly, Catherine (CII; Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Kate:
 
In addition to the data request items we submitted yesterday, we also want to make sure that RWDI
will be providing the Cumulative plus Project scenario for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA.  This appeared to be a task that RWDI indicated they would be
doing anyway in their 1/6/15 email below,  however, we just want formally add that to the list of
items that we will be expecting from them.  Thanks much.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 6:11 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; 'Bereket, Immanuel (CII)'; 'Kern, Chris (CPC)';
'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Kate:
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Chuck Bennett, ESA’s wind analyst has reviewed the preliminary wind results appendix, and provides
his comments below.   His review focuses on the information needed to evaluate the environmental
impacts of the GSW project under CEQA.
 


         Provide Applicable Data on Existing, and Existing + Project Scenarios (for all sensor
locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations previously recommended
by ESA).  Figure 1 in the wind appendix you provided shows the Project together with future
Cumulative development in the vicinity, which leads us to infer that the tabular data provided
in your appendix evaluates the wind conditions for Cumulative + Project conditions.  This
data, if it is for the Cumulative + Project conditions, will help us evaluate the cumulative
effects of the Project.  However, in order to evaluate the wind impacts directly applicable to
the project, it is important that Existing and Existing plus Project conditions be provided. 
Consequently please provide:


1.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing conditions (for all
sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA). Dan indicates in his email below that
RWDI will be conducting a round of testing using the current sensor
locations; please add in the previously-recommended additional off-site
sensor locations as well.


2.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing plus Project
conditions (for all sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor
locations previously recommended by ESA).  This would include the project
in the existing setting, without cumulative development.


3.       If possible, please provide the tabular data for Existing, Existing plus Project,
and Cumulative plus Project side by side so the data can be easily compared.


         Provide Cumulative Project List.  Please identify in a list the cumulative buildings that
RWDI added to their wind model.


 


         Confirm Building Size/Massing for Cumulative Development.  Figure 1 in the wind
appendix you provided shows a future cumulative building on the northwest corner of Third
and Sixteenth Streets (on Block 25 on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site).  We can’t tell
from this photo whether that cumulative building (or others) meet the size/massing criteria in
the applicable planning documents for Mission Bay.  Given that future cumulative buildings
have not been designed, it is important that the models meet the design criteria (height and
bulk, as well as building setbacks) of the appropriate design guideline – the UCSF Mission
Bay Design Guidelines for future buildings on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site, and/or the
Mission Bay South Design for Development for future buildings proposed to be located
elsewhere in the Redevelopment Area.


 


ESA will be happy to discuss these or any other wind-related issues with you/RWDI this
week.  After RWDI has reviewed the above comments, please provide a timeline for when







this data request will be fulfilled by RWDI.  ESA will then be able to provide you and the
City an accurate revised schedule for when ESA can submit its SEIR wind section to the
City/sponsor for review.  As always, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions. 
Thanks.


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: 'Dan Bacon'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; 'Bereket,
Immanuel (CII)'
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
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San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
 
Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with


preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission
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Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project
site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.


 
Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Jose Farran; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Re: Arrival  Distributions
Date: Saturday, January 10, 2015 9:09:13 AM


It sounded like Tim didn't have anything more concrete. Perhaps you should talk to him. Hopefully he won't 
raise this issue in the comments. 
Even with the AECOM comment on the Sacramento arena, it doesn't sound like they made any revisions to the 
analysis.


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


On Jan 10, 2015, at 9:02 AM, Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:


Without concrete evidence to the contrary, what percentage could we use before 6pm, you know?  Anyway, I think 
we should call Tim (he is the one that raised this to me in the first place) quickly touch base about this.  Do you all 
want to call him or just me?  Maybe he has something more concrete than just ‘this doesn’t seem right given all the 
retail/restaurant the development will have’. 
 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Saturday, January 10, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: Arrival Distributions
 
The numbers are consistent with the (a comparable table is shown below).  The issue raised by UCSF remains though 
that there is only 1% of people arriving within the typical PM peak hour period (before 6 PM).
 
 


Arrivals  GS Warrior Arrivals
Time Period Start time: 7:30 PM


2 hours prior to start 5:00 PM 5:30 PM 0% 0%
1½ hours prior to start 5:30 PM 6:00 PM 1% 1%
1 hour prior to start 6:00 PM 6:30 PM 11% 12%
½ hour prior to start 6:30 PM 7:00 PM 20% 32%
Event start time 7:00 PM 7:30 PM 34% 66%
½ hour after start 7:30 PM 8:00 PM 34% 100%


 TOTAL 100%  
 
 
I spoke with Tim on Thursday.  He said that he does not have any data for Staples Center but that he mentioned it as a 
potential example.  I understand that AECOM working for someone affected by the proposed new arena in downtown 
Sacramento raised the same issue as part of the Sacramento arena EIR, that F&P had based the arrivals on the existing 
King’s arena and therefore was not applicable.  I am not sure what the outcome of the comment was, perhaps Brian 
Boxer can let us know the details.
 
On the other hand, I feel  we have raised the issue sufficiently and if the sponsor wants to move forward with this data, 
we are OK as well.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
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From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Saturday, January 10, 2015 8:14 AM
To: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: FW: Arrival Distributions
 
Hi-
I don’t have the Travel Demand memo with me at home.  Brett and/Jose, please confirm that the numbers in the 
attached table match the numbers in our memo.   It looks like they do from my memory….
 
Thank you.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 9, 2015 5:19 PM
To: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, 
Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Arrival Distributions
 
All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please see the attached analysis.
 
Highlights to note:


-          Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data (actuals, not projections), provided by Icon 
Venue Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.


o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between Kings games (7:00pm start) and Warriors 
games (7:30pm start).


-          Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for another new, downtown, California arena.
o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly comparable neighborhood context.


-          Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our assumptions.
o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, and by 7:30pm than fans arriving 


per time-adjusted league data.
 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions made to date, and therefore no change to the 
transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: David Manica
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: FW: GSW Arena Design Check In
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 2:09:27 PM


Thanks Catherine.
Hope you get back to 100% quickly.
 
You did a great job yesterday.  You were the star of the show.
Have a great evening,
D
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 4:06 PM
To: David Manica
Subject: Declined: FW: GSW Arena Design Check In
When: Thursday, January 08, 2015 9:30 AM-10:30 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: via GoTo
 
David – I heard we are not meeting tomorrow, so am taking this off my calendar. Great job
yesterday!
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Jesse Blout"
Cc: Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Clarification, please
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:23:00 PM


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


From: Jesse Blout [mailto:jblout@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:22 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: Clarification, please
 
Spoke to Catherine - she's up to speed


Sent from i Phone


On Jan 12, 2015, at 5:05 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just talked with Catherine and it sounds like she never received a call from Jesse. 
Gentle reminder.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); jblout@stradasf.com
Subject: FW: Clarification, please
 
Jesse:


Per your call with Catherine, see below.
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Adam
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 12:45 PM
To: Theo Ellington; Clarke Miller
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Clarification, please
 
Good afternoon.  Hope you all successfully survived yesterday’s weather.  I have a
couple of questions:


·         in the early meetings and presentations, I thought I understood that Warriors’
were hoping to complete construction of the arena in time for the 2018/2019
season.  However, this past week, press has been referring to completion by
2017/2018 season.  If I back out a 26 month construction schedule as was
indicated in the scoping meeting, to hit 2017/2018 would translate to shovel in
the ground in early Spring, 2015.  Which date is the real target? 


·         WRT the towers, is the intent to just construct the core and shell (warm or
cold?), and then have the tenants build-out the TI’s or is the intent to build out
spec labs?  In either scenario have the Warriors selected a life science focused
architect to provide advice and counsel on the layout, location of ventilation
shafts, etc.?


Oh, one last question: Clarke, do you have a new baby yet?
 
Many thanks
 
Catherine
 
Catherine Sharpe
Director, Community Affairs
FibroGen, Inc.
409 Illinois Street
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"; "Jesse Blout"
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: FW: Clarification, please
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 2:04:00 PM


I just talked with Catherine and it sounds like she never received a call from Jesse.  Gentle reminder.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); jblout@stradasf.com
Subject: FW: Clarification, please
 
Jesse:


Per your call with Catherine, see below.


Adam
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 12:45 PM
To: Theo Ellington; Clarke Miller
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Clarification, please
 
Good afternoon.  Hope you all successfully survived yesterday’s weather.  I have a couple of
questions:


·         in the early meetings and presentations, I thought I understood that Warriors’ were hoping
to complete construction of the arena in time for the 2018/2019 season.  However, this past
week, press has been referring to completion by 2017/2018 season.  If I back out a 26
month construction schedule as was indicated in the scoping meeting, to hit 2017/2018
would translate to shovel in the ground in early Spring, 2015.  Which date is the real target? 


·         WRT the towers, is the intent to just construct the core and shell (warm or cold?), and then
have the tenants build-out the TI’s or is the intent to build out spec labs?  In either scenario
have the Warriors selected a life science focused architect to provide advice and counsel on
the layout, location of ventilation shafts, etc.?


Oh, one last question: Clarke, do you have a new baby yet?
 
Many thanks
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Catherine
 
Catherine Sharpe
Director, Community Affairs
FibroGen, Inc.
409 Illinois Street
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: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: December 11th MB CAC Presentation
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 7:51:59 AM


Hi Catherine and Lila—
 


Do you happen to have a copy of the GSW presentation from the December 11th CAC meeting?  I
can’t find it on your website.
 
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: Paul Mitchell
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly,


Catherine (CII); Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 11:28:50 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
In addition to the data request items we submitted yesterday, we also want to make sure that RWDI
will be providing the Cumulative plus Project scenario for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA.  This appeared to be a task that RWDI indicated they would be
doing anyway in their 1/6/15 email below,  however, we just want formally add that to the list of
items that we will be expecting from them.  Thanks much.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 6:11 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; 'Bereket, Immanuel (CII)'; 'Kern, Chris (CPC)';
'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Kate:
 
Chuck Bennett, ESA’s wind analyst has reviewed the preliminary wind results appendix, and provides
his comments below.   His review focuses on the information needed to evaluate the environmental
impacts of the GSW project under CEQA.
 


         Provide Applicable Data on Existing, and Existing + Project Scenarios (for all sensor
locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations previously recommended
by ESA).  Figure 1 in the wind appendix you provided shows the Project together with future
Cumulative development in the vicinity, which leads us to infer that the tabular data provided
in your appendix evaluates the wind conditions for Cumulative + Project conditions.  This
data, if it is for the Cumulative + Project conditions, will help us evaluate the cumulative
effects of the Project.  However, in order to evaluate the wind impacts directly applicable to
the project, it is important that Existing and Existing plus Project conditions be provided. 
Consequently please provide:


1.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing conditions (for all
sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA). Dan indicates in his email below that
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RWDI will be conducting a round of testing using the current sensor
locations; please add in the previously-recommended additional off-site
sensor locations as well.


2.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing plus Project
conditions (for all sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor
locations previously recommended by ESA).  This would include the project
in the existing setting, without cumulative development.


3.       If possible, please provide the tabular data for Existing, Existing plus Project,
and Cumulative plus Project side by side so the data can be easily compared.


         Provide Cumulative Project List.  Please identify in a list the cumulative buildings that
RWDI added to their wind model.


 


         Confirm Building Size/Massing for Cumulative Development.  Figure 1 in the wind
appendix you provided shows a future cumulative building on the northwest corner of Third
and Sixteenth Streets (on Block 25 on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site).  We can’t tell
from this photo whether that cumulative building (or others) meet the size/massing criteria in
the applicable planning documents for Mission Bay.  Given that future cumulative buildings
have not been designed, it is important that the models meet the design criteria (height and
bulk, as well as building setbacks) of the appropriate design guideline – the UCSF Mission
Bay Design Guidelines for future buildings on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site, and/or the
Mission Bay South Design for Development for future buildings proposed to be located
elsewhere in the Redevelopment Area.


 


ESA will be happy to discuss these or any other wind-related issues with you/RWDI this
week.  After RWDI has reviewed the above comments, please provide a timeline for when
this data request will be fulfilled by RWDI.  ESA will then be able to provide you and the
City an accurate revised schedule for when ESA can submit its SEIR wind section to the
City/sponsor for review.  As always, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions. 
Thanks.


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: 'Dan Bacon'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; 'Bereket,
Immanuel (CII)'
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Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
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modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
 
Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with
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preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission
Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project
site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.
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Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Jose Farran; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Re: Arrival  Distributions
Date: Saturday, January 10, 2015 8:40:42 AM


They do.
It is 0% between 5:00-5:30, 1% between 5:30 and 6:00 p.m., and 11% between 
6:00 and 6:30 p.m.
I did include the table in the EIR summary section. 


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


On Jan 10, 2015, at 8:14 AM, Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> 
wrote:


Hi-
I don’t have the Travel Demand memo with me at home.  Brett and/Jose, please 
confirm that the numbers in the attached table match the numbers in our memo.   It 
looks like they do from my memory….
 
Thank you.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 9, 2015 5:19 PM
To: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; 
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David Carlock; Van de 
Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Arrival Distributions
 
All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please see the 
attached analysis.
 
Highlights to note:


-          Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data (actuals, not 
projections), provided by Icon Venue Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.


o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between Kings games 
(7:00pm start) and Warriors games (7:30pm start).
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-          Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for another 
new, downtown, California arena.


o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly comparable 
neighborhood context.


-          Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our assumptions.
o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, 


and by 7:30pm than fans arriving per time-adjusted league data.
 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions made to date, and 
therefore no change to the transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is 
required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
<2015.01.09_Arrival_Distribution_GSW-Icon-Variance.xlsx>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Emily Fancher"
Cc: Christine Kilpatrick
Subject: RE: Fact-check for Mission Bay development map
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 2:35:00 PM


Hi, Emily – I will take a look and get to this by Friday.  Could you please do me a favor and “nudge”
me Thursday morning if you haven’t heard from me?  I’m getting over a cold and running behind
since I was out for parts of last week, so could see me needing a reminder.
 
As for the new Uber building, I have not seen the revised drawings yet, so cannot provide anything. 
You may want to check with Steve Richardson at ARE to see if they will have drawings to release, but


may be a little early if you are going to press on the 30th.
 
I would also go ahead and have UCSF start checking their data, since I always like to defer to them
for any UCSF stats.
 
PS – do you know if we should expect any calls for MB related articles?  It would be very helpful if we
could get a heads up since we are pretty swamped and would like to avoid a last minute rush for
data, quotes, etc. Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Emily Fancher [mailto:efancher@bizjournals.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 08, 2015 4:25 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Christine Kilpatrick
Subject: Fact-check for Mission Bay development map
Importance: High
 


HI Catherine-


Happy New Year! I hope all is well with you and your team at
OCII. We are working on our annual Mission Bay publication
here, which is coming out early this year — on Jan. 30 to
coincide with the hospital opening.
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I’m working on updating our Mission Bay map, which you’ve
helped me on in years past. I’ve attached a list of the projects
we’d like to include. Everything in black was on last year’s map.
Everything in red is new this year. A few developments have
question marks where I’m missing info.
I’m trying to wrap up the map by next Friday, Jan. 16. Will you
have time to get back to me by then?
Also, do you have any renderings of the Uber/Alexandria
project yet? I’d like to do a pull out info box on the project for
the map.
Thanks in advance for your help.


Best,
Emily
-- 


Emily Fancher
Senior Editor 
San Francisco Business Times
Sanfranciscobusinesstimes.com
Phone: 415-288-4948
Follow me: twitter.com/efanchersf
Follow SFBT: 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 12/16/14, 8:49 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


A copy of the draft Major Phase for the Warriors Mission Bay Project is available at:



http://www.sanfranciscobusinesstimes.com/newsletters
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http://sfocii.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=8016
 
The accompanying staff memo, which provides a good overview of the project to date and summary
of public comments is located at: http://sfocii.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=8014
and http://sfocii.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=8015
 
A public workshop will be held this coming Thursday at the Planning Commission (agenda:
http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=3976) and at the OCII Commission on January 6th.
 The presentations will cover the same material, which has been presented to the Mission Bay CAC
over the last few months.   
 
Thank you
 
PS – We are still getting the presentations from last week’s CAC meeting loaded onto our website,
but will send a link to those as soon as they are 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/ <http://www.sfredevelopment.org/> 
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From: HPS CAC
To: info@hpscac.com
Subject: Notice of revised HPS CAC"s January 2015 Planning Development and Finance Subcommittee, and Full CAC


meetings agendas revisions:
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47:55 PM
Attachments: PD&F_1-8-15_rvsd_1-5-15.pdf


Full_CAC_1-12-15_rvsd_1-5-15.pdf


Notice:


Please note, the attached revised meeting agendas for the Mayor's Hunters Point Shipyard
Citizens Advisory's, Planning Development & Finance Subcommittee meeting scheduled for
Thursday, January 8th and the Full CAC meeting Scheduled for Monday, January 12th, for
your reference:


Revised agendas attached:


Please contact us with any questions or concerns.


Thank you,


HPS Citizens Advisory Committee (HPSCAC)
HPS SASFRA Site Office
Administrative Support
415.822.4622
415.822.4840 Fx
sanfranciscocac@aol.com
info@hpscac.com
P.O. Box 885063
San Francisco, CA 94188
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For additional information, please contact SFRA/HPSY Site Office at (415)822-4622 or SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com 



Revised 01/05/2015 
 



The Mayor’s Hunters Point Shipyard 
Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) 



 
PLANNING, DEVELOPMENT & FINANCE SUBCOMMITTEE 



MEETING 



Thursday, January 8, 2015    



6:00pm - 7:30pm 



   Location: Hunters Point Shipyard, Site Office Trailers (Conference Room)



 
CHAIR 



Richard Laufman 



VICE-CHAIR 



Vacant 



SECRETARY 



Vacant 



MEMBER 



Servio Gomez 



 



 



Regular Meeting Agenda 
1.  Call to Order:          Richard Laufman, Chair        



2.  Routine Business:                  Richard Laufman, Chair  



 A.  Roll Call:   



B.  Approval of Agenda: January 8, 2015 



C. Approval of Meeting Minutes: November 13, 2014 



 D.  Announcements: 



3. Continuing Business: 



 



A. Successor Agency to the S.F. Redevelopment Agency______________Thor Kaslofsky (OCII)  



1. Major Phase Application for Block 48……………..…………………………….OCII/Lennar Rep.  



 



B.  Developer Report________________________________________La Shon Walker (Lennar) 



     1. Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 / Candlestick Point Development update…OCII/Lennar Rep. 



     2. Candlestick Stadium Demolition………………………………………………… OCII/Lennar Rep. 



 



 
4.  Comment on Non-agenda Items:  (Please limit time to two minutes) 



 
5.  Agenda for 2/12/2015                                             Richard Laufman, Chair 



 
6.  Adjournment:                           Richard Laufman, Chair 
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For additional information, please contact SFRA/HPSY Site Office at (415)822-4622 or SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com 



Revised 01/05/2015 
 



 
 
 



ACCESSIBLE MEETING POLICY 
 
For additional information about Agenda items, please call the CAC office at 415-822-4622 
 



1. Meetings are held at the Hunters Point Shipyard, Site Office Trailer (600 Innes Ave. S.F. 94124), or at the 
Southeast Community Facility (Alex Pitcher Community Room, 1800 Oakdale Ave. S.F. CA 94124), or at an 
alternative, accessible location in the Bayview Hunters Point community in San Francisco. The meeting rooms are 
wheelchair accessible and have accessible seating for persons with disabilities and those using wheelchairs. 



 
2. The closest accessible BART station is 24th and Mission to both the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast 



Community Facility. Accessible Muni lines serving the Site Office Trailer includes the #19 Polk bus; lines serving 
the Southeast Community Facility include #23 Monterey, #24 Divisadero, #44 O’Shaughnessy, and #54 Felton 
buses, and the T Third Street LRT.  Further information can be obtained by calling 415-923-6142. 



 
3. There is accessible parking on the street at the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast Community Facility. In 



addition, limited parking is available in the Site office parking lot. 
 



4. The following services are available by calling 415-822-4622 at least 72 hours prior to the meeting: American Sign 
Language interpreters, use of a reader during a meeting, or a sound enhancement system. Following a meeting, 
minutes can be made available upon request by CD or alternative formats after transcription is completed. 



 



5. In order to assist the CAC’s efforts to accommodate persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple 
chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees at public meetings are requested to refrain from using various 
scented or chemical based products because other attendees may be sensitive to these products. Please help the 
CAC to accommodate these individuals. 
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 For additional information, please contact SFRA/HPSY Site Office at (415)822-4622 or SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com 



Revised 01/05/2015 
 



The Mayor’s Hunters Point Shipyard 
Citizens Advisory Committee (HPSCAC) 



 
 



Monday, January 12, 2015 
6:00pm - 8:00pm 



Location: South East Community Facility (Alex Pitcher Community Room) 
1800 Oakdale Ave., San Francisco, 94124 



LIVE BROADCAST KPOO 89.5 FM 
CHAIR 



Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 



VICE-CHAIR 



Ollie Mixon 



SECRETARY 



Elder Gerald Gage 



MEMBERS: 
 



Mary Booker 
Pastor Josiah Bell 



Servio Gomez 
Richard Laufman 



Scott Madison 
Sululagi Palega 



Dedria Smith 
Dorris Vincent 



 



Regular Meeting Agenda 
 



1. Call to Order: (6:00pm) Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 
 



 



2. A. Roll Call: Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 
B. Approval of Agenda: January 12, 2015 
C. Approval of Minutes: December 8, 2014 
D. Announcements: 



 
 



3. Continuing Business 
A. Chair’s Report: Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 



1. Implementation Committee Update 
2. Legacy Foundation for Bayview Hunters Point Update 



B. Secretary’s Report: Elder Gerald Gage 



C. CAC Subcommittee Chair Reports: 
1. Business & Employment, Dorris Vincent 
2. Executive Subcommittee, Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 
3. Environment & Reuse, Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 
4. Housing, Pastor Josiah Bell & Dedria Smith 



a. General Construction Update…………………….Jermaine Smith(Lennar) 
5. Planning Development & Finance, Richard Laufman 



4. Presentations/Update: 
 



A. Successor Agency to the S.F. Redevelopment Agency……………………………..OCII Representative 
Action: 1. Major Phase Application for Block 48 ………………………………………………………Thor Kaslofsky 



 
B. Developers Report…………………………………………………………….Lennar Urban Representative 



1. Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2/Candlestick Point Development Update ………………..Lennar Rep. 
2. Candlestick Stadium Demolition………………………………………………………...Lennar/OCII Reps. 



 



C. India Basin Draft Concept Plan Overview……………………………….……..Michael Yarne (Build Inc) 



 
5.   Public Comment: (On non-agenda items) 



 
6.   Adjournment:   (8:00pm)……………………………..………………………….…..…..Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 
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For additional information, please contact SFRA/HPSY Site Office at (415)822-4622 or SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com 
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ACCESSIBLE MEETING POLICY 
 
 
For additional information about Agenda items, please call the CAC office at 415-822-4622 



 



1. Meetings are held at the Hunters Point Shipyard, Site Office Trailer (600 Innes Ave. S.F. 94124), or at the 
Southeast Community Facility (Alex Pitcher Community Room, 1800 Oakdale Ave. S.F. CA 94124), or at an 
alternative, accessible location in the Bayview Hunters Point community in San Francisco. The meeting rooms are 
wheelchair accessible and have accessible seating for persons with disabilities and those using wheelchairs. 



 



2. The closest accessible BART station is 24th and Mission to both the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast Community 
Facility. Accessible Muni lines serving the Site Office Trailer includes the #19 Polk bus; lines serving the Southeast 
Community Facility include #23 Monterey, #24 Divisadero, #44 O’Shaughnessy, and #54 Felton buses, and the T 
Third Street LRT. Further information can be obtained by calling 415-923-6142. 



 



3. There is accessible parking on the street at the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast Community Facility. In addition, 
limited parking is available in the Site office parking lot. 



 
4. The following services are available by calling 415-822-4622 at least 72 hours prior to the meeting: American Sign 



Language interpreters, use of a reader during a meeting, or a sound enhancement system. Following a meeting, 
minutes can be made available upon request by CD or alternative formats after transcription is completed. 



 



5. In order to assist the CAC’s efforts to accommodate persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple 
chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees at public meetings are requested to refrain from using various 
scented or chemical based products because other attendees may be sensitive to these products. Please help the 
CAC to accommodate these individuals. 
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Fwd: OCII Commission presentation
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:36:14 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Albert, Peter"
Date:12/31/2014 6:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation


I’m still searching through backlog of emails and feel great about this slideshow – which I just now
reviewed. 
 
The only technicality I’d have corected if I were in the office last week would have been to correct
”Transportation Demand Strategies” on slides 9 and 13 to ”Transportation Demand Management
Strategies” – might seem a minor point to anyone who’s not a transportation wonk.
 
Let me know if you’d like me on hand Jan 6.
 
Happy New Year.  
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
I have attached a draft of my PPT.  I have included Erin/Peter since I was asked to include more
information on the TMP and I want them to review what is being included as they may be asked to
answer questions.  Take a look – I was trying to find a middle ground that provides context and
avoids the question of “when are we getting a presentation on the TMP”, while also not having the
overall presentation go one for an hour.  I haven’t run the revisions above me, so it may change – I
wanted to get the group’s feedback first.
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Similarly, I would appreciate if everyone would pay special attention to the last slide on other next
steps and see if I have missed anything.
 
Some other comments I received for the GSW portion of the presentation are:


-          Say the full names of things the first time you use them – ie, Transportation Management
Association (TMA), since the Commission may not be familiar with them all


-          The Transit Access (slide 17) may be difficult to read, so if you could simplify it or beef up
the size of the transit lines/station locations, great.  If it will take too long, then we can role
with it.


-          Public Benefits Slide – clarify that P22 will be built by the Mission Bay Master Developer
when triggered. And either in the bullet or when speaking clarify that the estimated job
number is generated by GSW to avoid giving the sense that the City/OCII has had an
opportunity to confirm the number.


-          Transportation Info – Include the slide you had in the TMP PPT for “Projected Event Count
and Attendance” when describing the project stats to set the stage for the TMP discussion
later


 
Parking – our Commission has recently expressed concern about ensuring adequate parking is
provided.  So, someone should be ready to talk about how many spaces are being provided
compared to ATT park, and how many spaces are available surrounding the site so that we are able
to show where the expected cars will park.
 
I will send out comments on the SD format this weekend/early next week. 


Have a great holiday!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, December 22, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are already
done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and changes to
the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you have
made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the
PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor in the
room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the stage
in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need


a slide)
-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)
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-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D
-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo
-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments


to date
-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any


updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo
-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can
load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case
we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with support in the second
row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that
there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak
since the Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly,


Catherine (CII); Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 6:11:59 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
Chuck Bennett, ESA’s wind analyst has reviewed the preliminary wind results appendix, and provides
his comments below.   His review focuses on the information needed to evaluate the environmental
impacts of the GSW project under CEQA.
 


         Provide Applicable Data on Existing, and Existing + Project Scenarios (for all sensor
locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations previously recommended
by ESA).  Figure 1 in the wind appendix you provided shows the Project together with future
Cumulative development in the vicinity, which leads us to infer that the tabular data provided
in your appendix evaluates the wind conditions for Cumulative + Project conditions.  This
data, if it is for the Cumulative + Project conditions, will help us evaluate the cumulative
effects of the Project.  However, in order to evaluate the wind impacts directly applicable to
the project, it is important that Existing and Existing plus Project conditions be provided. 
Consequently please provide:


1.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing conditions (for all
sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA). Dan indicates in his email below that
RWDI will be conducting a round of testing using the current sensor
locations; please add in the previously-recommended additional off-site
sensor locations as well.


2.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing plus Project
conditions (for all sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor
locations previously recommended by ESA).  This would include the project
in the existing setting, without cumulative development.


3.       If possible, please provide the tabular data for Existing, Existing plus Project,
and Cumulative plus Project side by side so the data can be easily compared.


         Provide Cumulative Project List.  Please identify in a list the cumulative buildings that
RWDI added to their wind model.


 


         Confirm Building Size/Massing for Cumulative Development.  Figure 1 in the wind
appendix you provided shows a future cumulative building on the northwest corner of Third
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and Sixteenth Streets (on Block 25 on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site).  We can’t tell
from this photo whether that cumulative building (or others) meet the size/massing criteria in
the applicable planning documents for Mission Bay.  Given that future cumulative buildings
have not been designed, it is important that the models meet the design criteria (height and
bulk, as well as building setbacks) of the appropriate design guideline – the UCSF Mission
Bay Design Guidelines for future buildings on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site, and/or the
Mission Bay South Design for Development for future buildings proposed to be located
elsewhere in the Redevelopment Area.


 


ESA will be happy to discuss these or any other wind-related issues with you/RWDI this
week.  After RWDI has reviewed the above comments, please provide a timeline for when
this data request will be fulfilled by RWDI.  ESA will then be able to provide you and the
City an accurate revised schedule for when ESA can submit its SEIR wind section to the
City/sponsor for review.  As always, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions. 
Thanks.


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com


 
 


 


 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: 'Dan Bacon'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; 'Bereket,
Immanuel (CII)'
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
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factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
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off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
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Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
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Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
 
Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with


preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com



mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com

http://www.rwdi.com/





Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission
Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project
site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.


 
Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
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pmitchell@esassoc.com
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privileged and/or confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly
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email or attachments.
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From: Clarke Miller
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Jose Farran; Paul Mitchell; Joyce Hsiao; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris


(CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Mary Murphy; David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: Arrival  Distributions
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 8:24:02 AM


Thanks, Luba. I'll send an invite for 9:30am to you and Jose under separate cover
shortly. 
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 12, 2015, at 5:44 AM, "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
wrote:


Hi Clarke
Yes I am.  Hopefully Jose will be able to call in as well.


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


On Jan 11, 2015, at 4:11 PM, Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Luba, are you available between 9:30-10:30am Monday for a
short (~15-minutes) call to chat about this? If so, I can circulate
a dial-in number. 
Thanks,
Clarke 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 10, 2015, at 11:15 AM, "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com"
<lubaw@lcwconsulting.com> wrote:


Kate
Thank you for this information. However, would it be
possible to add to this table the actual arrival and
departure times for the existing Oakland arena?
It would be good to be able to show that the arrivals
at the proposed facility would be earlier than at the
existing arena in Oakland.
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In the EIR we would include a table similar to the
attached comparison table of origin-destinations
between the Oakland arena and the proposed event
center that was provided in the Final TMP. 


Thank you,
Luba


<GSW_TMP_2014.12.29 58.pdf>


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


On Jan 9, 2015, at 5:18 PM, Kate Aufhauser
<kaufhauser@warriors.com> wrote:


All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about
arrival distribution, please see the attached
analysis.
 
Highlights to note:


-          Our previously-supplied numbers are
supported by league data (actuals, not
projections), provided by Icon Venue Group
and used in the Sacramento EIR.


o   Data is time-adjusted to reflect the
difference between Kings games
(7:00pm start) and Warriors games
(7:30pm start).


-          Use of this league data has therefore
been deemed defensible for another new,
downtown, California arena.


o   The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs
address a highly comparable
neighborhood context.


-          Compared to this league data, we are
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being conservative in our assumptions.
o   We show more cumulative GSW


fans arriving by 6:30pm, by
7:00pm, and by 7:30pm than fans
arriving per time-adjusted league
data.


 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for
the assumptions made to date, and therefore no
change to the transportation analysis and/or the
draft schedule is required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


<image003.png>
website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
<2015.01.09_Arrival_Distribution_GSW-
Icon-Variance.xlsx>
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From: Albert, Peter
To: Robbins, Jerry (MTA)
Cc: Miller, Erin (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Maguire, Tom
Subject: Declined: FW: Ballpark/Mission Bay Transportation Coordination Committee Meeting January 22 at 11 a.m.


Thanks, Jerry;
 
I cannot make this due to meeting with Ed, Gillian, Recology  and ED of SFE at exact same time.  
 
That said, I would be glad to have the call-in info in case my meeting ends early enough to get a recap at the end of your mtg.
 
Thanks for setting this up – very important.  To keep things transparent, I cc Viktoriya (who’s been asked to join a similar meeting)
Adam Van de Water, the Warriors Arena point person from OEWD. 
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From: Joyce Hsiao
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Paul Mitchell
Subject: Re: GSW water quality
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 4:52:29 PM
Attachments: 2015_01_07_GSW CEQA Meeting, Rev2.docx


Chris,
Here is a revision 2 of tomorrow's Agenda, including a line item ofr the WQ
modeling.
Joyce


Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com
On 1/6/2015 2:56 PM, Kern, Chris (CPC) wrote:


Any of those times work for me.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Joyce Hsiao [mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:56 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Mary McDonald; Beth Goldstein
Subject: Re: GSW water quality
 
Hi Chris,
We'd like to set up a conference call today, before 4 to discuss GSW WQ impacts. 
What time works for you?  3:00? 3:15? 3:30?
Please let us know as soon as possible, and we'll send out the conf call number.
Thanks,
Joyce


Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com
On 1/6/2015 2:21 PM, Kern, Chris (CPC) wrote:



mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com






GSW Meeting Agenda, 12/10/14		page 2


[bookmark: _GoBack]





AGENDA





Event Center and Mixed Use Development in Mission Bay


CEQA Environmental Review Meeting





Wednesday, January 7, 2015, 1:00 to 4:00 p.m.


San Francisco Planning Department








1. Review of Key Scoping Comments


· Use of TMP/transit service plan in the analysis (Agenda item 2)


· Assumptions regarding use of UCSF parking facilities during events


· Request to avoiding 16th Street to access event center garage 


· Determination of UCSF peak evening shift demand (adjustments for 2015 conditions)


· Travel demand hourly arrival assumptions


2. TMP assumptions to use in SEIR Transportation Analysis 


· Level of detail to include in the SEIR Project Description


· Feasibility of implementation of Transit Service Plan (TSP) and other elements of the TMP to be implemented by the SFMTA as part of the proposed project


· Status of agreement between City and GSW for funding implementation


· Assumptions for impact analysis and significance determination (also affects Air Quality and Noise analysis):  with or w/out TSP and other elements of TMP? What are the implications of including a qualitative analysis of impacts w/out the TSP? 


· Consideration of TSP and other elements of TMP as a mitigation measure, in addition to being part of the Project Description; or feasibility of a transit service performance standard as part of a mitigation measure


3. Utilities Impact Analysis Preview


4. Water Quality and Hydrology Impact Analysis Preview


· Modeling of effects of wastewater flows on combined sewer discharges


5. Next Meeting:  January 14, 2015, Wind and Shadow


www.sfplanning.org
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Hi Joyce,
I’m available today until 4:00 and tomorrow between 8:00-11:00.
 
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:chris.kern@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/






From: HPS CAC
To: info@hpscac.com
Subject: Notice of revised HPS CAC"s January 2015 Planning Development and Finance Subcommittee, and Full CAC


meetings agendas revisions:
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47:55 PM
Attachments: PD&F_1-8-15_rvsd_1-5-15.pdf


Full_CAC_1-12-15_rvsd_1-5-15.pdf


Notice:


Please note, the attached revised meeting agendas for the Mayor's Hunters Point Shipyard
Citizens Advisory's, Planning Development & Finance Subcommittee meeting scheduled for
Thursday, January 8th and the Full CAC meeting Scheduled for Monday, January 12th, for
your reference:


Revised agendas attached:


Please contact us with any questions or concerns.


Thank you,


HPS Citizens Advisory Committee (HPSCAC)
HPS SASFRA Site Office
Administrative Support
415.822.4622
415.822.4840 Fx
sanfranciscocac@aol.com
info@hpscac.com
P.O. Box 885063
San Francisco, CA 94188



mailto:sanfranciscocac@aol.com

mailto:info@hpscac.com






For additional information, please contact SFRA/HPSY Site Office at (415)822-4622 or SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com 



Revised 01/05/2015 
 



The Mayor’s Hunters Point Shipyard 
Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) 



 
PLANNING, DEVELOPMENT & FINANCE SUBCOMMITTEE 



MEETING 



Thursday, January 8, 2015    



6:00pm - 7:30pm 



   Location: Hunters Point Shipyard, Site Office Trailers (Conference Room)



 
CHAIR 



Richard Laufman 



VICE-CHAIR 



Vacant 



SECRETARY 



Vacant 



MEMBER 



Servio Gomez 



 



 



Regular Meeting Agenda 
1.  Call to Order:          Richard Laufman, Chair        



2.  Routine Business:                  Richard Laufman, Chair  



 A.  Roll Call:   



B.  Approval of Agenda: January 8, 2015 



C. Approval of Meeting Minutes: November 13, 2014 



 D.  Announcements: 



3. Continuing Business: 



 



A. Successor Agency to the S.F. Redevelopment Agency______________Thor Kaslofsky (OCII)  



1. Major Phase Application for Block 48……………..…………………………….OCII/Lennar Rep.  



 



B.  Developer Report________________________________________La Shon Walker (Lennar) 



     1. Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 / Candlestick Point Development update…OCII/Lennar Rep. 



     2. Candlestick Stadium Demolition………………………………………………… OCII/Lennar Rep. 



 



 
4.  Comment on Non-agenda Items:  (Please limit time to two minutes) 



 
5.  Agenda for 2/12/2015                                             Richard Laufman, Chair 



 
6.  Adjournment:                           Richard Laufman, Chair 



 



 
 



 





mailto:SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com
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For additional information, please contact SFRA/HPSY Site Office at (415)822-4622 or SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com 



Revised 01/05/2015 
 



 
 
 



ACCESSIBLE MEETING POLICY 
 
For additional information about Agenda items, please call the CAC office at 415-822-4622 
 



1. Meetings are held at the Hunters Point Shipyard, Site Office Trailer (600 Innes Ave. S.F. 94124), or at the 
Southeast Community Facility (Alex Pitcher Community Room, 1800 Oakdale Ave. S.F. CA 94124), or at an 
alternative, accessible location in the Bayview Hunters Point community in San Francisco. The meeting rooms are 
wheelchair accessible and have accessible seating for persons with disabilities and those using wheelchairs. 



 
2. The closest accessible BART station is 24th and Mission to both the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast 



Community Facility. Accessible Muni lines serving the Site Office Trailer includes the #19 Polk bus; lines serving 
the Southeast Community Facility include #23 Monterey, #24 Divisadero, #44 O’Shaughnessy, and #54 Felton 
buses, and the T Third Street LRT.  Further information can be obtained by calling 415-923-6142. 



 
3. There is accessible parking on the street at the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast Community Facility. In 



addition, limited parking is available in the Site office parking lot. 
 



4. The following services are available by calling 415-822-4622 at least 72 hours prior to the meeting: American Sign 
Language interpreters, use of a reader during a meeting, or a sound enhancement system. Following a meeting, 
minutes can be made available upon request by CD or alternative formats after transcription is completed. 



 



5. In order to assist the CAC’s efforts to accommodate persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple 
chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees at public meetings are requested to refrain from using various 
scented or chemical based products because other attendees may be sensitive to these products. Please help the 
CAC to accommodate these individuals. 
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 For additional information, please contact SFRA/HPSY Site Office at (415)822-4622 or SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com 



Revised 01/05/2015 
 



The Mayor’s Hunters Point Shipyard 
Citizens Advisory Committee (HPSCAC) 



 
 



Monday, January 12, 2015 
6:00pm - 8:00pm 



Location: South East Community Facility (Alex Pitcher Community Room) 
1800 Oakdale Ave., San Francisco, 94124 



LIVE BROADCAST KPOO 89.5 FM 
CHAIR 



Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 



VICE-CHAIR 



Ollie Mixon 



SECRETARY 



Elder Gerald Gage 



MEMBERS: 
 



Mary Booker 
Pastor Josiah Bell 



Servio Gomez 
Richard Laufman 



Scott Madison 
Sululagi Palega 



Dedria Smith 
Dorris Vincent 



 



Regular Meeting Agenda 
 



1. Call to Order: (6:00pm) Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 
 



 



2. A. Roll Call: Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 
B. Approval of Agenda: January 12, 2015 
C. Approval of Minutes: December 8, 2014 
D. Announcements: 



 
 



3. Continuing Business 
A. Chair’s Report: Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 



1. Implementation Committee Update 
2. Legacy Foundation for Bayview Hunters Point Update 



B. Secretary’s Report: Elder Gerald Gage 



C. CAC Subcommittee Chair Reports: 
1. Business & Employment, Dorris Vincent 
2. Executive Subcommittee, Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 
3. Environment & Reuse, Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 
4. Housing, Pastor Josiah Bell & Dedria Smith 



a. General Construction Update…………………….Jermaine Smith(Lennar) 
5. Planning Development & Finance, Richard Laufman 



4. Presentations/Update: 
 



A. Successor Agency to the S.F. Redevelopment Agency……………………………..OCII Representative 
Action: 1. Major Phase Application for Block 48 ………………………………………………………Thor Kaslofsky 



 
B. Developers Report…………………………………………………………….Lennar Urban Representative 



1. Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2/Candlestick Point Development Update ………………..Lennar Rep. 
2. Candlestick Stadium Demolition………………………………………………………...Lennar/OCII Reps. 



 



C. India Basin Draft Concept Plan Overview……………………………….……..Michael Yarne (Build Inc) 



 
5.   Public Comment: (On non-agenda items) 



 
6.   Adjournment:   (8:00pm)……………………………..………………………….…..…..Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 





mailto:SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com
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For additional information, please contact SFRA/HPSY Site Office at (415)822-4622 or SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com 



Revised 01/05/2015 
 



ACCESSIBLE MEETING POLICY 
 
 
For additional information about Agenda items, please call the CAC office at 415-822-4622 



 



1. Meetings are held at the Hunters Point Shipyard, Site Office Trailer (600 Innes Ave. S.F. 94124), or at the 
Southeast Community Facility (Alex Pitcher Community Room, 1800 Oakdale Ave. S.F. CA 94124), or at an 
alternative, accessible location in the Bayview Hunters Point community in San Francisco. The meeting rooms are 
wheelchair accessible and have accessible seating for persons with disabilities and those using wheelchairs. 



 



2. The closest accessible BART station is 24th and Mission to both the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast Community 
Facility. Accessible Muni lines serving the Site Office Trailer includes the #19 Polk bus; lines serving the Southeast 
Community Facility include #23 Monterey, #24 Divisadero, #44 O’Shaughnessy, and #54 Felton buses, and the T 
Third Street LRT. Further information can be obtained by calling 415-923-6142. 



 



3. There is accessible parking on the street at the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast Community Facility. In addition, 
limited parking is available in the Site office parking lot. 



 
4. The following services are available by calling 415-822-4622 at least 72 hours prior to the meeting: American Sign 



Language interpreters, use of a reader during a meeting, or a sound enhancement system. Following a meeting, 
minutes can be made available upon request by CD or alternative formats after transcription is completed. 



 



5. In order to assist the CAC’s efforts to accommodate persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple 
chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees at public meetings are requested to refrain from using various 
scented or chemical based products because other attendees may be sensitive to these products. Please help the 
CAC to accommodate these individuals. 
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Fwd: OCII Commission presentation
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:36:14 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Albert, Peter"
Date:12/31/2014 6:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation


I’m still searching through backlog of emails and feel great about this slideshow – which I just now
reviewed. 
 
The only technicality I’d have corected if I were in the office last week would have been to correct
”Transportation Demand Strategies” on slides 9 and 13 to ”Transportation Demand Management
Strategies” – might seem a minor point to anyone who’s not a transportation wonk.
 
Let me know if you’d like me on hand Jan 6.
 
Happy New Year.  
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
I have attached a draft of my PPT.  I have included Erin/Peter since I was asked to include more
information on the TMP and I want them to review what is being included as they may be asked to
answer questions.  Take a look – I was trying to find a middle ground that provides context and
avoids the question of “when are we getting a presentation on the TMP”, while also not having the
overall presentation go one for an hour.  I haven’t run the revisions above me, so it may change – I
wanted to get the group’s feedback first.



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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Similarly, I would appreciate if everyone would pay special attention to the last slide on other next
steps and see if I have missed anything.
 
Some other comments I received for the GSW portion of the presentation are:


-          Say the full names of things the first time you use them – ie, Transportation Management
Association (TMA), since the Commission may not be familiar with them all


-          The Transit Access (slide 17) may be difficult to read, so if you could simplify it or beef up
the size of the transit lines/station locations, great.  If it will take too long, then we can role
with it.


-          Public Benefits Slide – clarify that P22 will be built by the Mission Bay Master Developer
when triggered. And either in the bullet or when speaking clarify that the estimated job
number is generated by GSW to avoid giving the sense that the City/OCII has had an
opportunity to confirm the number.


-          Transportation Info – Include the slide you had in the TMP PPT for “Projected Event Count
and Attendance” when describing the project stats to set the stage for the TMP discussion
later


 
Parking – our Commission has recently expressed concern about ensuring adequate parking is
provided.  So, someone should be ready to talk about how many spaces are being provided
compared to ATT park, and how many spaces are available surrounding the site so that we are able
to show where the expected cars will park.
 
I will send out comments on the SD format this weekend/early next week. 


Have a great holiday!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, December 22, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are already
done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and changes to
the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you have
made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the
PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor in the
room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the stage
in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need


a slide)
-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com
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-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D
-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo
-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments


to date
-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any


updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo
-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can
load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case
we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with support in the second
row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that
there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak
since the Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly,


Catherine (CII); Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 4:47:50 PM
Attachments: image004.png


image007.png


OK, thanks Paul. I’m working to get in touch with Dan ASAP.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 08, 2015 11:28 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC);
Reilly, Catherine (CII; Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Kate:
 
In addition to the data request items we submitted yesterday, we also want to make sure that RWDI
will be providing the Cumulative plus Project scenario for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA.  This appeared to be a task that RWDI indicated they would be
doing anyway in their 1/6/15 email below,  however, we just want formally add that to the list of
items that we will be expecting from them.  Thanks much.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 6:11 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Chuck Bennett; 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; 'Bereket, Immanuel (CII)'; 'Kern, Chris (CPC)';
'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Joyce
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Kate:
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Chuck Bennett, ESA’s wind analyst has reviewed the preliminary wind results appendix, and provides
his comments below.   His review focuses on the information needed to evaluate the environmental
impacts of the GSW project under CEQA.
 


         Provide Applicable Data on Existing, and Existing + Project Scenarios (for all sensor
locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations previously recommended
by ESA).  Figure 1 in the wind appendix you provided shows the Project together with future
Cumulative development in the vicinity, which leads us to infer that the tabular data provided
in your appendix evaluates the wind conditions for Cumulative + Project conditions.  This
data, if it is for the Cumulative + Project conditions, will help us evaluate the cumulative
effects of the Project.  However, in order to evaluate the wind impacts directly applicable to
the project, it is important that Existing and Existing plus Project conditions be provided. 
Consequently please provide:


1.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing conditions (for all
sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor locations
previously recommended by ESA). Dan indicates in his email below that
RWDI will be conducting a round of testing using the current sensor
locations; please add in the previously-recommended additional off-site
sensor locations as well.


2.       Figure and corresponding tabular wind data for Existing plus Project
conditions (for all sensor locations, including for the additional off-site sensor
locations previously recommended by ESA).  This would include the project
in the existing setting, without cumulative development.


3.       If possible, please provide the tabular data for Existing, Existing plus Project,
and Cumulative plus Project side by side so the data can be easily compared.


         Provide Cumulative Project List.  Please identify in a list the cumulative buildings that
RWDI added to their wind model.


 


         Confirm Building Size/Massing for Cumulative Development.  Figure 1 in the wind
appendix you provided shows a future cumulative building on the northwest corner of Third
and Sixteenth Streets (on Block 25 on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site).  We can’t tell
from this photo whether that cumulative building (or others) meet the size/massing criteria in
the applicable planning documents for Mission Bay.  Given that future cumulative buildings
have not been designed, it is important that the models meet the design criteria (height and
bulk, as well as building setbacks) of the appropriate design guideline – the UCSF Mission
Bay Design Guidelines for future buildings on the UCSF Mission Bay campus site, and/or the
Mission Bay South Design for Development for future buildings proposed to be located
elsewhere in the Redevelopment Area.


 


ESA will be happy to discuss these or any other wind-related issues with you/RWDI this
week.  After RWDI has reviewed the above comments, please provide a timeline for when







this data request will be fulfilled by RWDI.  ESA will then be able to provide you and the
City an accurate revised schedule for when ESA can submit its SEIR wind section to the
City/sponsor for review.  As always, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions. 
Thanks.


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (CII'; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: 'Dan Bacon'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; 'Bereket,
Immanuel (CII)'
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
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San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
 
Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with


preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission



mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com

http://www.rwdi.com/

https://twitter.com/RWDI

https://twitter.com/RWDI

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com





Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project
site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.


 
Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Fwd: OCII Commission presentation
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:36:15 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Albert, Peter"
Date:12/31/2014 6:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation


I’m still searching through backlog of emails and feel great about this slideshow – which I just now
reviewed. 
 
The only technicality I’d have corected if I were in the office last week would have been to correct
”Transportation Demand Strategies” on slides 9 and 13 to ”Transportation Demand Management
Strategies” – might seem a minor point to anyone who’s not a transportation wonk.
 
Let me know if you’d like me on hand Jan 6.
 
Happy New Year.  
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
I have attached a draft of my PPT.  I have included Erin/Peter since I was asked to include more
information on the TMP and I want them to review what is being included as they may be asked to
answer questions.  Take a look – I was trying to find a middle ground that provides context and
avoids the question of “when are we getting a presentation on the TMP”, while also not having the
overall presentation go one for an hour.  I haven’t run the revisions above me, so it may change – I
wanted to get the group’s feedback first.
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Similarly, I would appreciate if everyone would pay special attention to the last slide on other next
steps and see if I have missed anything.
 
Some other comments I received for the GSW portion of the presentation are:


-          Say the full names of things the first time you use them – ie, Transportation Management
Association (TMA), since the Commission may not be familiar with them all


-          The Transit Access (slide 17) may be difficult to read, so if you could simplify it or beef up
the size of the transit lines/station locations, great.  If it will take too long, then we can role
with it.


-          Public Benefits Slide – clarify that P22 will be built by the Mission Bay Master Developer
when triggered. And either in the bullet or when speaking clarify that the estimated job
number is generated by GSW to avoid giving the sense that the City/OCII has had an
opportunity to confirm the number.


-          Transportation Info – Include the slide you had in the TMP PPT for “Projected Event Count
and Attendance” when describing the project stats to set the stage for the TMP discussion
later


 
Parking – our Commission has recently expressed concern about ensuring adequate parking is
provided.  So, someone should be ready to talk about how many spaces are being provided
compared to ATT park, and how many spaces are available surrounding the site so that we are able
to show where the expected cars will park.
 
I will send out comments on the SD format this weekend/early next week. 


Have a great holiday!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, December 22, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are already
done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and changes to
the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you have
made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the
PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor in the
room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the stage
in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need


a slide)
-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets

http://www.nba.com/warriors/app

http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect

http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D
-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo
-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments


to date
-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any


updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo
-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can
load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case
we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with support in the second
row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that
there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak
since the Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 


I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Oerth, Sally (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Block 40 Commission Memo
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 8:46:36 AM


Ok. What's the GSW stuff?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 5, 2015, at 7:43 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I will not get you the memo first thing as planned.  I will get it to you as soon as I can
tomorrow, but ran into some last minute GSW stuff and do not want to stay any later
tonight.
 
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: dennismackenzie@roundthediamond.com
To: Gavin, John (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Taupier, Anne (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: OCII Public Hearing/Warriors Arena/1.6.2015
Date: Sunday, January 04, 2015 11:36:57 PM


January 4, 2015
 
Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency Commission
 
Honorable Edwin M. Lee, Mayor
 
Honorable Mara Rosales, Chair
Honorable Miguel Bustos, Commissioner
Honorable Marily Mondejar, Commissioner
Honorable Darshan Singh, Commissioner
 
Ms. Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director
 
C/o Ms. Claudia Guerra, Commission Secretary
City Hall, Room 416
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
 
 
Re:                      Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure
                                                   Successor Agency Commission
                                Public Hearing / Tuesday, January 6, 2015 - 1:00pm
Agenda Item, 5b: Workshop on the Major Phase for the Golden State Warriors Event Center And
Mixed-Use               
                           Development on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area.
 
                  San Francisco – Warriors Arena & Event Center / Round The Diamond Proposals©
                     Warriors Arena High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom©
                                    Arena Astronomy & Education Roof-Top Observatory Deck©
 
 
Dear Chair Rosales and Commissioners,
 
I am respectfully requesting that the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure
consider this proposed Warriors Multi-Purpose Arena as an opportunity to invest in our entire City and
County of San Francisco Community; including schools, students, families, and local businesses now -
and for future generations to come. 
 
I am asking that the OCII work together with all other San Francisco public service and Government
agencies and officials, the Golden State Warriors and local private sector business and non-profit
organizations and leaders in order to initiate and establish a “Public-Private Non-Profit Foundation”
specifically dedicated to raise funds to support the successful design, construction, implementation and
long-term operations of a professional sports, business and educational public-private partnership that
has ‘never been done before’.  That is to say, to create and build a Model Warriors Arena High School
Classroom will be well worth the investment necessary to provide interdependent and mutually
beneficial, Year-Round education and jobs/career development Programs strategically located inside
this visionary, state-of-the-art Warriors Arena and Event Center.  This facility can inspire and attract a
wide variety of newly evolving businesses through cooperative sports and education ventures and
events within the Warrior’s Arena and Site location in Mission Bay.



mailto:dennismackenzie@roundthediamond.com

mailto:john.gavin@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:anne.taupier@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org





 
Please review my enclosed letter I presented to the SF Planning Commission on 12/18/14 and others
I’ve shared with you, the OEWD and other SF Agencies.  The letter I gave to the Mission Bay CAC on
9/17/14 outlines some of the local, national and international goals, objectives and benefits - including
how the evolution of an Arena Classroom can serve as a magnet to attract and meet schools from
other districts, colleges and universities, teachers, business and government leaders in order to
mutually share, learn and connect with our Community, all year-round.  At the same time, San
Francisco can enhance and expand our capacity to creatively assist in developing new business
opportunities and healthy cultural Sister-City relationships through creation of cross-cultural sports and
education, jobs, and career development and business exchange programs from around the state,
country and throughout the Americas.  Some of these updates can be reviewed on my Website:
RoundTheDiamond.com.
 
I look forward to working with the Golden State Warriors and San Francisco’s public agencies, private
sector business and community leaders in the most beneficial capacity possible.
 
Thank you once again for your time, consideration, and support.
 
Sincerely,
Dennis MacKenzie 


CC:
Golden State Warriors;
Mr. Joseph Lacob, CEO and Governor, Co-Executive Chairman
Mr. Peter Guber, Co-Executive Chairman
  C/o Mr. Rick Welts, President and Chief Operating Officer
 
San Francisco Office of Economic & Workforce Development
Warriors San Francisco Sports & Entertainment Center Project Team;
  C/o Mr. John Gavin, Mr. Adam Van Der Water, Ms. Anne Taupin
 
San Francisco Planning Commission and Director of Planning;
  C/o Mr. Jonas P. Ionin, Commission Secretary
 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors;
C/o Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
 
San Francisco Unified School District; Teachers, Coaches, A.D's, Principals and Administrators
Mr. Richard A. Carranza, Superintendent, SFUSD
San Francisco Board of Education; C/o Ms. Esther V. Casco, Executive Assistant
United Educators of San Francisco; C/o Mr. Dennis Kelly President
 
Mr. Andres Roemer, Consul General of Mexico, San Francisco


**************


December 17, 2014


San Francisco Planning Commission


Ms. Cindy Wu, President


Mr. Rodney Fong, Vice President







Mr. Michael Antonini, Commissioner


Mr. Rich Hillis, Commissioner 


Ms. Christine D. Johnson, Commissioner


Ms. Kathrin Moore, Commissioner


Mr. Dennis Richards, Commissioner


 


Mr. John Rahaim, Director of Planning


 


C/o Mr. Jonas P. Ionin, Commission Secretary


Commission Chambers, Room 400


City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place


San Francisco, CA 94102


 


Re:          SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING COMMISSION / HEARING & AGENDA


                             Thursday, December 18, 2014 / 12 pm / Regular
Meeting                                              


  Agenda Item: F.8  REGULAR CALENDAR 2014.1441OFA   (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-
9159)


EVENT CENTER AND MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT AT MISSION
BAY SOUTH BLOCKS


29, 30, 31, & 32: LOT 001 IN ASSESSORS BLOCK 8722 - Informational
Presentation, GSW Arena LLC (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-
purpose event center, two 11-story office buildings containing 503,900
leasable s.f. office space, public open space, a parking facility and visitor-
serving retail uses on an approximately 11-acre site in Mission Bay
Redevelopment Plan Area (MBS blocks 29, 30, 31 and 32). The event center
would host the Golden State Warriors NBA basketball team during the NBA
season, as well as provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses,
including concerts, cultural events, family shows, conferences and
conventions. The site is located in the Mission Bay South Plan Area’s
Commercial-Industrial District and HZ-5 Height District. The office
buildings will be brought to a subsequent Planning Commission hearing for
and Design Review approval in accord with Resolution 14702. Office
allocation pursuant to Planning Code Sections 321 and 322 (the Annual
Office Development Limitation program) has already been allocated to the



http://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2014.1441OFA.pdf





site.


Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational


San Francisco - Warriors Arena & Event Center / Round The Diamond Proposal©:


                     Arena High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom©


                            Arena Roof-Top Astronomy & Education Observatory Deck©


Dear President Wu and Commissioners,


Please review the long-time proposal materials and communications I’ve provided to you
and all San Francisco public officials and agencies over the past 5 years, requesting that the
Golden State Warriors and City and County of San Francisco leaders collaborate in
partnership to include the construction of my Arena High School-College Career Pathway &
Field Study Classroom© proposal as a model facility inside the Warrior Arena and Event
Center and Mixed-Use Development project in San Francisco’s Mission Bay neighborhood.


I am writing to ask that you consider the long-term comprehensive benefits that a model
education and career development Classroom integrated within the original design and
construction of this proposed Warriors professional Basketball Arena and Event Center can
have for all our students, schools, families and non-profit organizations - all Year-Round; as
well as for the future health and well-being of all our diverse and cross-cultural socio-
economic communities and business sectors.  I trust the implementation of this Classroom
can provide wide-spread, comprehensive incentives and numerous positive influences,
opportunities and benefits for San Francisco, Oakland and our entire Bay Area Community -
all Year-Round.


As you consider the potential benefits and challenges in building this Warrior’s new Arena
and Events Center, I respectfully ask that you offer your support for the inclusion of this
Arena High School Classroom, and ask your staff to study the numerous potential
opportunities available in order to enhance and expand San Francisco’s capacity to initiate,
create and develop new and innovative public-private partnerships that can benefit the
Golden State Warriors professional basketball team and organization – as well as all of San
Francisco as a whole.


I’ve also shared with you in the past the idea and possibility that this Warriors Arena offers
the potential opportunity to create entertaining, inspiring and educational career guidance
and development programs through the construction of a Roof-Top Astronomy Education &
Observatory Deck© within this new Mission Bay site.  If the Arena roof-top deck location is
not feasible, maybe the Warriors along with local business leaders and officials could
consider a more effective and productive location for an Astronomy program on a roof-top
of an office building or other location within the Warriors Mission Bay site.


As you move forward in this early phase of your discussions and consider different ideas
and concepts, I respectfully ask the Warriors and all city and business leaders consider the
potential positive benefits that may be available and worthy of your efforts to consider.  For
example, as I’ve stated in my earlier proposal updates there could be local, state, national
and international, Cross-Cultural Sports & Education Exchange Programs© developed
utilizing this Warriors Arena Classroom as a model - and magnet - facility.  If the







comprehensive socio-economic, education, jobs and business growth possible through
creation of a sports, education and business exchange program associated with this Arena
were studied and explored, I believe this could provide numerous valuable, comprehensive
and long range benefits utilized through the successful inclusion and evolution of this model
Classroom within the new Warriors Arena.


I want to take this opportunity to thank the Golden State Warriors, the Planning Commission
and all the San Francisco public-service government Agencies and officials working in
effective collaboration on this effort to build a state-of-the-art, visionary and model San
Francisco Home for the Warriors Arena and Event Center in Mission Bay.


I look forward to working with the Warriors and all City and County of San Francisco
officials in order to build a truly model Sports & Education Facility worthy of local, state
and international respect and emulation – for generations to come.


Thank you once again for your time, consideration, and support.


Sincerely, 


Dennis G. MacKenzie 


******************








From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: Updated Info for Warriors
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 8:42:31 AM
Attachments: GSW Muni Ridership & Capacity 12-24-14.xlsx


ATT00001.htm


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Flynn, Jeffrey" <Jeffrey.Flynn@sfmta.com>
Subject: Updated Info for Warriors
Date: December 24, 2014 at 1:45:20 PM PST
To: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Cc: "Kirschbaum, Julie B" <Julie.Kirschbaum@sfmta.com>


Hi Luba,
I added in the 2020 information we have (see 2020 tab) and updated current 
information for the 10 Townsend (added evening service numbers) and T Third (added 
Saturday projection).
 
I’ll be back at work on Tuesday if you want to connect on additional follow up.
 
Thanks,
Jeff
 
Jeff Flynn
Service Planning Manager
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency


1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor, #7463
San Francisco, CA 94103-5417
415.701.4646
jeffrey.flynn@sfmta.com
 



mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
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Existing Baseline for GSW


			Golden State Warriors at Mission Bay - Existing Baseline Muni Ridership and Capacity


			Weekday and Saturday Peak Hour of Two-Hour Period





			Ridership and Capacity for ONE-HOUR Period


						T Third												10 Townsend															55/22 Fillmore															Central Subway


			Primary			at MLP			Ridership			Capacity			Cap Util.			MLP			Notes			Ridership			Capacity			Cap Util.			at MLP			Notes			Ridership			Capacity			Cap Util.			at MLP			Ridership			Capacity			Cap Util.


			No Event at AT&T Park


			Weekday PM (4 to 6 PM) - Inbound			Embarcadero/Folsom			670			793			84.5%			Pacific/Stockton			430-529pm (Load = 56+51/2)			159			189			84.1%			16th St at Folsom			500-559pm (39+35/2)			278			473			58.7%			Not operating until 2019			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday PM (4 to 6 PM) - Outbound			Embarcadero/Folsom			383			793			48.2%			Second/Townsend			500-559pm (Load = 51 + 43 / 2)			141			189			74.6%			Fillmore at Grove			430-529pm (38+32/2)			263			473			55.6%			Not operating until 2019			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Evening (6 to 8 PM) - Inbound			Embarcadero/Folsom			397			476			83.3%			Sansome/Sacramento			600-659pm (Load=34+20/2)			81			189			42.9%			16th St at Dolores			600-659pm (33+33/2)			248			473			52.4%			Not operating until 2019			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Evening (6 to 8 PM) - Outbound			Embarcadero/Folsom			298			476			62.6%			Second/Townsend			600-659pm (Load=34+30/2)			96			189			50.8%			Fillmore at Grove			600-659pm (19+19/2)			143			473			30.2%			Not operating until 2019			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Late Evening (9 to 11 PM) - Inbound			Embarcadero/Folsom			137			357			38.3%			Townsend/7th Street						18			126			14.3%			Hermann at Fillmore			1000-1059pm (20+26/2)			92			252			36.5%			Not operating until 2019			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Late Evening (9 to 11 PM) - Outbound			Embarcadero/Folsom			82			357			22.9%			Division/Rhode Island						16			126			12.7%			Fillmore at McAllister			900-959pm (19+19/2)			76			252			30.2%			Not operating until 2019			1			1			100.0%


			Saturday Evening (7 to 9 PM) - Inbound			Embarcadero/Folsom			71			357			19.8%			Pacific/Stockton						32			189			16.7%			Church at Duboce			700-800pm			120			252			47.6%			Not operating until 2019			1			1			100.0%


			Saturday Evening (7 to 9 PM) - Outbound			Embarcadero/Folsom			42			357			11.8%			Sansome/Clay						24			189			12.7%			Fillmore at Oak			830-929pm			132			252			52.4%			Not operating until 2019			1			1			100.0%





			With Giants Game at AT&T Park


			Weekday PM (4 to 6 PM) - Inbound			Unknown			670			793			84.5%			Unknown						159			189			84.1%			Unknown						277.5			473			58.7%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday PM (4 to 6 PM) - Outbound			Unknown			383			793			48.2%			Unknown						141			189			74.6%			Unknown						262.5			473			55.6%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Evening (6 to 8 PM) - Inbound			Unknown			476			476			100.0%			Unknown						81			189			42.9%			Unknown						247.5			473			52.4%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Evening (6 to 8 PM) - Outbound			Unknown			476			476			100.0%			Unknown						96			189			50.8%			Unknown						142.5			473			30.2%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Late Evening (9 to 11 PM) -Inbound			Unknown			357			357			100.0%			Unknown						18			126			14.3%			Unknown						92			252			36.5%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Late Evening (9 to 11 PM) - Outbound			Unknown			357			357			100.0%			Unknown						16			126			12.7%			Unknown						76			252			30.2%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Saturday Evening (7 to 9 PM) - Inbound			Unknown			357			357			100.0%			Unknown						31.5			189			16.7%			Unknown						120			252			47.6%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Saturday Evening (7 to 9 PM) - Outbound			Unknown			357			357			100.0%			Unknown						24			189			12.7%			Unknown						132			252			52.4%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%











			Direction of Travel 


			Line/Route			Inbound			Outbound


			T Third			Downtown			Balboa Park


			10 Townsend			Pacific Heights			SF General Hospital


			55/22 Fillmore			The Marina			Potrero Hill


			Central Subway									Please indicate directions for inbound/outbound





			Source for Weekday PM: Memorandum Transit Data for Transportation Impact Studies, SF Planning Department, June 2013


			Ridership for 10 and 22 line: Fall 2013


			Ridership for T Third: 2007 data factored up to FY14 based on overall ridership growth on line





			Vehicle Capacity


			30' Coach			45


			40' Coach			63


			60' Coach			94


			Light Rail Vehicle			119





			Source:


			T Third Information: Weekday Information is based on the 2007-08 Ridecheck factored up by the overall change in ridership from FY08 to FY14


			Saturday 10 Townsend and 22 Fillmore data is from Fall 2012


			Weekday bus data from Fall 2013


			Saturday T Third is estimated using the ratio of weekday evening ridership to weekend evening ridership (7pm-10pm) on rubber tire (0.69) and applying to T Third weekday evening ridership
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2020 Cumulative for GSW


			Golden State Warriors at Mission Bay - 2040 Cumulative Muni Ridership and Capacity


			Weekday and Saturday Peak Hour of Two-Hour Period





			Ridership and Capacity for ONE-HOUR Period


						T Third												10 Townsend												55/22 Fillmore												Central Subway


			Primary			at MLP			Ridership			Capacity			Cap Util.			MLP			Ridership			Capacity			Cap Util.			at MLP			Ridership			Capacity			Cap Util.			at MLP			Ridership			Capacity			Cap Util.


			No Event at AT&T Park


			Weekday PM (4 to 6 PM) - Inbound			4th/Folsom			3175			3808			83.4%			Folsom/2nd			840			756			111.1%			Duboce/Church			545			687			79.3%						1			1			100.0%


			Weekday PM (4 to 6 PM) - Outbound			4th/Folsom			1945			3808			51.1%			Sansome/California			735			756			97.2%			Geary/Fillmore			458			687			66.7%						1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Evening (6 to 8 PM) - Inbound						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Evening (6 to 8 PM) - Outbound						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Late Evening (9 to 11 PM) - Inbound						1			1			100.0%						--			--			--						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Late Evening (9 to 11 PM) - Outbound						1			1			100.0%						--			--			--						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%


			Saturday Evening (7 to 9 PM) - Inbound						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%


			Saturday Evening (7 to 9 PM) - Outbound						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%





			With Giants Game at AT&T Park


			Weekday PM (4 to 6 PM) - Inbound			Unknown			3175			3808			83.4%			Unknown			840			756			111.1%			Unknown			545			687			79.3%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday PM (4 to 6 PM) - Outbound			Unknown			1945			3808			51.1%			Unknown			735			756			97.2%			Unknown			458			687			66.7%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Evening (6 to 8 PM) - Inbound			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Evening (6 to 8 PM) - Outbound			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Late Evening (9 to 11 PM) -Inbound			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			--			--			ERROR:#VALUE!			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Late Evening (9 to 11 PM) - Outbound			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			--			--			ERROR:#VALUE!			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Saturday Evening (7 to 9 PM) - Inbound			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Saturday Evening (7 to 9 PM) - Outbound			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%








			Direction of Travel 


			Line/Route			Inbound			Outbound


			T Third			Downtown			Balboa Park


			10 Townsend			Pacific Heights			SF General Hospital


			55/22 Fillmore			The Marina			Potrero Hill


			Central Subway									Please indicate directions for inbound/outbound








			Source for Weekday PM: Memorandum Transit Data for Transportation Impact Studies, SF Planning Department, June 2013


			Spring 2012 ridership data


































































































2040 Cumulative for GSW


			Golden State Warriors at Mission Bay - 2040 Cumulative Muni Ridership and Capacity


			Weekday and Saturday Peak Hour of Two-Hour Period





			Ridership and Capacity for ONE-HOUR Period


						T Third												10 Townsend												55/22 Fillmore												Central Subway


			Primary			at MLP			Ridership			Capacity			Cap Util.			MLP			Ridership			Capacity			Cap Util.			at MLP			Ridership			Capacity			Cap Util.			at MLP			Ridership			Capacity			Cap Util.


			No Event at AT&T Park


			Weekday PM (4 to 6 PM) - Inbound			4th/Folsom			4680			5712			81.9%			3rd/Townsend			948			756			125.4%			Duboce/Church			545			687			79.3%						1			1			100.0%


			Weekday PM (4 to 6 PM) - Outbound			4th/Folsom			2496			5712			43.7%			Sansome/Clay			720			756			95.2%			Duboce/Church			502			687			73.1%						1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Evening (6 to 8 PM) - Inbound						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Evening (6 to 8 PM) - Outbound						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Late Evening (9 to 11 PM) - Inbound						1			1			100.0%						--			--			--						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Late Evening (9 to 11 PM) - Outbound						1			1			100.0%						--			--			--						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%


			Saturday Evening (7 to 9 PM) - Inbound						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%


			Saturday Evening (7 to 9 PM) - Outbound						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%						1			1			100.0%





			With Giants Game at AT&T Park


			Weekday PM (4 to 6 PM) - Inbound			Unknown			4680			5712			81.9%			Unknown			948			756			125.4%			Unknown			545			687			79.3%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday PM (4 to 6 PM) - Outbound			Unknown			2496			5712			43.7%			Unknown			720			756			95.2%			Unknown			502			687			73.1%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Evening (6 to 8 PM) - Inbound			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Evening (6 to 8 PM) - Outbound			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Late Evening (9 to 11 PM) -Inbound			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			--			--			ERROR:#VALUE!			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Weekday Late Evening (9 to 11 PM) - Outbound			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			--			--			ERROR:#VALUE!			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Saturday Evening (7 to 9 PM) - Inbound			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%


			Saturday Evening (7 to 9 PM) - Outbound			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%			Unknown			1			1			100.0%








			Direction of Travel 


			Line/Route			Inbound			Outbound


			T Third			Downtown			Balboa Park


			10 Townsend			Pacific Heights			SF General Hospital


			55/22 Fillmore			The Marina			Potrero Hill


			Central Subway									Please indicate directions for inbound/outbound








			Source for Weekday PM: Memorandum Transit Data for Transportation Impact Studies, SF Planning Department, June 2013


			Spring 2012 ridership data
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Frequency


						Direction of Travel									Weekday									Weekend


						Inbound			Outbound			first & last			5 PM			8 PM			After 10 PM			first & last			8 PM			After 10 PM


			T Third			Sunnydale*			Downtown*			4:40 AM & 12:20 AM			9			15			20			5:20 AM & 12:20 AM			20			20			T Third


			10 Townsend			Pacific Heights			SF General Hospital			5:50 AM & 11:45 PM			20			20			30			6:30 AM & 11:45 PM			20			30			10 Townsend


			22 Fillmore			The Marina			Potrero Hill			24-hours			8			15			15			24-hours			15			15			22 Fillmore





			K Ingleside			Downtown			Balboa Park			4:30 AM & 12:20 AM			9			15			20			5:10 AM & 12:10 AM			20			20			K Ingleside


			30 Stockton			Caltrain			Marina			5:30 AM & 1:00 AM			4			15			20			6:00 AM & 1:00 AM			15			20			30 Stockton


			45 Union-Stockton			Caltrain			Marina			6:20 AM & 1:00 AM			12			12			20			6:10 AM & 1:00 AM			15			20			45 Union-Stockton


			47 Van Ness			Fishermans Wharf			Caltrain			5:45 AM & 12:45 AM			10			15			20			6:00 AM & 12:45 AM			12			20			47 Van Ness





			*Technically, on T Third, inbound is to Sunnydale and outbound is to Downtown due to interlining.






















From: Moy, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: GSW - City Support -Public Works
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 9:39:19 AM


Fyi…..  tap tap tap.. .lol
 
Hope you feel better before the weekend ..or rest up all weekend.
 
 
 
 
 


 
Barbara L. Moy
Manager, Infrastructure Task Force
 


    Bureau of Street Use & Mapping  |  San Francisco Public Works  |  City and County of San Francisco 
    30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200  |  San Francisco, CA 94102|  (415) 558-4050  |  sfpublicworks.org ·
twitter.com/sfpublicworks
 


From: Moy, Barbara 
Sent: Thursday, January 08, 2015 1:31 PM
To: Rich, Ken
Subject: GSW - City Support -Public Works
 
Hi Ken,
 
Hope you had a good holiday season.
 
GSW has asked to meet with Public Works at the end of the month, as a follow up to a meeting that
was held in our offices on 12/18 with GSW, and their consultants and attorneys.  We have been
asked to review a few items,  including their approach to their tentative  subdivision map, vacation
of existing easement within their property and the overall infrastructure development schedule (we
would also be looking at it as it relates to their vertical construction). 
 
I was wondering if you had made any headway in resolving how City agencies will be reimbursed for
our support.  I think we need to  have some commitments about funding and/or reimbursement
before we dive in too deep.  I am sure the other City agencies are asking the same.  Can you advise
on where this stands.   Happy to meet with you or  talk to you via phone if that works better for you.
 
Thanks,
 
Barbara
 
 
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=4BBD28FE18034C5385CB06D7C1BA8D7C-BARBARA MOY

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfpublicworks.org/

http://www.twitter.com/sfpublicworks





 
 
 


 
Barbara L. Moy
Manager, Infrastructure Task Force
 


    Bureau of Street Use & Mapping  |  San Francisco Public Works  |  City and County of San Francisco 
    30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200  |  San Francisco, CA 94102|  (415) 558-4050  |  sfpublicworks.org ·
twitter.com/sfpublicworks
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08:15 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my
voicemail I left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or
expecting someone from GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now and I’ll check in
the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could
transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more
SBE information than you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by
formatting, not content. Hope that works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com







 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the
purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


<image001.png>
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam
change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits. 
I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you
would like to see it, I can forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
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Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


<image001.png>
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15
hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for
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tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone
speaking should sit in the front row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a
good chance you will be called to answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have
talked about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies
(David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby
concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these
slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away
from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission
meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday
once I have them done.    Once you have made the minor comments below,
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please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors
are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan
and a couple of the pretty pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but
not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still
set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened
on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at
this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a
few more sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE
program and that they look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed
the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND
to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation. 
But they need to be asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program
(don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along
with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you
th







have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5
and we can mention them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10
minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either
get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to
get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-
up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with
support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to
show support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would
recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the
Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her
thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a
great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Ben Ron
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Out of Office: GSW Meeting Recap
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:14:55 PM


I am out of the office, returning Monday January 5, 2015. Please e-mail David Ron (david@martinron.com) if you
need assistance.
 
Thank you,
 
Ben Ron
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Jose Farran
Cc: Joyce; Brian Boxer
Subject: RE: GSW - Arrival  distribution
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:01:04 PM


Luba:
 
I just sent everyone in this email the Sacramento Kings RTC document via ESA DeliverIt.  Also, Brian
Boxer sent the information below regarding arrival/departure patterns for the Kings ESC EIR to Jose
last Wednesday.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
The following is extracted from pages 4.10-43 and 4.10-44 of the Sacramento ESC EIR:
 
Arrival / Departure Patterns


Following is an evaluation of expected arrival/departure patterns for each event type
(see Appendix D for technical data).


·               Weekday Evening Kings Game – Table 4.10-8 displays the observed
percentages of vehicles entering the Sleep Train Arena parking lot (via all four
entrances) for a 7 pm weekday Kings game on April 5, 2012. As shown, 67.4
percent of all attendees arrived between 6 and 7 PM. This table also shows
data provided by ICON Venue Group for a number of other NBA arenas.
Although the data show that 53.8 percent entered the arena during the one-
hour prior to the game start, it is likely that many of the 37 percent that
arrived at or after tipoff initially arrived to the site during the one-hour prior
(and were searching for parking or visiting an adjacent retail/restaurant.
Therefore, to be reasonably conservative, 67.4 percent of evening Kings game
attendees are assumed to enter the study area during the pre-event peak hour.


·               Morning Civic Event – Based on data from previous studies and professional
judgment, two-thirds (66.7 percent) of civic event attendees are expected to
arrive during the AM peak hour. This is reasonably conservative when
compared to other of conference centers that assume 50 percent or less of
arrivals occur during the AM peak hour.


·               Afternoon Event – Based on data from previous studies and professional
judgment, three-quarters (75 percent) of special/family event attendees are
assumed to depart during the PM peak hour. This input is substantiated by
2010 traffic counts collected at a Los Lobos concert at the Mondavi Performing
Arts Center on the UC Davis campus. That study found that 74 percent of all
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concert attendees departed the event within the one-hour after the event
ended.


TABLE 4.10-8
PRE-EVENT ATTENDEE ARRIVAL PATTERNS


Time
Percent Entering Sleep Train Arena


Parking Lot for 7 pm Game 1
Percent Entering Building
for Other NBA Venues 2


5-6 pm 14% 9.2%
6-6:30 pm 22.7% 21.5%
6:30-7 pm 44.7% 32.3%


7-8 pm 18.6% 37.0%


1. Fehr & Peers conducted counts from 5 to 8  pm at all  entrances to a  Kings home game (versus Clippers)  at Sleep Train Arena on
Friday, April  5, 2012. Game had attendance of 12,600.


2. Based on data provided by Icon Venue Group.


SOURCE: Fehr & Peers,  2013.


 


According to the Sacramento Kings, about 850 of the 1,200 ESC Kings game event
employees would arrive two hours prior to the start of the event (i.e., prior to the
pre-event peak hour) and remain on-site for some time after the event concludes.
For analysis purposes, 100 inbound employee trips are conservatively assumed
during the pre-event peak hour.


During weekday evening Kings games, other event management, all-day, and
cleaning staff would arrive/depart during various parts of the day. Data from the
April 5, 2012 Kings game were reviewed and showed 190 outbound trips departing
Sleep Train Arena from 6 to 7 PM. This may have included departing day employees,
deliveries, and even some drop-offs. To account for these types of activities, 200
outbound employee trips are estimated for the pre-event peak hour.


 
 
Brian D. Boxer, AICP
Senior Vice President
Community Development Practice Leader
ESA | Environmental Science Associates
2600 Capitol Ave, Suite 200
Sacramento, California 95816
D: 916.231.1270 | C: 916.761.2288 | O: 916.564.4500
bboxer@esassoc.com
 


 
 
 
 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 10:04 AM
To: Brett Bollinger; Viktoriya Wise; Joyce; Paul Mitchell
Cc: Jose Farran
Subject: GSW - Arrival distribution
 
Hi all 


[1]



mailto:hross@esassoc.com





The numbers that GSW Warriors provided are the actual Oracle arena arrivals numbers, but
Clarke was happy that they were higher than the other NBA aggregated venues that Kate had
provided late on Friday (Although it is likely that the aggregated venues do not include lots
of downtown arenas - plus SF is different anyway).
There is some question about what exactly was used in the Kings arena, and Clarke is
following up with Brian with that. Also, Clarke will ask Brian on how the AECOM comment
on the EIR was responded to. 
 
Changing the distribution now would add more than a week to the schedule, depending.  
 
I mentioned that one way or another we need to address this issue this Wednesday, and that
we need direction from EP.  We feel that it is appropriate that the percentage arriving during
the 4 to 6 PM peak period at the SF site is greater than at the existing arena. What
percentage, not sure.
 
Paul, can you get the Kings EIR RTC document to us?  And maybe have someone find the
AECOM comment? 
 
Thanks,
Luba
 
Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
 


 


    See Chapter 2, Project Description, Table 2-5.[1]








From: Moy, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: GSW - City Support -Public Works
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 1:31:56 PM


 
fyi
 
 
 
 


 
Barbara L. Moy
Manager, Infrastructure Task Force
 


    Bureau of Street Use & Mapping  |  San Francisco Public Works  |  City and County of San Francisco 
    30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200  |  San Francisco, CA 94102|  (415) 558-4050  |  sfpublicworks.org ·
twitter.com/sfpublicworks
 


From: Moy, Barbara 
Sent: Thursday, January 08, 2015 1:31 PM
To: Rich, Ken
Subject: GSW - City Support -Public Works
 
Hi Ken,
 
Hope you had a good holiday season.
 
GSW has asked to meet with Public Works at the end of the month, as a follow up to a meeting that
was held in our offices on 12/18 with GSW, and their consultants and attorneys.  We have been
asked to review a few items,  including their approach to their tentative  subdivision map, vacation
of existing easement within their property and the overall infrastructure development schedule (we
would also be looking at it as it relates to their vertical construction). 
 
I was wondering if you had made any headway in resolving how City agencies will be reimbursed for
our support.  I think we need to  have some commitments about funding and/or reimbursement
before we dive in too deep.  I am sure the other City agencies are asking the same.  Can you advise
on where this stands.   Happy to meet with you or  talk to you via phone if that works better for you.
 
Thanks,
 
Barbara
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Barbara L. Moy
Manager, Infrastructure Task Force
 


    Bureau of Street Use & Mapping  |  San Francisco Public Works  |  City and County of San Francisco 
    30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200  |  San Francisco, CA 94102|  (415) 558-4050  |  sfpublicworks.org ·
twitter.com/sfpublicworks
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Manica
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:44:03 PM


Me as well. 


The printing will be very tight though. We'll have to discuss. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 5, 2015, at 10:27 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


8.30 works for me.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:01/05/2015 10:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII


I agree we need a check-in. Does 8:30am tomorrow morning work? I believe Manica is
traveling at that time, and if so, we can catch him up when he arrives.
 
I apologize for playing catch-up, but I’ve now had a chance to review the PPT deck
Catherine proposed on Dec. 24 and have compared it to the slides we proposed,
particularly as it relates to the SBE section. I think the level of detail in Catherine’s
slides are sufficient and more digestible, and therefore I recommend reverting back to
that instead of all the bar and pie charts in the current SBE section. If the group agrees
with that approach, then Catherine, please let us know if you would want to present on
SBE or if you prefer me to do so; I’m fine either way.
 
And same goes for TMP. We can pick up the edits below easily, but we need to decide
who’s presenting. I’m fine with you leading this section or I can.
 
Kate, what’s the drop-dead time to send this to the printer in the morning?
 
Clarke
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
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Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going
to do the SBE, but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I
was told to keep the entire presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the
more slides the more someone talks.  We need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10
minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone understands the time
limitations.
 
Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t
want to switch back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that
takes time and makes it confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of
those, then I will have you move the DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental
Review Process slides so that I can close out with them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the
following changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation
Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are
required to comply with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
 
Add back in the following:


¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First
Source Hiring Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF


residents
 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
 
I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my
voicemail I left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or
expecting someone from GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now
and I’ll check in the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so
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we could transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and
back). We included more SBE information than you’d originally provided
but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam;
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
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Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation
for the purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major
Phase. I cam change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt
already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van
de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with
different splits.  I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for
using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can forward it to
you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero
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3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing
of the 15 hardcopies.
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See you all tomorrow,
D
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set
up for tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the
only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front row, as well as
Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to
answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the
others we have talked about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the
hardcopies (David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if
there are aby concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly.
Most of these slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling
and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII
commission meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my
slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you
have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I
need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since
the monitors are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a
couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is
(David should still set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be
giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has
happened on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to
expect at this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission,
but include a few more sentences about how well the GSW have
been doing with the SBE program and that they look forward to
continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM
TO STAND to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as
part of his presentation.  But they need to be asked to stand at some
point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets

http://www.nba.com/warriors/app

http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect

http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the
Art program (don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to
amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public
process along with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the
memo.  If you have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me
know on Monday the 5th and we can mention them as part of the
presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later
than 10 minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with
the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or
be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard
copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead
(have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with
me, with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The
subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that there
is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods
come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be
there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks
and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor 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 (CII)
To: Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: Re: Great job despite sore throat! Some notes:
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 8:28:56 PM


Thanks!  And thanks again for coming out.  Sorry that you weren't called to answer
questions, but I promise we will get you up there soon!


From: Albert, Peter <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 6, 2015 2:28 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Great job despite sore throat! Some notes:
 
You handled TMP overview very well: covered our core issues succinctly and accurately.


- I appreciate "Last Mile" focus: that's how we uptick transit ridership (BART, Caltrain, Ferry,
etcetera) without overwhelming Muni.


- Slide covering Outreach lists "SF Walk" : please correct to "Walk SF"


(My own notes)


Supporting statements:


Jim Lazarus - hit transportation points well


MB Resident (female) - great outreach


Shaman Walton - Warriors support community


Ace Washington (Fillmore res, wants CAC for his area, says we're in state of emergency,
didn't specify how he supports this project)


Dennis MacKenzie - build classroom in Arena


Leah Pidmenter: Bayview res, likes Arena for events, parks for families


Harris Edgely - hard to get excited since Western Addition sees business closing: losing
African American pop. Western Add CAC failed. 


Close of comments:
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Bruce Agid's Pts:)
- Advance the 55
- 10 extended into MB
- F line (possible extend south to MB)
- Rincon Hill Muni service
- Central Subway opening


Corinne Woods's comments
Chair of MB CAC, former Pier 30-32 CAC
- very collaborative process
- same issues as ballpark, 30-32: traffic congestion needs to be adequately funded:
transportation, trash clean-up, etc
- Arena shouldn't take over nghbrhd: ensure park belongs to everyone


Paul Takayama:  UCSF
- working w Warriors on traffic, parking, access, security
- UCSF Hospital opens Feb 1 2015
- 3000 employees, 183 beds, pediatric ER
- concern about traffic, crowd mgmt when Giants game overlapping Arena event


Paolo C-Schwartz: praised responsiveness, thinks bike plan still has ways to go. Praises
proposed completion of bike infrastructure.  Concerned that TMP mode share & parking is
too low: 2%.  Neighborhood is 5%
Hope SEIR will see bike mode & accommodation go up.


Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor







San Francisco, CA. 94103
415.701.4328


Sent from my iPhone








From: Brian Boxer
To: Paul Mitchell; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Jose Farran
Cc: Joyce
Subject: RE: GSW - Arrival  distribution
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:16:39 PM


Folks
 
Just some additional clarification.  The NBA data that is cited included information from arenas in
Houston, Orlando, and Brooklyn.  For the Sacramento ESC EIR, we used the Sleep Train Arena (STA)
data because we felt that it presented a more conservative analysis, for the following reasons: (1)
more trips were shown in the 5-6pm period, which corresponds more closely to the system peak
hour (4:45-5:45pm), and (2) more trips were shown in the 6-7pm pre-game hour (67.4% for STA
compared to 53.8% with NBA data).  We also felt that the STA data was a better fit because it
included arrivals to the arena parking lot rather than the NBA data which represented arrivals at the
arena gate.  We felt that the STA data was more representative of the timing of people arriving in
the vicinity of the arena (downtown area to park), acknowledging that there may be different
patterns of when people actually go in the door.
 
I do not recall this being much of an issue in the comments on the EIR.  There was more focus on
the trip distribution (origins and destinations of trips) rather than the timing of arrivals.
 
BB
 
Brian D. Boxer, AICP
ESA
D: 916.231.1270 | C: 916.761.2288 | O: 916.564.4500
bboxer@esassoc.com
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:01 PM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Brett Bollinger; Viktoriya Wise; Jose Farran
Cc: Joyce; Brian Boxer
Subject: RE: GSW - Arrival distribution
 
Luba:
 
I just sent everyone in this email the Sacramento Kings RTC document via ESA DeliverIt.  Also, Brian
Boxer sent the information below regarding arrival/departure patterns for the Kings ESC EIR to Jose
last Wednesday.
 
 
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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The following is extracted from pages 4.10-43 and 4.10-44 of the Sacramento ESC EIR:
 
Arrival / Departure Patterns


Following is an evaluation of expected arrival/departure patterns for each event type
(see Appendix D for technical data).


·               Weekday Evening Kings Game – Table 4.10-8 displays the observed
percentages of vehicles entering the Sleep Train Arena parking lot (via all four
entrances) for a 7 pm weekday Kings game on April 5, 2012. As shown, 67.4
percent of all attendees arrived between 6 and 7 PM. This table also shows
data provided by ICON Venue Group for a number of other NBA arenas.
Although the data show that 53.8 percent entered the arena during the one-
hour prior to the game start, it is likely that many of the 37 percent that
arrived at or after tipoff initially arrived to the site during the one-hour prior
(and were searching for parking or visiting an adjacent retail/restaurant.
Therefore, to be reasonably conservative, 67.4 percent of evening Kings game
attendees are assumed to enter the study area during the pre-event peak hour.


·               Morning Civic Event – Based on data from previous studies and professional
judgment, two-thirds (66.7 percent) of civic event attendees are expected to
arrive during the AM peak hour. This is reasonably conservative when
compared to other of conference centers that assume 50 percent or less of
arrivals occur during the AM peak hour.


·               Afternoon Event – Based on data from previous studies and professional
judgment, three-quarters (75 percent) of special/family event attendees are
assumed to depart during the PM peak hour. This input is substantiated by
2010 traffic counts collected at a Los Lobos concert at the Mondavi Performing
Arts Center on the UC Davis campus. That study found that 74 percent of all
concert attendees departed the event within the one-hour after the event
ended.


TABLE 4.10-8
PRE-EVENT ATTENDEE ARRIVAL PATTERNS


Time
Percent Entering Sleep Train Arena


Parking Lot for 7 pm Game 1
Percent Entering Building
for Other NBA Venues 2


5-6 pm 14% 9.2%
6-6:30 pm 22.7% 21.5%
6:30-7 pm 44.7% 32.3%


7-8 pm 18.6% 37.0%


1. Fehr & Peers conducted counts from 5 to 8  pm at all  entrances to a  Kings home game (versus Clippers)  at Sleep Train Arena on
Friday, April  5, 2012. Game had attendance of 12,600.


2. Based on data provided by Icon Venue Group.


SOURCE: Fehr & Peers,  2013.


 


According to the Sacramento Kings, about 850 of the 1,200 ESC Kings game event
employees would arrive two hours prior to the start of the event (i.e., prior to the
pre-event peak hour) and remain on-site for some time after the event concludes.[1]







For analysis purposes, 100 inbound employee trips are conservatively assumed
during the pre-event peak hour.


During weekday evening Kings games, other event management, all-day, and
cleaning staff would arrive/depart during various parts of the day. Data from the
April 5, 2012 Kings game were reviewed and showed 190 outbound trips departing
Sleep Train Arena from 6 to 7 PM. This may have included departing day employees,
deliveries, and even some drop-offs. To account for these types of activities, 200
outbound employee trips are estimated for the pre-event peak hour.


 
 
Brian D. Boxer, AICP
Senior Vice President
Community Development Practice Leader
ESA | Environmental Science Associates
2600 Capitol Ave, Suite 200
Sacramento, California 95816
D: 916.231.1270 | C: 916.761.2288 | O: 916.564.4500
bboxer@esassoc.com
 


 
 
 
 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 10:04 AM
To: Brett Bollinger; Viktoriya Wise; Joyce; Paul Mitchell
Cc: Jose Farran
Subject: GSW - Arrival distribution
 
Hi all 
The numbers that GSW Warriors provided are the actual Oracle arena arrivals numbers, but
Clarke was happy that they were higher than the other NBA aggregated venues that Kate had
provided late on Friday (Although it is likely that the aggregated venues do not include lots
of downtown arenas - plus SF is different anyway).
There is some question about what exactly was used in the Kings arena, and Clarke is
following up with Brian with that. Also, Clarke will ask Brian on how the AECOM comment
on the EIR was responded to. 
 
Changing the distribution now would add more than a week to the schedule, depending.  
 
I mentioned that one way or another we need to address this issue this Wednesday, and that
we need direction from EP.  We feel that it is appropriate that the percentage arriving during
the 4 to 6 PM peak period at the SF site is greater than at the existing arena. What
percentage, not sure.
 
Paul, can you get the Kings EIR RTC document to us?  And maybe have someone find the
AECOM comment? 
 
Thanks,
Luba
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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
 
 


 


    See Chapter 2, Project Description, Table 2-5.[1]








From: Albert, Peter
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Great job despite sore throat! Some notes:
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:50:24 PM


I prefer not being needed or called on when one or another speaker (Adam, David)
is perfectly capable of fielding!


Hope you feel well soon!


Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA. 94103
415.701.4328


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 6, 2015, at 8:29 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks!  And thanks again for coming out.  Sorry that you weren't called to
answer questions, but I promise we will get you up there soon!


From: Albert, Peter <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 6, 2015 2:28 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Great job despite sore throat! Some notes:
 
You handled TMP overview very well: covered our core issues succinctly and
accurately.


- I appreciate "Last Mile" focus: that's how we uptick transit ridership (BART,
Caltrain, Ferry, etcetera) without overwhelming Muni.


- Slide covering Outreach lists "SF Walk" : please correct to "Walk SF"


(My own notes)


Supporting statements:


Jim Lazarus - hit transportation points well


MB Resident (female) - great outreach



mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com





Shaman Walton - Warriors support community


Ace Washington (Fillmore res, wants CAC for his area, says we're in state of
emergency, didn't specify how he supports this project)


Dennis MacKenzie - build classroom in Arena


Leah Pidmenter: Bayview res, likes Arena for events, parks for families


Harris Edgely - hard to get excited since Western Addition sees business closing:
losing African American pop. Western Add CAC failed. 


Close of comments:


Bruce Agid's Pts:)
- Advance the 55
- 10 extended into MB
- F line (possible extend south to MB)
- Rincon Hill Muni service
- Central Subway opening


Corinne Woods's comments
Chair of MB CAC, former Pier 30-32 CAC
- very collaborative process
- same issues as ballpark, 30-32: traffic congestion needs to be adequately
funded: transportation, trash clean-up, etc
- Arena shouldn't take over nghbrhd: ensure park belongs to everyone


Paul Takayama:  UCSF
- working w Warriors on traffic, parking, access, security
- UCSF Hospital opens Feb 1 2015
- 3000 employees, 183 beds, pediatric ER
- concern about traffic, crowd mgmt when Giants game overlapping Arena event


Paolo C-Schwartz: praised responsiveness, thinks bike plan still has ways to go.
Praises proposed completion of bike infrastructure.  Concerned that TMP mode







share & parking is too low: 2%.  Neighborhood is 5%
Hope SEIR will see bike mode & accommodation go up.


Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA. 94103
415.701.4328


Sent from my iPhone








From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Sravan Paladugu; Ed Boscacci; Molly Hayes; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII);


Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com)


Subject: Stormwater Technical Memo
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 10:19:42 PM
Attachments: image001.png


2015.01.06_Stormwater_Technical_Memo.pdf


Paul, Joyce –
Please see the attached. Happy to discuss tomorrow.
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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 TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM



Date: January 06, 2015 BKF No.: 20136004-20



To: David Kelly
Golden State Warriors



From: Sravan Paladugu, P.E.
Ed Boscacci, P.E.



Subject: Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 – Storm Water Memorandum



A. BACKGROUND
The Golden State Warriors organization (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and
buildings for other uses on approximately 12-acres located in San Francisco, California (Project). The 12-
acre Project site is made up of land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (Blocks 29-32) in the Mission
Bay South Project Area, a redevelopment area located east of Higway-280 in San Francisco. The site is
bounded by Terry A Francois Boulevard to the east, 3rd Street to the west, 16th Street to the south and
South Street to the north and is currently vacant except for surface parking.



Prior  to  GSW  acquisition  of  the  Project  site,  Blocks  29-32  were  planned  to  be  developed  as  an  office
space. The office space was studied in the Mission Bay Environmental Impact Report prepared and
approved in 1998 and would have included an adjusted square footage of one (1) million.



The purpose of this memorandum is to discuss drainage facilities currently existing at the Project site
and to conceptually discuss storm water features required as part of the proposed development. The
memorandum is prepared to supplement the City with the information required to prepare Project
Environmental Impact Report (EIR).



B. Project Description
GSW proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and ancillary structures including multiple
office buildings, retail, restaurants, structure parking, plaza areas, and other amenities on Blocks 29-32.
A summary of the various components of proposed Project are included in Table 1 and are discussed
below.



Event Center
The proposed Event Center would have a seating capacity of 18,064 seats, encompass approximately
775,000 gross square feet in area. The Event Center would serve as the new home of the Golden State
Warriors.  The  Event  Center  would  host  all  the  home  games  for  the  Golden  State  Warriors,  as  well  as
provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses including concerts, family shows, conferences,
conventions, cultural events and other sporting events.



The Event Center main floor would include a full length NBA basketball court for Warriors basketball
games, which can also accommodate a stage for performances. Other supporting Event Center facilities
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would include player/performer locker rooms, club and press areas, concessions, restrooms, a
commissary, and a large marshalling area. The Warriors practice facility and support offices would also
be integrated within the Event Center.



The practice facility would include two full-length NBA basketball courts with approximately 21,000
square feet of playing surface, a weight room and medical treatment facilities, locker rooms, and a
players’ lounge. The support offices would accommodate Warriors management, coaching and
operations staff, administration, finance, marketing, broadcasting, merchandising, public relations, and
ticket operations. The Event Center would be surrounded by large open plaza areas connected by
ramps.



Office, Retail and Restaurant Uses
The Project would include two office buildings, each eleven (11) stories high, on the northwest and
southwest corners of the site. The office buildings would encompass approximately 580,000 gross
square foot in area. The Project would also include retail space occupying multiple areas of the site,
including the lower floors of the office buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the
Event Center.



The retail space would be approximately 125,000 square feet of which 62,500 square feet would be
used for soft goods retail and the remaining for restaurants. Approximately 51,500 square feet of the
restaurant space would be used for sit-down type restaurant and the other 11,000 square feet would be
used for quick-serve type facilities.



Parking and Open Space
The Project would include 950 parking stalls in a parking structure with below-grade parking and at-
grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view. The total parking and loading area is
approximately 475,000 square feet.



The Project open space area would be approximately 180,000 square feet and would constitute of large
plaza areas, terrace areas at various levels, landscaped areas and green roof areas. The open space at
plaza level is approximately 140,000 square feet. The total landscape area is conservatively estimated to
be  approximately  30,000  square  feet  (i.e.,  6%  of  the  Project  area  required  for  storm  water
management). Green roof areas are proposed over the two office podiums that are approximately
40,000 square feet in area. The podiums would be at 90-feet above the street level.



Table 1 below provides a summary of the proposed land-uses, gross square footage, types of events,
and number of days that the events are anticipated to occur. The employment and average event
attendance figures are provided by GSW for the purpose of calculating water demand.
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Table 1: Blocks 29-32 Summary of Proposed Land Uses



Project Component
Floor
Area
(GSF)



Capacity
/No. of
Seats



Event Type



No. of
Events
Per
Year



Full-time
Employees



Event
Employees



Average
Attendance



Event Center 775,000 18,064 Pre-season games 3 n/a 1000 11,000
Regular season games 41 n/a 1000 17,000
Playoffs (Maximum
possible) 16 n/a 1000 18,000



Total non-Warriors
games 161



- Concerts 30 n/a 775 12,500
15 n/a 675 3,000



- Family Shows 55 n/a 675 5,000
- Other Sporting Events 30 n/a 675 7,000



- Conventions/
Corporate Events 31 n/a 675 9,000



Practice Facility &
Training Areas (1) 21,000 Practice/training 50



Part of
management
staff below



30 n/a



Event Management &
Team Operations (1) 40,000 Ongoing team/arena



operations (Mon-Fri) 240 255 n/a n/a



Kitchen (1) 32,260 221 n/a
Part of
event staff
above



n/a



GSW Office Space (1) 25,000 240
Part of
management
staff above



n/a n/a



Office Buildings 580,000 260 2,101 n/a n/a
Retail 62,500 n/a



372
n/a



Restaurants 62,500 n/a n/a
Parking 475,000 950
Landscape Area (2) 70,000
Open Space (3) 110,000



Notes:
(1) The 775,000 GSF noted for the Event Center includes the square footage identified for these uses.
(2) Includes landscape area at all levels (i.e., approximately 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscape at plaza level and 40,000 Sq.Ft. at all other
levels for storm water management.
(3) Open Space excludes 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscaped area from roughly 140,000 Sq.Ft. (i.e., 3.2 acres) of open space at plaza level.
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C. Existing Facilities
Offsite Facilities
The Project site will be served by the existing Mission Bay storm drain infrastructure. Existing facilities
include two separated storm sewer systems within the site perimeter streets that discharge runoff by
gravity to pump stations, which, in turn, pump runoff to the Bay. For up to a 5-year storm event, the
storm drain infrastructure was master planned to convey half of the project to the north to existing
Storm  Drain  Pump  Station  No.  1  (SDPS-1).  The  remaining  half  of  the  Project  will  be  conveyed  to  the
south to Storm Drain Pump Station No. 5 (SDPS-5), currently under construction. SDPS-1 is located to
north east of the Project within Park P22 and is currently operational. SDPS-5 is located to the south of
Project across from 16th Street  within  park  P23.  Construction  of  SDPS-5  is  currently  underway  and  is
anticipated to be completed by May 2015. The storm drain facilities and pump stations that will be
serving the Project are illustrated on the attached Figure A.



Runoff in excess of the 5-year storm event will be conveyed as surface flow within the streets to an
overflow weirs located to the north and south of the site.



Storm Drain Pump Station No. 1 (SDPS-1) has been designed to handle stormwater flows generated
from the planned build-out of the tributary drainage area (referred to as “Drainage Basin B”, as defined
in the Mission Bay South of Channel Storm Drainage plan, Freyer & Laureta, February 2003). There are
five high-flow or wet weather pumps  at  SDPS-1,  each  with  a  design  flow  rate  of  5,562  gallons  per
minute. Albion Partners conducted flow measurements on high flow pumps 3 and 4 on behalf of the
Mission Bay Development Group at SDPS-1 on December 17, 2014 to confirm that SDPS-1 is operating at
or above design flow rates. The results of this test indicate that high flow pumps 3 and 4 meet or exceed
the design pumping rate.  Note that high flow pumps 1 and 5 were undergoing routine maintenance and
were not available for testing.  High flow pump 2 was not tested.



Onsite Facilities
Approximately  50%  of  the  Project  site  is  paved  and  is  currently  used  as  a  surface  parking  lot.  The
remaining site is undeveloped and consists of ground cover. Runoff from portions of paved and unpaved
areas drain to perimeter streets but a majority of the runoff is contained is a low lying area within the
site. There is no storm drain existing onsite.



D. Storm Water Requirements
The 2010 San Francisco Stormwater Design Guidelines (Guidelines) developed by the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) and the Port of San Francisco (Port) require new development and
redevelopment disturbing 5,000 square feet or more of the ground surface to manage stormwater on-
site. For developments in areas with separate sewer areas, such as Mission Bay, the Guidelines require
capture  and  treatment  of  rainfall  from  a  design  storm  of  0.75  inches  per  day.  This  requirement  is
consistent with the San Francisco’s Green Building Ordinance and is equivalent to LEED Sustainable Site
credit entitled “Stormwater Design: Quality Control” (SS 6.2).



To meet the requirements, the Guidelines recommend using Low Impact Design (LID) strategies such as
living roofs, swales, biotreatment basins, rainwater harvesting and rain gardens. The Guidelines protect
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San Francisco's environment by reducing pollution in stormwater runoff in areas of new development
and redevelopment.



Because, the Project is located in an area served by separate storm sewer system, the Project is required
to implement LID strategies consistent with the SFPUC Guidelines.



E. Project Strom Water Management
The  Project  is  required  to  treat  100%  of  the  storm  water  runoff  through  LID  treatment  areas.  These
treatment areas will be located throughout the site and storm water runoff will be distributed to them
through gravity storm drain pipes and pump systems.



Treatment areas for the site will consist of biotreatment areas including flow-through planters and
biotreatment areas. These treatment areas will be used to treat storm water runoff from sidewalks, roof
areas, plazas, etc. Biotreatment areas require an approximately 3’ deep section of biotreatment soil mix
(sand/compost mix) overlaying a gravel/drain rock layer where soils and rock layers must meet SFPUC
guidelines. The biotreatment soil mix allows for the proper infiltration rate, yet drains within a 48-hour
period to avoid attracting mosquitoes. No mechanical treatment devices are proposed for this project,
as these devices are not considered LID or biological treatment options to regulatory agencies.



Living roofs can have shallower sections than the biotreatment areas. Depending on the type of
vegetation selected for the living roof, the section could have approximately 6 inches of planting soil.
Berms  can  also  be  created  on  the  living  roof  which  would  result  in  a  deeper  soil  section,  of
approximately 3’.



The attached Figure B show place holders for these features to approximate the required sizes. There
are several combinations of green roof and biotreatment areas that can meet the stormwater treatment
requirements.



F. Proposed Facilities
Runoff from the podium building, sidewalk and onsite entry plazas will drain to pumps that will
discharge into stormwater treatment areas located on the plaza and living roof areas. The roof of the
buildings will also drain to these planters for treatment. The planter sub drains and overflows will be
hard piped to points of connection located along the edge of the building/garage on 16th Street, South
Street and Terry A Francois Boulevard. These points of connection will be connected to the public storm
drain system in the adjacent streets via storm drain laterals ranging in size from 10 to 12 inches.



The offsite improvements include sidewalk, curb and gutter on all four adjacent streets. New catch
basins will be installed at the low points of the street gutters and storm drain laterals will connect the
catch basins to the adjacent storm drain mains. The storm drain lines in 16th Street and the south end of
Terry A Francois Boulevard will drain to Mission Bay Stormwater Pump Station #5 located to the south
east of the site. The storm drain lines in South Street and the north end of Terry A Francois Boulevard
will drain to existing SDPS-1 located to the north east of the site.
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G. Major Storm Events
The storm drain system and pump station are designed to handle runoff from a 5-year storm event.
During  larger  events  such  as  a  100-year  storm  event,  runoff  is  conveyed  through  the  streets  to  a
controlled overflow to the Bay. The overland flow analysis was studied in the “Revised Summary
Drainage Study for the South of Channel Watershed for Mission Bay Project”, dated December 1, 2000.
Based on December 2000 study,  overland flow from drainage basin,  where the Project  is  located (i.e.,
“Drainage Basin B”), currently enters the Bay via an existing overflow near Mission Bay Boulevard North
(North Overflow). Overland flow in Project perimeter streets, except 16th Street,  is  conveyed  to  this
North  Overflow.  Overland  flow  in  16th Street  is  conveyed  to  overflow  located  to  the  south  of  Project
near park P24. Refer to attached Figure D for the location of the overland flow release.



The  Project  will  be  sufficiently  flood  proofed  to  prevent  100-year  overland  flow  in  perimeter  streets
from entering below grade structures or inundating utilities and equipment. Flood proofing will include
using protective measures to prevent storm runoff from inundating  and/or damaging equipment such
as furnaces, boilers, air conditioning compressors, air ducts, electrical system components, electrical
wiring, dry conduits, electrical and gas meters, utility rooms, septic tanks, control panels, HVAC systems
and fuel systems.



H. Conclusion
The existing separated storm sewer system surrounding the Project site is designed to convey runoff
from 5-year event under build-out condition of the drainage area. The Project will increase runoff
volume and flow compared to existing condition as there will be a significant increase in impervious
area. This increase is consistent with the impervious area considered in the Storm Drain Master Plan for
the site. The Project is not anticipated to impact offsite facilities because the offsite facilities are
designed for build-out condition.



The existing subsurface storm drain infrastructure are master planned to drain half of the project to the
north to Storm Drain Pump Station 1 (SDPS-1) and the remaining half of the Project southerly towards
Storm Drain Pump Station 5 (SDPS-5). The proposed Project will maintain the planned drainage area
split. As such, the Project will not impact planned drainage path.



The storm drain system and pump station are designed to handle runoff from a 5-year storm event.
During  larger  events  such  as  a  100-year  storm  event,  runoff  is  conveyed  in  streets  and  directly
discharged to the Bay at a controlled overflow. The overflow serving the site will be located as shown on
Figure D. All Project perimeter streets are anticipated to covey 100-year flow above surface. The Project
will  be  sufficiently  flood  proofed  to  prevent  the  100-year  overland  flow  in  perimeter  streets  from
entering below grade structures or inundating utilities and equipment.



The  Project  will  meet  the  requirements  set  forth  in  the  2010  San  Francisco  Stormwater  Design
Guidelines by incorporating LID measures. The onsite storm drains will be sized to carry peak runoff
from a 5-year design storm.
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I. Attachments
Figure A: Blocks 29-32 Existing Offsite Facilities
Figure B: Blocks 29-32 Storm Water Management Plan
Figure C: Blocks 29-32 Storm Water Management Plan
Figure D: Overland Release Path
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Figure A
Source: Freyer & Laureta, Inc., 2003
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Jose Farran
Cc: Joyce; Brian Boxer
Subject: RE: GSW - Arrival  distribution
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:01:06 PM


Luba:
 
I just sent everyone in this email the Sacramento Kings RTC document via ESA DeliverIt.  Also, Brian
Boxer sent the information below regarding arrival/departure patterns for the Kings ESC EIR to Jose
last Wednesday.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
The following is extracted from pages 4.10-43 and 4.10-44 of the Sacramento ESC EIR:
 
Arrival / Departure Patterns


Following is an evaluation of expected arrival/departure patterns for each event type
(see Appendix D for technical data).


·               Weekday Evening Kings Game – Table 4.10-8 displays the observed
percentages of vehicles entering the Sleep Train Arena parking lot (via all four
entrances) for a 7 pm weekday Kings game on April 5, 2012. As shown, 67.4
percent of all attendees arrived between 6 and 7 PM. This table also shows
data provided by ICON Venue Group for a number of other NBA arenas.
Although the data show that 53.8 percent entered the arena during the one-
hour prior to the game start, it is likely that many of the 37 percent that
arrived at or after tipoff initially arrived to the site during the one-hour prior
(and were searching for parking or visiting an adjacent retail/restaurant.
Therefore, to be reasonably conservative, 67.4 percent of evening Kings game
attendees are assumed to enter the study area during the pre-event peak hour.


·               Morning Civic Event – Based on data from previous studies and professional
judgment, two-thirds (66.7 percent) of civic event attendees are expected to
arrive during the AM peak hour. This is reasonably conservative when
compared to other of conference centers that assume 50 percent or less of
arrivals occur during the AM peak hour.


·               Afternoon Event – Based on data from previous studies and professional
judgment, three-quarters (75 percent) of special/family event attendees are
assumed to depart during the PM peak hour. This input is substantiated by
2010 traffic counts collected at a Los Lobos concert at the Mondavi Performing
Arts Center on the UC Davis campus. That study found that 74 percent of all
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concert attendees departed the event within the one-hour after the event
ended.


TABLE 4.10-8
PRE-EVENT ATTENDEE ARRIVAL PATTERNS


Time
Percent Entering Sleep Train Arena


Parking Lot for 7 pm Game 1
Percent Entering Building
for Other NBA Venues 2


5-6 pm 14% 9.2%
6-6:30 pm 22.7% 21.5%
6:30-7 pm 44.7% 32.3%


7-8 pm 18.6% 37.0%


1. Fehr & Peers conducted counts from 5 to 8  pm at all  entrances to a  Kings home game (versus Clippers)  at Sleep Train Arena on
Friday, April  5, 2012. Game had attendance of 12,600.


2. Based on data provided by Icon Venue Group.


SOURCE: Fehr & Peers,  2013.


 


According to the Sacramento Kings, about 850 of the 1,200 ESC Kings game event
employees would arrive two hours prior to the start of the event (i.e., prior to the
pre-event peak hour) and remain on-site for some time after the event concludes.
For analysis purposes, 100 inbound employee trips are conservatively assumed
during the pre-event peak hour.


During weekday evening Kings games, other event management, all-day, and
cleaning staff would arrive/depart during various parts of the day. Data from the
April 5, 2012 Kings game were reviewed and showed 190 outbound trips departing
Sleep Train Arena from 6 to 7 PM. This may have included departing day employees,
deliveries, and even some drop-offs. To account for these types of activities, 200
outbound employee trips are estimated for the pre-event peak hour.


 
 
Brian D. Boxer, AICP
Senior Vice President
Community Development Practice Leader
ESA | Environmental Science Associates
2600 Capitol Ave, Suite 200
Sacramento, California 95816
D: 916.231.1270 | C: 916.761.2288 | O: 916.564.4500
bboxer@esassoc.com
 


 
 
 
 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 10:04 AM
To: Brett Bollinger; Viktoriya Wise; Joyce; Paul Mitchell
Cc: Jose Farran
Subject: GSW - Arrival distribution
 
Hi all 


[1]
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The numbers that GSW Warriors provided are the actual Oracle arena arrivals numbers, but
Clarke was happy that they were higher than the other NBA aggregated venues that Kate had
provided late on Friday (Although it is likely that the aggregated venues do not include lots
of downtown arenas - plus SF is different anyway).
There is some question about what exactly was used in the Kings arena, and Clarke is
following up with Brian with that. Also, Clarke will ask Brian on how the AECOM comment
on the EIR was responded to. 
 
Changing the distribution now would add more than a week to the schedule, depending.  
 
I mentioned that one way or another we need to address this issue this Wednesday, and that
we need direction from EP.  We feel that it is appropriate that the percentage arriving during
the 4 to 6 PM peak period at the SF site is greater than at the existing arena. What
percentage, not sure.
 
Paul, can you get the Kings EIR RTC document to us?  And maybe have someone find the
AECOM comment? 
 
Thanks,
Luba
 
Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
 


 


    See Chapter 2, Project Description, Table 2-5.[1]








From: Brian Boxer
To: Paul Mitchell; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Jose Farran
Cc: Joyce
Subject: RE: GSW - Arrival  distribution
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:16:39 PM


Folks
 
Just some additional clarification.  The NBA data that is cited included information from arenas in
Houston, Orlando, and Brooklyn.  For the Sacramento ESC EIR, we used the Sleep Train Arena (STA)
data because we felt that it presented a more conservative analysis, for the following reasons: (1)
more trips were shown in the 5-6pm period, which corresponds more closely to the system peak
hour (4:45-5:45pm), and (2) more trips were shown in the 6-7pm pre-game hour (67.4% for STA
compared to 53.8% with NBA data).  We also felt that the STA data was a better fit because it
included arrivals to the arena parking lot rather than the NBA data which represented arrivals at the
arena gate.  We felt that the STA data was more representative of the timing of people arriving in
the vicinity of the arena (downtown area to park), acknowledging that there may be different
patterns of when people actually go in the door.
 
I do not recall this being much of an issue in the comments on the EIR.  There was more focus on
the trip distribution (origins and destinations of trips) rather than the timing of arrivals.
 
BB
 
Brian D. Boxer, AICP
ESA
D: 916.231.1270 | C: 916.761.2288 | O: 916.564.4500
bboxer@esassoc.com
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:01 PM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Brett Bollinger; Viktoriya Wise; Jose Farran
Cc: Joyce; Brian Boxer
Subject: RE: GSW - Arrival distribution
 
Luba:
 
I just sent everyone in this email the Sacramento Kings RTC document via ESA DeliverIt.  Also, Brian
Boxer sent the information below regarding arrival/departure patterns for the Kings ESC EIR to Jose
last Wednesday.
 
 
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:BBoxer@esassoc.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:hross@esassoc.com

mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com





 
The following is extracted from pages 4.10-43 and 4.10-44 of the Sacramento ESC EIR:
 
Arrival / Departure Patterns


Following is an evaluation of expected arrival/departure patterns for each event type
(see Appendix D for technical data).


·               Weekday Evening Kings Game – Table 4.10-8 displays the observed
percentages of vehicles entering the Sleep Train Arena parking lot (via all four
entrances) for a 7 pm weekday Kings game on April 5, 2012. As shown, 67.4
percent of all attendees arrived between 6 and 7 PM. This table also shows
data provided by ICON Venue Group for a number of other NBA arenas.
Although the data show that 53.8 percent entered the arena during the one-
hour prior to the game start, it is likely that many of the 37 percent that
arrived at or after tipoff initially arrived to the site during the one-hour prior
(and were searching for parking or visiting an adjacent retail/restaurant.
Therefore, to be reasonably conservative, 67.4 percent of evening Kings game
attendees are assumed to enter the study area during the pre-event peak hour.


·               Morning Civic Event – Based on data from previous studies and professional
judgment, two-thirds (66.7 percent) of civic event attendees are expected to
arrive during the AM peak hour. This is reasonably conservative when
compared to other of conference centers that assume 50 percent or less of
arrivals occur during the AM peak hour.


·               Afternoon Event – Based on data from previous studies and professional
judgment, three-quarters (75 percent) of special/family event attendees are
assumed to depart during the PM peak hour. This input is substantiated by
2010 traffic counts collected at a Los Lobos concert at the Mondavi Performing
Arts Center on the UC Davis campus. That study found that 74 percent of all
concert attendees departed the event within the one-hour after the event
ended.


TABLE 4.10-8
PRE-EVENT ATTENDEE ARRIVAL PATTERNS


Time
Percent Entering Sleep Train Arena


Parking Lot for 7 pm Game 1
Percent Entering Building
for Other NBA Venues 2


5-6 pm 14% 9.2%
6-6:30 pm 22.7% 21.5%
6:30-7 pm 44.7% 32.3%


7-8 pm 18.6% 37.0%


1. Fehr & Peers conducted counts from 5 to 8  pm at all  entrances to a  Kings home game (versus Clippers)  at Sleep Train Arena on
Friday, April  5, 2012. Game had attendance of 12,600.


2. Based on data provided by Icon Venue Group.


SOURCE: Fehr & Peers,  2013.


 


According to the Sacramento Kings, about 850 of the 1,200 ESC Kings game event
employees would arrive two hours prior to the start of the event (i.e., prior to the
pre-event peak hour) and remain on-site for some time after the event concludes.[1]







For analysis purposes, 100 inbound employee trips are conservatively assumed
during the pre-event peak hour.


During weekday evening Kings games, other event management, all-day, and
cleaning staff would arrive/depart during various parts of the day. Data from the
April 5, 2012 Kings game were reviewed and showed 190 outbound trips departing
Sleep Train Arena from 6 to 7 PM. This may have included departing day employees,
deliveries, and even some drop-offs. To account for these types of activities, 200
outbound employee trips are estimated for the pre-event peak hour.


 
 
Brian D. Boxer, AICP
Senior Vice President
Community Development Practice Leader
ESA | Environmental Science Associates
2600 Capitol Ave, Suite 200
Sacramento, California 95816
D: 916.231.1270 | C: 916.761.2288 | O: 916.564.4500
bboxer@esassoc.com
 


 
 
 
 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 10:04 AM
To: Brett Bollinger; Viktoriya Wise; Joyce; Paul Mitchell
Cc: Jose Farran
Subject: GSW - Arrival distribution
 
Hi all 
The numbers that GSW Warriors provided are the actual Oracle arena arrivals numbers, but
Clarke was happy that they were higher than the other NBA aggregated venues that Kate had
provided late on Friday (Although it is likely that the aggregated venues do not include lots
of downtown arenas - plus SF is different anyway).
There is some question about what exactly was used in the Kings arena, and Clarke is
following up with Brian with that. Also, Clarke will ask Brian on how the AECOM comment
on the EIR was responded to. 
 
Changing the distribution now would add more than a week to the schedule, depending.  
 
I mentioned that one way or another we need to address this issue this Wednesday, and that
we need direction from EP.  We feel that it is appropriate that the percentage arriving during
the 4 to 6 PM peak period at the SF site is greater than at the existing arena. What
percentage, not sure.
 
Paul, can you get the Kings EIR RTC document to us?  And maybe have someone find the
AECOM comment? 
 
Thanks,
Luba



mailto:hross@esassoc.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com





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


 


    See Chapter 2, Project Description, Table 2-5.[1]








From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Sravan Paladugu; Ed Boscacci; Molly Hayes; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII);


Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com)


Subject: Stormwater Technical Memo
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 10:19:34 PM
Attachments: image001.png


2015.01.06_Stormwater_Technical_Memo.pdf


Paul, Joyce –
Please see the attached. Happy to discuss tomorrow.
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:spaladugu@bkf.com

mailto:EBOSCACCI@BKF.com
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http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014
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 TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM



Date: January 06, 2015 BKF No.: 20136004-20



To: David Kelly
Golden State Warriors



From: Sravan Paladugu, P.E.
Ed Boscacci, P.E.



Subject: Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 – Storm Water Memorandum



A. BACKGROUND
The Golden State Warriors organization (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and
buildings for other uses on approximately 12-acres located in San Francisco, California (Project). The 12-
acre Project site is made up of land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (Blocks 29-32) in the Mission
Bay South Project Area, a redevelopment area located east of Higway-280 in San Francisco. The site is
bounded by Terry A Francois Boulevard to the east, 3rd Street to the west, 16th Street to the south and
South Street to the north and is currently vacant except for surface parking.



Prior  to  GSW  acquisition  of  the  Project  site,  Blocks  29-32  were  planned  to  be  developed  as  an  office
space. The office space was studied in the Mission Bay Environmental Impact Report prepared and
approved in 1998 and would have included an adjusted square footage of one (1) million.



The purpose of this memorandum is to discuss drainage facilities currently existing at the Project site
and to conceptually discuss storm water features required as part of the proposed development. The
memorandum is prepared to supplement the City with the information required to prepare Project
Environmental Impact Report (EIR).



B. Project Description
GSW proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and ancillary structures including multiple
office buildings, retail, restaurants, structure parking, plaza areas, and other amenities on Blocks 29-32.
A summary of the various components of proposed Project are included in Table 1 and are discussed
below.



Event Center
The proposed Event Center would have a seating capacity of 18,064 seats, encompass approximately
775,000 gross square feet in area. The Event Center would serve as the new home of the Golden State
Warriors.  The  Event  Center  would  host  all  the  home  games  for  the  Golden  State  Warriors,  as  well  as
provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses including concerts, family shows, conferences,
conventions, cultural events and other sporting events.



The Event Center main floor would include a full length NBA basketball court for Warriors basketball
games, which can also accommodate a stage for performances. Other supporting Event Center facilities
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would include player/performer locker rooms, club and press areas, concessions, restrooms, a
commissary, and a large marshalling area. The Warriors practice facility and support offices would also
be integrated within the Event Center.



The practice facility would include two full-length NBA basketball courts with approximately 21,000
square feet of playing surface, a weight room and medical treatment facilities, locker rooms, and a
players’ lounge. The support offices would accommodate Warriors management, coaching and
operations staff, administration, finance, marketing, broadcasting, merchandising, public relations, and
ticket operations. The Event Center would be surrounded by large open plaza areas connected by
ramps.



Office, Retail and Restaurant Uses
The Project would include two office buildings, each eleven (11) stories high, on the northwest and
southwest corners of the site. The office buildings would encompass approximately 580,000 gross
square foot in area. The Project would also include retail space occupying multiple areas of the site,
including the lower floors of the office buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the
Event Center.



The retail space would be approximately 125,000 square feet of which 62,500 square feet would be
used for soft goods retail and the remaining for restaurants. Approximately 51,500 square feet of the
restaurant space would be used for sit-down type restaurant and the other 11,000 square feet would be
used for quick-serve type facilities.



Parking and Open Space
The Project would include 950 parking stalls in a parking structure with below-grade parking and at-
grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view. The total parking and loading area is
approximately 475,000 square feet.



The Project open space area would be approximately 180,000 square feet and would constitute of large
plaza areas, terrace areas at various levels, landscaped areas and green roof areas. The open space at
plaza level is approximately 140,000 square feet. The total landscape area is conservatively estimated to
be  approximately  30,000  square  feet  (i.e.,  6%  of  the  Project  area  required  for  storm  water
management). Green roof areas are proposed over the two office podiums that are approximately
40,000 square feet in area. The podiums would be at 90-feet above the street level.



Table 1 below provides a summary of the proposed land-uses, gross square footage, types of events,
and number of days that the events are anticipated to occur. The employment and average event
attendance figures are provided by GSW for the purpose of calculating water demand.
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Table 1: Blocks 29-32 Summary of Proposed Land Uses



Project Component
Floor
Area
(GSF)



Capacity
/No. of
Seats



Event Type



No. of
Events
Per
Year



Full-time
Employees



Event
Employees



Average
Attendance



Event Center 775,000 18,064 Pre-season games 3 n/a 1000 11,000
Regular season games 41 n/a 1000 17,000
Playoffs (Maximum
possible) 16 n/a 1000 18,000



Total non-Warriors
games 161



- Concerts 30 n/a 775 12,500
15 n/a 675 3,000



- Family Shows 55 n/a 675 5,000
- Other Sporting Events 30 n/a 675 7,000



- Conventions/
Corporate Events 31 n/a 675 9,000



Practice Facility &
Training Areas (1) 21,000 Practice/training 50



Part of
management
staff below



30 n/a



Event Management &
Team Operations (1) 40,000 Ongoing team/arena



operations (Mon-Fri) 240 255 n/a n/a



Kitchen (1) 32,260 221 n/a
Part of
event staff
above



n/a



GSW Office Space (1) 25,000 240
Part of
management
staff above



n/a n/a



Office Buildings 580,000 260 2,101 n/a n/a
Retail 62,500 n/a



372
n/a



Restaurants 62,500 n/a n/a
Parking 475,000 950
Landscape Area (2) 70,000
Open Space (3) 110,000



Notes:
(1) The 775,000 GSF noted for the Event Center includes the square footage identified for these uses.
(2) Includes landscape area at all levels (i.e., approximately 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscape at plaza level and 40,000 Sq.Ft. at all other
levels for storm water management.
(3) Open Space excludes 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscaped area from roughly 140,000 Sq.Ft. (i.e., 3.2 acres) of open space at plaza level.
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C. Existing Facilities
Offsite Facilities
The Project site will be served by the existing Mission Bay storm drain infrastructure. Existing facilities
include two separated storm sewer systems within the site perimeter streets that discharge runoff by
gravity to pump stations, which, in turn, pump runoff to the Bay. For up to a 5-year storm event, the
storm drain infrastructure was master planned to convey half of the project to the north to existing
Storm  Drain  Pump  Station  No.  1  (SDPS-1).  The  remaining  half  of  the  Project  will  be  conveyed  to  the
south to Storm Drain Pump Station No. 5 (SDPS-5), currently under construction. SDPS-1 is located to
north east of the Project within Park P22 and is currently operational. SDPS-5 is located to the south of
Project across from 16th Street  within  park  P23.  Construction  of  SDPS-5  is  currently  underway  and  is
anticipated to be completed by May 2015. The storm drain facilities and pump stations that will be
serving the Project are illustrated on the attached Figure A.



Runoff in excess of the 5-year storm event will be conveyed as surface flow within the streets to an
overflow weirs located to the north and south of the site.



Storm Drain Pump Station No. 1 (SDPS-1) has been designed to handle stormwater flows generated
from the planned build-out of the tributary drainage area (referred to as “Drainage Basin B”, as defined
in the Mission Bay South of Channel Storm Drainage plan, Freyer & Laureta, February 2003). There are
five high-flow or wet weather pumps  at  SDPS-1,  each  with  a  design  flow  rate  of  5,562  gallons  per
minute. Albion Partners conducted flow measurements on high flow pumps 3 and 4 on behalf of the
Mission Bay Development Group at SDPS-1 on December 17, 2014 to confirm that SDPS-1 is operating at
or above design flow rates. The results of this test indicate that high flow pumps 3 and 4 meet or exceed
the design pumping rate.  Note that high flow pumps 1 and 5 were undergoing routine maintenance and
were not available for testing.  High flow pump 2 was not tested.



Onsite Facilities
Approximately  50%  of  the  Project  site  is  paved  and  is  currently  used  as  a  surface  parking  lot.  The
remaining site is undeveloped and consists of ground cover. Runoff from portions of paved and unpaved
areas drain to perimeter streets but a majority of the runoff is contained is a low lying area within the
site. There is no storm drain existing onsite.



D. Storm Water Requirements
The 2010 San Francisco Stormwater Design Guidelines (Guidelines) developed by the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) and the Port of San Francisco (Port) require new development and
redevelopment disturbing 5,000 square feet or more of the ground surface to manage stormwater on-
site. For developments in areas with separate sewer areas, such as Mission Bay, the Guidelines require
capture  and  treatment  of  rainfall  from  a  design  storm  of  0.75  inches  per  day.  This  requirement  is
consistent with the San Francisco’s Green Building Ordinance and is equivalent to LEED Sustainable Site
credit entitled “Stormwater Design: Quality Control” (SS 6.2).



To meet the requirements, the Guidelines recommend using Low Impact Design (LID) strategies such as
living roofs, swales, biotreatment basins, rainwater harvesting and rain gardens. The Guidelines protect
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San Francisco's environment by reducing pollution in stormwater runoff in areas of new development
and redevelopment.



Because, the Project is located in an area served by separate storm sewer system, the Project is required
to implement LID strategies consistent with the SFPUC Guidelines.



E. Project Strom Water Management
The  Project  is  required  to  treat  100%  of  the  storm  water  runoff  through  LID  treatment  areas.  These
treatment areas will be located throughout the site and storm water runoff will be distributed to them
through gravity storm drain pipes and pump systems.



Treatment areas for the site will consist of biotreatment areas including flow-through planters and
biotreatment areas. These treatment areas will be used to treat storm water runoff from sidewalks, roof
areas, plazas, etc. Biotreatment areas require an approximately 3’ deep section of biotreatment soil mix
(sand/compost mix) overlaying a gravel/drain rock layer where soils and rock layers must meet SFPUC
guidelines. The biotreatment soil mix allows for the proper infiltration rate, yet drains within a 48-hour
period to avoid attracting mosquitoes. No mechanical treatment devices are proposed for this project,
as these devices are not considered LID or biological treatment options to regulatory agencies.



Living roofs can have shallower sections than the biotreatment areas. Depending on the type of
vegetation selected for the living roof, the section could have approximately 6 inches of planting soil.
Berms  can  also  be  created  on  the  living  roof  which  would  result  in  a  deeper  soil  section,  of
approximately 3’.



The attached Figure B show place holders for these features to approximate the required sizes. There
are several combinations of green roof and biotreatment areas that can meet the stormwater treatment
requirements.



F. Proposed Facilities
Runoff from the podium building, sidewalk and onsite entry plazas will drain to pumps that will
discharge into stormwater treatment areas located on the plaza and living roof areas. The roof of the
buildings will also drain to these planters for treatment. The planter sub drains and overflows will be
hard piped to points of connection located along the edge of the building/garage on 16th Street, South
Street and Terry A Francois Boulevard. These points of connection will be connected to the public storm
drain system in the adjacent streets via storm drain laterals ranging in size from 10 to 12 inches.



The offsite improvements include sidewalk, curb and gutter on all four adjacent streets. New catch
basins will be installed at the low points of the street gutters and storm drain laterals will connect the
catch basins to the adjacent storm drain mains. The storm drain lines in 16th Street and the south end of
Terry A Francois Boulevard will drain to Mission Bay Stormwater Pump Station #5 located to the south
east of the site. The storm drain lines in South Street and the north end of Terry A Francois Boulevard
will drain to existing SDPS-1 located to the north east of the site.
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G. Major Storm Events
The storm drain system and pump station are designed to handle runoff from a 5-year storm event.
During  larger  events  such  as  a  100-year  storm  event,  runoff  is  conveyed  through  the  streets  to  a
controlled overflow to the Bay. The overland flow analysis was studied in the “Revised Summary
Drainage Study for the South of Channel Watershed for Mission Bay Project”, dated December 1, 2000.
Based on December 2000 study,  overland flow from drainage basin,  where the Project  is  located (i.e.,
“Drainage Basin B”), currently enters the Bay via an existing overflow near Mission Bay Boulevard North
(North Overflow). Overland flow in Project perimeter streets, except 16th Street,  is  conveyed  to  this
North  Overflow.  Overland  flow  in  16th Street  is  conveyed  to  overflow  located  to  the  south  of  Project
near park P24. Refer to attached Figure D for the location of the overland flow release.



The  Project  will  be  sufficiently  flood  proofed  to  prevent  100-year  overland  flow  in  perimeter  streets
from entering below grade structures or inundating utilities and equipment. Flood proofing will include
using protective measures to prevent storm runoff from inundating  and/or damaging equipment such
as furnaces, boilers, air conditioning compressors, air ducts, electrical system components, electrical
wiring, dry conduits, electrical and gas meters, utility rooms, septic tanks, control panels, HVAC systems
and fuel systems.



H. Conclusion
The existing separated storm sewer system surrounding the Project site is designed to convey runoff
from 5-year event under build-out condition of the drainage area. The Project will increase runoff
volume and flow compared to existing condition as there will be a significant increase in impervious
area. This increase is consistent with the impervious area considered in the Storm Drain Master Plan for
the site. The Project is not anticipated to impact offsite facilities because the offsite facilities are
designed for build-out condition.



The existing subsurface storm drain infrastructure are master planned to drain half of the project to the
north to Storm Drain Pump Station 1 (SDPS-1) and the remaining half of the Project southerly towards
Storm Drain Pump Station 5 (SDPS-5). The proposed Project will maintain the planned drainage area
split. As such, the Project will not impact planned drainage path.



The storm drain system and pump station are designed to handle runoff from a 5-year storm event.
During  larger  events  such  as  a  100-year  storm  event,  runoff  is  conveyed  in  streets  and  directly
discharged to the Bay at a controlled overflow. The overflow serving the site will be located as shown on
Figure D. All Project perimeter streets are anticipated to covey 100-year flow above surface. The Project
will  be  sufficiently  flood  proofed  to  prevent  the  100-year  overland  flow  in  perimeter  streets  from
entering below grade structures or inundating utilities and equipment.



The  Project  will  meet  the  requirements  set  forth  in  the  2010  San  Francisco  Stormwater  Design
Guidelines by incorporating LID measures. The onsite storm drains will be sized to carry peak runoff
from a 5-year design storm.
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I. Attachments
Figure A: Blocks 29-32 Existing Offsite Facilities
Figure B: Blocks 29-32 Storm Water Management Plan
Figure C: Blocks 29-32 Storm Water Management Plan
Figure D: Overland Release Path
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Figure A
Source: Freyer & Laureta, Inc., 2003
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From: Whitaker, James (CON)
To: Levenson, Leo
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Projecting Mission Bay increment available June 2015 distribution
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 4:35:26 PM
Attachments: RDA_TaxIncrementCalculations_2014-15_January2015_Actual.xlsx


Hi Leo,
 
I’m not aware of any significan supplementals or escapes coming our way from ASR.  Last I heard
about the Warriors purchase, it was still being worked through?  (we’re eager to learn the transfer
tax on that one)
 
I’ve attached my spreadsheet.  I have worksheets for each TRA for tax increment, but pass-throughs
are combined for Rincon and South of Market
 


Here’s what I would do to provide a June 1st estimate.
 
‘1013 Mission Bay North’ worksheet
Cell C29  $15,475,817 (full year FY 2014-15 related property tax increment)


Minus Cell C69 $7,827,818 (January 2nd’s amount attributable only to FY 2014-15 taxes)
Gross TI for June 1 for TRA 1013: about $7,650,999
 
Pass-throughs for 1013
Cell C54 $3,253,416 (full year FY 2014-15 related property tax pass-throughs)
Minus Cell C94 $1,650,716


Pass-throughs for June 1st for TRA 1013: about $1,602,700
 
TI net of pass-throughs for TRA 1013: $7,650,999 - $1,602,700 = $6,048,299
 
Please let me know if I can be helpful in explaining what’s in the spreadsheet.
 
Have a nice evening,
jamie
 


James Whitaker
Property Tax Manager
Office of the Controller
Budget & Analysis Division
San Francisco City Hall, Room 306
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
 
P: (415) 554-7593 F: (415) 554-7455
 


From: Levenson, Leo 
Sent: Thursday, January 08, 2015 3:50 PM



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=865408752BF64D42A656A277B8AB888A-JAMES.WHITAKER@SFGOV.ORG

mailto:leo.levenson@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org



Notes


			Date			Note


			12/30/13			Created new RDA_TaxIncrementCalculations_2013-14.xlsx spreadsheet.





			12/2/14			Setting up FY 2014-15 actual for the January 2, 2015 distribution. 





									Estimated Gross TI 2014-15						City's pass-through			Other Taxing Entities' Pass-Through


			Golden Gateway			1001			$27,816,579						$2,424,241			$1,813,732


			India Basin			1002			$1,090,325						$55,668			$31,927


			Hunter's Point			1003			$1,173,941						$41,550			$18,172


			Rincon Point			1004			$18,564,802						$2,547,425			$1,962,329


			Yerba Buena			1005/1006			$33,101,370						$2,016,894			$1,576,817


			Western Addition			1007			$21,018,145						$1,787,535			$1,433,837


			South of Market			1008			$5,093,622						$623,933			$407,616


			Rincon Anx			1009			$0						See 1004			See 1004


			Giants Ballpark			1011			$4,414,112						See 1004			See 1004


			Fed. Off Bldg			1012			-$47,523						See 1008			See 1008


			YBC Amendmt- (Bloomingdale)			1015			$6,650,626						$907,800			$463,811


			So. Of Market Amendment			1017			$79,484						See 1008			See 1008


			Bay View Hunters Pt - Area B			1018			$6,395,009						$896,633			$491,597


									$125,350,491						$11,301,680			$8,199,838


			Mission Bay N			1013			$15,458,157						$2,002,223			$1,255,655


			Mission Bay S			1014			$19,920,291						$2,376,182			$1,375,947


									$35,378,447						$4,378,405			$2,631,602


			Transbay			1016			$24,009,561						$3,389,046			$1,858,113


			HP Shipyard			1010			$698,113						$90,180			$54,427


			Total						$185,436,612						$19,159,310			$12,743,980








1-2-2015 RPTTF Estimate


			January 2, 2015 RPTTF Money Flow


						Residual FY 2013-14 and FYTD 2014-2015 through 11/30/2014			Totals


			Determine Tax Increment Billed/Collected (H&S 34182(c)(1)) and Deposit tax increment into RPTTF (H&S 34170.5(b))			$106,590,650.21						Note: Visitacion Valley is excluded because it has negative tax increment.


			Existing RPTTF balance 12/2/2014			$5.53


						January 2 RPTTF			$106,590,655.74





			County Auditor Fees (H&S 34183(a))			($15,455.00)


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Based upon number from Kristin as of 12/12/2014. invoice received 12/22/2014 - says "July 2014 - December 4, 2014 Bill"
			($15,455.00)





												Schools			Schools


			Pass-through payments (H&S 34183(a)(1))									Tax			Facilities


			BAAQMD			($46,281.38)


			BART			($140,377.92)


			City College of San Francisco			($320,562.81)						($152,267.34)			($168,295.48)


			SFUSD			($1,708,619.27)						($739,832.14)			($968,787.12)


			ERAF			($5,621,551.24)


			County Office of Education			($21,601.71)						($4,104.32)			($17,497.38)


			City and County of San Francisco			($11,406,257.67)


			Subtotal of pass-through payments			($19,265,252.00)			($19,265,252.00)


						Net of Auditor Fees and Pass-throughs			$87,309,948.74





			DOF Approved Recognized Obligation Payments (H&S 34183(a)(2))			$0.00


			Current Year Increment for ROPS			($76,271,307.00)





			Enforceable Obligations Amount						($76,271,307.00)








			DOF Approved Successor Agency Administrative Cost Allowance (H&S 34183(a)(3))			$0.00


			Administrative Cost Allowance (3% Maximum) 						($1,455,000.00)





			State Controller Invoice for Audit & Oversight (H&S 34184(d))						$0.00





			Residual to be distributed as regular property tax (H&S 34183(a)(4) & H&S 34188)						$9,583,641.74








			Questions? Please contact James Whitaker at (415) 554-7593 or James.Whitaker@sfgov.org








						Combined Special Districts Pass-Through			($186,659.30)
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Jan 2015


												S.F. REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY


												JANUARY 2, 2015 RPTTF ESTIMATE


												FISCAL YEAR 2014-2015


																		JECO15									RIM-RDAAD50%                        (RM)-RDAPAY 01





									-1									RIM-JAB1290									JECO15			JECO15						JECO15


															JECO15000177			JECO15000178			JECO15000178						PRCO15			PRCO15						PRCO15


															          PER INFORMATION AVAILABLE AS OF 12/1/2014												DECEMBER PAYMENT			JUNE PAYMENT						5/1 - 6/30 AMOUNT TO ACCRUE


			TAX RATE			INDEX CODE			PROJECT			PROJECT			FYTD 2014-2015 Tax			Less AB 1290			Less AB 1290			Net Dec 2014-2015


			AREA NO.			*CON7AZAFRAF			NO.			DESCRIPTION			Increment (12/1/14)			to City			to ATEs			Tax Increment


			1001			COZ217			001			Golden Gateway			16,063,022.62			(1,484,712.29)			(1,181,635.21)			13,396,675.12			13,396,675.12			- 0						0.00


			1002			COZ218			002			India Basin Industrial Park			647,832.00			(41,798.88)			(30,051.48)			575,981.64			575,981.64			- 0						0.00


			1003			COZ219			003			Hunters Point			595,583.63			(21,887.84)			(9,297.83)			564,397.96			564,397.96			- 0						0.00


			1004			COZ220			004			Rincon Point-So. Beach Harbor			13,275,722.49			(1,536,678.37)			(1,241,301.39)			10,497,742.73			10,497,742.73			- 0						0.00


			1005/1006			COZ221			005			Yerba Buena Center			20,788,097.58			(1,502,902.22)			(1,260,188.15)			18,025,007.21			18,025,007.21			- 0						0.00


			1007			COZ222			007			Western Addition A-2			11,060,922.23			(952,670.88)			(762,318.71)			9,345,932.64			9,345,932.64			- 0						0.00


			1008			COZ223			008			South of Market			2,743,604.99			(334,968.04)			(218,332.85)			2,190,304.10			2,190,304.10			- 0						0.00


			1010			COZ232			010			Hunters Point-Shipyard			316,422.63			(45,089.88)			(27,213.44)			244,119.31			244,119.31			- 0						0.00


			1011			COZ220			011			South Bayshore (PacBell Park)


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
TI and pass-through included with 1004, Rincon Point												- 0			- 0			- 0						0.00


			1015			COZ221			015			Yerba Buena Center-Bloomingdale			3,854,651.51			(500,262.59)			(268,384.79)			3,086,004.13			3,086,004.13			- 0						0.00


			1016			COZ228			016			Transbay			16,347,381.59			(2,182,822.15)			(1,196,776.52)			12,967,782.92			12,967,782.92			- 0						0.00


			1017			COZ223			017			South of Market-Amend


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Included with 1008 SoMa 												- 0												0.00


																											- 0


												TOTAL TAX INCREMENT DUE			85,693,241.27			(8,603,793.14)			(6,195,500.37)			70,893,947.76			70,893,947.76			0.00						0.00











			          PER INFORMATION AVAILABLE AS OF 12/1/2014												JECO15000177			JECO15000178			JECO15000178


												MISSION BAY PROJECTS			FYTD 2014-2015 Tax			Less AB 1290			Less AB 1290			Net Dec 2014-2015			DECEMBER 			JUNE						5/1 - 6/30 TO ACCRUE


															Increment			to City			to ATEs			Tax Increment			Payment			Payment						Payment


			1013			COZ224			013			Mission Bay North 			7,805,984.64			(1,017,091.57)			(641,900.74)			6,146,992.33			6,146,992.33			- 0						0.00


			1013						013			Secured Supplemental Collections			50,674.27									50,674.27			50,674.27			- 0						0.00


			1013						013			Unsecured Escapes			12,913.55									12,913.55			12,913.55									0.00


															7,869,572.46																					0.00


			1014			COZ227			014			Mission Bay South 			9,095,193.89			(1,208,834.25)			(705,494.18)			7,180,865.46			7,180,865.46			- 0						0.00


									014			Secured Supplemental Collections			92,883.90									92,883.90			92,883.90			- 0						0.00


									014			Unsecured Escapes			106,791.71									106,791.71			106,791.71									0.00


															9,294,869.49												- 0			- 0						0.00


			018			COZ232			018			Bayview Hunters Pt Area B			3,077,865.41			(576,538.71)			(316,099.04)			2,185,227.66			2,185,227.66			- 0						0.00


			018						018			Secured Supplemental Collections			626,380.70									626,380.70			626,380.70			- 0						0.00


			018						018			Unsecured Escapes			28,720.87									28,720.87			28,720.87			- 0						0.00


															3,732,966.98


												TAX INCREMENT DUE			20,897,408.93


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Correcting with -$0.01 to reflect what actually got entered in JECO15000177 on 1/2/2015.			-   2,802,464.53			-   1,663,493.96			16,431,450.45			16,431,450.45			0.00						$   - 0





			TTX7ATAXPTF			CON400						TOTAL TAX INCREMENT			106,590,650.20			(11,406,257.67)			(7,858,994.33)			87,325,398.21			87,325,398.21			0.00						0.00





												Agrees with the SOI








			Allocation of AB1290 Passthrough from the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency


			For Fiscal Year 2014-2015





												JECO15000178						Adjustment						TI net of AB1290			87,325,398.21


			Taxing Entities						Tax Rate			Allocated $												RPTTF 1/2/2015 Balance			$5.53


															County Supt (COE)			-   21,601.71						Administrative Fees to County Auditor-Controller			(15,455.00)			JECO15xxxxxx						Note: $15454.99 left in RPTTF because a penny less got rounded out of the TI in JECO15000177 than originally computed.


			General Fund						0.56588206			(9,993,460.08)			SFCCD			-   320,562.81						SB 2557 Administration Fees			0.00


															SFUSD			-   1,708,619.27						SCO Invoices for Audit and Oversight			0.00


			Children's Fund						0.03000000


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Remember to increase 0.0325 in 15-16
0.0350 in 16-17
0.0375 in 17-18
0.0400 in 18-19
& reduce General Fund factor proportionately each year. Prop C November 2014.						


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Correcting with -$0.01 to reflect what actually got entered in JECO15000177 on 1/2/2015.			(529,799.09)			BAAQM			-   46,281.38


			Library Fund						0.02500000			(441,499.25)			BART 			-   140,377.92						Successor ROPS			(76,271,307.00)			JECO15000179


			Open Space Fd						0.02500000			(441,499.25)			ERAF			-   5,621,551.24						Successor ACA			(1,455,000.00)			JECO15000179


									0.64588206			(11,406,257.67)						-   7,858,994.33			- 0


																								Residual TI Balance			9,583,641.74


			AB1290 Passthrough to CCSF						11,406,257.67			(11,406,257.67)						-   7,858,994.33


												- 0												Check			9,583,641.74





																								See "In Excess" Tab for distribution amounts.























In Excess


			RDA TAX INCREMENT - IN EXCESS									1/2/15


			AB1X 26 HSC 34183 (a)(4)


			RIM: RDA-RES			JECO15000180





						AGENCY			RATE			ALLOCATION						ROUNDED


						General Fund			0.56588206			5,423,210.93


						County Supt			0.00097335			9,328.25


						Children's Fund			0.03000000			287,509.25


						Library Fund			0.02500000			239,591.04


						Open Space Fd			0.02500000			239,591.04


						SFCCD			0.01444422			138,428.23


						SFUSD			0.07698857			737,830.87


						BAAQM			0.00208539			19,985.63


						BART 			0.00632528			60,619.22


						ERAF			0.25330113			2,427,547.28


												9,583,641.74


						9,583,641.74











AB1290 by Project to ATEs


						Golden Gateway			India Basin			Hunter's Point			Rincon Point			Yerba Buena			Western Addition			South of Market			Rincon Anx			HP Shipyard			Giants Ballpark			Fed. Off Bldg			Mission Bay N			Mission Bay S			YBC Amendmt- (Bloomingdale)			Transbay			So. Of Market Amendment			Bay View Hunters Pt - Area B


						1001			1002			1003			1004			1005/1006			1007			1008			1009			1010			1011			1012			1013			1014			1015			1016			1017			1018						Total


			Total Pass-Throughs to Other Taxing Entities (non-City and County)			$1,181,635.21			$30,051.48			$9,297.83			$1,241,301.39			$1,260,188.15			$762,318.71			$218,332.85			See 1004			$27,213.44			See 1004			See 1008			$641,900.74			$705,494.18			$268,384.79			$1,196,776.52			See 1008			$316,099.04						$7,858,994.32


			% share of pass-throughs			15.04%			0.38%			0.12%			15.79%			16.03%			9.70%			2.78%						0.35%									8.17%			8.98%			3.42%			15.23%						4.02%						100.00%








Jan2nd_ByProject


			January 2nd Distribution						Gross Tax Increment			Pass-Thrus			Net of Pass-Throughs (Before CON administrative cost)


			Golden Gateway			1001			$16,063,023			$2,666,348			$13,396,675


			India Basin			1002			$647,832			$71,850			$575,982


			Hunter's Point			1003			$595,584			$31,186			$564,398


			Rincon Point			1004			$8,861,770			$2,777,980			$6,083,790


			Yerba Buena			1005/1006			$20,788,098			$2,763,090			$18,025,007


			Western Addition			1007			$11,060,922			$1,714,990			$9,345,933


			South of Market			1008			$2,679,906			$553,301			$2,126,605


			Rincon Anx			1009			$0			Zero (included with 1004 Rincon Point)			$0


			HP Shipyard			1010			$316,423			$72,303			$244,119


			Giants Ballpark			1011			$4,413,953			Included with 1004 Rincon Point			$4,413,953


			Fed. Off Bldg			1012			-$23,760			Included with 1008 South of Market			-$23,760


			Mission Bay N			1013			$7,869,572			$1,658,992			$6,210,580


			Mission Bay S			1014			$9,294,869			$1,914,328			$7,380,541


			YBC Amendmt- (Bloomingdale)			1015			$3,854,652			$768,647			$3,086,004


			Transbay			1016			$16,347,382			$3,379,599			$12,967,783


			So. Of Market Amendment			1017			$87,459			Included with 1008 South of Market			$87,459


			Bay View Hunters Pt - Area B			1018			$3,732,967			$892,638			$2,840,329


									$106,590,650			$19,265,252			$87,325,398


															TRUE








Reference Numbers


			Description			Golden Gateway			India Basin			Hunter's Point			Rincon Point			Yerba Buena			Western Addition			South of Market			Rincon Anx			HP Shipyard			Giants Ballpark			Fed. Off Bldg			Mission Bay N			Mission Bay S			YBC Amendmt- (Bloomingdale)			Transbay			So. Of Market Amendment			Bay View Hunters Pt - Area B			Visitacion Valley


						1001			1002			1003			1004			1005/1006			1007			1008			1009			1010			1011			1012			1013			1014			1015			1016			1017			1018			1019


			TRA			1001			1002			1003			1004			1005			1007			1008			1009			1010			1011			1012			1013			1014			1015			1016			1017			1018			1019


			Base ASR Roll Value			$18,824,000			$11,292,000			$2,548,000			$8,975,588			$35,686,480			$42,851,910			$91,050,458			$0			$0


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
No base year values.  Property was owned by the Federal Govt.			$0


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
No base year value.  Property is owned by Port Commission.			$4,805,948			$25,585,957


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Adjustments related to:
Catellus transferred ownership to Caltrans Site on 3/23/98 - Parcel 3797/008   ($   441,974)
Caltrans Site Parcel 3797/009    ($1,698,047) and
N2P2 Parcel Transfrd to RDA Agcy (Rich Soros site) ($1,550,000) in the Fall 2000.

These adjustments were accepted by CCCSF-Assessor and Controllers Offices at meeting with Catellus' Staff on 10/01/03 at City Hall.  Also refer to Catellus' confirmation letter dated 10/15/03 on file.

Adjustment for the following parcels that were transferred by Catellus to CCSF:
APN# 8705/003   $2,032,430  Grant Deed dated 11/26/03
APN# 8705/004   $80,704 Grant Deed dated 11/26/03
APN# 8705/005   $56,731 Grant Deed dated 11/26/03			$85,053,643


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
(1) Adjustment of $9,436,552 for land transfers to UCSF in 11/98 and 7/99 for Block 3835/3 and 3810/7.  Refer to Mario Menchini's email dated 8/27/03 on file.

6/30/06: Adjustment of $392,547 for APN# 8718/001 (old APN# 3822/002) transferred by Catellus to CCSF per Grant Deed dated  12/22/04.			$79,769,407


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
The base year is adjusted upwards by 2% per annum regardless of the CPI Per Plan Agreement dated August 3,2000 (see section (g)(3), page 5.

2010-2011 $73,694,602
2011-2012 $75,168,494
2012-2013 $76,671,864
2013-2014 $78,205,301
2014-2015 $79,769,407			$770,731,043			$9,122,401			$1,015,994,592			$54,912,658


			Base BOE Roll Value			$0			$1,283,488			$299,427			$2,205,912


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Removed $390,720 to reflect RDA Railroad Unitary Valuation from 1980-1981 according to BOE in email received by Jamie Whitaker on 3/14/2014 from Errol Tankiamco															


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
No base year values.  Property was owned by the Federal Govt.			


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
No base year value.  Property is owned by Port Commission.			$9,333,320			$3,537,680			$0			$0			$0			$0			$0			$0			$0


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
TRA 1000 :Atchison, Topeka & Sante Fe Railway Co  + Union Pacific Railroad

(1) Adjustment of SBE Port Property due to termination of a ground lease agreement between the Port and certain railroad companies in March, 1998 and the redevelopment plan was adopted in Nov. 1998.  Refer to City Attorney's opinion dated July 18, 2003.

According to Ted @SBE, there is no longer a  possessory interest assessment on railroad because it should have been with the Port Authority.			$0			$0			$0			$1,784,903


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Removed $1,207,693 to reflect RDA Railroad Unitary Valuation from 2005-06 according to BOE in email received by Jamie Whitaker on 3/14/2014 from Errol Tankiamco			$1,170,600


			Base Unsecured Roll Value			$2,348,000			$1,115,649			$0			$5,813,869			$7,636,906			$14,849,590			$17,535,217			$0			$6,526,793			$706,612			$0			$818,157			$12,628,253			$513,854			$110,122,346			$237,778			$146,241,457			$1,170,930


															Below Values for 1004, 1009, and 1011 combined									Below Values for 1008, 1012, and 1017 combined


			Tier I Year			1994/1995			1998/1999			1998/1999			1995/1996			2003/2004			1994/1995			1999/2000			See 1004			2001/2002			See 1004			See 1008			1999/2000			2003/2004			2001/2002			2006/2007			See 1008			2007/2008			TBD


			Tier I Value			$937,388,604			$79,657,228			$88,075,864			$301,081,000			$1,891,014,282


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Guesstimate - not a confirmed 2003/2004 value.																					


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Adjustments related to:
Catellus transferred ownership to Caltrans Site on 3/23/98 - Parcel 3797/008   ($   441,974)
Caltrans Site Parcel 3797/009    ($1,698,047) and
N2P2 Parcel Transfrd to RDA Agcy (Rich Soros site) ($1,550,000) in the Fall 2000.

These adjustments were accepted by CCCSF-Assessor and Controllers Offices at meeting with Catellus' Staff on 10/01/03 at City Hall.  Also refer to Catellus' confirmation letter dated 10/15/03 on file.

Adjustment for the following parcels that were transferred by Catellus to CCSF:
APN# 8705/003   $2,032,430  Grant Deed dated 11/26/03
APN# 8705/004   $80,704 Grant Deed dated 11/26/03
APN# 8705/005   $56,731 Grant Deed dated 11/26/03			$813,281,200			$170,624,738						$6,526,793									$26,404,114			$97,681,896			$77,185,718


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Guesstimate - Equals the 2012-13 base values (secured, BOE, and unsecured)			$880,853,389						$1,165,228,645			TBD


			Tier II Year			2004/2005			2008/2009			2008/2009			2005/2006			2013/2014			2004/2005			2009/2010						2011/2012									2009/2010			2013/2014			2011/2012			2016/2017						2017/2018


			Tier II Value			$1,998,763,001			$120,388,703			$129,090,372			$1,309,816,633			$2,570,532,869


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Sum of 12/9/2013 Secured Regular, HOX, BOE, and Billed Unsecured Avs for 1005/1006
																								


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
(1) Adjustment of $9,436,552 for land transfers to UCSF in 11/98 and 7/99 for Block 3835/3 and 3810/7.  Refer to Mario Menchini's email dated 8/27/03 on file.

6/30/06: Adjustment of $392,547 for APN# 8718/001 (old APN# 3822/002) transferred by Catellus to CCSF per Grant Deed dated  12/22/04.			


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
The base year is adjusted upwards by 2% per annum regardless of the CPI Per Plan Agreement dated August 3,2000 (see section (g)(3), page 5.

2010-2011 $73,694,602
2011-2012 $75,168,494
2012-2013 $76,671,864
2013-2014 $78,205,301
2014-2015 $79,769,407			


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
TRA 1000 :Atchison, Topeka & Sante Fe Railway Co  + Union Pacific Railroad

(1) Adjustment of SBE Port Property due to termination of a ground lease agreement between the Port and certain railroad companies in March, 1998 and the redevelopment plan was adopted in Nov. 1998.  Refer to City Attorney's opinion dated July 18, 2003.

According to Ted @SBE, there is no longer a  possessory interest assessment on railroad because it should have been with the Port Authority.												


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Removed $1,207,693 to reflect RDA Railroad Unitary Valuation from 2005-06 according to BOE in email received by Jamie Whitaker on 3/14/2014 from Errol Tankiamco			


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Guesstimate - Equals the 2012-13 base values (secured, BOE, and unsecured)			$1,395,431,187			$518,592,015						$67,960,500									$1,306,686,487


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Using 12/9/2013 reported data with secured $1,291,767,623, HO Exemption (secured) $2,821,000, and Unsecured $12,097,864			$1,804,909,158


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
Based upon 12/9/2013 values of Regular Secured, HOX, BOE, and Billed Unsecured NAVs for TRA 1014
			$802,343,463			TBD						TBD


			Tier III Year			2014/2015			2018/2019			2018/2019			2015/2016			2023/2024			2014/2015			2019/2020						2021/2022									2019/2020			2023/2024			2021/2022			2026/2027						2027/2028


			Tier III Value			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD						TBD									TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD						TBD


			Project Start 																								1993/1994?			1996/1997			1996/1997			1997/1998			1998/1999			1998/1999			2000/2001			2004/2005			2005/2006			2005/2006			2008/2009


			Project Expiration 


			Prior Year Base ASR Roll Value																																										$78,205,301


			Prior Year Base BOE Roll Value																																										$0


			Prior Year Base Unsecured Roll Value																																										$513,854


			South Beach Harbor Tier 2 2005/2006												TBD


			Fiscal Year			Fiscal Year 2014/15


			Previous Fiscal Year			Fiscal Year 2013/14


			AB-8 Factors Fiscal Year 2014/15


						General Fund			0.56588206


						Childrens' Fund			0.03000000


						Library Preservation Fund			0.02500000


						Open Space Fund			0.02500000


						Total CCSF			0.64588206


						County Office of Education			0.00097335


						SFUSD			0.07698857


						City College			0.01444422


						ERAF			0.25330113


						BART			0.00632528


						BAAQMD			0.00208539


						Special Districts			0.00841067


			AB-8 Factors Fiscal Year 2013/14			General Fund			0.56588206


						Childrens' Fund			0.03000000


						Library Preservation Fund			0.02500000


						Open Space Fund			0.02500000


						Total CCSF			0.64588206


						County Office of Education			0.00097335


						SFUSD			0.07698857


						City College			0.01444422


						ERAF			0.25330113


						BART			0.00632528


						BAAQMD			0.00208539


						Special Districts			0.00841067


						AB1290 Splits (H&S Code Section 33607.5(a)(4)(A)-(C)


									Tax			Facilities


						SFUSD			43.3%			56.7%


						City College			47.5%			52.5%


						County Office of Education			19.0%			81.0%


			Gross Tax Increment																																																									Total


			FY 14-15 January 2nd Estimate			$15,950,537.28			$647,549.72			$586,322.30			$9,295,299.12			$19,892,403.28			$10,720,708.81			$2,496,784.18			$0.00			$316,422.63			$4,414,111.91			-$23,760.14			$7,827,818.13			$10,820,301.24			$3,508,653.89			$14,121,149.29			$87,346.44			$3,184,852.42			-$30,613.71			$103,846,500.46


			Residual 13-14 January 2nd Estimate			$112,485.37			$282.29			$9,261.33			-$433,529.51			$895,694.30			$340,213.42			$183,122.03			$0.00			$0.00			-$159.03			$0.00			$41,754.33			-$1,525,431.75			$345,997.62			$2,226,232.30			$112.49			$548,114.56			$5,923.32			$2,744,149.75


			Total January 2nd Estimate			$16,063,022.64			$647,832.00			$595,583.63			$8,861,769.61			$20,788,097.58			$11,060,922.23			$2,679,906.20			$0.00			$316,422.63			$4,413,952.88			-$23,760.14			$7,869,572.46			$9,294,869.49			$3,854,651.51			$16,347,381.59			$87,458.93			$3,732,966.98			-$24,690.39			$106,590,650.21


						TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE			TRUE


			Full Year FY 14-15 Estimate			$27,894,186.76			$1,096,942.67			$1,171,168.62			$18,109,582.79			$33,128,482.75			$21,021,916.48			$5,041,565.28			$0.00			$698,113.18			$4,414,111.91			-$47,789.88			$15,475,817.26			$20,094,612.98			$6,656,157.98			$25,250,636.93			$124,353.56			$6,532,629.44			-$63,576.85			$186,662,488.71


																											See 1004						See 1004			See 1008															See 1008


			Full year pass-through for City			$2,434,265.68			$56,522.95			$41,192.32			$2,488,621.16			$2,020,396.76			$1,788,022.39			$622,970.57			$0.00			$90,179.76			$0.00			$0.00			$2,004,504.22			$2,398,700.21			$908,514.63			$3,549,363.38			$0.00			$914,410.51						$19,317,664.55


			Full year pass-through for Other Taxing Entities			$1,823,845.67			$32,789.44			$17,779.29			$1,901,580.20			$1,580,116.63			$1,431,870.00			$405,368.77			$0.00			$54,426.87			$0.00			$0.00			$1,257,188.12			$1,398,021.33			$464,531.77			$1,946,010.47			$0.00			$501,344.11						$12,814,872.68








1001 GG


			Golden Gateway Project Area


			TRA 1001						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															As of 5/15/2014			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$2,406,942,195															$2,395,181,969			$2,395,359,671			$177,702


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$434,000															$434,000			$434,000			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$177,702															$177,702			$177,702			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$1,065,173			$1,065,173			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$401,344,321															$336,039,732			$346,193,708			$10,153,976


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$0															$3,401,528			$4,162,694			$761,166


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$1,692,458															$8,660,250			$8,815,943			$155,693


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0															$0			$0			$0





						Total AVs			$2,810,590,676															$2,744,960,354			$2,756,208,890			$11,248,537





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$2,388,552,195															$2,376,791,969			$2,376,969,671			$177,702


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$177,702															$177,702			$177,702			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$1,065,173			$1,065,173			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$398,996,321															$333,691,732			$343,845,708			$10,153,976


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$1,692,458															$8,660,250			$8,815,943			$155,693


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0															$3,401,528			$4,162,694			$761,166





						Total Increase in AV			$2,789,418,676															$2,723,788,354			$2,735,036,890			$11,248,537





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$27,894,187															$27,237,884			$27,350,369			$112,485						$16,063,023


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$27,877,262															$27,117,266			$27,220,583			$103,317						$16,036,929


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0															$34,015			$41,627			$7,612						$24,536


						Unsecured Escapes			$16,925															$86,602			$88,159			$1,557						$1,557








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$2,810,590,676															$2,744,960,354			$2,756,208,890			$11,248,537


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$2,810,590,676															$2,741,558,826			$2,752,046,197			$10,487,371





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$3,746,404															$3,615,143			$3,637,641			$22,497						$2,298,736


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$1,363,870															$1,247,897			$1,265,516			$17,619						$1,038,105


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$2,120,023															$2,045,745			$2,058,476			$12,731						$1,300,813


						Childrens' Fund			$112,392															$108,454			$109,129			$675						$68,962


						Library Preservation Fund			$93,660															$90,379			$90,941			$562						$57,468


						Open Space Fund			$93,660															$90,379			$90,941			$562						$57,468


						Total for City			$2,419,735															$2,334,956			$2,349,487			$14,530						$1,484,712


						County Office of Education			$4,974															$4,733			$4,772			$39						$3,248


						SFUSD			$393,433															$374,399			$377,487			$3,088						$256,899


						City College			$73,814															$70,243			$70,822			$579						$48,198


						ERAF			$1,294,438															$1,231,814			$1,241,975			$10,161						$845,226


						BART			$32,324															$30,760			$31,014			$254						$21,106


						BAAQMD			$10,657															$10,141			$10,225			$84						$6,959


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$1,809,640															$1,722,090			$1,736,296			$14,206						$1,181,635


						Total Pass-Through			$4,229,375															$4,057,046			$4,085,782			$28,736						$2,666,348


						Check			$4,229,375															$4,057,046			$4,085,782			$28,736						$2,666,348


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$42,981															$40,901			$41,239			$337						$28,065








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$1,194,276,098


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$88,851


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$398,996,321


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$1,692,458


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0





						Total Increase in AV			$1,595,053,728





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$15,950,537


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$15,933,613


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$16,925


						Unsecured Escapes			$0








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$1,606,813,728


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$1,606,813,728





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$2,276,239


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$1,020,486


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$1,288,083


						Childrens' Fund			$68,287


						Library Preservation Fund			$56,906


						Open Space Fund			$56,906


						Total for City			$1,470,182


						County Office of Education			$3,209


						SFUSD			$253,810


						City College			$47,619


						ERAF			$835,064


						BART			$20,853


						BAAQMD			$6,875


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$1,167,429


						Total Pass-Through			$2,637,611


						Check			$2,637,611


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$27,728










































































































































































































































































1002 India Basin


			India Basin Project Area


			TRA 1002						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$102,447,079															$101,703,975			$101,703,975			$0


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$7,000															$7,000			$7,000			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$264,610			$264,610			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$20,931,325															$21,731,451			$21,731,451			$0


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																					$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																					$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$0															$54,337			$82,565			$28,229


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																					$0





						Total AVs			$123,385,404															$123,761,373			$123,789,601			$28,229





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$91,162,079															$90,418,975			$90,418,975			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$1,283,488															-$1,283,488			-$1,283,488			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$264,610			$264,610			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$19,815,676															$20,615,802			$20,615,802			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0															$54,337			$82,565			$28,229


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0															$0			$0			$0





						Total Increase in AV			$109,694,267															$110,070,236			$110,098,464			$28,229





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$1,096,943															$1,100,702			$1,100,985			$282						$647,832


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$1,096,943															$1,100,159			$1,100,159			$0						$647,550


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$0															$543			$826			$282						$282








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$123,385,404															$123,761,373			$123,789,601			$28,229


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$123,385,404															$123,761,373			$123,789,601			$28,229





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$87,456															$88,208			$88,265			$56						$64,716


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$5,034															$5,666			$5,714			$47						$20,147


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$49,490															$49,915			$49,947			$32						$36,622


						Childrens' Fund			$2,624															$2,646			$2,648			$2						$1,941


						Library Preservation Fund			$2,186															$2,205			$2,207			$1						$1,618


						Open Space Fund			$2,186															$2,205			$2,207			$1						$1,618


						Total for City			$56,486															$56,972			$57,009			$36						$41,799


						County Office of Education			$90															$91			$91			$0						$83


						SFUSD			$7,121															$7,227			$7,235			$8						$6,533


						City College			$1,336															$1,356			$1,357			$2						$1,226


						ERAF			$23,428															$23,778			$23,805			$26						$21,496


						BART			$585															$594			$594			$1						$537


						BAAQMD			$193															$196			$196			$0						$177


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$32,753															$33,243			$33,279			$37						$30,051


						Total Pass-Through			$89,239															$90,215			$90,288			$73						$71,850


						Check			$89,239															$90,215			$90,288			$73						$71,850


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$778															$790			$790			$1						$714








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$45,581,040


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$641,744


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$19,815,676


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0





						Total Increase in AV			$64,754,972





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$647,550


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$647,550


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$0








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$72,158,365


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$72,158,365





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$64,660


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$20,100


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$36,590


						Childrens' Fund			$1,940


						Library Preservation Fund			$1,616


						Open Space Fund			$1,616


						Total for City			$41,762


						County Office of Education			$83


						SFUSD			$6,525


						City College			$1,224


						ERAF			$21,470


						BART			$536


						BAAQMD			$177


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$30,015


						Total Pass-Through			$71,777


						Check			$71,777


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$713










































































































































































































































































1003 Hunter's Point


			Hunter's Point Project Area


			TRA 1003						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$118,472,691															$131,143,041			$131,143,041			$0


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$1,344,000															$1,356,600			$1,356,600			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$101,223			$101,223			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$93,996															$93,996			$93,996			$0


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$53,602																		$926,133			$926,133


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$119,964,289															$132,694,860			$133,620,993			$926,133





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$117,268,691															$129,951,641			$129,951,641			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$299,427															-$299,427			-$299,427			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$101,223			$101,223			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$93,996															$93,996			$93,996			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$53,602															$0			$926,133			$926,133





						Total Increase in AV			$117,116,862															$129,847,433			$130,773,566			$926,133





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$1,171,169															$1,298,474			$1,307,736			$9,261						$595,584


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$1,170,633															$1,298,474			$1,298,474			$0						$585,786


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$536															$0			$9,261			$9,261						$9,261


						Unsecured Escapes			$0															$0			$0			$0						$536








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$119,964,289															$132,694,860			$133,620,993			$926,133


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$119,910,687															$132,694,860			$132,694,860			$0





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$63,777															$89,238			$91,090			$1,852						$33,888


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			-$15,422															$6,056			$6,056			$0						-$7,632


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$36,090															$50,498			$51,546			$1,048						$19,177


						Childrens' Fund			$1,913															$2,677			$2,733			$56						$1,017


						Library Preservation Fund			$1,594															$2,231			$2,277			$46						$847


						Open Space Fund			$1,594															$2,231			$2,277			$46						$847


						Total for City			$41,192															$57,637			$58,834			$1,196						$21,888


						County Office of Education			$47															$93			$95			$2						$26


						SFUSD			$3,723															$7,337			$7,479			$143						$2,021


						City College			$698															$1,376			$1,403			$27						$379


						ERAF			$12,248															$24,138			$24,607			$469						$6,651


						BART			$306															$603			$614			$12						$166


						BAAQMD			$101															$199			$203			$4						$55


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$17,123															$33,745			$34,401			$656						$9,298


						Total Pass-Through			$58,316															$91,382			$93,235			$1,852						$31,186


						Check			$58,316															$91,382			$93,235			$1,852						$31,186


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$407															$801			$817			$16						$221








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$58,634,346


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$149,714


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$93,996


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$53,602





						Total Increase in AV			$58,632,230





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$586,322


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$585,786


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$536








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$60,055,944


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$60,002,342





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$32,036


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			-$7,632


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$18,129


						Childrens' Fund			$961


						Library Preservation Fund			$801


						Open Space Fund			$801


						Total for City			$20,691


						County Office of Education			$24


						SFUSD			$1,879


						City College			$352


						ERAF			$6,182


						BART			$154


						BAAQMD			$51


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$8,642


						Total Pass-Through			$29,333


						Check			$29,333


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$205










































































































































































































































































1004 Rincon Point


			Rincon Point Project Area


			TRA 1004						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$1,771,544,834															$1,658,977,399			$1,603,137,726			-$55,839,673


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$2,493,400															$2,466,800			$2,466,800			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$907,500															$907,500			$907,500			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$22,760,969															$23,313,781			$23,313,781			$0


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$2,398,659																		$12,508,956			$12,508,956


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$0															$4,038,304			$4,016,069			-$22,235


			Collected			Other AV Collections (South Beach Harbor)			$28,755,786															$31,245,519			$31,245,519			$0





						Total AVs			$1,828,861,148															$1,720,949,303			$1,677,596,351			-$43,352,951





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)			$907,500															$907,500			$907,500			$0





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$1,765,062,646															$1,652,468,611			$1,596,628,938			-$55,839,673


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$2,205,912															-$2,205,912			-$2,205,912			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$45,702,886															$48,745,431			$48,745,431			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0															$4,038,304			$4,016,069			-$22,235


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$2,398,659															$0			$12,508,956			$12,508,956





						Total Increase in AV			$1,810,958,279															$1,703,046,434			$1,659,693,482			-$43,352,951





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$18,109,583															$17,030,464			$16,596,935			-$433,530						$8,861,770


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$18,085,596															$16,990,081			$16,431,685			-$558,397						$8,712,916


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$23,987															$0			$125,090			$125,090						$125,090


						Unsecured Escapes			$0															$40,383			$40,161			-$222						$23,764





						Below Values for 1004, 1009, and 1011 combined


						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$2,270,978,951															$1,953,506,574			$1,910,137,720			-$43,368,854


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$2,268,580,292															$1,953,506,574			$1,897,628,764			-$55,877,810





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$3,939,796															$3,304,851			$3,218,113			-$86,738						$2,379,193


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$1,610,723															$1,081,399			$987,524			-$93,875						$1,126,140


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$2,229,460															$1,870,156			$1,821,073			-$49,083						$1,346,343


						Childrens' Fund			$118,194															$99,146			$96,543			-$2,602						$71,376


						Library Preservation Fund			$98,495															$82,621			$80,453			-$2,168						$59,480


						Open Space Fund			$98,495															$82,621			$80,453			-$2,168						$59,480


						Total for City			$2,544,643															$2,134,544			$2,078,522			-$56,022						$1,536,678


						County Office of Education			$5,403															$4,269			$4,094			-$176						$3,412


						SFUSD			$427,327															$337,691			$323,786			-$13,905						$269,871


						City College			$80,173															$63,356			$60,747			-$2,609						$50,632


						ERAF			$1,405,953															$1,111,042			$1,065,293			-$45,749						$887,905


						BART			$35,109															$27,744			$26,602			-$1,142						$22,172


						BAAQMD			$11,575															$9,147			$8,770			-$377						$7,310


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$1,965,538															$1,553,250			$1,489,292			-$63,958						$1,241,301


						Total Pass-Through			$4,510,182															$3,687,794			$3,567,814			-$119,980						$2,777,980


						Check			$4,510,182															$3,687,794			$3,567,814			-$119,980						$2,777,980


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$46,684															$36,891			$35,372			-$1,519						$29,482








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$882,531,323


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$1,102,956


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$45,702,886


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$2,398,659





						Total Increase in AV			$929,529,912





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$9,295,299


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$9,271,313


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$23,987





						Below Values for 1004, 1009, and 1011 combined


						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$1,383,506,084


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$1,381,107,425





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$2,465,931


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$1,220,015


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$1,395,426


						Childrens' Fund			$73,978


						Library Preservation Fund			$61,648


						Open Space Fund			$61,648


						Total for City			$1,592,701


						County Office of Education			$3,588


						SFUSD			$283,776


						City College			$53,241


						ERAF			$933,654


						BART			$23,315


						BAAQMD			$7,687


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$1,305,259


						Total Pass-Through			$2,897,960


						Check			$2,897,960


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$31,001





						South Beach Harbor net of Tier 1 pass-through			$230,046




































































































































































































































































1005 Yerba Buena


			Yerba Buena Project Area


			TRA 1005						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$2,690,594,657															$2,427,779,893			$2,428,047,487			$267,594


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$1,369,200															$1,338,400			$1,338,400			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$271,838															$271,838			$271,838			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$154,080,129															$122,850,256			$122,040,767			-$809,489


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$516,205,002


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
 Marriott Hotel (Bill 14-700842) with Net Value $443,232,573;
 Metreon, Inc (Bill 14-701356) with Net Value $72,972,429
Total Net Value: $516,205,002
As of 9/29/2014. Re-verified 12/2/2014 via CICSP's TBAI unsecured tax bill screens.															$518,713,912


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
 Marriott Hotel (Bill 12-700905) with Net Value $432,577,835;
 Metreon, Inc (Bill 12-701486) with Net Value $80,511,867
Total Net Value: $513,089,702
Not picked up in the regular report run with 12/5/2012 data.			$518,713,912


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
 Marriott Hotel (Bill 12-700905) with Net Value $432,577,835;
 Metreon, Inc (Bill 12-701486) with Net Value $80,511,867
Total Net Value: $513,089,702
Not picked up in the regular report run with 12/5/2012 data.			


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
 Marriott Hotel (Bill 14-700842) with Net Value $443,232,573;
 Metreon, Inc (Bill 14-701356) with Net Value $72,972,429
Total Net Value: $516,205,002
As of 9/29/2014. Re-verified 12/2/2014 via CICSP's TBAI unsecured tax bill screens.																					$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$392,297																		$90,101,961			$90,101,961


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$2,591,858															$4,269,399			$4,278,763			$9,364


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$3,365,504,981															$3,075,223,698			$3,164,793,128			$89,569,430





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$2,656,277,377															$2,393,431,813			$2,393,699,407			$267,594


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$9,061,482															-$9,061,482			-$9,061,482			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$662,648,225															$633,927,262			$633,117,773			-$809,489


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$2,591,858															$4,269,399			$4,278,763			$9,364


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$392,297															$0			$90,101,961			$90,101,961





						Total Increase in AV			$3,312,848,275															$3,022,566,992			$3,112,136,422			$89,569,430





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$33,128,483															$30,225,670			$31,121,364			$895,694						$20,788,098


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$33,098,641															$30,182,976			$30,177,557			-$5,419						$19,857,143


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$3,923															$0			$901,020			$901,020						$926,938


						Unsecured Escapes			$25,919															$42,694			$42,788			$94						$4,017








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$3,365,504,981															$3,075,223,698			$3,164,793,128			$89,569,430


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$3,365,112,684															$3,075,223,698			$3,074,691,167			-$532,531





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$2,948,981															$2,368,419			$2,547,558			$179,139						$2,326,899


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$1,334,894															$847,881			$846,986			-$895						$1,231,769


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$1,668,776															$1,340,246			$1,441,617			$101,371						$1,316,750


						Childrens' Fund			$88,469															$71,053			$76,427			$5,374						$69,807


						Library Preservation Fund			$73,725															$59,210			$63,689			$4,478						$58,172


						Open Space Fund			$73,725															$59,210			$63,689			$4,478						$58,172


						Total for City			$1,904,694															$1,529,719			$1,645,422			$115,703						$1,502,902


						County Office of Education			$4,170															$3,131			$3,304			$173						$3,464


						SFUSD			$329,809															$247,618			$261,341			$13,723						$273,977


						City College			$61,877															$46,457			$49,032			$2,575						$51,402


						ERAF			$1,085,111															$814,692			$859,842			$45,149						$901,415


						BART			$27,097															$20,344			$21,471			$1,127						$22,510


						BAAQMD			$8,934															$6,707			$7,079			$372						$7,421


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$1,516,997															$1,138,949			$1,202,069			$63,119						$1,260,188


						Total Pass-Through			$3,421,691															$2,668,669			$2,847,491			$178,822						$2,763,090


						Check			$3,421,691															$2,668,669			$2,847,491			$178,822						$2,763,090


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$36,030															$27,051			$28,550			$1,499						$29,931








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$1,328,138,689


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$4,530,741


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$662,648,225


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$2,591,858


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$392,297





						Total Increase in AV			$1,989,240,328





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$19,892,403


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$19,862,562


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$25,919


						Unsecured Escapes			$3,923








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$2,019,387,134


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$2,018,994,837





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$2,147,760


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$1,232,664


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$1,215,379


						Childrens' Fund			$64,433


						Library Preservation Fund			$53,694


						Open Space Fund			$53,694


						Total for City			$1,387,200


						County Office of Education			$3,290


						SFUSD			$260,254


						City College			$48,828


						ERAF			$856,265


						BART			$21,382


						BAAQMD			$7,050


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$1,197,069


						Total Pass-Through			$2,584,268


						Check			$2,584,268


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$28,432










































































































































































































































































1007 Western Addition


			Western Addition Project Area


			TRA 1007						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$2,098,299,724															$1,979,153,783			$1,973,029,469			-$6,124,314


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$8,331,400															$8,216,600			$8,216,600			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$51,991,035															$48,297,455			$49,652,455			$1,355,000


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$4,132,061																		$38,876,174			$38,876,174


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$676,608															$8,459,189			$8,373,671			-$85,518


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$2,163,430,828															$2,044,127,027			$2,078,148,369			$34,021,342





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$2,063,779,214															$1,944,518,473			$1,938,394,159			-$6,124,314


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$3,537,680															-$3,537,680			-$3,537,680			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$37,141,445															$33,447,865			$34,802,865			$1,355,000


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$676,608															$8,459,189			$8,373,671			-$85,518


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$4,132,061															$0			$38,876,174			$38,876,174





						Total Increase in AV			$2,102,191,648															$1,982,887,847			$2,016,909,189			$34,021,342





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$21,021,916															$19,828,878			$20,169,092			$340,213						$11,060,922


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$20,973,830															$19,744,287			$19,696,593			-$47,693						$10,624,929


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$41,321															$0			$388,762			$388,762						$395,528


						Unsecured Escapes			$6,766															$84,592			$83,737			-$855						$40,465








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$2,163,430,828															$2,044,127,027			$2,078,148,369			$34,021,342


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$2,159,298,767															$2,044,127,027			$2,039,272,195			-$4,854,832





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$2,700,299															$2,461,692			$2,529,734			$68,043						$1,474,992


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$1,283,298															$1,089,809			$1,081,653			-$8,156						$677,733


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$1,528,051															$1,393,027			$1,431,531			$38,504						$834,672


						Childrens' Fund			$81,009															$73,851			$75,892			$2,041						$44,250


						Library Preservation Fund			$67,507															$61,542			$63,243			$1,701						$36,875


						Open Space Fund			$67,507															$61,542			$63,243			$1,701						$36,875


						Total for City			$1,744,075															$1,589,962			$1,633,910			$43,948						$952,671


						County Office of Education			$3,877															$3,457			$3,515			$58						$2,095


						SFUSD			$306,691															$273,425			$278,036			$4,611						$165,735


						City College			$57,540															$51,299			$52,164			$865						$31,094


						ERAF			$1,009,050															$899,599			$914,768			$15,169						$545,288


						BART			$25,197															$22,464			$22,843			$379						$13,617


						BAAQMD			$8,307															$7,406			$7,531			$125						$4,489


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$1,410,663															$1,257,650			$1,278,857			$21,207						$762,319


						Total Pass-Through			$3,154,738															$2,847,613			$2,912,767			$65,154						$1,714,990


						Check			$3,154,738															$2,847,613			$2,912,767			$65,154						$1,714,990


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$33,505															$29,871			$30,374			$504						$18,106








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$1,031,889,607


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$1,768,840


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$37,141,445


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$676,608


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$4,132,061





						Total Increase in AV			$1,072,070,881





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$10,720,709


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$10,672,622


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$6,766


						Unsecured Escapes			$41,321








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$1,110,115,266


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$1,105,983,205





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$1,406,949


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$685,890


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$796,167


						Childrens' Fund			$42,208


						Library Preservation Fund			$35,174


						Open Space Fund			$35,174


						Total for City			$908,723


						County Office of Education			$2,037


						SFUSD			$161,125


						City College			$30,229


						ERAF			$530,118


						BART			$13,238


						BAAQMD			$4,364


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$741,112


						Total Pass-Through			$1,649,835


						Check			$1,649,835


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$17,602










































































































































































































































































1008 South of Market


			South of Market Project Area


			TRA 1008						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$598,690,679															$550,244,832			$542,889,267			-$7,355,565


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$1,316,000															$1,282,400			$1,282,400			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$9,865,509															$8,589,747			$9,382,738			$792,991


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$2,144,017																		$24,878,180			$24,878,180


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$725,998															$773,279			$769,876			-$3,404


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$612,742,203															$560,890,258			$579,202,461			$18,312,203





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$508,956,221															$460,476,774			$453,121,209			-$7,355,565


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			-$7,669,708															-$8,945,470			-$8,152,479			$792,991


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$725,998															$773,279			$769,876			-$3,404


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$2,144,017															$0			$24,878,180			$24,878,180





						Total Increase in AV			$504,156,528															$452,304,583			$470,616,786			$18,312,203





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$5,041,565															$4,523,046			$4,706,168			$183,122						$2,679,906


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$5,012,865															$4,515,313			$4,449,687			-$65,626						$2,402,458


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$21,440															$0			$248,782			$248,782						$256,042


						Unsecured Escapes			$7,260															$7,733			$7,699			-$34						$21,406





						Below Values for 1008, 1012, and 1017 combined


						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$634,564,698															$582,478,353			$600,801,805			$18,323,452


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$632,420,681															$582,478,353			$575,912,375			-$6,565,978





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$927,880															$823,707			$860,354			$36,647						$518,621


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$191,232															$107,329			$96,298			-$11,031						$97,933


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$525,071															$466,121			$486,859			$20,738						$293,478


						Childrens' Fund			$27,836															$24,711			$25,811			$1,099						$15,559


						Library Preservation Fund			$23,197															$20,593			$21,509			$916						$12,966


						Open Space Fund			$23,197															$20,593			$21,509			$916						$12,966


						Total for City			$599,301															$532,018			$555,687			$23,670						$334,968


						County Office of Education			$1,089															$906			$931			$25						$600


						SFUSD			$86,159															$71,679			$73,651			$1,972						$47,468


						City College			$16,165															$13,448			$13,818			$370						$8,906


						ERAF			$283,472															$235,833			$242,321			$6,489						$156,174


						BART			$7,079															$5,889			$6,051			$162						$3,900


						BAAQMD			$2,334															$1,942			$1,995			$53						$1,286


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$396,298															$329,697			$338,768			$9,071						$218,333


						Total Pass-Through			$995,599															$861,714			$894,455			$32,741						$553,301


						Check			$995,599															$861,714			$894,455			$32,741						$553,301


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$9,412															$7,831			$8,046			$215						$5,186








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$254,478,111


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			-$7,669,708


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$725,998


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$2,144,017





						Total Increase in AV			$249,678,418





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$2,496,784


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$2,468,084


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$7,260


						Unsecured Escapes			$21,440





						Below Values for 1008, 1012, and 1017 combined


						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$326,299,446


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$324,155,429





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$481,974


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$108,964


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$272,741


						Childrens' Fund			$14,459


						Library Preservation Fund			$12,049


						Open Space Fund			$12,049


						Total for City			$311,298


						County Office of Education			$575


						SFUSD			$45,495


						City College			$8,536


						ERAF			$149,685


						BART			$3,738


						BAAQMD			$1,232


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$209,262


						Total Pass-Through			$520,560


						Check			$520,560


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$4,970










































































































































































































































































1009 Rincon Annex


			Rincon Annex Project Area


			TRA 1009						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$0															$0			$0			$0





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0															$0			$0			$0





						Total Increase in AV			$0															$0			$0			$0





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						See 1004 Rincon Point


						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$0															$0			$0			$0


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$0															$0			$0			$0





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Childrens' Fund			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Library Preservation Fund			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Open Space Fund			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Total for City			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						County Office of Education			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						SFUSD			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						City College			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						ERAF			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						BART			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						BAAQMD			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Total Pass-Through			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Check			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$0


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0





						Total Increase in AV			$0





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$0


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$0


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$0





						See 1004 Rincon Point


						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$0


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$0





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$0


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$0


						Childrens' Fund			$0


						Library Preservation Fund			$0


						Open Space Fund			$0


						Total for City			$0


						County Office of Education			$0


						SFUSD			$0


						City College			$0


						ERAF			$0


						BART			$0


						BAAQMD			$0


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$0


						Total Pass-Through			$0


						Check			$0


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$0










































































































































































































































































1010 HP Shipyard


			HP Shipyard Project Area


			TRA 1010						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$76,338,111															$70,705,330			$70,705,330			$0


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$76,338,111															$70,705,330			$70,705,330			$0





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$76,338,111															$70,705,330			$70,705,330			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			-$6,526,793															-$6,526,793			-$6,526,793			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0															$0			$0			$0





						Total Increase in AV			$69,811,318															$64,178,537			$64,178,537			$0						*Note - the FY 12-13 residual was not considered for the 1/2/14 distribution because it made the amount a net negative for the project.





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$698,113															$641,785			$641,785			$0						$316,423


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$698,113															$641,785			$641,785			$0						$316,423


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$76,338,111															$70,705,330			$70,705,330			$0


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$76,338,111															$70,705,330			$70,705,330			$0





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$139,623															$128,357			$128,357			$0						$69,811


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$14,074															$4,611			$4,611			$0						$7,037


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$79,010															$72,635			$72,635			$0						$39,505


						Childrens' Fund			$4,189															$3,851			$3,851			$0						$2,094


						Library Preservation Fund			$3,491															$3,209			$3,209			$0						$1,745


						Open Space Fund			$3,491															$3,209			$3,209			$0						$1,745


						Total for City			$90,180															$82,904			$82,904			$0						$45,090


						County Office of Education			$150															$129			$129			$0						$75


						SFUSD			$11,833															$10,237			$10,237			$0						$5,916


						City College			$2,220															$1,921			$1,921			$0						$1,110


						ERAF			$38,932															$33,681			$33,681			$0						$19,466


						BART			$972															$841			$841			$0						$486


						BAAQMD			$321															$277			$277			$0						$160


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$54,427															$47,086			$47,086			$0						$27,213


						Total Pass-Through			$144,607															$129,990			$129,990			$0						$72,303


						Check			$144,607															$129,990			$129,990			$0						$72,303


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$1,293															$1,118			$1,118			$0						$646








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$38,169,056


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			-$6,526,793


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0





						Total Increase in AV			$31,642,263





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$316,423


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$316,423


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$0








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$38,169,056


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$38,169,056





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$69,811


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$7,037


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$39,505


						Childrens' Fund			$2,094


						Library Preservation Fund			$1,745


						Open Space Fund			$1,745


						Total for City			$45,090


						County Office of Education			$75


						SFUSD			$5,916


						City College			$1,110


						ERAF			$19,466


						BART			$486


						BAAQMD			$160


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$27,213


						Total Pass-Through			$72,303


						Check			$72,303


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$646










































































































































































































































































1011 Giants Ballpark


			Giants Ballpark Project Area


			TRA 1011						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$35,125,318															$28,103,621			$28,103,621			$0


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$406,992,485


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
AT&T Park 14-701184 Block 3794, Lot 027P Owner: China Basin Ballpark Company.  Not picked  up in the report. $406,992,485 net value 9/29/2014. Re-verfied 12/2/2014 via CICSP screen TBAI unsecured tax bill.															$200,755,584


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
AT&T Park 12-701296  Block 3794, Lot 027P Owner: China Basin Ballpark Company.  Not picked  up in the report. $196,819,200 net value 7/5/2012.			$200,755,584


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
AT&T Park 12-701296  Block 3794, Lot 027P Owner: China Basin Ballpark Company.  Not picked  up in the report. $196,819,200 net value 7/5/2012.			


James Whitaker: James Whitaker:
AT&T Park 14-701184 Block 3794, Lot 027P Owner: China Basin Ballpark Company.  Not picked  up in the report. $406,992,485 net value 9/29/2014. Re-verfied 12/2/2014 via CICSP screen TBAI unsecured tax bill.																					$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$0															$3,698,067			$3,682,164			-$15,903


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$442,117,803															$232,557,272			$232,541,369			-$15,903





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$441,411,191															$228,152,593			$228,152,593			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0															$3,698,067			$3,682,164			-$15,903


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0															$0			$0			$0





						Total Increase in AV			$441,411,191															$231,850,660			$231,834,757			-$15,903





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$4,414,112															$2,318,507			$2,318,348			-$159						$4,413,953


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$4,414,112															$2,281,526			$2,281,526			$0						$4,414,112


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$0															$36,981			$36,822			-$159						-$159





						See 1004 Rincon Point


						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$442,117,803															$232,557,272			$232,541,369			-$15,903


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$442,117,803															$232,557,272			$232,541,369			-$15,903





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$884,236															$465,115			$465,083			-$32						$884,204


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$742,758															$390,696			$390,670			-$27						$742,731


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$500,373															$263,200			$263,182			-$18						$500,355


						Childrens' Fund			$26,527															$13,953			$13,952			-$1						$26,526


						Library Preservation Fund			$22,106															$11,628			$11,627			-$1						$22,105


						Open Space Fund			$22,106															$11,628			$11,627			-$1						$22,105


						Total for City			$571,112															$300,409			$300,389			-$21						$571,091


						County Office of Education			$1,584															$833			$833			-$0						$1,584


						SFUSD			$125,260															$65,888			$65,883			-$5						$125,255


						City College			$23,501															$12,362			$12,361			-$1						$23,500


						ERAF			$412,119															$216,778			$216,763			-$15						$412,104


						BART			$10,291															$5,413			$5,413			-$0						$10,291


						BAAQMD			$3,393															$1,785			$1,785			-$0						$3,393


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$576,148															$303,058			$303,037			-$21						$576,127


						Total Pass-Through			$1,147,260															$603,467			$603,426			-$41						$1,147,218


						Check			$1,147,260															$603,467			$603,426			-$41						$1,147,218


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$13,684															$7,198			$7,197			-$0						$13,684








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$0


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$441,411,191


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0





						Total Increase in AV			$441,411,191





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$4,414,112


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$4,414,112


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$0





						See 1004 Rincon Point


						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$442,117,803


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$442,117,803





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$884,236


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$742,758


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$500,373


						Childrens' Fund			$26,527


						Library Preservation Fund			$22,106


						Open Space Fund			$22,106


						Total for City			$571,112


						County Office of Education			$1,584


						SFUSD			$125,260


						City College			$23,501


						ERAF			$412,119


						BART			$10,291


						BAAQMD			$3,393


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$576,148


						Total Pass-Through			$1,147,260


						Check			$1,147,260


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$13,684










































































































































































































































































1012 Fed. Office Bldg.


			Federal Office Building Project Area


			TRA 1012						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$26,960															$26,647			$26,647			$0


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$26,960															$26,647			$26,647			$0





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			-$4,805,948															-$4,805,948			-$4,805,948			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$26,960															$26,647			$26,647			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0															$0			$0			$0





						Total Increase in AV			-$4,778,988															-$4,779,301			-$4,779,301			$0





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			-$47,790															-$47,793			-$47,793			$0						-$23,760


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			-$47,790															-$47,793			-$47,793			$0						-$23,760


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						See 1008 South of Market


						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through																		$26,647


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)																		$26,647





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)																		$53


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION																		$45


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION																		$0





						General Fund			$0															$30			$0			-$30						$0


						Childrens' Fund			$0															$2			$0			-$2						$0


						Library Preservation Fund			$0															$1			$0			-$1						$0


						Open Space Fund			$0															$1			$0			-$1						$0


						Total for City			$0															$34			$0			-$34						$0


						County Office of Education			$0															$0			$0			-$0						$0


						SFUSD			$0															$8			$0			-$8						$0


						City College			$0															$1			$0			-$1						$0


						ERAF			$0															$25			$0			-$25						$0


						BART			$0															$1			$0			-$1						$0


						BAAQMD			$0															$0			$0			-$0						$0


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$0															$35			$0			-$35						$0


						Total Pass-Through			$0															$69			$0			-$69						$1


						Check			$0															$69			$0			-$69						$1


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$0															$1			$0			-$1						$0








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			-$2,402,974


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$26,960


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0





						Total Increase in AV			-$2,376,014





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			-$23,760


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			-$23,760


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$0





						See 1008 South of Market


						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$26,960


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$26,960





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$54


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$45


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$31


						Childrens' Fund			$2


						Library Preservation Fund			$1


						Open Space Fund			$1


						Total for City			$35


						County Office of Education			$0


						SFUSD			$8


						City College			$1


						ERAF			$25


						BART			$1


						BAAQMD			$0


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$35


						Total Pass-Through			$70


						Check			$70


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$1










































































































































































































































































1013 Mission Bay North


			Mission Bay North Project Area


			TRA 1013						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$1,551,418,383															$1,478,243,639			$1,478,124,639			-$119,000


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$3,767,400															$3,855,600			$3,848,600			-$7,000


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$579,556			$579,556			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$16,742,708															$19,833,825			$19,833,825			$0


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$1,291,355															$9,680,112			$13,981,545			$4,301,433


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$765,994																		$0			$0


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$1,573,985,840															$1,512,192,732			$1,516,368,165			$4,175,433





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$1,529,599,826															$1,456,513,282			$1,456,387,282			-$126,000


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$579,556			$579,556			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$15,924,551															$19,015,668			$19,015,668			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$765,994															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$1,291,355															$9,680,112			$13,981,545			$4,301,433





						Total Increase in AV			$1,547,581,726															$1,485,788,618			$1,489,964,051			$4,175,433





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$15,475,817															$14,857,886			$14,899,641			$41,754						$7,869,572


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$15,455,244															$14,761,085			$14,759,825			-$1,260						$7,805,985


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$12,914															$96,801			$139,815			$43,014						$50,674


						Unsecured Escapes			$7,660															$0			$0			$0						$12,914








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$1,573,985,840															$1,512,192,732			$1,516,368,165			$4,175,433


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$1,572,694,485															$1,502,512,620			$1,502,386,620			-$126,000





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$3,095,163															$2,971,577			$2,979,928			$8,351						$1,574,733


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$446,893															$328,988			$328,776			-$212						$237,942


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$1,751,497															$1,681,562			$1,686,288			$4,726						$891,113


						Childrens' Fund			$92,855															$89,147			$89,398			$251						$47,242


						Library Preservation Fund			$77,379															$74,289			$74,498			$209						$39,368


						Open Space Fund			$77,379															$74,289			$74,498			$209						$39,368


						Total for City			$1,999,111															$1,919,288			$1,924,682			$5,394						$1,017,092


						County Office of Education			$3,448															$3,213			$3,221			$8						$1,764


						SFUSD			$272,698															$254,106			$254,732			$627						$139,555


						City College			$51,162															$47,674			$47,792			$118						$26,183


						ERAF			$897,207															$836,037			$838,099			$2,062						$459,153


						BART			$22,405															$20,877			$20,928			$51						$11,466


						BAAQMD			$7,387															$6,883			$6,900			$17						$3,780


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$1,254,306															$1,168,789			$1,171,672			$2,882						$641,901


						Total Pass-Through			$3,253,416															$3,088,078			$3,096,354			$8,276						$1,658,992


						Check			$3,253,416															$3,088,078			$3,096,354			$8,276						$1,658,992


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$29,791															$27,760			$27,828			$68						$15,246








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$764,799,913


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$15,924,551


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$765,994


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$1,291,355





						Total Increase in AV			$782,781,813





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$7,827,818


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$7,807,245


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$7,660


						Unsecured Escapes			$12,914








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$796,392,949


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$795,101,594





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$1,566,382


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$238,154


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$886,387


						Childrens' Fund			$46,991


						Library Preservation Fund			$39,160


						Open Space Fund			$39,160


						Total for City			$1,011,698


						County Office of Education			$1,756


						SFUSD			$138,929


						City College			$26,065


						ERAF			$457,091


						BART			$11,414


						BAAQMD			$3,763


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$639,019


						Total Pass-Through			$1,650,716


						Check			$1,650,716


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$15,177










































































































































































































































































1014 Mission Bay South


			Mission Bay South Project Area


			TRA 1014						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$1,938,735,791															$1,655,205,607			$1,483,996,894			-$171,208,713


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$1,180,200															$1,058,400			$1,058,400			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0						$1,939,915,991												$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$166,146,910						148596923									$148,585,923			$148,364,194			-$221,729


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0						$2,088,512,914												$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$1,080,293															$18,029,146			$27,317,536			$9,288,390


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$0																		$9,598,878			$9,598,878


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$2,107,143,194															$1,822,879,076			$1,670,335,902			-$152,543,175





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$1,854,862,348															$1,571,210,364			$1,400,001,651			-$171,208,713


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$153,518,657															$135,957,670			$135,735,941			-$221,729


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0															$0			$9,598,878			$9,598,878


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$1,080,293															$18,029,146			$27,317,536			$9,288,390





						Total Increase in AV			$2,009,461,298															$1,725,197,180			$1,572,654,006			-$152,543,175





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$20,094,613															$17,251,972			$15,726,540			-$1,525,432						$9,294,869


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$20,083,810															$17,071,680			$15,357,376			-$1,714,304						$9,095,194


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$10,803															$180,291			$273,175			$92,884						$92,884


						Unsecured Escapes			$0															$0			$95,989			$95,989						$106,792








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$2,107,143,194															$1,822,879,076			$1,670,335,902			-$152,543,175


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$2,106,062,901															$1,804,849,930			$1,643,018,366			-$161,831,564





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$4,018,923															$3,450,394			$3,145,308			-$305,086						$1,871,602


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$505,938															-$100			-$271,977			-$271,877						$120,656


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$2,274,236															$1,952,516			$1,779,873			-$172,643						$1,059,106


						Childrens' Fund			$120,568															$103,512			$94,359			-$9,153						$56,148


						Library Preservation Fund			$100,473															$86,260			$78,633			-$7,627						$46,790


						Open Space Fund			$100,473															$86,260			$78,633			-$7,627						$46,790


						Total for City			$2,595,750															$2,228,548			$2,031,498			-$197,050						$1,208,834


						County Office of Education			$4,404															$3,358			$2,797			-$562						$1,939


						SFUSD			$348,363															$265,633			$221,214			-$44,420						$153,381


						City College			$65,358															$49,837			$41,503			-$8,334						$28,777


						ERAF			$1,146,152															$873,964			$727,818			-$146,145						$504,641


						BART			$28,621															$21,824			$18,175			-$3,649						$12,602


						BAAQMD			$9,436															$7,195			$5,992			-$1,203						$4,155


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$1,602,334															$1,221,811			$1,017,498			-$204,313						$705,494


						Total Pass-Through			$4,198,084															$3,450,359			$3,048,996			-$401,363						$1,914,328


						Check			$4,198,084															$3,450,359			$3,048,996			-$401,363						$1,914,328


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$38,057															$29,019			$24,167			-$4,853						$16,756








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$927,431,174


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$153,518,657


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$1,080,293





						Total Increase in AV			$1,082,030,124





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$10,820,301


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$10,809,498


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$10,803








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$1,137,185,199


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$1,136,104,906





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$2,176,689


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$392,533


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$1,231,749


						Childrens' Fund			$65,301


						Library Preservation Fund			$54,417


						Open Space Fund			$54,417


						Total for City			$1,405,884


						County Office of Education			$2,501


						SFUSD			$197,801


						City College			$37,110


						ERAF			$650,787


						BART			$16,251


						BAAQMD			$5,358


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$909,807


						Total Pass-Through			$2,315,691


						Check			$2,315,691


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$21,609










































































































































































































































































1015 YBC Amnd. Bloomingdale


			YBC Amendment (Bloomingdale's) Project Area


			TRA 1015						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$709,270,226															$706,064,697			$706,064,697			$0


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$36,382,747															$24,346,099			$24,346,099			$0


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$34,599,762			$34,599,762


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$246,086																		$0			$0


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$745,899,059															$730,410,796			$765,010,558			$34,599,762





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$629,500,819															$627,859,396			$627,859,396			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$35,868,893															$23,832,245			$23,832,245			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$246,086															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0															$0			$34,599,762			$34,599,762





						Total Increase in AV			$665,615,798															$651,691,641			$686,291,403			$34,599,762





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$6,656,158															$6,516,916			$6,862,914			$345,998						$3,854,652


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$6,653,697															$6,516,916			$6,516,916			$0						$3,506,193


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0															$0			$345,998			$345,998						$348,458


						Unsecured Escapes			$2,461															$0			$0			$0						$0








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$745,899,059															$730,410,796			$765,010,558			$34,599,762


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$745,899,059															$730,410,796			$730,410,796			$0





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$1,337,427															$1,306,450			$1,375,650			$69,200						$774,542


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			-$94,827															-$120,847			-$120,847			$0						-$16,645


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$756,826															$739,297			$778,455			$39,159						$438,299


						Childrens' Fund			$40,123															$39,194			$41,269			$2,076						$23,236


						Library Preservation Fund			$33,436															$32,661			$34,391			$1,730						$19,364


						Open Space Fund			$33,436															$32,661			$34,391			$1,730						$19,364


						Total for City			$863,820															$843,813			$888,507			$44,695						$500,263


						County Office of Education			$1,209															$1,154			$1,221			$67						$738


						SFUSD			$95,666															$91,278			$96,605			$5,328						$58,349


						City College			$17,948															$17,125			$18,125			$1,000						$10,947


						ERAF			$314,752															$300,315			$317,843			$17,528						$191,976


						BART			$7,860															$7,499			$7,937			$438						$4,794


						BAAQMD			$2,591															$2,472			$2,617			$144						$1,581


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$440,027															$419,843			$444,348			$24,505						$268,385


						Total Pass-Through			$1,303,847															$1,263,656			$1,332,856			$69,200						$768,647


						Check			$1,303,847															$1,263,656			$1,332,856			$69,200						$768,647


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$10,451															$9,972			$10,554			$582						$6,374








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$314,750,410


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$35,868,893


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$246,086


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0





						Total Increase in AV			$350,865,389





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$3,508,654


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$3,506,193


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$2,461


						Unsecured Escapes			$0








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$391,263,946


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$391,263,946





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$705,342


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			-$16,645


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$399,140


						Childrens' Fund			$21,160


						Library Preservation Fund			$17,634


						Open Space Fund			$17,634


						Total for City			$455,568


						County Office of Education			$670


						SFUSD			$53,022


						City College			$9,948


						ERAF			$174,448


						BART			$4,356


						BAAQMD			$1,436


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$243,880


						Total Pass-Through			$699,448


						Check			$699,448


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$5,792










































































































































































































































































1016 Transbay


			Transbay Project Area


			TRA 1016						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$2,996,019,571															$2,374,384,649			$2,337,463,645			-$36,921,004


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$609,000															$534,800			$534,800			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$291,994,945															$289,214,907			$289,219,257			$4,350


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$115,168,865															$191,816,197			$451,359,959			$259,543,762


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$2,124,701															$5,338,560			$5,334,681			-$3,878


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$3,405,917,082															$2,861,289,113			$3,083,912,342			$222,623,230





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$2,225,897,528															$1,604,188,406			$1,567,267,402			-$36,921,004


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$181,872,599															$179,092,561			$179,096,911			$4,350


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$2,124,701															$5,338,560			$5,334,681			-$3,878


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$115,168,865															$191,816,197			$451,359,959			$259,543,762





						Total Increase in AV			$2,525,063,693															$1,980,435,724			$2,203,058,953			$222,623,230





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$25,250,637															$19,804,357			$22,030,590			$2,226,232						$16,347,382


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$24,077,701															$17,832,810			$17,463,643			-$369,167						$12,579,047


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$1,151,689															$1,918,162			$4,513,600			$2,595,438						$2,616,685


						Unsecured Escapes			$21,247															$53,386			$53,347			-$39						$1,151,650








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$3,405,917,082															$2,861,289,113			$3,083,912,342			$222,623,230


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$3,290,748,217															$2,669,472,916			$2,632,552,383			-$36,920,532





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$5,050,127															$3,960,871			$4,406,118			$445,246						$3,379,599


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$2,857,776															$2,241,386			$2,493,343			$251,957						$1,912,454


						Childrens' Fund			$151,504															$118,826			$132,184			$13,357						$101,388


						Library Preservation Fund			$126,253															$99,022			$110,153			$11,131						$84,490


						Open Space Fund			$126,253															$99,022			$110,153			$11,131						$84,490


						Total for City			$3,261,787															$2,558,256			$2,845,833			$287,577						$2,182,822


						County Office of Education			$4,916															$3,855			$4,289			$433						$3,290


						SFUSD			$388,802															$304,942			$339,221			$34,279						$260,190


						City College			$72,945															$57,212			$63,643			$6,431						$48,816


						ERAF			$1,279,203															$1,003,293			$1,116,075			$112,781						$856,056


						BART			$31,943															$25,054			$27,870			$2,816						$21,377


						BAAQMD			$10,531															$8,260			$9,188			$929						$7,048


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$1,788,341															$1,402,616			$1,560,285			$157,670						$1,196,777


						Total Pass-Through			$5,050,127															$3,960,871			$4,406,118			$445,246						$3,379,599


						Check			$5,050,127															$3,960,871			$4,406,118			$445,246						$3,379,599


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$42,475															$33,314			$37,058			$3,745						$28,425








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$1,112,948,764


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$181,872,599


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$2,124,701


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$115,168,865





						Total Increase in AV			$1,412,114,929





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$14,121,149


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$12,948,214


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$21,247


						Unsecured Escapes			$1,151,689








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$1,907,602,797


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$1,792,433,932





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$2,934,352


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$1,660,497


						Childrens' Fund			$88,031


						Library Preservation Fund			$73,359


						Open Space Fund			$73,359


						Total for City			$1,895,245


						County Office of Education			$2,856


						SFUSD			$225,912


						City College			$42,384


						ERAF			$743,275


						BART			$18,561


						BAAQMD			$6,119


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$1,039,107


						Total Pass-Through			$2,934,352


						Check			$2,934,352


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$24,680










































































































































































































































































1017 SoMa Amendment


			South of Market Amendment Project Area


			TRA 1017						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$16,523,826															$16,575,948			$16,575,948			$0


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$5,271,709															$4,985,500			$4,985,500			$0


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$11,249			$11,249


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$21,795,535															$21,561,448			$21,572,697			$11,249





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$7,401,425															$7,453,547			$7,453,547			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$5,033,931															$4,747,722			$4,747,722			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0															$0			$11,249			$11,249





						Total Increase in AV			$12,435,356															$12,201,269			$12,212,518			$11,249





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$124,354															$122,013			$122,125			$112						$87,459


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$124,354															$122,013			$122,013			$0						$87,346


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0															$0			$112			$112						$112


						Unsecured Escapes			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						See 1008 South of Market


						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$21,795,535															$21,561,448			$21,572,697			$11,249


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$21,795,535															$21,561,448			$21,561,448			$0





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$43,591															$43,123			$43,145			$22						$27,090


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$24,667															$24,402			$24,415			$13						$15,330


						Childrens' Fund			$1,308															$1,294			$1,294			$1						$813


						Library Preservation Fund			$1,090															$1,078			$1,079			$1						$677


						Open Space Fund			$1,090															$1,078			$1,079			$1						$677


						Total for City			$28,155															$27,852			$27,867			$15						$17,497


						County Office of Education			$42															$42			$42			$0						$26


						SFUSD			$3,356															$3,320			$3,322			$2						$2,086


						City College			$630															$623			$623			$0						$391


						ERAF			$11,042															$10,923			$10,929			$6						$6,862


						BART			$276															$273			$273			$0						$171


						BAAQMD			$91															$90			$90			$0						$56


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$15,436															$15,271			$15,279			$8						$9,593


						Total Pass-Through			$43,591															$43,123			$43,145			$22						$27,090


						Check			$43,591															$43,123			$43,145			$22						$27,090


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$367															$363			$363			$0						$228








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$3,700,713


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			$0


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$5,033,931


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0





						Total Increase in AV			$8,734,644





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$87,346


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$87,346


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0


						Unsecured Escapes			$0





						See 1008 South of Market


						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$13,533,622


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$13,533,622





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$27,067


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$15,317


						Childrens' Fund			$812


						Library Preservation Fund			$677


						Open Space Fund			$677


						Total for City			$17,482


						County Office of Education			$26


						SFUSD			$2,084


						City College			$391


						ERAF			$6,856


						BART			$171


						BAAQMD			$56


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$9,585


						Total Pass-Through			$27,067


						Check			$27,067


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$228










































































































































































































































































1018 Bayview Hunters Pt Area B


			Bayview Hunter's Point Area B Project Area


			TRA 1018						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$1,680,159,900															$1,636,831,439			$1,635,333,675			-$1,497,764


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$7,175,000															$7,093,800			$7,093,800			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$1,010,600															$1,010,600			$1,010,600			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$118,268,537															$120,175,732			$122,655,254			$2,479,522


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$2,659,388																		$53,616,999			$53,616,999


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$9,021,071															$4,773,257			$4,985,956			$212,699


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$1,818,294,496															$1,769,884,828			$1,824,696,284			$54,811,456





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)			$1,010,600															$1,010,600			$1,010,600			$0





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$671,340,308															$627,930,647			$626,432,883			-$1,497,764


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$1,784,903															-$1,784,903			-$1,784,903			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			-$27,972,920															-$26,065,725			-$23,586,203			$2,479,522


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$9,021,071															$4,773,257			$4,985,956			$212,699


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$2,659,388															$0			$53,616,999			$53,616,999





						Total Increase in AV			$653,262,944															$604,853,276			$659,664,732			$54,811,456





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$6,532,629															$6,048,533			$6,596,647			$548,115						$3,732,967


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$6,415,825															$6,000,800			$6,010,618			$9,818						$3,077,865


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$26,594															$0			$536,170			$536,170						$626,381


						Unsecured Escapes			$90,211															$47,733			$49,860			$2,127						$28,721








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$1,818,294,496															$1,769,884,828			$1,824,696,284			$54,811,456


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$1,815,635,108															$1,769,884,828			$1,771,079,285			$1,194,457





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$1,306,132															$1,209,312			$1,318,935			$109,623						$892,638


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$739,116															$684,328			$746,362			$62,034						$505,128


						Childrens' Fund			$39,184															$36,279			$39,568			$3,289						$26,779


						Library Preservation Fund			$32,653															$30,233			$32,973			$2,741						$22,316


						Open Space Fund			$32,653															$30,233			$32,973			$2,741						$22,316


						Total for City			$843,607															$781,073			$851,877			$70,803						$576,539


						County Office of Education			$1,271															$1,177			$1,284			$107						$869


						SFUSD			$100,557															$93,103			$101,543			$8,440						$68,723


						City College			$18,866															$17,468			$19,051			$1,583						$12,893


						ERAF			$330,845															$306,320			$334,088			$27,768						$226,106


						BART			$8,262															$7,649			$8,343			$693						$5,646


						BAAQMD			$2,724															$2,522			$2,750			$229						$1,861


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$462,525															$428,239			$467,059			$38,819						$316,099


						Total Pass-Through			$1,306,132															$1,209,312			$1,318,935			$109,623						$892,638


						Check			$1,306,132															$1,209,312			$1,318,935			$109,623						$892,638


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$10,985															$10,171			$11,093			$922						$7,508








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			$335,670,154


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$892,452


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			-$27,972,920


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$9,021,071


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$2,659,388





						Total Increase in AV			$318,485,242





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			$3,184,852


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			$3,068,048


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$90,211


						Unsecured Escapes			$26,594








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$974,121,746


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$971,462,358





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$783,015


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$443,094


						Childrens' Fund			$23,490


						Library Preservation Fund			$19,575


						Open Space Fund			$19,575


						Total for City			$505,735


						County Office of Education			$762


						SFUSD			$60,283


						City College			$11,310


						ERAF			$198,339


						BART			$4,953


						BAAQMD			$1,633


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$277,280


						Total Pass-Through			$783,015


						Check			$783,015


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$6,586










































































































































































































































































1019 Visitacion Valley


			Visitacion Valley Project Area


			TRA 1019						2014-15


			Fiscal Year 2014/15						For January 2nd			For June 1st			Fiscal Year 2014/15			Residual for Fiscal Year 2014/15						June 1st for Fiscal Year 2013/14			Fiscal Year 2013/14			Residual for Fiscal Year 2013/14						Total January 2nd Distribution for Fiscal Year 2014/15


									12/1/14															5/15/14			8/27/14			To distribute 1/2/15


			Billed			Regular Secured AV			$49,308,629															$53,345,420			$53,345,420			$0


			Billed			Regular Secured HO Exemption AV			$182,000															$180,600			$180,600			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured AV Collections			$1,399,804															$1,274,527			$1,274,527			$0


			Collected			Possessory Interests Unsecured AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Secured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$592,332			$592,332


			Collected			Unsecured Supplemental AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape AV Collections			$6,070																		$0			$0


			Collected			Other AV Collections			$0																		$0			$0





						Total AVs			$50,896,503															$54,800,547			$55,392,879			$592,332





			Adjustment			Board Roll - Railroad (excluded from increment)





			Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			-$5,422,029															-$1,386,638			-$1,386,638			$0


			Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$1,170,600															-$1,170,600			-$1,170,600			$0


			Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$228,874															$103,597			$103,597			$0


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$6,070															$0			$0			$0


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0															$0			$592,332			$592,332





						Total Increase in AV			-$6,357,685															-$2,453,641			-$1,861,309			$592,332





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			-$63,577															-$24,536			-$18,613			$5,923						-$24,690


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			-$63,638															-$24,536			-$24,536			$0						-$30,674


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$0															$0			$5,923			$5,923						$5,984


						Unsecured Escapes			$61															$0			$0			$0						$0








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$50,896,503															$54,800,547			$55,392,879			$592,332


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$50,896,503															$54,800,547			$54,800,547			$0





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0





						General Fund			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Childrens' Fund			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Library Preservation Fund			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Open Space Fund			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Total for City			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						County Office of Education			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						SFUSD			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						City College			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						ERAF			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						BART			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						BAAQMD			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Total Pass-Through			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Check			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$0															$0			$0			$0						$0








						50% of billed; 100% collected for January 2nd


			50% Billed			Regular Secured Increase in Value			-$2,711,015


			50% Billed			BOE Secured Increase in Value			-$585,300


			50% Billed			Escape Secured AV			$0


			Collected			Regular Unsecured Increase in Value			$228,874


			Collected			Unsecured Escape Increase in Value			$6,070


			Collected			Supplemental (secured and unsecured)			$0





						Total Increase in AV			-$3,061,371





						Gross Tax Increment Amount (1% of Increased AV)			-$30,614


						Primary TI (Regular, BOE, Secured Escape, Regular Unsecured)			-$30,674


						Supplementals (Secured and Unsecured)			$61


						Unsecured Escapes			$0








						Total AV Calculation for Tier 1 Pass-Through			$26,151,189


						Total AV for Tier 2 and 3 Pass-Through (ex-Supplemental)			$26,151,189





						Tier 1 Pass-Through (20%)			$0


						Tier 2 Pass-Through (16.8%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0


						Tier 3 Pass-Through (11.2%) - NOT ACTUAL DISTRIBUTION			$0





						General Fund			$0


						Childrens' Fund			$0


						Library Preservation Fund			$0


						Open Space Fund			$0


						Total for City			$0


						County Office of Education			$0


						SFUSD			$0


						City College			$0


						ERAF			$0


						BART			$0


						BAAQMD			$0


						Total for Other Taxing Entities			$0


						Total Pass-Through			$0


						Check			$0


						Special Districts Only (for RPTTF report)			$0














































































































































































































































































To: Whitaker, James (CON)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Projecting Mission Bay increment available June 2015 distribution
 
Hi Jamie,
 
Do you have any ideas on projecting the Mission Bay increment available for the June 2015
distribution.  
 
I know it is off the same starting roll as the January 2015 distribution—so it should be equal to
January 2015 minus the difference in unsecured, plus the difference in supplementals and escapes. 
 
I can’t get any good picture from the past since Mission Bay has been all over the place.
 
Could you send me the January 2015 distribution excel spreadsheet that has the calculations by
project area, so I can see how much of the Mission Bay distribution came from unsecured,
supplementals and escapes.  That will at least give us a lower bound for the June distribution if I
subtract those out. 
 
If you happen to know of any major supplementals/escapes or unsecured pending that didn’t make
it into January, that would also be helpful. 


Thank you,
 
-Leo
 
 
Leo Levenson
Deputy Director for Finance and Administration
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure, Successor to the SF Redevelopment Agency


1 South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco CA 94103
(415) 749-2465 work, (415) 760-0579 cell
 








From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Sravan Paladugu; Ed Boscacci; Molly Hayes; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII);


Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com)


Subject: Stormwater Technical Memo
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 10:19:39 PM
Attachments: image001.png


2015.01.06_Stormwater_Technical_Memo.pdf


Paul, Joyce –
Please see the attached. Happy to discuss tomorrow.
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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 TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM



Date: January 06, 2015 BKF No.: 20136004-20



To: David Kelly
Golden State Warriors



From: Sravan Paladugu, P.E.
Ed Boscacci, P.E.



Subject: Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 – Storm Water Memorandum



A. BACKGROUND
The Golden State Warriors organization (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and
buildings for other uses on approximately 12-acres located in San Francisco, California (Project). The 12-
acre Project site is made up of land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (Blocks 29-32) in the Mission
Bay South Project Area, a redevelopment area located east of Higway-280 in San Francisco. The site is
bounded by Terry A Francois Boulevard to the east, 3rd Street to the west, 16th Street to the south and
South Street to the north and is currently vacant except for surface parking.



Prior  to  GSW  acquisition  of  the  Project  site,  Blocks  29-32  were  planned  to  be  developed  as  an  office
space. The office space was studied in the Mission Bay Environmental Impact Report prepared and
approved in 1998 and would have included an adjusted square footage of one (1) million.



The purpose of this memorandum is to discuss drainage facilities currently existing at the Project site
and to conceptually discuss storm water features required as part of the proposed development. The
memorandum is prepared to supplement the City with the information required to prepare Project
Environmental Impact Report (EIR).



B. Project Description
GSW proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and ancillary structures including multiple
office buildings, retail, restaurants, structure parking, plaza areas, and other amenities on Blocks 29-32.
A summary of the various components of proposed Project are included in Table 1 and are discussed
below.



Event Center
The proposed Event Center would have a seating capacity of 18,064 seats, encompass approximately
775,000 gross square feet in area. The Event Center would serve as the new home of the Golden State
Warriors.  The  Event  Center  would  host  all  the  home  games  for  the  Golden  State  Warriors,  as  well  as
provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses including concerts, family shows, conferences,
conventions, cultural events and other sporting events.



The Event Center main floor would include a full length NBA basketball court for Warriors basketball
games, which can also accommodate a stage for performances. Other supporting Event Center facilities
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would include player/performer locker rooms, club and press areas, concessions, restrooms, a
commissary, and a large marshalling area. The Warriors practice facility and support offices would also
be integrated within the Event Center.



The practice facility would include two full-length NBA basketball courts with approximately 21,000
square feet of playing surface, a weight room and medical treatment facilities, locker rooms, and a
players’ lounge. The support offices would accommodate Warriors management, coaching and
operations staff, administration, finance, marketing, broadcasting, merchandising, public relations, and
ticket operations. The Event Center would be surrounded by large open plaza areas connected by
ramps.



Office, Retail and Restaurant Uses
The Project would include two office buildings, each eleven (11) stories high, on the northwest and
southwest corners of the site. The office buildings would encompass approximately 580,000 gross
square foot in area. The Project would also include retail space occupying multiple areas of the site,
including the lower floors of the office buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the
Event Center.



The retail space would be approximately 125,000 square feet of which 62,500 square feet would be
used for soft goods retail and the remaining for restaurants. Approximately 51,500 square feet of the
restaurant space would be used for sit-down type restaurant and the other 11,000 square feet would be
used for quick-serve type facilities.



Parking and Open Space
The Project would include 950 parking stalls in a parking structure with below-grade parking and at-
grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view. The total parking and loading area is
approximately 475,000 square feet.



The Project open space area would be approximately 180,000 square feet and would constitute of large
plaza areas, terrace areas at various levels, landscaped areas and green roof areas. The open space at
plaza level is approximately 140,000 square feet. The total landscape area is conservatively estimated to
be  approximately  30,000  square  feet  (i.e.,  6%  of  the  Project  area  required  for  storm  water
management). Green roof areas are proposed over the two office podiums that are approximately
40,000 square feet in area. The podiums would be at 90-feet above the street level.



Table 1 below provides a summary of the proposed land-uses, gross square footage, types of events,
and number of days that the events are anticipated to occur. The employment and average event
attendance figures are provided by GSW for the purpose of calculating water demand.
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Table 1: Blocks 29-32 Summary of Proposed Land Uses



Project Component
Floor
Area
(GSF)



Capacity
/No. of
Seats



Event Type



No. of
Events
Per
Year



Full-time
Employees



Event
Employees



Average
Attendance



Event Center 775,000 18,064 Pre-season games 3 n/a 1000 11,000
Regular season games 41 n/a 1000 17,000
Playoffs (Maximum
possible) 16 n/a 1000 18,000



Total non-Warriors
games 161



- Concerts 30 n/a 775 12,500
15 n/a 675 3,000



- Family Shows 55 n/a 675 5,000
- Other Sporting Events 30 n/a 675 7,000



- Conventions/
Corporate Events 31 n/a 675 9,000



Practice Facility &
Training Areas (1) 21,000 Practice/training 50



Part of
management
staff below



30 n/a



Event Management &
Team Operations (1) 40,000 Ongoing team/arena



operations (Mon-Fri) 240 255 n/a n/a



Kitchen (1) 32,260 221 n/a
Part of
event staff
above



n/a



GSW Office Space (1) 25,000 240
Part of
management
staff above



n/a n/a



Office Buildings 580,000 260 2,101 n/a n/a
Retail 62,500 n/a



372
n/a



Restaurants 62,500 n/a n/a
Parking 475,000 950
Landscape Area (2) 70,000
Open Space (3) 110,000



Notes:
(1) The 775,000 GSF noted for the Event Center includes the square footage identified for these uses.
(2) Includes landscape area at all levels (i.e., approximately 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscape at plaza level and 40,000 Sq.Ft. at all other
levels for storm water management.
(3) Open Space excludes 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscaped area from roughly 140,000 Sq.Ft. (i.e., 3.2 acres) of open space at plaza level.











Page 4 of 9



C. Existing Facilities
Offsite Facilities
The Project site will be served by the existing Mission Bay storm drain infrastructure. Existing facilities
include two separated storm sewer systems within the site perimeter streets that discharge runoff by
gravity to pump stations, which, in turn, pump runoff to the Bay. For up to a 5-year storm event, the
storm drain infrastructure was master planned to convey half of the project to the north to existing
Storm  Drain  Pump  Station  No.  1  (SDPS-1).  The  remaining  half  of  the  Project  will  be  conveyed  to  the
south to Storm Drain Pump Station No. 5 (SDPS-5), currently under construction. SDPS-1 is located to
north east of the Project within Park P22 and is currently operational. SDPS-5 is located to the south of
Project across from 16th Street  within  park  P23.  Construction  of  SDPS-5  is  currently  underway  and  is
anticipated to be completed by May 2015. The storm drain facilities and pump stations that will be
serving the Project are illustrated on the attached Figure A.



Runoff in excess of the 5-year storm event will be conveyed as surface flow within the streets to an
overflow weirs located to the north and south of the site.



Storm Drain Pump Station No. 1 (SDPS-1) has been designed to handle stormwater flows generated
from the planned build-out of the tributary drainage area (referred to as “Drainage Basin B”, as defined
in the Mission Bay South of Channel Storm Drainage plan, Freyer & Laureta, February 2003). There are
five high-flow or wet weather pumps  at  SDPS-1,  each  with  a  design  flow  rate  of  5,562  gallons  per
minute. Albion Partners conducted flow measurements on high flow pumps 3 and 4 on behalf of the
Mission Bay Development Group at SDPS-1 on December 17, 2014 to confirm that SDPS-1 is operating at
or above design flow rates. The results of this test indicate that high flow pumps 3 and 4 meet or exceed
the design pumping rate.  Note that high flow pumps 1 and 5 were undergoing routine maintenance and
were not available for testing.  High flow pump 2 was not tested.



Onsite Facilities
Approximately  50%  of  the  Project  site  is  paved  and  is  currently  used  as  a  surface  parking  lot.  The
remaining site is undeveloped and consists of ground cover. Runoff from portions of paved and unpaved
areas drain to perimeter streets but a majority of the runoff is contained is a low lying area within the
site. There is no storm drain existing onsite.



D. Storm Water Requirements
The 2010 San Francisco Stormwater Design Guidelines (Guidelines) developed by the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) and the Port of San Francisco (Port) require new development and
redevelopment disturbing 5,000 square feet or more of the ground surface to manage stormwater on-
site. For developments in areas with separate sewer areas, such as Mission Bay, the Guidelines require
capture  and  treatment  of  rainfall  from  a  design  storm  of  0.75  inches  per  day.  This  requirement  is
consistent with the San Francisco’s Green Building Ordinance and is equivalent to LEED Sustainable Site
credit entitled “Stormwater Design: Quality Control” (SS 6.2).



To meet the requirements, the Guidelines recommend using Low Impact Design (LID) strategies such as
living roofs, swales, biotreatment basins, rainwater harvesting and rain gardens. The Guidelines protect
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San Francisco's environment by reducing pollution in stormwater runoff in areas of new development
and redevelopment.



Because, the Project is located in an area served by separate storm sewer system, the Project is required
to implement LID strategies consistent with the SFPUC Guidelines.



E. Project Strom Water Management
The  Project  is  required  to  treat  100%  of  the  storm  water  runoff  through  LID  treatment  areas.  These
treatment areas will be located throughout the site and storm water runoff will be distributed to them
through gravity storm drain pipes and pump systems.



Treatment areas for the site will consist of biotreatment areas including flow-through planters and
biotreatment areas. These treatment areas will be used to treat storm water runoff from sidewalks, roof
areas, plazas, etc. Biotreatment areas require an approximately 3’ deep section of biotreatment soil mix
(sand/compost mix) overlaying a gravel/drain rock layer where soils and rock layers must meet SFPUC
guidelines. The biotreatment soil mix allows for the proper infiltration rate, yet drains within a 48-hour
period to avoid attracting mosquitoes. No mechanical treatment devices are proposed for this project,
as these devices are not considered LID or biological treatment options to regulatory agencies.



Living roofs can have shallower sections than the biotreatment areas. Depending on the type of
vegetation selected for the living roof, the section could have approximately 6 inches of planting soil.
Berms  can  also  be  created  on  the  living  roof  which  would  result  in  a  deeper  soil  section,  of
approximately 3’.



The attached Figure B show place holders for these features to approximate the required sizes. There
are several combinations of green roof and biotreatment areas that can meet the stormwater treatment
requirements.



F. Proposed Facilities
Runoff from the podium building, sidewalk and onsite entry plazas will drain to pumps that will
discharge into stormwater treatment areas located on the plaza and living roof areas. The roof of the
buildings will also drain to these planters for treatment. The planter sub drains and overflows will be
hard piped to points of connection located along the edge of the building/garage on 16th Street, South
Street and Terry A Francois Boulevard. These points of connection will be connected to the public storm
drain system in the adjacent streets via storm drain laterals ranging in size from 10 to 12 inches.



The offsite improvements include sidewalk, curb and gutter on all four adjacent streets. New catch
basins will be installed at the low points of the street gutters and storm drain laterals will connect the
catch basins to the adjacent storm drain mains. The storm drain lines in 16th Street and the south end of
Terry A Francois Boulevard will drain to Mission Bay Stormwater Pump Station #5 located to the south
east of the site. The storm drain lines in South Street and the north end of Terry A Francois Boulevard
will drain to existing SDPS-1 located to the north east of the site.
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G. Major Storm Events
The storm drain system and pump station are designed to handle runoff from a 5-year storm event.
During  larger  events  such  as  a  100-year  storm  event,  runoff  is  conveyed  through  the  streets  to  a
controlled overflow to the Bay. The overland flow analysis was studied in the “Revised Summary
Drainage Study for the South of Channel Watershed for Mission Bay Project”, dated December 1, 2000.
Based on December 2000 study,  overland flow from drainage basin,  where the Project  is  located (i.e.,
“Drainage Basin B”), currently enters the Bay via an existing overflow near Mission Bay Boulevard North
(North Overflow). Overland flow in Project perimeter streets, except 16th Street,  is  conveyed  to  this
North  Overflow.  Overland  flow  in  16th Street  is  conveyed  to  overflow  located  to  the  south  of  Project
near park P24. Refer to attached Figure D for the location of the overland flow release.



The  Project  will  be  sufficiently  flood  proofed  to  prevent  100-year  overland  flow  in  perimeter  streets
from entering below grade structures or inundating utilities and equipment. Flood proofing will include
using protective measures to prevent storm runoff from inundating  and/or damaging equipment such
as furnaces, boilers, air conditioning compressors, air ducts, electrical system components, electrical
wiring, dry conduits, electrical and gas meters, utility rooms, septic tanks, control panels, HVAC systems
and fuel systems.



H. Conclusion
The existing separated storm sewer system surrounding the Project site is designed to convey runoff
from 5-year event under build-out condition of the drainage area. The Project will increase runoff
volume and flow compared to existing condition as there will be a significant increase in impervious
area. This increase is consistent with the impervious area considered in the Storm Drain Master Plan for
the site. The Project is not anticipated to impact offsite facilities because the offsite facilities are
designed for build-out condition.



The existing subsurface storm drain infrastructure are master planned to drain half of the project to the
north to Storm Drain Pump Station 1 (SDPS-1) and the remaining half of the Project southerly towards
Storm Drain Pump Station 5 (SDPS-5). The proposed Project will maintain the planned drainage area
split. As such, the Project will not impact planned drainage path.



The storm drain system and pump station are designed to handle runoff from a 5-year storm event.
During  larger  events  such  as  a  100-year  storm  event,  runoff  is  conveyed  in  streets  and  directly
discharged to the Bay at a controlled overflow. The overflow serving the site will be located as shown on
Figure D. All Project perimeter streets are anticipated to covey 100-year flow above surface. The Project
will  be  sufficiently  flood  proofed  to  prevent  the  100-year  overland  flow  in  perimeter  streets  from
entering below grade structures or inundating utilities and equipment.



The  Project  will  meet  the  requirements  set  forth  in  the  2010  San  Francisco  Stormwater  Design
Guidelines by incorporating LID measures. The onsite storm drains will be sized to carry peak runoff
from a 5-year design storm.
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I. Attachments
Figure A: Blocks 29-32 Existing Offsite Facilities
Figure B: Blocks 29-32 Storm Water Management Plan
Figure C: Blocks 29-32 Storm Water Management Plan
Figure D: Overland Release Path
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From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
Date: Saturday, January 10, 2015 10:26:05 AM
Attachments: Copy of Summary of GSW SEIR Scoping Comments_updated 1-5-15 LCW JIF v2.xls


Hi Brett,
I am not able to go through these.  Please review the transportation-related scoping comments and
let me know if there is anything that we need to address beyond the major (yellow-highlighted)
things we discussed at our meeting this past Wed. 
 
Thank you.
 
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 6, 2015 2:28 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Malamut, John (CAT)
Subject: FW: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
 
 
 
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: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 11:42 AM
To: 'Paul Mitchell'; 'Joyce'
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
 
Joyce,
 
Here is Paul’s table with highlighted (in yellow) transportation comments that we believe should be
discussed at tomorrow’s meeting since they could affect schedule or recirculation.  Those highlighted in
red are also important but could probably be dealt with in the response to comments phase.
 
Related bullets for tomorrow’s agenda:
 
1. Use of TMP/transit service plan in the analysis (Agenda item 2)
2. Assumptions regarding use of UCSF parking facilities during events
3. Request to avoiding 16th Street to access event center garage
4. Determination of UCSF peak evening shift demand (adjustments for 2015 conditions)
5. Travel demand hourly arrival assumptions
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
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Sheet1


			


						Summary of Scoping Comments


						SEIR Section			Comment			Commenter


						Chapter 3, Project Description			TMP:  Include or reference a complete TMP in the SEIR Project Description.  (See also requests for what should be in TMP, under Transportation Management Plan, below)			UCSF


									Parking:  Describe parking in sufficient detail including comprehensive discussion regarding parking operations during events. Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Outdoor Events:  Include information on daily/annual event dates and time schedule for outdoor events;  decibel limits and monitoring; exterior lighting locations and light levels, audio/visual design including any exterior monitors/LED panels, and other environmental elements with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Plan:  Discuss the project’s exterior site and building lighting plan including illuminated exterior signage (i.e. LED) billboards, event panels and other light producing elements			UCSF


									Project Approvals: More explanation concerning the approvals sought should be provided in the SEIR. Please clarify what specific amendments would be sought to the Mission Bay South D for D, and what modifications to Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan and Mission Bay South Streetscape Plan would be needed. Regarding modifications to the Mission Bay South Design for Development, the proposed project would seek: (1) a height increase for the Events Center to be located on Blocks 30 and 32, (2) a second 160‐foot‐tall tower on the site where only one 160‐tower is allowed; (3) exceptions to the bulk limits and tower separation for many of the structures on the site; (4) exceptions to the required view corridor in the center of the project site, east of Campus Way; and (5) exceptions to parking and loading requirements.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: The SEIR should state that approval is needed from the University of California to release the Warriors from a view easement located along the Campus Way axis, extending 100 feet into the site from Third Street, to enable the Warriors to develop within this view easement.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: Explain the “Governor’s approval of project sponsor’s Assembly Bill 900 (AB 900) application,” its purpose, practical application, its benefit to the project, and any consequences for member of the public, including UCSF.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse: Present additional design and programmatic information about the Gatehouse site element including the location of doors, vertical circulation elements, public restrooms (if any), solid vs. void elements, lighting and signage, as it will be located within the UCSF view easement			UCSF


									Other: The Regents of the University of California approved the Final UCSF 2014 LRDP on November 20, 2014.			UCSF


									Project Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking, and project will be approved with fewer parking spaces			Richard Hutson


						Chapter 4, Plans and Policies			Identify City Ordinances that are Superseded.  SEIR should identify all planning ordinances since 1998 with which the project will not comply and explain the consequences of non-compliance so that the deficiencies in the project are clear.			Mark Eliot


						Chapter 5, Impact Overview			Approach:  Explain in detail the basis for this proposed approach, and to ensure the project SEIR fully discloses and analyzes all new or more severe significant environmental effects than those analyzed in the previous environmental documentation.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative: In Initial Study, the following plans were not discussed:  Western SOMA Community Plan, Central Corridor Plan, Hunters Point Redevelopment Plan.  Need to be incorporated in order to make sure the plan works not just for the people who will be coming into and out of the arena, but the people that surround the arena.			J.R. Eppler


									Cumulative: Consider all residential and commercial projects in Environmental Planning's pipeline and planned to be in construction during time of the Warriors project.  Daggett Place will have over 400 units, and proposed residential housing at the Corovan site and at 1601 Mariposa; in total over a 1,000 residential units.			Holly Friedman


						Chapter 5.2, Transportation and Circulation


						SEIR Section			Traffic Impact Study (TIS) should include:
-   Vicinity, regional and site plan maps.
-    Project related trip generation, distribution, and assignment, with assumptions supported with appropriate documentation.
-   Average daily traffic, am and p.m. peak hour volumes, and LOS on all roadway where impacts may occur for existing, existing plus project, cumulative, and cumulative plus project.
 -  Cumulative should consider all existing plus future traffic generating developments.
 -  Identify project contribution to area traffic and degradation to existing/cumulative LOS.
-   Include turning traffic per study intersection for all scenarios both during game and commute traffic period.
-   Event center should assume year round operation at full seat capacity during both game and commute traffic period.
-   Schematic illustration of traffic conditions including project site and area roadways, trip distribution %s and volumes as well as intersection geometrics for all scenarios.
-   Evaluation of project consistency with GP Circulation Element and Congestion Management Agency's CMP.			Caltrans


									Use of TMP in SEIR:
-    SEIR should include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP and SEIR analyses.
-    SEIR should include the traffic, parking and transit assumptions used to develop the TMP and SEIR analyses, and include specifics about measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic management of pre- and post-events, traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF.
-   TMP and SEIR should identify when operational measures are triggered
-   SEIR should analyze whether measures in TMP would be effective in reducing vehicle trips, managing traffic and circulation impacts, whether modifications to the TMP should be made, or whether the project should be modified to eliminate or minimize significant impacts.
-   SEIR should analyze effect of any TMP-proposed lane closures on vehicle, transit, pedestrian and bicycle circulation
-   SEIR should evaluate effectives of TMP; identify what significance standard applies in evaluating the effectiveness of the TMP and in determining whether mitigation measures are needed.			UCSF


									TDM Measures:
-   Identify what Transportation Demand Management (TDM) measures are proposed to reduce vehicular travel in the area.
-   TDM measures should be be required as mitigation measures and as conditions of approval.			UCSF


									Mitigation Measures:
  -   Project's fair share contribution, financing, scheduling, implementation responsibilities and lead agency monitoring should be fully disclosed for all proposed mitigation measures.
 -   Required roadway improvements should be completed prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy
 -  Consider mitigation measures to reduce project impacts on I-80 and I-280
 -  Secondary impacts to pedestrian and bicyclists from any traffic impact mitigation measures should be analyzed.
 -  Describe any pedestrian and bicycle mitigation measures and safety countermeasures needed  to maintain and improve access to transit facilities and reducing vehicle trips and traffic impacts on State Highways.			Caltrans


									Parking, Traffic and Transit Assumptions:  Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop traffic analyses.			UCSF


									Project Traffic at Off-site Parking Locations:  TMP does not consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at located other than at the event center.  SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									Non-Project Traffic/Transit/Pedestrian/Bicycle Flow: Consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									Transportation/Circulation Impacts to FibroGen:  Disclose transportation and circulation impacts to FibroGen, given the primary GSW access for cars and trucks is via 16th Street, as is FibroGen's main artery for access to its own parking garage.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Impacts to Public Transit:  Disclose impacts to public transit, given currently constrained nature, and consider any existing and future system constraints.			Miller-Starr Regalia; Holly Friedman


									UCSF Parking Facilities:  Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.			UCSF


									Parking Demand: Identify the parking demand resulting from the proposed project, particularly during events, and whether parking demand would be met by on‐ and off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Supply:  Lack of on-site parking will create the circulation of several thousand private vehicles with no place to park.			Richard Hutson


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Use smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Parking Supply/Demand Assessment:  CEQA does not foreclose a detailed parking supply/demand study for planning and informational purposes, as well as analysis of queuing for parking spaces. EIR should include a parking supply/demand assessment and disclose any parking shortfalls, review area‐wide parking conditions, the effects of vehicles circling looking for parking, and queues at all designed event parking facilities.			UCSF


									Avoid 16th Street.  UCSF encourages east/westbound event traffic to be routed to the south of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site to the extent possible – i.e. onto Mariposa Street, rather than onto 16th Street which bisects the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and which will have a reduced vehicular capacity given the planned public transit‐only lanes on 16th Street in the future. Avoid 16th Street during the 5 p.m. to 7 p.m. peak period when UCSF employees are leaving the site and an employee shift change occurs at the hospitals.			UCSF


									Off-Peak Period Traffic:  Given the atypical characteristics of the proposed project, whereby a large number of vehicles is expected to arrive/leave the area in a relatively short amount of time, and the greatest amount of traffic generated by the Event Center is likely to occur outside of the 4 p.m. to 6 p.m. period, clearly identify the peak periods and what significance standard is appropriate to apply in this situation to determine the significance of traffic impacts.			UCSF


									Cumulative Impacts at MB South Intersections  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative traffic impacts at several key intersections in the Mission Bay South Area that could result from events at the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Cumulative UCSF/Mission Rock Project/Warriors/AT&T Events.
-  Identify the basis for assumptions regarding the frequency and times of day of dual events (i.e. events at Warriors’ Event Center concurrent with events at AT&T Park).
-  Disclose cumulative impacts of use of UCSF hospital or other facilities when either or both Giants/Warriors games or other events occur at same time
-   Consider traffic volume increases associated with Mission Rock project and future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard (when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed.
-  There will be increase in GSW project traffic on Mission Bay Blvd North with future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Daniel Koralek; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok; Steve/Linda Hawkins; Holly Friedman


									Taxi/Valet Exiting Plan. Provide comprehensive pedestrian exiting plan illustrating how taxi and valet parking along Terry Francois Blvd. will be accessed and announced. The elevator cores near the corners of South St. and Terry Francois Blvd. are not easily visible from the sidewalk. Unclear access to and from taxi and valet parking areas may result in patrons finding other locations to find taxis which may cause pedestrian flows through UCSF campus.			UCSF


									Quantitative Pedestrian Flow/Circulation Modeling:  Conduct quantitative pedestrian flow/circulation modeling to validate the required size and location of pedestrian routes approaching and within the site to ensure that pedestrians will not spill over sidewalks in to roadways and/or the UCSF campus, impacting campus operations, vehicular access or otherwise.			UCSF


									Pedestrian Barrier on 3rd Street.  Request a pedestrian barrier along 3rd street within the central median be studied to mitigate pedestrian jay‐walking across 3rd street onto the UCSF Mission Bay campus site.			UCSF


									Project Pedestrian Impacts to/From Off-Site Parking Facilities:  Since there will be little on‐site parking, the transportation analysis needs to address the substantial pedestrian volumes walking to and from off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									Bicycle Facilities:  Evaluate whether the event center will provide adequate bicycle facilities to promote access by bike.			UCSF


									Bicycle Parking Requirements:  Current Planning Code for arena calls for bicycle parking spaces for 5% of venue capacity, of which 75% must be attended.  If bicycle mode share assumptions are changed to 5-6%, which is plausible, there will be insufficient parking available under the terms of the 1998 FSEIR.  The GSW design at Mission Bay should comply with current code by providing parking comparable to the earlier Piers 30-32 design.			Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Parking and Pedestrian Improvements:  Project should be encouraged to mitigate any transportation impacts through bicycle and pedestrian improvements and infrastructure, including new crosswalks, wider sidewalks, special signals, bike lanes or paths with color treatment or protection, signal synchronization and priority for users other than motorists, and on-site bicycle parking commensurate with expected bicycle mode share.  SEIR should study project variants that consider a robust bicycle transportation plan in line with the City's own mode share goals.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification:  SEIR will assume completion of the Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification by the time the Warriors’ proposed project is completed in 2018. This may be a faulty assumption, as the Central Subway is not scheduled for completion until 2019, and Caltrain Electrification is not scheduled to be completed until late 2020 at the earliest. Therefore, the potential impacts of the proposed project before these improvements are in place needs to be analyzed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  For the estimates of travel demand of Warriors games, data from Oracle Arena should not be used exclusively. Oracle Arena is located a distance from major employment centers, is accessed via a congested freeway, and has limited on‐site pre‐game dining options. Conversely, the proposed Project is located adjacent to Downtown San Francisco and will be providing thousands of square feet of new restaurant space. As such, it is likely that game patrons traveling to the Project will arrive several hours prior to events and thus will overlap with the evening peak commute hours. Additional data from similar urban arenas (such as Staples Center in Los Angeles) should be reviewed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  Given the proliferation of Uber and other so‐called “ride‐sharing” services, these modes of travel need to be accounted for in the trip generation and the site planning.			UCSF


									Mode Share: GSW indicate mode share will be 35% transit, 55% auto, 2% bike, 4% walk and 4% taxi/shuttle/etc., derived from Giants and Kings, however, Kings arena is located well outside downtown, and Giants ballpark seats more than twice and operates at different times in different seasons. Provide evidence for assumptions.  Consider split data from SFMTA 2011 mode share survey for Zone 1 (5% bike mode share).			Mark Eliot


									Mode Share: When Giants came, they said it was gong to be a commuter-only park, with no parking - we all know what happened.  So, recommend setting a lower goal on parking load (e.g., reduce from 55% to 25%) because you are going to go over it now mattter what you do.			Ralph Anavy


									Bicycle Mode Share: The TMP assumes a 2% bicycle mode share for the GSW 2018 opening, despite Mission Bay's 5% bicycle mode share and City goals for 8% bicycle mode share by 2018 and 20% by 2020.  SEIR should resolve the TDM mode share assumptions with existing data for the City and neighborhood and the City's goals for growing bicycle mode share by 2020.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Mode Share: To account for more accurate mode share, rely on the Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA).  WTA Phase 2 (SOMA/Mission Bay/Central Waterfront Transportation Needs and Solutions Analysis) should be used to determine real transportation impacts across all modes to achieve more realistic bicycle mode share. WTA estimates a 30% increase in total trips in Mission Bay, 20% of which are predicated to be by bike.			SF Bicycle Coalition


									Caltrain  Station:  Recognize importance of Caltrain Station at 22nd Street. Trip from this station to the arena is roughly as long as trip from Montgomery BART to Giants ballpark.			Mark Eliot


									Traffic Analysis to Account for UCSF Peak Evening Shifts.  The analysis should consider the number of UCSF employees leaving/arriving from the UCSF campus, especially the employee shift change at the UCSF hospitals which would be coincident with Event Center patron arrivals for peak (evening) events.			UCSF


									Traffic Pinch Points in Mission Bay:
-  Mission Bay has limited street capacity, with certain pinch points at the I‐280 on/off ramps, the 16th Street / 7th Street intersection at the Caltrain crossing, and the Fourth Street and Third Street bridges. Interventions at these pinch points are critical to facilitating traffic flow in and out of Mission Bay.
-  I-280/Mariposa interchange already challenging; addition of traffic from UCSF, and additional traffic light between I-280 and 3rd Street will make this additionally difficult.			UCSF; Daniel Koralek


									Impacts on I-80/I-280.
-   Concerned about impacts on I-80 and I-280 on-ramp and off-ramp locations
-    Suggest updated counts at on- and off-ramp locations, including special event data counts			Caltrans


									Contraflow Lane Mitigation:   Should traffic congestion warrant, the analysis should consider contraflow lanes as mitigation or improvement measures. One possibility is the coning of westbound Mariposa Street to temporarily enable three lanes westbound, rather than two lanes, to facilitate traffic flow onto I‐280. This should be considered along with possible interventions on the I‐280 onramp to facilitate traffic flow.			UCSF


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response: Evaluate the extent to which patients in private vehicles and public transit to the UCSF Mission Bay campus site may be delayed or otherwise encounter difficulties reaching the hospital or emergency room due to Event Center traffic congestion on roadways, or queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. Evaluate the extent to which emergency vehicles may be delayed reaching the hospital emergency room. Mitigation measures and/or improvement measures should be identified.			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response:  The SEIR should evaluate the potential impacts on emergency response in the area, particularly given the project’s proposal to close a portion of Third Street to through traffic after events, and given vehicular queues and traffic congestion that are likely to occur both before and after events. Even with parking control officers to direct traffic, UCSF is concerned that traffic congestion may inhibit the movement of emergency vehicles needing to access the UCSF Children’s Hospital emergency room, due to vehicular queues on streets as well as queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. In addition, patients who need to each the hospital or emergency room may be in private vehicles, which would not have the benefit of sirens/lights to facilitate their movement through congested traffic. For these reasons, the potential for delay to hospital/emergency room access needs to be considered, as access must be unimpeded 24/7.			UCSF


									Event Center Light Impact on Operation of UCSF Helipad:  Outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Ferry Terminal:  Addition of a new ferry terminal to support the event center worth considering; would relieve vehicular traffic and crowded MUNI system.			Richard Hutson; Ralph Anavy


									Construction Impacts on State Highway System:  Include impacts from construction traffic on State Highway System.			Caltrans


									Construction Effects on Transportation: Removal of 350,000 cubic yards of soil from the site will add approximately 10,000 – 20,000 heavy truck trips to the neighboring streets, depending on the capacity of the dump trucks used for hauling. The traffic and safety impacts of these trips should be analyzed in SEIR.			UCSF


									Construction Assumptions:  Construction-related assumptions should be based on conservative assumptions that disclose impacts, including for road closures, staging, construction employee parking, etc. on surrounding streets.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on UCSF Helicopter Use.  Analyze the potential for construction cranes to interfere with air medical access to the UCSF hospital helipad. Construction cranes for the proposed Warriors’ project would be in or in close proximity to the UCSF helicopter flight paths as the UCSF hospital and helipad will be operational in February 2015.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction:  Construction associated with electrification of Caltrain and construction of new commercial space will impact traffic well past the targeted Warriors opening date.			Daniel Koralek


						Transportation Management Plan			TMP should be required as a condition of approval			UCSF


									TMP should include discussion about traffic management, traffic routing, use of PCOs, location of parking facilities, and parking operations management.			UCSF


									Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP analyses			UCSF


									Include specific measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic  management of pre- and post-events , traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF			UCSF


									Identify when operational measures are triggered			UCSF


									Include locations and quantities of parking spaces needed to serve GSW project			UCSF


									Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.  UCSF facilities should not be listed in TMP if and when agreement with UCSF is reached.			UCSF


									TMP does not presently consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at locations other than the event center.  The TMP should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									TMP/SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									UCSF encourages smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site).			UCSF


									TMP should identify mechanisms for monitoring traffic impacts to surrounding streets and impacts to UCSF campus, including impacts to private vehicles, transit, emergency vehicles, UCSF shuttles, pedestrians and bicyclists.			UCSF


									Any modifications to the TMP should require a public process for stakeholders, including UCSF, to comment.			UCSF


									Measures contained in the TMP that are relied upon as mitigation for the project's impacts must be binding and enforceable.			UCSF


									Any road closures to vehicle or pedestrian traffic must have provisions to allow residents of the Madrone and Radiance communities (on Mission Bay Boulevard North) to get in and out of the general area			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									The easement area between the Madrone building and Radiance building, into which Bridgeview runs must have traffic management control in place to close off vehicle and pedestrian traffic except to residents of these 2 communities.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									PCOs supporting Giants games are ineffective on Third Street currently, so hearing that PCO are a big part of the solution to the traffic issues on Third Street is not encouraging.  PCOs need to be qualified and aggressively control vehicle and foot traffic with ability to change lights when necessary.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Need more details on new shuttles from Van Ness, Ferry Building and 16th Street (how big and will they be of a sufficient number/size to make a difference?).  Who is paying for the shuttles (MUNI, tax payers, Warriors fans, Warriors?)			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Mission Bay Master Plan has no provision for resident parking stickers.   Residents living on Mission Bay Boulevard North  need an exception on resident parking stickers.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Warriors plan does not address the needs of the people living in the area to get in and out; people living in the area will be trapped, as they are when the Giants have a ball game.			Ralph Anavy


						Section 5.3, Noise and Vibration			Outdoor Event Noise:  Analyze impacts from amplified sound equipment to be used for outdoor events in the main plaza nearby facilities.  The SEIR should include information on outdoor events, including  . . .  decibel limits and monitoring, . . . audio/visual design . . . with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.  Include mitigation measures designed to prevent any potentially significant noise impacts.			UCSF


									Crowd Noise: 
-    Analyze the  effect of crowd noise on adjacent facilities, especially UCSF inpatient facilities which operate on a 24‐hour/day, 7‐day/week basis, and UCSF campus housing located directly across the street from the project site on Third Street
-  Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems (those that using Parking Lot A will prefer to walk back on Bridgeway rather than Terry A. Francois and Third Street.)			UCSF; Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Event Center Noise:  Analyze the potential for noise leakage from the Event Center structure, particularly during concerts, and associated impacts on adjoining land uses.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction Noise:  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified a potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative noise impact from concurrent UCSF/Warriors’ construction projects. This should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									General:  The SEIR should identify noise mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant noise impacts, including impacts on sensitive receptors at UCSF’s residential and medical facilities.			UCSF


									Operational Traffic and Emergency Generator Noise Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen should be treated as sensitive noise receptor; SEIR should disclose noise impacts from traffic and circulation from GSW patrons, employees and deliveries; and diesel generators (in event of power outage)			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Noise and Vibration Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen operations, sensitive instrumentation, laboratories, and chemicals are highly sensitive to noise and vibration. Project should be conditioned so that pile driving is prohibited and driller augers are instead required; and SEIR should analyze noise and vibration impacts of drilled augers.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.4, Air Quality			Air Pollutant Exposure:  Neighborhoods adjacent to freeways (as indicated in attached BAAQMD and SFDPH maps), through which project traffic will travel through, will experience exacerbated levels of particulate matter and other pollutants, worsening an already dangerous health situation.  City will be reducing capacity further on many streets; lines of congestion will stretch further; dispersing particulates through residential and work areas.  This must be studied, quantified, and an abatement plan discussed.			Alice Rogers


									Operational Air Quality Effects on FibroGen:  Analyze traffic-related air quality effects on FibroGen.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative Construction Air Quality Effects: UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative air quality impacts from concurrent construction projects and concurrent operations of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									Construction Air Quality Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen has had to significantly increase the frequency with which it changes its air filters, and has experienced significant amounts of dust and dirt on its windows and walls throughout he UCSF hospital construction. GSW project to be even more impactful to FibroGen.  SEIR should conservatively analyze construction air quality impacts.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.5, Greenhouse Gases			None.


						Section 5.6, Wind and Shadow			General:  Wind and shadow impacts on UCSF facilities should be analyzed, particularly in areas heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene Friend Way near Third, and the 16th/4th campus gateway.			UCSF


									General:  Proposed height increase exceptions, if granted, would have impacts on wind and shadows.			UCSF


						Section 5.7, Utilities and Service Systems, and 
Section 5.9, Hydrology and Water Quality


						Stormwater/Wastewater			Impact on Mariposa Pump Station:  The UCSF 2014 LRDP FEIR identified an issue with the Mariposa Pump Station that has yet to be resolved with the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission staff (see UCSF 2015 LRDP EIR, pp. 7‐98 through 7‐100 and pg. 10‐15). The proposed Warriors’ project may contribute to a cumulative impact and this should be analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Operational Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze operational impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze construction impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Trash Impact to Stormwater Quality: The SEIR should identify mitigation, such as additional trash receptacles and post‐event trash pick‐up radius exterior to the Warriors property line sufficient to avoid impacts on the water quality of the storm drain system.			UCSF


						Sea Level Rise			None


						Section 5.8, Public Services


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss the project’s plan for crowd management, nighttime hours of operation, and provisions for sufficient on‐site and off‐site security and maintenance personnel, public restrooms and trash receptacles.			UCSF


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss project impacts to law enforcement service ratios/response times; assess fan violence, proliferation of alcohol-related uses, riots; and solid waste management			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Public Intoxication:  Consideration must be given to control unorderly behavior, such as intoxication and public urination (e.g., Giants fans using China Basin Channel for restroom.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Litter:  Consideration must be given to the handling of event related materials that can be littered around the area (not just adjacent streets)			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Graffiti:  Project may result in increases in graffiti/damage in area buildings.			Steve Hawkins


									Evacuation Plan for Emergency Response.  SEIR should discuss evacuation plan for emergency response, including law enforcement, and make that plan an enforceable mitigation measure.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on Public Services.   Evaluate construction effects on law enforcement, fire, emergency services and solid waste (displacement of vermin, handling of construction materials).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 6, Other CEQA Sections			None


						Section 7, Alternatives			Modified Site Plan:  Evaluate alternatives that incorporate potential design changes that may be necessary to address significant traffic and circulation impacts (e.g., a reconfigured site plan that provides additional vehicular access s on Third and Terry A Francois Blvd; additional modifications to freeway access; and modifications to existing public transportation to alleviate traffic concerns).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Topics Scoped out in Initial Study


						Land Use			General:  Potential land use impacts should be included in the Draft SEIR, as the proposed Event Center would require a secondary use finding, multiple amendments to the applicable Design for Development and other variances.			UCSF


									General:  Given GSW project's significant scope and sensitivity of FibroGen use and operations, combined with other uses in the vicinity that have been constructed, disclose any potential land use incompatibilities with surrounding land uses.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Aesthetics			Increased Height/Massing Visual Impact:  The numerous modifications proposed to the Mission Bay South Design for Development standards which would increase the height limit, the number of allowed towers on the site, increase building bulk beyond current limits, and eliminate a view corridor, warrants the analysis of aesthetic and view corridor impacts resulting from the proposed project, at least for the purpose of providing information to the public and decision makers.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Impacts:  Given the proximity of the proposed entertainment venue to sensitive receptors (i.e. UCSF hospital and residents), information about nighttime lighting at the Event Center, including the potential for outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Plaza and Retail Visual Impact:  Visual impact of the Third Street Plaza and associated retail space being elevated above Third Street, 16th Street and South Street, rather than at street level where activation of the street is encouraged, and the expanse of blank parking garage walls fronting those streets.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse Visual Impact:   Retail Gatehouse is located in UCSF view easement and will have a visual impact.			UCSF


									Construction Nighttime Lighting Effects:   Construction‐period nighttime lighting and impacts on adjacent land uses should be analyzed, and mitigation measures imposed as appropriate.			UCSF


						Population and Housing			Construction Employment Data:  Construction job data presented in Initial Study probably dates back from the end of 2013; construction has gone up greatly over the last year; need to make sure outdated data is not used.			J.R. Eppler


						Cultural and Paleontological Resources			Mitigation for Cultural Resources:  Contact appropriate regional archaeological Information Center.  If archaeological inventory survey is required, prepare report detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.  Contact NAHC for a Sacred Lands File Check, and a list of approprate Native American contacts for consultation concerning the project site and to assist in mitigation measures.  Include in mitigation plan provisions for identification and evaluation of accidentally discovered archaeological resources, per CEQA Section 16064.5(f).   Include in mitigation plan provisions for disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated, which are addressed in PRC 5097.98, in consultation culturally affiliated Native Americans. Include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in mitigation plan (see Health and Safety Code 7050.5, PRC 5097.98, and CEQA Guidelines 15064.5(e)).			Native American Heritage Commission


						Recreation			Project Increase in Use of Bayfront Park.  Initial Study said there would be any substantial increase in the use of existing parks and recreational facilities and would not lead to physical deterioration of existing recreational resources.  However, plan for Bayfront Park never contemplated having 20,000 additional people coming into the neighborhood to use these parks.			Corinne Woods


						Utiltities and Service Systems 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Solid Waste.  There is a significant increase in solid waste handling as a result of the Giants; the burden of cleanup ends up on Mission Bay and not the City's general fund.  Analysis of Warriors project should reflect the increase burden on Mission Bay community from increased solid waste.			Corinne Woods


						Public Services
(non-Police/Fire Protection)			None


						Biological Resources			None


						Geology and Soils			None


						Hydrology and Water Quality 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Subsurface Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking . . .			Richard Hutson


						Hazards and Hazardous Materials			Cumulative Construction-Related Hazardous Materials Impacts. Concerned about hazardous waste releases from all the cumulative construction that will be going on in the project area (within a 3 to 4 block radius) at same time as the Warriors project.			Holly Friedman


						Minerals and Energy Resources			None


						Agriculture and Forest Reserves			None


						Non-SEIR Issues Raised During Scoping Process			SEIR should include a study of potential long-term comprehensive and positive socio-economic benefits and impacts available through integration and creation of a model High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom within the GSW development			Dennis MacKenzie


									SEIR should study the interdependent public-private sector benefits that the GSW Classroom can provide for the City's diverse, cross-cultural communities through maximizing, enhancing, expanding and attracting new jobs, career and business opportunities and partnerships through the creation of model education and career development programs.			Dennis MacKenzie


									Event parking must incorporate considerations for residents and their visiting guests to utilize parking without being priced at a rate that is too high to discourage their normal daily use.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Study at least one City whose sports arenas are not only close to each other, but in the middle of a residential neighborhood like the one where the Warriors and Giants arenas will reside.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Speakers have indicated that followup surveys would be conducted of businesses in the area to see what's working and what is not working; this should include a resident survey.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Future presentations needs to have charts addressing the residents issues.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Structure is out of place; will invade our small town feel neighborhood of North Slopes Potrero Hill.  Traffic noise and crime have increased over the years. Offices, parking lots and congestion is already increasing with the UCSF campus.			Margo Hill


									Warriors have gone above and beyond to see what people in the community are looking for in terms of environmental needs of the community and what the CAC is asking (e.g., auger drill piles).  Construction in the area has been noisy over the past four years.			Michael Drummond


									Warriors are carefully studying impacts of the project; project will create a center for the neighborhood and bring city and regional activity to Mission Bay area, and add to sense of neighborhood.			Alex Mitra


									The event center will bring in more people to San Francisco, which will help the Hotel Council of San Francisco's hotel employees, the majority of who live in San Francisco.			Kevin Carroll


									Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency			State Clearinghouse
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200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:51 AM
To: 'Paul Mitchell'; 'Kern, Chris (CPC)'; 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; 'Reilly, Catherine (CII)'; 'Joyce'
Cc: 'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'
Subject: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
 
Luba’s and my quick highlight of potential transportation-related issues from the comment list for
discussion during the call.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Sravan Paladugu; Ed Boscacci; Molly Hayes; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII);


Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com)


Subject: Stormwater Technical Memo
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 10:19:50 PM
Attachments: image001.png


2015.01.06_Stormwater_Technical_Memo.pdf


Paul, Joyce –
Please see the attached. Happy to discuss tomorrow.
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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 TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM



Date: January 06, 2015 BKF No.: 20136004-20



To: David Kelly
Golden State Warriors



From: Sravan Paladugu, P.E.
Ed Boscacci, P.E.



Subject: Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 – Storm Water Memorandum



A. BACKGROUND
The Golden State Warriors organization (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and
buildings for other uses on approximately 12-acres located in San Francisco, California (Project). The 12-
acre Project site is made up of land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (Blocks 29-32) in the Mission
Bay South Project Area, a redevelopment area located east of Higway-280 in San Francisco. The site is
bounded by Terry A Francois Boulevard to the east, 3rd Street to the west, 16th Street to the south and
South Street to the north and is currently vacant except for surface parking.



Prior  to  GSW  acquisition  of  the  Project  site,  Blocks  29-32  were  planned  to  be  developed  as  an  office
space. The office space was studied in the Mission Bay Environmental Impact Report prepared and
approved in 1998 and would have included an adjusted square footage of one (1) million.



The purpose of this memorandum is to discuss drainage facilities currently existing at the Project site
and to conceptually discuss storm water features required as part of the proposed development. The
memorandum is prepared to supplement the City with the information required to prepare Project
Environmental Impact Report (EIR).



B. Project Description
GSW proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and ancillary structures including multiple
office buildings, retail, restaurants, structure parking, plaza areas, and other amenities on Blocks 29-32.
A summary of the various components of proposed Project are included in Table 1 and are discussed
below.



Event Center
The proposed Event Center would have a seating capacity of 18,064 seats, encompass approximately
775,000 gross square feet in area. The Event Center would serve as the new home of the Golden State
Warriors.  The  Event  Center  would  host  all  the  home  games  for  the  Golden  State  Warriors,  as  well  as
provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses including concerts, family shows, conferences,
conventions, cultural events and other sporting events.



The Event Center main floor would include a full length NBA basketball court for Warriors basketball
games, which can also accommodate a stage for performances. Other supporting Event Center facilities
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would include player/performer locker rooms, club and press areas, concessions, restrooms, a
commissary, and a large marshalling area. The Warriors practice facility and support offices would also
be integrated within the Event Center.



The practice facility would include two full-length NBA basketball courts with approximately 21,000
square feet of playing surface, a weight room and medical treatment facilities, locker rooms, and a
players’ lounge. The support offices would accommodate Warriors management, coaching and
operations staff, administration, finance, marketing, broadcasting, merchandising, public relations, and
ticket operations. The Event Center would be surrounded by large open plaza areas connected by
ramps.



Office, Retail and Restaurant Uses
The Project would include two office buildings, each eleven (11) stories high, on the northwest and
southwest corners of the site. The office buildings would encompass approximately 580,000 gross
square foot in area. The Project would also include retail space occupying multiple areas of the site,
including the lower floors of the office buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the
Event Center.



The retail space would be approximately 125,000 square feet of which 62,500 square feet would be
used for soft goods retail and the remaining for restaurants. Approximately 51,500 square feet of the
restaurant space would be used for sit-down type restaurant and the other 11,000 square feet would be
used for quick-serve type facilities.



Parking and Open Space
The Project would include 950 parking stalls in a parking structure with below-grade parking and at-
grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view. The total parking and loading area is
approximately 475,000 square feet.



The Project open space area would be approximately 180,000 square feet and would constitute of large
plaza areas, terrace areas at various levels, landscaped areas and green roof areas. The open space at
plaza level is approximately 140,000 square feet. The total landscape area is conservatively estimated to
be  approximately  30,000  square  feet  (i.e.,  6%  of  the  Project  area  required  for  storm  water
management). Green roof areas are proposed over the two office podiums that are approximately
40,000 square feet in area. The podiums would be at 90-feet above the street level.



Table 1 below provides a summary of the proposed land-uses, gross square footage, types of events,
and number of days that the events are anticipated to occur. The employment and average event
attendance figures are provided by GSW for the purpose of calculating water demand.
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Table 1: Blocks 29-32 Summary of Proposed Land Uses



Project Component
Floor
Area
(GSF)



Capacity
/No. of
Seats



Event Type



No. of
Events
Per
Year



Full-time
Employees



Event
Employees



Average
Attendance



Event Center 775,000 18,064 Pre-season games 3 n/a 1000 11,000
Regular season games 41 n/a 1000 17,000
Playoffs (Maximum
possible) 16 n/a 1000 18,000



Total non-Warriors
games 161



- Concerts 30 n/a 775 12,500
15 n/a 675 3,000



- Family Shows 55 n/a 675 5,000
- Other Sporting Events 30 n/a 675 7,000



- Conventions/
Corporate Events 31 n/a 675 9,000



Practice Facility &
Training Areas (1) 21,000 Practice/training 50



Part of
management
staff below



30 n/a



Event Management &
Team Operations (1) 40,000 Ongoing team/arena



operations (Mon-Fri) 240 255 n/a n/a



Kitchen (1) 32,260 221 n/a
Part of
event staff
above



n/a



GSW Office Space (1) 25,000 240
Part of
management
staff above



n/a n/a



Office Buildings 580,000 260 2,101 n/a n/a
Retail 62,500 n/a



372
n/a



Restaurants 62,500 n/a n/a
Parking 475,000 950
Landscape Area (2) 70,000
Open Space (3) 110,000



Notes:
(1) The 775,000 GSF noted for the Event Center includes the square footage identified for these uses.
(2) Includes landscape area at all levels (i.e., approximately 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscape at plaza level and 40,000 Sq.Ft. at all other
levels for storm water management.
(3) Open Space excludes 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscaped area from roughly 140,000 Sq.Ft. (i.e., 3.2 acres) of open space at plaza level.
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C. Existing Facilities
Offsite Facilities
The Project site will be served by the existing Mission Bay storm drain infrastructure. Existing facilities
include two separated storm sewer systems within the site perimeter streets that discharge runoff by
gravity to pump stations, which, in turn, pump runoff to the Bay. For up to a 5-year storm event, the
storm drain infrastructure was master planned to convey half of the project to the north to existing
Storm  Drain  Pump  Station  No.  1  (SDPS-1).  The  remaining  half  of  the  Project  will  be  conveyed  to  the
south to Storm Drain Pump Station No. 5 (SDPS-5), currently under construction. SDPS-1 is located to
north east of the Project within Park P22 and is currently operational. SDPS-5 is located to the south of
Project across from 16th Street  within  park  P23.  Construction  of  SDPS-5  is  currently  underway  and  is
anticipated to be completed by May 2015. The storm drain facilities and pump stations that will be
serving the Project are illustrated on the attached Figure A.



Runoff in excess of the 5-year storm event will be conveyed as surface flow within the streets to an
overflow weirs located to the north and south of the site.



Storm Drain Pump Station No. 1 (SDPS-1) has been designed to handle stormwater flows generated
from the planned build-out of the tributary drainage area (referred to as “Drainage Basin B”, as defined
in the Mission Bay South of Channel Storm Drainage plan, Freyer & Laureta, February 2003). There are
five high-flow or wet weather pumps  at  SDPS-1,  each  with  a  design  flow  rate  of  5,562  gallons  per
minute. Albion Partners conducted flow measurements on high flow pumps 3 and 4 on behalf of the
Mission Bay Development Group at SDPS-1 on December 17, 2014 to confirm that SDPS-1 is operating at
or above design flow rates. The results of this test indicate that high flow pumps 3 and 4 meet or exceed
the design pumping rate.  Note that high flow pumps 1 and 5 were undergoing routine maintenance and
were not available for testing.  High flow pump 2 was not tested.



Onsite Facilities
Approximately  50%  of  the  Project  site  is  paved  and  is  currently  used  as  a  surface  parking  lot.  The
remaining site is undeveloped and consists of ground cover. Runoff from portions of paved and unpaved
areas drain to perimeter streets but a majority of the runoff is contained is a low lying area within the
site. There is no storm drain existing onsite.



D. Storm Water Requirements
The 2010 San Francisco Stormwater Design Guidelines (Guidelines) developed by the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) and the Port of San Francisco (Port) require new development and
redevelopment disturbing 5,000 square feet or more of the ground surface to manage stormwater on-
site. For developments in areas with separate sewer areas, such as Mission Bay, the Guidelines require
capture  and  treatment  of  rainfall  from  a  design  storm  of  0.75  inches  per  day.  This  requirement  is
consistent with the San Francisco’s Green Building Ordinance and is equivalent to LEED Sustainable Site
credit entitled “Stormwater Design: Quality Control” (SS 6.2).



To meet the requirements, the Guidelines recommend using Low Impact Design (LID) strategies such as
living roofs, swales, biotreatment basins, rainwater harvesting and rain gardens. The Guidelines protect
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San Francisco's environment by reducing pollution in stormwater runoff in areas of new development
and redevelopment.



Because, the Project is located in an area served by separate storm sewer system, the Project is required
to implement LID strategies consistent with the SFPUC Guidelines.



E. Project Strom Water Management
The  Project  is  required  to  treat  100%  of  the  storm  water  runoff  through  LID  treatment  areas.  These
treatment areas will be located throughout the site and storm water runoff will be distributed to them
through gravity storm drain pipes and pump systems.



Treatment areas for the site will consist of biotreatment areas including flow-through planters and
biotreatment areas. These treatment areas will be used to treat storm water runoff from sidewalks, roof
areas, plazas, etc. Biotreatment areas require an approximately 3’ deep section of biotreatment soil mix
(sand/compost mix) overlaying a gravel/drain rock layer where soils and rock layers must meet SFPUC
guidelines. The biotreatment soil mix allows for the proper infiltration rate, yet drains within a 48-hour
period to avoid attracting mosquitoes. No mechanical treatment devices are proposed for this project,
as these devices are not considered LID or biological treatment options to regulatory agencies.



Living roofs can have shallower sections than the biotreatment areas. Depending on the type of
vegetation selected for the living roof, the section could have approximately 6 inches of planting soil.
Berms  can  also  be  created  on  the  living  roof  which  would  result  in  a  deeper  soil  section,  of
approximately 3’.



The attached Figure B show place holders for these features to approximate the required sizes. There
are several combinations of green roof and biotreatment areas that can meet the stormwater treatment
requirements.



F. Proposed Facilities
Runoff from the podium building, sidewalk and onsite entry plazas will drain to pumps that will
discharge into stormwater treatment areas located on the plaza and living roof areas. The roof of the
buildings will also drain to these planters for treatment. The planter sub drains and overflows will be
hard piped to points of connection located along the edge of the building/garage on 16th Street, South
Street and Terry A Francois Boulevard. These points of connection will be connected to the public storm
drain system in the adjacent streets via storm drain laterals ranging in size from 10 to 12 inches.



The offsite improvements include sidewalk, curb and gutter on all four adjacent streets. New catch
basins will be installed at the low points of the street gutters and storm drain laterals will connect the
catch basins to the adjacent storm drain mains. The storm drain lines in 16th Street and the south end of
Terry A Francois Boulevard will drain to Mission Bay Stormwater Pump Station #5 located to the south
east of the site. The storm drain lines in South Street and the north end of Terry A Francois Boulevard
will drain to existing SDPS-1 located to the north east of the site.
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G. Major Storm Events
The storm drain system and pump station are designed to handle runoff from a 5-year storm event.
During  larger  events  such  as  a  100-year  storm  event,  runoff  is  conveyed  through  the  streets  to  a
controlled overflow to the Bay. The overland flow analysis was studied in the “Revised Summary
Drainage Study for the South of Channel Watershed for Mission Bay Project”, dated December 1, 2000.
Based on December 2000 study,  overland flow from drainage basin,  where the Project  is  located (i.e.,
“Drainage Basin B”), currently enters the Bay via an existing overflow near Mission Bay Boulevard North
(North Overflow). Overland flow in Project perimeter streets, except 16th Street,  is  conveyed  to  this
North  Overflow.  Overland  flow  in  16th Street  is  conveyed  to  overflow  located  to  the  south  of  Project
near park P24. Refer to attached Figure D for the location of the overland flow release.



The  Project  will  be  sufficiently  flood  proofed  to  prevent  100-year  overland  flow  in  perimeter  streets
from entering below grade structures or inundating utilities and equipment. Flood proofing will include
using protective measures to prevent storm runoff from inundating  and/or damaging equipment such
as furnaces, boilers, air conditioning compressors, air ducts, electrical system components, electrical
wiring, dry conduits, electrical and gas meters, utility rooms, septic tanks, control panels, HVAC systems
and fuel systems.



H. Conclusion
The existing separated storm sewer system surrounding the Project site is designed to convey runoff
from 5-year event under build-out condition of the drainage area. The Project will increase runoff
volume and flow compared to existing condition as there will be a significant increase in impervious
area. This increase is consistent with the impervious area considered in the Storm Drain Master Plan for
the site. The Project is not anticipated to impact offsite facilities because the offsite facilities are
designed for build-out condition.



The existing subsurface storm drain infrastructure are master planned to drain half of the project to the
north to Storm Drain Pump Station 1 (SDPS-1) and the remaining half of the Project southerly towards
Storm Drain Pump Station 5 (SDPS-5). The proposed Project will maintain the planned drainage area
split. As such, the Project will not impact planned drainage path.



The storm drain system and pump station are designed to handle runoff from a 5-year storm event.
During  larger  events  such  as  a  100-year  storm  event,  runoff  is  conveyed  in  streets  and  directly
discharged to the Bay at a controlled overflow. The overflow serving the site will be located as shown on
Figure D. All Project perimeter streets are anticipated to covey 100-year flow above surface. The Project
will  be  sufficiently  flood  proofed  to  prevent  the  100-year  overland  flow  in  perimeter  streets  from
entering below grade structures or inundating utilities and equipment.



The  Project  will  meet  the  requirements  set  forth  in  the  2010  San  Francisco  Stormwater  Design
Guidelines by incorporating LID measures. The onsite storm drains will be sized to carry peak runoff
from a 5-year design storm.
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I. Attachments
Figure A: Blocks 29-32 Existing Offsite Facilities
Figure B: Blocks 29-32 Storm Water Management Plan
Figure C: Blocks 29-32 Storm Water Management Plan
Figure D: Overland Release Path
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Leah DiCarlo; Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
Date: Sunday, January 04, 2015 6:26:29 PM


Works for me.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:01/04/2015 5:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Kate Aufhauser ,Kristin Kontz
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Carlock ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de
Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Leah DiCarlo ,Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set


That works for us as well.  Thanks for wrangling Kristin.
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 7:08 PM
To: Kristin Kontz
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Leah DiCarlo; Lauren Weingartner
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Works for me. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 4, 2015, at 5:02 PM, "Kristin Kontz" <KKontz@Warriors.com> wrote:


All,
 
Unfortunately 4pm on 1/7 doesn’t work for BC/SD – could we look to earlier in the
day? If Catherine is still available at 11am on 1/7 that would work well on our end.
 
Thanks!
Kristin
 
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 2:09 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 'Leah DiCarlo'; Lauren
Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
I saw a note from Chris Kern that this Wednesday’s CEQA meeting will be extended for
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an extra hour due to the number of items on the agenda. So it sounds like this BC/SD
discussion needs to start at 4pm on Wednesday. Will that still work for the group? At
OCII?
 
Clarke
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 5:02 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 'Leah DiCarlo';
Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Kate knows me so well. 7th is what i meant and 3.00 works for me. I will get a
room at ocii when back on monday (easier than getting someone at planning to
book a room).
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:01/02/2015 4:59 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Kristin Kontz ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica
Cc: David Carlock ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
,'Leah DiCarlo' ,Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
I’m guessing Catherine was referring to availability on the 7th, since the CEQA meeting
she referenced is that day.
 
Catherine, if so, it would be great to meet with you directly after CEQA on Wed – say
3:00-4:30pm? If that works can you reserve a room at OCII and/or Planning since you
and I will already be there?
 
Thanks all.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Kristin Kontz 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Wednesday, January 7th would actually be best for us while David Manica’s team is in


San Francisco (instead of the 8th). Do you have any availability that day? We are
flexible on timing and can work to accommodate your schedule.
 
Thank you!
Kristin
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 11:34 AM
To: David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Sounds good. I am open on the 8th before 10am, bet 11 to 12, and after the
CEQA meeting until 5.30pm.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:01/02/2015 11:19 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: David Carlock ,Kate Aufhauser ,Kristin Kontz ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout
,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine. 
I had spoken with Kate today and we were hoping you might be available on
Wednesday the 7th to discuss with Leah and Lauren from my office as well.  
The 6th is a bit full for us already. Possible?


David Manica
MANICA Architecture


On Jan 2, 2015, at 11:56 AM, Reilly, Catherine (CII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


David - attached is a matrix that shows what is required for a
Basic Concept and a Schematic Design.  Since they are very
repetitive documents, we now combine them into a Combined Basic
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Concept and Schematic Design booklet, so if either the BC or
SD requires an item, then it should be included.
 
When you look through the list you are going to see a lot of what
was already included in the Major Phase (ie, utilities, etc.) is
repeated.  Typically, when we get to a BC/SD after a MP, the site
has been sold, designs are further along, etc. so what is in the
Major Phase is not exactly the same as what the proposed building
design is - ie, why we need to repeat things.  In this case where we
are running things concurrently, so we do have the opportunity to
reference the Major Phase document instead of repeating things as
much.  However, to start with, let's go ahead and include everything
into the BC/SD since you already have the pages laid out to see
what it looks like and if it is too repetitive, then we can delete it.  If
it isn't too large of a document, it would be good to have all
repeated in case someone is reviewing the BC/SD and does not have
access to the Major Phase.
 
The difference between the Major Phase and BC/SD is that the MP
is big picture/site plan.  the BC/SD will now focus in on individual
buildings and open space areas (whether we have individual books
for each building or combine into one).  So, if there is a combined
booklet, we would want chapters on each individual building.
 
The renderings will be about the level of development of the
current arena drawings that were included in the MP, but with the
details of buildings developed further to give a better sense of the
proposed features and materials.  So, for each building, you would
have a series of rendering/elevations that show all facades of the
building, calling out materials, and getting into the level where you
could see what the design intent was - ie, window types, entrances,
etc.  The written description and other supporting documentation
would also focus in on that building vs. the site a whole.   There
would be information on material selection, type of construction,
wall sections to focus in and give more detail on what is being
proposed. In some cases you won't know what is being proposed
still, so there may be language/photos that give a sense of what the
intent is. 
 
Again, in your case where you have already moved into DDs, you
may be able to provide more certainty than is typically known at
this stage in design.  We do not want to get into architectural level







of drawings, since this is supposed to be something that is legible to
non-designers to understand what the building will look like.  That
said, I also tell folks that while there is room for changes in the DD
and SD phases of design, the building that is ultimately built should
look for all intensive purposes like the one in the BC/SD design.
 
Typically the landscaping for a project is included in the BC/SD
submittal for a building.  As with the building, there should be
details provided on the design of the open space areas, along with
planting types, furniture, paving, etc. In your case where you have
an open space system that flows through the entire 4-block site, it
may make sense to break out the shared podium and street level
open space areas into a separate submittal, with just the open
spaces, such as green roofs, etc. that are clearly associated with an
individual building included with the building BC/SD.
 
Why don't we set up a time early next week to go through an
example and figure out the best way to approach this (ie, a single
document vs. multiple).   Since people will be in town on Tuesday,
do you want to meet in person?  Other than our Commission
meeting at 1PM, I am open all day until 5.30PM.
 
Thanks and hope everyone had a great New Years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 8:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Got it. Thanks Catherine.  David M and I had a conversation about single vs.
separate but nothing definitive. We will huddle again and come back to you.
 Happy new year!
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
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Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate
to contact my assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.
 
From: <Reilly>, Catherine Reilly <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 at 7:45 PM
To: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Cc: David Manica <dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com>, Kate Aufhauser
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, Kristin Kontz <kkontz@warriors.com>
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Hi, David - I am around next week, though planning on sending out
some notes about the SD content tomorrow.  I took a look at the
75% set and it looks like you are heading in the right direction for
the Design Development documents with that.  For the SDs, it will
be a middle ground between that level of detail and the Major
Phase.  Probably the easiest way to think about it is that the pretty
illustrative drawings that you did of the arena for the Major Phase
are close to what we'll end up for the SD, but with all the detail
explaining materials, close up, pedestrian views, to really explain
what those graphics mean (same for the office/landscaping).
 
Did the team have a chance to talk about whether you would like to
have a single document with all the SDs included as chapters, or
whether you would like to break them out into separate
documents?
 
Thanks and happy new years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 7:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Hope you are enjoying the holiday. Pls let is know if we should schedule a few
minutes when you are back to get your thoughts on the 75% SD set and formal
SD submission.
 
Thanks.
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David
 
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate
to contact my assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.


<BC-SDChecklist.docx>
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell
Cc: Jose Farran
Subject: GSW - Arrival  distribution
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 10:03:57 AM


Hi all 
The numbers that GSW Warriors provided are the actual Oracle arena arrivals 
numbers, but Clarke was happy that they were higher than the other NBA 
aggregated venues that Kate had provided late on Friday (Although it is likely that 
the aggregated venues do not include lots of downtown arenas - plus SF is different 
anyway).
There is some question about what exactly was used in the Kings arena, and Clarke 
is following up with Brian with that. Also, Clarke will ask Brian on how the AECOM 
comment on the EIR was responded to. 


Changing the distribution now would add more than a week to the schedule, 
depending.  


I mentioned that one way or another we need to address this issue this Wednesday, 
and that we need direction from EP.  We feel that it is appropriate that the 
percentage arriving during the 4 to 6 PM peak period at the SF site is greater than at 
the existing arena. What percentage, not sure.


Paul, can you get the Kings EIR RTC document to us?  And maybe have someone 
find the AECOM comment? 


Thanks,
Luba


Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
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From: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: "B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com"; "M.Hawkins@fehrandpeers.com"; José I. Farrán


(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com"; Tim Erney; Jesse Blout;
"dcarlock@warriors.com"; Clarke Miller; "Kate Aufhauser"; Albert, Peter (MTA); Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Bollinger,
Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)


Cc: Subbarayan, Kamala; Wong, Diane C.; Yamauchi, Lori; Takayama, Paul; Cox, Kevin
Subject: TMP Measures During Overlapping AT&T and Warriors Events
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:27:50 PM
Attachments: UCSFMB_G1 00 - Composite SITE SIGN LOCATION PLAN - Vehicular Signs - directions to parking.pdf


Vehicular Children"s ED Panels.pdf
Vehicular Panels.pdf
Mariposa Street Striping Plan.pdf


To follow up from Friday’s meeting, the directional signage information for the Medical Center at


Mission Bay is attached, along with the striping plan for Mariposa Street between Owens and 3rd


Streets. 
 
Note the messaging for the Emergency Department signs evolved over the course of the project, so
you will need to refer to both vehicular sign pdfs for a complete understanding of the current sign
panels.
 
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: Kristin Kontz
To: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); "Leah DiCarlo"; Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
Date: Sunday, January 04, 2015 5:02:42 PM
Attachments: image001.png


All,
 
Unfortunately 4pm on 1/7 doesn’t work for BC/SD – could we look to earlier in the day? If Catherine
is still available at 11am on 1/7 that would work well on our end.
 
Thanks!
Kristin
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 2:09 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 'Leah DiCarlo'; Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
I saw a note from Chris Kern that this Wednesday’s CEQA meeting will be extended for an extra hour
due to the number of items on the agenda. So it sounds like this BC/SD discussion needs to start at
4pm on Wednesday. Will that still work for the group? At OCII?
 
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 5:02 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 'Leah DiCarlo'; Lauren
Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Kate knows me so well. 7th is what i meant and 3.00 works for me. I will get a room at ocii
when back on monday (easier than getting someone at planning to book a room).
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:01/02/2015 4:59 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Kristin Kontz ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica
Cc: David Carlock ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,'Leah
DiCarlo' ,Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
I’m guessing Catherine was referring to availability on the 7th, since the CEQA meeting she
referenced is that day.
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Catherine, if so, it would be great to meet with you directly after CEQA on Wed – say 3:00-4:30pm?
If that works can you reserve a room at OCII and/or Planning since you and I will already be there?
 
Thanks all.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kristin Kontz 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 


Wednesday, January 7th would actually be best for us while David Manica’s team is in San Francisco


(instead of the 8th). Do you have any availability that day? We are flexible on timing and can work to
accommodate your schedule.
 
Thank you!
Kristin
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 11:34 AM
To: David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Sounds good. I am open on the 8th before 10am, bet 11 to 12, and after the CEQA meeting
until 5.30pm.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:01/02/2015 11:19 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
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Cc: David Carlock ,Kate Aufhauser ,Kristin Kontz ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de
Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine. 
I had spoken with Kate today and we were hoping you might be available on Wednesday the
7th to discuss with Leah and Lauren from my office as well.   The 6th is a bit full for us
already. Possible?


David Manica
MANICA Architecture


On Jan 2, 2015, at 11:56 AM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


David - attached is a matrix that shows what is required for a Basic Concept and
a Schematic Design.  Since they are very repetitive documents, we now combine
them into a Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Design booklet, so if either
the BC or SD requires an item, then it should be included.
 
When you look through the list you are going to see a lot of what was already
included in the Major Phase (ie, utilities, etc.) is repeated.  Typically, when we
get to a BC/SD after a MP, the site has been sold, designs are further along, etc.
so what is in the Major Phase is not exactly the same as what the proposed
building design is - ie, why we need to repeat things.  In this case where we are
running things concurrently, so we do have the opportunity to reference the
Major Phase document instead of repeating things as much.  However, to start
with, let's go ahead and include everything into the BC/SD since you already
have the pages laid out to see what it looks like and if it is too repetitive, then
we can delete it.  If it isn't too large of a document, it would be good to have all
repeated in case someone is reviewing the BC/SD and does not have access to
the Major Phase.
 
The difference between the Major Phase and BC/SD is that the MP is big
picture/site plan.  the BC/SD will now focus in on individual buildings and open
space areas (whether we have individual books for each building or combine
into one).  So, if there is a combined booklet, we would want chapters on each
individual building.
 
The renderings will be about the level of development of the current arena
drawings that were included in the MP, but with the details of buildings
developed further to give a better sense of the proposed features and
materials.  So, for each building, you would have a series of
rendering/elevations that show all facades of the building, calling out materials,
and getting into the level where you could see what the design intent was - ie,
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window types, entrances, etc.  The written description and other supporting
documentation would also focus in on that building vs. the site a whole.   There
would be information on material selection, type of construction, wall sections
to focus in and give more detail on what is being proposed. In some cases you
won't know what is being proposed still, so there may be language/photos that
give a sense of what the intent is. 
 
Again, in your case where you have already moved into DDs, you may be able to
provide more certainty than is typically known at this stage in design.  We do
not want to get into architectural level of drawings, since this is supposed to be
something that is legible to non-designers to understand what the building will
look like.  That said, I also tell folks that while there is room for changes in
the DD and SD phases of design, the building that is ultimately built should look
for all intensive purposes like the one in the BC/SD design.
 
Typically the landscaping for a project is included in the BC/SD submittal for a
building.  As with the building, there should be details provided on the design of
the open space areas, along with planting types, furniture, paving, etc. In your
case where you have an open space system that flows through the entire 4-
block site, it may make sense to break out the shared podium and street level
open space areas into a separate submittal, with just the open spaces, such as
green roofs, etc. that are clearly associated with an individual building included
with the building BC/SD.
 
Why don't we set up a time early next week to go through an example and
figure out the best way to approach this (ie, a single document vs. multiple).  
Since people will be in town on Tuesday, do you want to meet in person?  Other
than our Commission meeting at 1PM, I am open all day until 5.30PM.
 
Thanks and hope everyone had a great New Years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 8:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Got it. Thanks Catherine.  David M and I had a conversation about single vs. separate but
nothing definitive. We will huddle again and come back to you.  Happy new year!
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-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.
 


From: <Reilly>, Catherine Reilly <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 at 7:45 PM
To: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Cc: David Manica <dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com>, Kate Aufhauser
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, Kristin Kontz <kkontz@warriors.com>
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 


Hi, David - I am around next week, though planning on sending out some notes
about the SD content tomorrow.  I took a look at the 75% set and it looks like
you are heading in the right direction for the Design Development documents
with that.  For the SDs, it will be a middle ground between that level of detail
and the Major Phase.  Probably the easiest way to think about it is that the
pretty illustrative drawings that you did of the arena for the Major Phase are
close to what we'll end up for the SD, but with all the detail explaining
materials, close up, pedestrian views, to really explain what those graphics mean
(same for the office/landscaping).
 
Did the team have a chance to talk about whether you would like to have a
single document with all the SDs included as chapters, or whether you would
like to break them out into separate documents?
 
Thanks and happy new years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 7:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
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Hope you are enjoying the holiday. Pls let is know if we should schedule a few minutes when
you are back to get your thoughts on the 75% SD set and formal SD submission.
 
Thanks.
 
David
 
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.


<BC-SDChecklist.docx>
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 9:24:28 AM
Attachments: 2015_01_07_GSW CEQA Meeting.docx
Importance: High


Hi Viktoriya,


The 12:00-1:00 meeting on Wednesday is scheduled per  John Malamut’s suggestion that
we have an internal meeting on how the TSP will be treated in the DEIR before meeting
with the rest of the project team (see my message below).


Chris Kern


Senior Environmental Planner


Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103


Direct: 415 -575 -9037 Fax: 415-558-6409


Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org


Web:www.sfplanning.org


_____________________________________________
From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 4:03 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com);
Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Malamut, John (CAT); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Peter Albert
(peter.albert@sfmta.com); Miller, Erin (erin.miller@sfmta.com); Jose Farran
(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Brian Boxer (bboxer@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
Importance: High


The agenda for our January 7, GSW Project CEQA meeting is attached. The meeting is
scheduled for an extra hour 1:00-4:00 due to the lengthy agenda and the need to resolve
outstanding questions/issues regarding treatment of the transit service plan to avoid
delaying publication of the DEIR. Please come prepared to provide final direction on the
following items at this meeting:


 


1.      Confirm that the TSP and elements of the TMP to be implemented by SFMTA will be
included in the DEIR Project Description and that implementation of these measures will be
assumed in the transportation impact analysis (analysis is proceeding with this assumption);


2.      Confirm that the City and GSW will reach a final agreement on funding
implementation of the TSP and elements of the TMP to be implemented by SFMTA, and
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AGENDA





Event Center and Mixed Use Development in Mission Bay


CEQA Environmental Review Meeting





Wednesday, January 7, 2015, 1:00 to 4:00 p.m.


San Francisco Planning Department








1. Transportation Analysis Approach


Transit Service Plan and other elements of the TMP to be implemented by the SFMTA with respect to


· Level of detail to include in the SEIR Project Description


· Agreement between City and GSW for funding implementation


· Assumptions for impact analysis and significance determination (also affects Air Quality analysis)


· Consideration as a mitigation measure, in addition to being part of the Project Description


· Feasibility of a transit service performance standard as part of a mitigation measure


· Implications of qualitative analysis of impacts w/out TSP, including Transportation, AQ, and Noise


2. Utilities Impact Analysis Preview


3. Water Quality and Hydrology Impact Analysis Preview


4. Next Meeting:  January 14, 2015, Wind and Shadow


www.sfplanning.org
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that this agreement will be formally adopted by SFMTA prior to DEIR publication. If this is
not feasible, see Item #4 below for alternative approach;


3.      Resolve whether implementation of the TSP and elements of the TMP to be
implemented by SFMTA will be required as a mitigation measure, even though these are
assumed to be part of the project description;


4.      Resolve whether a transit service performance standard will be included as a
mitigation measure, and if so whether this would be a performance standard for the project
(e.g. auto mode will not exceed 55% and sponsor will hire private shuttles and off-duty PCOs
to achieve this standard) and/or a performance standard for transit service (e.g. transit
capacity utilization may not exceed 100%);


5.      Resolve whether significance determinations will assume implementation of the TSP or
an equivalent transit service performance standard; and


6.      Resolve whether the DEIR will include a qualitative analysis of impacts without
implementation of the TSP and elements of the TMP to be implemented by SFMTA. If so,
what level of detail is needed, what would the impact discussion look like, how would this
affect significance determinations, how would this scenario be addressed in the air and
noise sections, and what additional mitigation measures (if any) would be considered. Note,
adding this analysis will delay publication of the Draft EIR.


 


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); Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); "Leah DiCarlo"; Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
Date: Sunday, January 04, 2015 2:09:34 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I saw a note from Chris Kern that this Wednesday’s CEQA meeting will be extended for an extra hour
due to the number of items on the agenda. So it sounds like this BC/SD discussion needs to start at
4pm on Wednesday. Will that still work for the group? At OCII?
 
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 5:02 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 'Leah DiCarlo'; Lauren
Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Kate knows me so well. 7th is what i meant and 3.00 works for me. I will get a room at ocii
when back on monday (easier than getting someone at planning to book a room).
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:01/02/2015 4:59 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Kristin Kontz ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica
Cc: David Carlock ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,'Leah
DiCarlo' ,Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
I’m guessing Catherine was referring to availability on the 7th, since the CEQA meeting she
referenced is that day.
 
Catherine, if so, it would be great to meet with you directly after CEQA on Wed – say 3:00-4:30pm?
If that works can you reserve a room at OCII and/or Planning since you and I will already be there?
 
Thanks all.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kristin Kontz 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 


Wednesday, January 7th would actually be best for us while David Manica’s team is in San Francisco


(instead of the 8th). Do you have any availability that day? We are flexible on timing and can work to
accommodate your schedule.
 
Thank you!
Kristin
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 11:34 AM
To: David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Sounds good. I am open on the 8th before 10am, bet 11 to 12, and after the CEQA meeting
until 5.30pm.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:01/02/2015 11:19 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: David Carlock ,Kate Aufhauser ,Kristin Kontz ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de
Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine. 
I had spoken with Kate today and we were hoping you might be available on Wednesday the
7th to discuss with Leah and Lauren from my office as well.   The 6th is a bit full for us
already. Possible?


David Manica
MANICA Architecture


On Jan 2, 2015, at 11:56 AM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
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David - attached is a matrix that shows what is required for a Basic Concept and
a Schematic Design.  Since they are very repetitive documents, we now combine
them into a Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Design booklet, so if either
the BC or SD requires an item, then it should be included.
 
When you look through the list you are going to see a lot of what was already
included in the Major Phase (ie, utilities, etc.) is repeated.  Typically, when we
get to a BC/SD after a MP, the site has been sold, designs are further along, etc.
so what is in the Major Phase is not exactly the same as what the proposed
building design is - ie, why we need to repeat things.  In this case where we are
running things concurrently, so we do have the opportunity to reference the
Major Phase document instead of repeating things as much.  However, to start
with, let's go ahead and include everything into the BC/SD since you already
have the pages laid out to see what it looks like and if it is too repetitive, then
we can delete it.  If it isn't too large of a document, it would be good to have all
repeated in case someone is reviewing the BC/SD and does not have access to
the Major Phase.
 
The difference between the Major Phase and BC/SD is that the MP is big
picture/site plan.  the BC/SD will now focus in on individual buildings and open
space areas (whether we have individual books for each building or combine
into one).  So, if there is a combined booklet, we would want chapters on each
individual building.
 
The renderings will be about the level of development of the current arena
drawings that were included in the MP, but with the details of buildings
developed further to give a better sense of the proposed features and
materials.  So, for each building, you would have a series of
rendering/elevations that show all facades of the building, calling out materials,
and getting into the level where you could see what the design intent was - ie,
window types, entrances, etc.  The written description and other supporting
documentation would also focus in on that building vs. the site a whole.   There
would be information on material selection, type of construction, wall sections
to focus in and give more detail on what is being proposed. In some cases you
won't know what is being proposed still, so there may be language/photos that
give a sense of what the intent is. 
 
Again, in your case where you have already moved into DDs, you may be able to
provide more certainty than is typically known at this stage in design.  We do
not want to get into architectural level of drawings, since this is supposed to be
something that is legible to non-designers to understand what the building will







look like.  That said, I also tell folks that while there is room for changes in
the DD and SD phases of design, the building that is ultimately built should look
for all intensive purposes like the one in the BC/SD design.
 
Typically the landscaping for a project is included in the BC/SD submittal for a
building.  As with the building, there should be details provided on the design of
the open space areas, along with planting types, furniture, paving, etc. In your
case where you have an open space system that flows through the entire 4-
block site, it may make sense to break out the shared podium and street level
open space areas into a separate submittal, with just the open spaces, such as
green roofs, etc. that are clearly associated with an individual building included
with the building BC/SD.
 
Why don't we set up a time early next week to go through an example and
figure out the best way to approach this (ie, a single document vs. multiple).  
Since people will be in town on Tuesday, do you want to meet in person?  Other
than our Commission meeting at 1PM, I am open all day until 5.30PM.
 
Thanks and hope everyone had a great New Years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 8:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Got it. Thanks Catherine.  David M and I had a conversation about single vs. separate but
nothing definitive. We will huddle again and come back to you.  Happy new year!
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.
 


From: <Reilly>, Catherine Reilly <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
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Date: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 at 7:45 PM
To: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Cc: David Manica <dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com>, Kate Aufhauser
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, Kristin Kontz <kkontz@warriors.com>
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 


Hi, David - I am around next week, though planning on sending out some notes
about the SD content tomorrow.  I took a look at the 75% set and it looks like
you are heading in the right direction for the Design Development documents
with that.  For the SDs, it will be a middle ground between that level of detail
and the Major Phase.  Probably the easiest way to think about it is that the
pretty illustrative drawings that you did of the arena for the Major Phase are
close to what we'll end up for the SD, but with all the detail explaining
materials, close up, pedestrian views, to really explain what those graphics mean
(same for the office/landscaping).
 
Did the team have a chance to talk about whether you would like to have a
single document with all the SDs included as chapters, or whether you would
like to break them out into separate documents?
 
Thanks and happy new years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 7:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Hope you are enjoying the holiday. Pls let is know if we should schedule a few minutes when
you are back to get your thoughts on the 75% SD set and formal SD submission.
 
Thanks.
 
David
 
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
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Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.


<BC-SDChecklist.docx>
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View this email in your
browser


TransitScreen Supplies Real-Time Transit
Information to Levi's Stadium App for


After San Francisco 49ers Games


The app for Levi’s Stadium, from developer VenueNext,  has continued to
improve their product, recently adding real-time transit information, provided by
TransitScreen, for fans leaving the stadium after the game. This feature includes
information for all modes of transportation around Levi’s Stadium, and helped fans
for the last two home games of the season. 


Read the full story


TransitScreen Included as One of CityLab's “The Biggest
Transportation Breakthroughs of 2014″


 


TransitScreen was included on the list of the “Biggest Transportation Breakthroughs
of 2014” by CityLab‘s Eric Jaffe as an Honorable Mention. 2014 was a major year
for transportation globally, including major advancements in self-driving cars and
self-driving transit systems, the first high-speed rail systems arriving in the United
States, and the Copenhagen Wheel gaining traction and revolutionizing bicycle
transit in the city. We at TransitScreen are excited to continue to be a part of the
transportation revolution, and cannot wait to see what 2015 brings!


Read the full story


From: TransitScreen
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: TransitScreen Added to Levi"s Stadium App for SF 49ers Games | Join Our TRB Kick-Off Event This Sunday
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 10:31:40 AM
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TransitScreen is Hosting a TRB Kick-Off Event in DC January
11th


TransitScreen, along with our friends at Conveyal and Mapzen, will be hosting a
kick-off event for the Transportation Research Board 94th Annual Meeting for all
friends and colleagues from near and far on Sunday, January 11th, 6-10pm in DC
at the Right Proper Brewing Co, 624 T Street NW (one block from
the Shaw/Howard Metro). Any and all guests are welcome with an RSVP. We will
be providing the food and drinks, we need all of you for the fun.


RSVP for the TRB Kick-off Event


TransitScreen CEO Presenting at TRB Annual Meeting
TransitScreen CEO Matt Caywood will be presenting Sunday at the TRB on "One Stop
Shopping for Mobility" in the session "Shared-Use Mobility: What Does the Future Hold."
 
Transportation Camp DC 2015
The 4th Annual Transportation Camp Washington DC will be held on Saturday, January
10, 2015. The event will be the day before the start of the Transportation Research Board
94th Annual Meeting. It is being hosted by the George Mason University School of Policy,
Government, and International Affairs, at Founders Hall.


Registration is at transportationcamp2015dc.eventbrite.com.


The event will be followed by a happy hour at Spider Kelly's, courtesy
of TransitCenter.


Contact Us!


Tweet Share Share +1 Forward to Friend
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); "Leah DiCarlo"; Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
Date: Friday, January 02, 2015 5:01:54 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate knows me so well. 7th is what i meant and 3.00 works for me. I will get a room
at ocii when back on monday (easier than getting someone at planning to book a
room).


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:01/02/2015 4:59 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Kristin Kontz ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica
Cc: David Carlock ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,'Leah
DiCarlo' ,Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set


I’m guessing Catherine was referring to availability on the 7th, since the CEQA meeting she
referenced is that day.
 
Catherine, if so, it would be great to meet with you directly after CEQA on Wed – say 3:00-4:30pm?
If that works can you reserve a room at OCII and/or Planning since you and I will already be there?
 
Thanks all.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Kristin Kontz 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Wednesday, January 7th would actually be best for us while David Manica’s team is in San Francisco



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:KKontz@Warriors.com

mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:leah.dicarlo@icloud.com

mailto:lweingartner@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets

http://www.nba.com/warriors/app

http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect

http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014







(instead of the 8th). Do you have any availability that day? We are flexible on timing and can work to
accommodate your schedule.
 
Thank you!
Kristin
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 11:34 AM
To: David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Sounds good. I am open on the 8th before 10am, bet 11 to 12, and after the CEQA meeting
until 5.30pm.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:01/02/2015 11:19 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: David Carlock ,Kate Aufhauser ,Kristin Kontz ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de
Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine. 
I had spoken with Kate today and we were hoping you might be available on Wednesday the
7th to discuss with Leah and Lauren from my office as well.   The 6th is a bit full for us
already. Possible?


David Manica
MANICA Architecture


On Jan 2, 2015, at 11:56 AM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


David - attached is a matrix that shows what is required for a Basic Concept and
a Schematic Design.  Since they are very repetitive documents, we now combine
them into a Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Design booklet, so if either
the BC or SD requires an item, then it should be included.
 
When you look through the list you are going to see a lot of what was already
included in the Major Phase (ie, utilities, etc.) is repeated.  Typically, when we
get to a BC/SD after a MP, the site has been sold, designs are further along, etc.
so what is in the Major Phase is not exactly the same as what the proposed
building design is - ie, why we need to repeat things.  In this case where we are
running things concurrently, so we do have the opportunity to reference the
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Major Phase document instead of repeating things as much.  However, to start
with, let's go ahead and include everything into the BC/SD since you already
have the pages laid out to see what it looks like and if it is too repetitive, then
we can delete it.  If it isn't too large of a document, it would be good to have all
repeated in case someone is reviewing the BC/SD and does not have access to
the Major Phase.
 
The difference between the Major Phase and BC/SD is that the MP is big
picture/site plan.  the BC/SD will now focus in on individual buildings and open
space areas (whether we have individual books for each building or combine
into one).  So, if there is a combined booklet, we would want chapters on each
individual building.
 
The renderings will be about the level of development of the current arena
drawings that were included in the MP, but with the details of buildings
developed further to give a better sense of the proposed features and
materials.  So, for each building, you would have a series of
rendering/elevations that show all facades of the building, calling out materials,
and getting into the level where you could see what the design intent was - ie,
window types, entrances, etc.  The written description and other supporting
documentation would also focus in on that building vs. the site a whole.   There
would be information on material selection, type of construction, wall sections
to focus in and give more detail on what is being proposed. In some cases you
won't know what is being proposed still, so there may be language/photos that
give a sense of what the intent is. 
 
Again, in your case where you have already moved into DDs, you may be able to
provide more certainty than is typically known at this stage in design.  We do
not want to get into architectural level of drawings, since this is supposed to be
something that is legible to non-designers to understand what the building will
look like.  That said, I also tell folks that while there is room for changes in
the DD and SD phases of design, the building that is ultimately built should look
for all intensive purposes like the one in the BC/SD design.
 
Typically the landscaping for a project is included in the BC/SD submittal for a
building.  As with the building, there should be details provided on the design of
the open space areas, along with planting types, furniture, paving, etc. In your
case where you have an open space system that flows through the entire 4-
block site, it may make sense to break out the shared podium and street level
open space areas into a separate submittal, with just the open spaces, such as
green roofs, etc. that are clearly associated with an individual building included
with the building BC/SD.







 
Why don't we set up a time early next week to go through an example and
figure out the best way to approach this (ie, a single document vs. multiple).  
Since people will be in town on Tuesday, do you want to meet in person?  Other
than our Commission meeting at 1PM, I am open all day until 5.30PM.
 
Thanks and hope everyone had a great New Years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 8:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Got it. Thanks Catherine.  David M and I had a conversation about single vs. separate but
nothing definitive. We will huddle again and come back to you.  Happy new year!
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.
 
From: <Reilly>, Catherine Reilly <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 at 7:45 PM
To: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Cc: David Manica <dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com>, Kate Aufhauser
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, Kristin Kontz <kkontz@warriors.com>
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Hi, David - I am around next week, though planning on sending out some notes
about the SD content tomorrow.  I took a look at the 75% set and it looks like
you are heading in the right direction for the Design Development documents
with that.  For the SDs, it will be a middle ground between that level of detail
and the Major Phase.  Probably the easiest way to think about it is that the
pretty illustrative drawings that you did of the arena for the Major Phase are
close to what we'll end up for the SD, but with all the detail explaining
materials, close up, pedestrian views, to really explain what those graphics mean
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(same for the office/landscaping).
 
Did the team have a chance to talk about whether you would like to have a
single document with all the SDs included as chapters, or whether you would
like to break them out into separate documents?
 
Thanks and happy new years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 7:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Hope you are enjoying the holiday. Pls let is know if we should schedule a few minutes when
you are back to get your thoughts on the 75% SD set and formal SD submission.
 
Thanks.
 
David
 
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.


<BC-SDChecklist.docx>
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From: Jesse Blout
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: Clarification, please
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 2:22:20 PM


Will call her this afternoon


Sent from i Phone


On Jan 12, 2015, at 5:05 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I just talked with Catherine and it sounds like she never received a call from Jesse. 
Gentle reminder.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); jblout@stradasf.com
Subject: FW: Clarification, please
 
Jesse:


Per your call with Catherine, see below.


Adam
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 12:45 PM
To: Theo Ellington; Clarke Miller
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Clarification, please
 
Good afternoon.  Hope you all successfully survived yesterday’s weather.  I have a
couple of questions:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->in the early meetings and presentations, I
thought I understood that Warriors’ were hoping to complete construction of
the arena in time for the 2018/2019 season.  However, this past week, press
has been referring to completion by 2017/2018 season.  If I back out a 26
month construction schedule as was indicated in the scoping meeting, to hit



mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com





2017/2018 would translate to shovel in the ground in early Spring, 2015. 
Which date is the real target? 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->WRT the towers, is the intent to just
construct the core and shell (warm or cold?), and then have the tenants build-
out the TI’s or is the intent to build out spec labs?  In either scenario have the
Warriors selected a life science focused architect to provide advice and counsel
on the layout, location of ventilation shafts, etc.?


Oh, one last question: Clarke, do you have a new baby yet?
 
Many thanks
 
Catherine
 
Catherine Sharpe
Director, Community Affairs
FibroGen, Inc.
409 Illinois Street
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: Kate Aufhauser
To: Kristin Kontz; Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); "Leah DiCarlo"; Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
Date: Friday, January 02, 2015 4:59:29 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I’m guessing Catherine was referring to availability on the 7th, since the CEQA meeting she
referenced is that day.
 
Catherine, if so, it would be great to meet with you directly after CEQA on Wed – say 3:00-4:30pm?
If that works can you reserve a room at OCII and/or Planning since you and I will already be there?
 
Thanks all.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kristin Kontz 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 


Wednesday, January 7th would actually be best for us while David Manica’s team is in San Francisco


(instead of the 8th). Do you have any availability that day? We are flexible on timing and can work to
accommodate your schedule.
 
Thank you!
Kristin
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 11:34 AM
To: David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Sounds good. I am open on the 8th before 10am, bet 11 to 12, and after the CEQA meeting
until 5.30pm.
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Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:01/02/2015 11:19 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: David Carlock ,Kate Aufhauser ,Kristin Kontz ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de
Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine. 
I had spoken with Kate today and we were hoping you might be available on Wednesday the
7th to discuss with Leah and Lauren from my office as well.   The 6th is a bit full for us
already. Possible?


David Manica
MANICA Architecture


On Jan 2, 2015, at 11:56 AM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


David - attached is a matrix that shows what is required for a Basic Concept and
a Schematic Design.  Since they are very repetitive documents, we now combine
them into a Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Design booklet, so if either
the BC or SD requires an item, then it should be included.
 
When you look through the list you are going to see a lot of what was already
included in the Major Phase (ie, utilities, etc.) is repeated.  Typically, when we
get to a BC/SD after a MP, the site has been sold, designs are further along, etc.
so what is in the Major Phase is not exactly the same as what the proposed
building design is - ie, why we need to repeat things.  In this case where we are
running things concurrently, so we do have the opportunity to reference the
Major Phase document instead of repeating things as much.  However, to start
with, let's go ahead and include everything into the BC/SD since you already
have the pages laid out to see what it looks like and if it is too repetitive, then
we can delete it.  If it isn't too large of a document, it would be good to have all
repeated in case someone is reviewing the BC/SD and does not have access to
the Major Phase.
 
The difference between the Major Phase and BC/SD is that the MP is big
picture/site plan.  the BC/SD will now focus in on individual buildings and open
space areas (whether we have individual books for each building or combine
into one).  So, if there is a combined booklet, we would want chapters on each
individual building.
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The renderings will be about the level of development of the current arena
drawings that were included in the MP, but with the details of buildings
developed further to give a better sense of the proposed features and
materials.  So, for each building, you would have a series of
rendering/elevations that show all facades of the building, calling out materials,
and getting into the level where you could see what the design intent was - ie,
window types, entrances, etc.  The written description and other supporting
documentation would also focus in on that building vs. the site a whole.   There
would be information on material selection, type of construction, wall sections
to focus in and give more detail on what is being proposed. In some cases you
won't know what is being proposed still, so there may be language/photos that
give a sense of what the intent is. 
 
Again, in your case where you have already moved into DDs, you may be able to
provide more certainty than is typically known at this stage in design.  We do
not want to get into architectural level of drawings, since this is supposed to be
something that is legible to non-designers to understand what the building will
look like.  That said, I also tell folks that while there is room for changes in
the DD and SD phases of design, the building that is ultimately built should look
for all intensive purposes like the one in the BC/SD design.
 
Typically the landscaping for a project is included in the BC/SD submittal for a
building.  As with the building, there should be details provided on the design of
the open space areas, along with planting types, furniture, paving, etc. In your
case where you have an open space system that flows through the entire 4-
block site, it may make sense to break out the shared podium and street level
open space areas into a separate submittal, with just the open spaces, such as
green roofs, etc. that are clearly associated with an individual building included
with the building BC/SD.
 
Why don't we set up a time early next week to go through an example and
figure out the best way to approach this (ie, a single document vs. multiple).  
Since people will be in town on Tuesday, do you want to meet in person?  Other
than our Commission meeting at 1PM, I am open all day until 5.30PM.
 
Thanks and hope everyone had a great New Years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 8:08 PM
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To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Got it. Thanks Catherine.  David M and I had a conversation about single vs. separate but
nothing definitive. We will huddle again and come back to you.  Happy new year!
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.
 


From: <Reilly>, Catherine Reilly <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 at 7:45 PM
To: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Cc: David Manica <dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com>, Kate Aufhauser
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, Kristin Kontz <kkontz@warriors.com>
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 


Hi, David - I am around next week, though planning on sending out some notes
about the SD content tomorrow.  I took a look at the 75% set and it looks like
you are heading in the right direction for the Design Development documents
with that.  For the SDs, it will be a middle ground between that level of detail
and the Major Phase.  Probably the easiest way to think about it is that the
pretty illustrative drawings that you did of the arena for the Major Phase are
close to what we'll end up for the SD, but with all the detail explaining
materials, close up, pedestrian views, to really explain what those graphics mean
(same for the office/landscaping).
 
Did the team have a chance to talk about whether you would like to have a
single document with all the SDs included as chapters, or whether you would
like to break them out into separate documents?
 
Thanks and happy new years.
 
Catherine
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From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 7:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Hope you are enjoying the holiday. Pls let is know if we should schedule a few minutes when
you are back to get your thoughts on the 75% SD set and formal SD submission.
 
Thanks.
 
David
 
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.


<BC-SDChecklist.docx>
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From: Kristin Kontz
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
Date: Friday, January 02, 2015 3:17:40 PM


Hi Catherine,
 


Wednesday, January 7th would actually be best for us while David Manica’s team is in San Francisco


(instead of the 8th). Do you have any availability that day? We are flexible on timing and can work to
accommodate your schedule.
 
Thank you!
Kristin
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 11:34 AM
To: David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Sounds good. I am open on the 8th before 10am, bet 11 to 12, and after the CEQA meeting
until 5.30pm.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:01/02/2015 11:19 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: David Carlock ,Kate Aufhauser ,Kristin Kontz ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de
Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine. 
I had spoken with Kate today and we were hoping you might be available on Wednesday the
7th to discuss with Leah and Lauren from my office as well.   The 6th is a bit full for us
already. Possible?


David Manica
MANICA Architecture


On Jan 2, 2015, at 11:56 AM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


David - attached is a matrix that shows what is required for a Basic Concept and
a Schematic Design.  Since they are very repetitive documents, we now combine
them into a Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Design booklet, so if either
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the BC or SD requires an item, then it should be included.
 
When you look through the list you are going to see a lot of what was already
included in the Major Phase (ie, utilities, etc.) is repeated.  Typically, when we
get to a BC/SD after a MP, the site has been sold, designs are further along, etc.
so what is in the Major Phase is not exactly the same as what the proposed
building design is - ie, why we need to repeat things.  In this case where we are
running things concurrently, so we do have the opportunity to reference the
Major Phase document instead of repeating things as much.  However, to start
with, let's go ahead and include everything into the BC/SD since you already
have the pages laid out to see what it looks like and if it is too repetitive, then
we can delete it.  If it isn't too large of a document, it would be good to have all
repeated in case someone is reviewing the BC/SD and does not have access to
the Major Phase.
 
The difference between the Major Phase and BC/SD is that the MP is big
picture/site plan.  the BC/SD will now focus in on individual buildings and open
space areas (whether we have individual books for each building or combine
into one).  So, if there is a combined booklet, we would want chapters on each
individual building.
 
The renderings will be about the level of development of the current arena
drawings that were included in the MP, but with the details of buildings
developed further to give a better sense of the proposed features and
materials.  So, for each building, you would have a series of
rendering/elevations that show all facades of the building, calling out materials,
and getting into the level where you could see what the design intent was - ie,
window types, entrances, etc.  The written description and other supporting
documentation would also focus in on that building vs. the site a whole.   There
would be information on material selection, type of construction, wall sections
to focus in and give more detail on what is being proposed. In some cases you
won't know what is being proposed still, so there may be language/photos that
give a sense of what the intent is. 
 
Again, in your case where you have already moved into DDs, you may be able to
provide more certainty than is typically known at this stage in design.  We do
not want to get into architectural level of drawings, since this is supposed to be
something that is legible to non-designers to understand what the building will
look like.  That said, I also tell folks that while there is room for changes in
the DD and SD phases of design, the building that is ultimately built should look
for all intensive purposes like the one in the BC/SD design.







 
Typically the landscaping for a project is included in the BC/SD submittal for a
building.  As with the building, there should be details provided on the design of
the open space areas, along with planting types, furniture, paving, etc. In your
case where you have an open space system that flows through the entire 4-
block site, it may make sense to break out the shared podium and street level
open space areas into a separate submittal, with just the open spaces, such as
green roofs, etc. that are clearly associated with an individual building included
with the building BC/SD.
 
Why don't we set up a time early next week to go through an example and
figure out the best way to approach this (ie, a single document vs. multiple).  
Since people will be in town on Tuesday, do you want to meet in person?  Other
than our Commission meeting at 1PM, I am open all day until 5.30PM.
 
Thanks and hope everyone had a great New Years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 8:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Got it. Thanks Catherine.  David M and I had a conversation about single vs. separate but
nothing definitive. We will huddle again and come back to you.  Happy new year!
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.
 


From: <Reilly>, Catherine Reilly <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 at 7:45 PM
To: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Cc: David Manica <dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com>, Kate Aufhauser
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<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, Kristin Kontz <kkontz@warriors.com>
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 


Hi, David - I am around next week, though planning on sending out some notes
about the SD content tomorrow.  I took a look at the 75% set and it looks like
you are heading in the right direction for the Design Development documents
with that.  For the SDs, it will be a middle ground between that level of detail
and the Major Phase.  Probably the easiest way to think about it is that the
pretty illustrative drawings that you did of the arena for the Major Phase are
close to what we'll end up for the SD, but with all the detail explaining
materials, close up, pedestrian views, to really explain what those graphics mean
(same for the office/landscaping).
 
Did the team have a chance to talk about whether you would like to have a
single document with all the SDs included as chapters, or whether you would
like to break them out into separate documents?
 
Thanks and happy new years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 7:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Hope you are enjoying the holiday. Pls let is know if we should schedule a few minutes when
you are back to get your thoughts on the 75% SD set and formal SD submission.
 
Thanks.
 
David
 
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
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Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.


<BC-SDChecklist.docx>
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From: Jesse Blout
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: Clarification, please
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:23:10 PM


Spoke to Catherine - she's up to speed


Sent from i Phone


On Jan 12, 2015, at 5:05 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I just talked with Catherine and it sounds like she never received a call from Jesse. 
Gentle reminder.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); jblout@stradasf.com
Subject: FW: Clarification, please
 
Jesse:


Per your call with Catherine, see below.


Adam
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 12:45 PM
To: Theo Ellington; Clarke Miller
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Clarification, please
 
Good afternoon.  Hope you all successfully survived yesterday’s weather.  I have a
couple of questions:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->in the early meetings and presentations, I
thought I understood that Warriors’ were hoping to complete construction of
the arena in time for the 2018/2019 season.  However, this past week, press
has been referring to completion by 2017/2018 season.  If I back out a 26
month construction schedule as was indicated in the scoping meeting, to hit
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2017/2018 would translate to shovel in the ground in early Spring, 2015. 
Which date is the real target? 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->WRT the towers, is the intent to just
construct the core and shell (warm or cold?), and then have the tenants build-
out the TI’s or is the intent to build out spec labs?  In either scenario have the
Warriors selected a life science focused architect to provide advice and counsel
on the layout, location of ventilation shafts, etc.?


Oh, one last question: Clarke, do you have a new baby yet?
 
Many thanks
 
Catherine
 
Catherine Sharpe
Director, Community Affairs
FibroGen, Inc.
409 Illinois Street
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
Date: Friday, January 02, 2015 11:33:47 AM


Sounds good. I am open on the 8th before 10am, bet 11 to 12, and after the CEQA
meeting until 5.30pm.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:01/02/2015 11:19 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: David Carlock ,Kate Aufhauser ,Kristin Kontz ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de
Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: Re: 75% Set


Hi Catherine. 
I had spoken with Kate today and we were hoping you might be available on
Wednesday the 7th to discuss with Leah and Lauren from my office as well.   The
6th is a bit full for us already. Possible?


David Manica
MANICA Architecture


On Jan 2, 2015, at 11:56 AM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


David - attached is a matrix that shows what is required for a Basic Concept and
a Schematic Design.  Since they are very repetitive documents, we now combine
them into a Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Design booklet, so if either
the BC or SD requires an item, then it should be included.


When you look through the list you are going to see a lot of what was already
included in the Major Phase (ie, utilities, etc.) is repeated.  Typically, when we
get to a BC/SD after a MP, the site has been sold, designs are further along, etc.
so what is in the Major Phase is not exactly the same as what the proposed
building design is - ie, why we need to repeat things.  In this case where we are
running things concurrently, so we do have the opportunity to reference the
Major Phase document instead of repeating things as much.  However, to start
with, let's go ahead and include everything into the BC/SD since you already
have the pages laid out to see what it looks like and if it is too repetitive, then
we can delete it.  If it isn't too large of a document, it would be good to have all
repeated in case someone is reviewing the BC/SD and does not have access to
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the Major Phase.


The difference between the Major Phase and BC/SD is that the MP is big
picture/site plan.  the BC/SD will now focus in on individual buildings and open
space areas (whether we have individual books for each building or combine
into one).  So, if there is a combined booklet, we would want chapters on each
individual building.


The renderings will be about the level of development of the current arena
drawings that were included in the MP, but with the details of buildings
developed further to give a better sense of the proposed features and
materials.  So, for each building, you would have a series of
rendering/elevations that show all facades of the building, calling out materials,
and getting into the level where you could see what the design intent was - ie,
window types, entrances, etc.  The written description and other supporting
documentation would also focus in on that building vs. the site a whole.   There
would be information on material selection, type of construction, wall sections
to focus in and give more detail on what is being proposed. In some cases you
won't know what is being proposed still, so there may be language/photos that
give a sense of what the intent is. 


Again, in your case where you have already moved into DDs, you may be able to
provide more certainty than is typically known at this stage in design.  We do
not want to get into architectural level of drawings, since this is supposed to be
something that is legible to non-designers to understand what the building will
look like.  That said, I also tell folks that while there is room for changes in
the DD and SD phases of design, the building that is ultimately built should look
for all intensive purposes like the one in the BC/SD design.


Typically the landscaping for a project is included in the BC/SD submittal for a
building.  As with the building, there should be details provided on the design of
the open space areas, along with planting types, furniture, paving, etc. In your
case where you have an open space system that flows through the entire 4-
block site, it may make sense to break out the shared podium and street level
open space areas into a separate submittal, with just the open spaces, such as
green roofs, etc. that are clearly associated with an individual building included
with the building BC/SD.


Why don't we set up a time early next week to go through an example and
figure out the best way to approach this (ie, a single document vs. multiple).  
Since people will be in town on Tuesday, do you want to meet in person?  Other







than our Commission meeting at 1PM, I am open all day until 5.30PM.


Thanks and hope everyone had a great New Years.


Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 8:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Got it. Thanks Catherine.  David M and I had a conversation about single vs. separate but
nothing definitive. We will huddle again and come back to you.  Happy new year!


-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246


Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.


From: <Reilly>, Catherine Reilly <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 at 7:45 PM
To: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Cc: David Manica <dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com>, Kate Aufhauser
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, Kristin Kontz <kkontz@warriors.com>
Subject: Re: 75% Set


Hi, David - I am around next week, though planning on sending out some notes
about the SD content tomorrow.  I took a look at the 75% set and it looks like
you are heading in the right direction for the Design Development documents
with that.  For the SDs, it will be a middle ground between that level of detail
and the Major Phase.  Probably the easiest way to think about it is that the
pretty illustrative drawings that you did of the arena for the Major Phase are
close to what we'll end up for the SD, but with all the detail explaining
materials, close up, pedestrian views, to really explain what those graphics mean
(same for the office/landscaping).


Did the team have a chance to talk about whether you would like to have a
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single document with all the SDs included as chapters, or whether you would
like to break them out into separate documents?


Thanks and happy new years.


Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 7:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,


Hope you are enjoying the holiday. Pls let is know if we should schedule a few minutes when
you are back to get your thoughts on the 75% SD set and formal SD submission.


Thanks.


David


-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246


Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my
assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.


<BC-SDChecklist.docx>
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From: Tran, Michael
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Jurosek, Marla (PUC); Regler, Lori (PUC); Webster, Leslie (PUC)
Subject: RE: Stormwater Technical Memo
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 10:59:44 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Hi Chris,
 
This is the first time I’ve seen it.  Thanks for sharing and we’ll take a look.
 
Also FYI, we are meeting with the GSW technical team tomorrow to discuss sanitary flow
projections.  Please let me know if you’d like to attend; the meeting was intended purely to discuss
methodology of estimation and discrepancies between the BKF and our hydraulic engineers’
estimation.


Thanks
Michael
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 10:51 AM
To: Tran, Michael
Cc: Jurosek, Marla; Regler, Lori; Webster, Leslie
Subject: FW: Stormwater Technical Memo
 
Hi Michael,
Not sure if GSW or BKF already sent this to you.
 
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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 10:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Sravan Paladugu; Ed Boscacci; Molly Hayes; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly,
Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com)
Subject: Stormwater Technical Memo
 
Paul, Joyce –
Please see the attached. Happy to discuss tomorrow.
Thanks,
Kate
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: David Manica
To: Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Leah DiCarlo;


Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
Date: Sunday, January 04, 2015 5:10:28 PM


That works for us as well.  Thanks for wrangling Kristin.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 7:08 PM
To: Kristin Kontz
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Leah DiCarlo; Lauren Weingartner
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Works for me. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 4, 2015, at 5:02 PM, "Kristin Kontz" <KKontz@Warriors.com> wrote:


All,
 
Unfortunately 4pm on 1/7 doesn’t work for BC/SD – could we look to earlier in the
day? If Catherine is still available at 11am on 1/7 that would work well on our end.
 
Thanks!
Kristin
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 2:09 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 'Leah DiCarlo'; Lauren
Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
I saw a note from Chris Kern that this Wednesday’s CEQA meeting will be extended for
an extra hour due to the number of items on the agenda. So it sounds like this BC/SD
discussion needs to start at 4pm on Wednesday. Will that still work for the group? At
OCII?
 
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 5:02 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 'Leah DiCarlo';
Lauren Weingartner
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Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Kate knows me so well. 7th is what i meant and 3.00 works for me. I will get a
room at ocii when back on monday (easier than getting someone at planning to
book a room).
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:01/02/2015 4:59 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Kristin Kontz ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica
Cc: David Carlock ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
,'Leah DiCarlo' ,Lauren Weingartner
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
I’m guessing Catherine was referring to availability on the 7th, since the CEQA meeting
she referenced is that day.
 
Catherine, if so, it would be great to meet with you directly after CEQA on Wed – say
3:00-4:30pm? If that works can you reserve a room at OCII and/or Planning since you
and I will already be there?
 
Thanks all.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


<image001.png>
website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kristin Kontz 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 


Wednesday, January 7th would actually be best for us while David Manica’s team is in


San Francisco (instead of the 8th). Do you have any availability that day? We are
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flexible on timing and can work to accommodate your schedule.
 
Thank you!
Kristin
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 11:34 AM
To: David Manica
Cc: David Carlock; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz; Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: 75% Set
 
Sounds good. I am open on the 8th before 10am, bet 11 to 12, and after the
CEQA meeting until 5.30pm.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:01/02/2015 11:19 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: David Carlock ,Kate Aufhauser ,Kristin Kontz ,Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout
,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine. 
I had spoken with Kate today and we were hoping you might be available on
Wednesday the 7th to discuss with Leah and Lauren from my office as well.  
The 6th is a bit full for us already. Possible?


David Manica
MANICA Architecture


On Jan 2, 2015, at 11:56 AM, Reilly, Catherine (CII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


David - attached is a matrix that shows what is required for a
Basic Concept and a Schematic Design.  Since they are very
repetitive documents, we now combine them into a Combined Basic
Concept and Schematic Design booklet, so if either the BC or
SD requires an item, then it should be included.
 
When you look through the list you are going to see a lot of what
was already included in the Major Phase (ie, utilities, etc.) is
repeated.  Typically, when we get to a BC/SD after a MP, the site
has been sold, designs are further along, etc. so what is in the
Major Phase is not exactly the same as what the proposed building
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design is - ie, why we need to repeat things.  In this case where we
are running things concurrently, so we do have the opportunity to
reference the Major Phase document instead of repeating things as
much.  However, to start with, let's go ahead and include everything
into the BC/SD since you already have the pages laid out to see
what it looks like and if it is too repetitive, then we can delete it.  If
it isn't too large of a document, it would be good to have all
repeated in case someone is reviewing the BC/SD and does not have
access to the Major Phase.
 
The difference between the Major Phase and BC/SD is that the MP
is big picture/site plan.  the BC/SD will now focus in on individual
buildings and open space areas (whether we have individual books
for each building or combine into one).  So, if there is a combined
booklet, we would want chapters on each individual building.
 
The renderings will be about the level of development of the
current arena drawings that were included in the MP, but with the
details of buildings developed further to give a better sense of the
proposed features and materials.  So, for each building, you would
have a series of rendering/elevations that show all facades of the
building, calling out materials, and getting into the level where you
could see what the design intent was - ie, window types, entrances,
etc.  The written description and other supporting documentation
would also focus in on that building vs. the site a whole.   There
would be information on material selection, type of construction,
wall sections to focus in and give more detail on what is being
proposed. In some cases you won't know what is being proposed
still, so there may be language/photos that give a sense of what the
intent is. 
 
Again, in your case where you have already moved into DDs, you
may be able to provide more certainty than is typically known at
this stage in design.  We do not want to get into architectural level
of drawings, since this is supposed to be something that is legible to
non-designers to understand what the building will look like.  That
said, I also tell folks that while there is room for changes in the DD
and SD phases of design, the building that is ultimately built should
look for all intensive purposes like the one in the BC/SD design.
 
Typically the landscaping for a project is included in the BC/SD







submittal for a building.  As with the building, there should be
details provided on the design of the open space areas, along with
planting types, furniture, paving, etc. In your case where you have
an open space system that flows through the entire 4-block site, it
may make sense to break out the shared podium and street level
open space areas into a separate submittal, with just the open
spaces, such as green roofs, etc. that are clearly associated with an
individual building included with the building BC/SD.
 
Why don't we set up a time early next week to go through an
example and figure out the best way to approach this (ie, a single
document vs. multiple).   Since people will be in town on Tuesday,
do you want to meet in person?  Other than our Commission
meeting at 1PM, I am open all day until 5.30PM.
 
Thanks and hope everyone had a great New Years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 8:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 
Got it. Thanks Catherine.  David M and I had a conversation about single vs.
separate but nothing definitive. We will huddle again and come back to you.
 Happy new year!
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate
to contact my assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.
 


From: <Reilly>, Catherine Reilly <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 at 7:45 PM
To: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
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Cc: David Manica <dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com>, Kate Aufhauser
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, Kristin Kontz <kkontz@warriors.com>
Subject: Re: 75% Set
 


Hi, David - I am around next week, though planning on sending out
some notes about the SD content tomorrow.  I took a look at the
75% set and it looks like you are heading in the right direction for
the Design Development documents with that.  For the SDs, it will
be a middle ground between that level of detail and the Major
Phase.  Probably the easiest way to think about it is that the pretty
illustrative drawings that you did of the arena for the Major Phase
are close to what we'll end up for the SD, but with all the detail
explaining materials, close up, pedestrian views, to really explain
what those graphics mean (same for the office/landscaping).
 
Did the team have a chance to talk about whether you would like to
have a single document with all the SDs included as chapters, or
whether you would like to break them out into separate
documents?
 
Thanks and happy new years.
 
Catherine


From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 7:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Manica; Kate Aufhauser; Kristin Kontz
Subject: 75% Set
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Hope you are enjoying the holiday. Pls let is know if we should schedule a few
minutes when you are back to get your thoughts on the 75% SD set and formal
SD submission.
 
Thanks.
 
David
 
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
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David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate
to contact my assistant Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.


<BC-SDChecklist.docx>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Albert, Peter (MTA); "KAufhauser@warriors.com"
Subject: RE: Can"t see slides...?
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42:00 PM


Nothing changes on the transportation slides.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Albert, Peter [mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:34 PM
To: 'KAufhauser@warriors.com'
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Can't see slides...?
 
Kate, for some reason, I'm not getting your emails & attachments.   I only see you’re emailing in
Catherine's responses….but of course, no attachment
 
It might be a problem with my server, but in any case, if you or Catherine could try to email me
directly or Drop Box this presentation, it would be great.  
 
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: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Can"t see slides...?
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:50:50 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Try this, Peter: https://www.dropbox.com/s/bj6vtwvuki25dj3/2014.12.16_OCII-
Planning_Hearings_Deck_v8_Final.pdf?dl=0
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Albert, Peter (MTA); Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Can't see slides...?
 
Nothing changes on the transportation slides.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Albert, Peter [mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:34 PM
To: 'KAufhauser@warriors.com'
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Can't see slides...?
 
Kate, for some reason, I'm not getting your emails & attachments.   I only see you’re emailing in
Catherine's responses….but of course, no attachment
 
It might be a problem with my server, but in any case, if you or Catherine could try to email me
directly or Drop Box this presentation, it would be great.  
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
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San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 10:32:25 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Hey.  Sorry for the confusion I may have caused yesterday.  I think my 2014 brain is still running ;) 
 
Hope you had a good holiday, and I hope you actually HAD some time!
 
emb
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:59 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Thanks for sending over.  I just want to clarify.  I was planning on presenting the portions that I had
sent in my PPT.  It appears that some of those slides have been changed.  I was also going to keep
the two PPT separate so that it was clear what was a staff presentation and what was a GSW
presentation so there was some arms length between the two.  Since we are late in the game, we
can leave as is or I can just delete the slides that I am planning on presentation.  I have already
provided Tiffany with my proposed PPT, so will need to see if I can get the ok to replace the slides.
 
I am at my desk if someone would like to talk.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:42 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Apologies – I forgot one minor change. Please use this attached deck instead.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: 'Miller, Erin'; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could transition
seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more SBE information than
you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the purposes of this
introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam change but
didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
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Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits.  I’m guessing
that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can
forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII



http://www.tinyurl.com/WTA-Mailing-List

http://www.sfmta.com/

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com





 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com
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Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com
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Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great







holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Benson, Brad (PRT)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Mission Creek Sea Level Rise Study
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 6:54:18 PM


Hi Adam:


The Friday meeting at SFPUC is set for 2:00 PM.  This is mainly a meeting about mapping
future flood risk in Mission Bay correctly, accounting for planned road and site elevations
under the Mission Bay plan.


So, you may or may not want to attend.  That said, we should definitely discuss the meeting
I had with Jesse Blout in late December.  Are you free tomorrow?


Best,
Brad


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Sent: Tuesday, January 6, 2015 5:37 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Benson, Brad (PRT); Strong, Brian; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: RE: Mission Creek Sea Level Rise Study
 
Brad:
 


Is there a time set for the 9th?  I would like to better understand this and am available all afternoon. 
Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 3:44 PM
To: Benson, Brad (PRT); Strong, Brian; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Mission Creek Sea Level Rise Study
 
That all sounds great, Brad, and thanks for the quick response. 
 
#1/#2 - Please let me know what time you are meeting on the 9th and if I can join I would love to
(want to see how we can make this easy for everyone so have some suggestions on how to minimize
the extra work).  
 
#3 - For contacts, I would start with the following:
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=C9BB84284EDD42A48FD8ACF2B2E462E8-BRAD BENSON

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





-          ARE/Uber – Steve Richardson - (let me know if he doesn’t response and I can see if he
would like to pass onto another staff person)
Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc.
1700 Owens St., Suite 590
San Francisco, CA 94158
O 415.554.8848
M 650.222.0045
srichardson@are.com
www.are.com
 


 
-          UCSF – Start with Kevin Beauchamp


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
 


I will need to track down who would be the best to talk with the properties to the north (Old Navy
and 500 TFB) since I do not work with them as much (will get that to you after the holiday).  But, ARE
and UCSF, along with the Warriors covers the groups that will be developing in the area along the
waterfront.  I will leave up to you if you would like me to sit in on those meetings – I am available,
but also fine with you taking the lead on the outreach.  Thank you for outreaching already to the
Warriors.
 
#4 - Finally, I would love to sit in on the messaging meeting when you have it scheduled. 
 
In the meantime have a great holiday and see you in the new year!


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


From: Benson, Brad (PRT) 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 3:28 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Strong, Brian; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Mission Creek Sea Level Rise Study
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Hi Catherine:
 
I want to acknowledge these concerns.  When I spoke with Seth after our last TAC meeting, it would
probably have gone better if you were there.
 
Here is where we are:
 


1.        Street elevations.  The project is using inundation maps that are based on the SFPUC
inundation maps, which include elevations shot by Lidar before several of the more recent
Mission Bay streets were built, so these areas show 1-2 feet lower on the SFPUC maps,
which is probably not going to affect flooding outcomes with 36” of sea level rise and a 100
Year storm, but should be corrected anyway.  I told Seth that I am pursuing a meeting with
SFPUC staff to see if we can get the as-builts and planned elevations shown on the maps. 
That internal meeting is tentatively scheduled for January 9.  Would you like to attend?
 


2.        Buildings.  Not all of the constructed and planned buildings in Mission Bay are shown, and
we agreed in the TAC meeting that they would be added.
 


3.        Outreach.  When I spoke with Seth, he recommended that we perform additional direct
outreach to UCSF, Uber and some of the property owners to the north and south of the
Warriors facility.  Can you please supply me with contacts for these folks?  If you would like
to  attend these meetings, I’d be happy to coordinate with or through you.  I met with Jesse
Blout and Kate Aufhauser to go over the Mission Creek presentation.   Jesse expressed
concern about the timing of our planned public release (March), and concern about at least
one of the shoreline improvement alternatives in the presentation, which I need to discuss
in more detail with you and Adam.  I told Jesse we are eager to get their comments and
feedback.
 


4.        Messaging.  We agreed at the TAC that we need to convene a specific smaller group
discussion (including Port, Planning and the Mayor’s Office) to discuss messaging before any
report release.  There was a good suggestion from David Behar that we call this an
“imagination exercise” to differentiate it from a real public planning process.  You are
welcome to join that discussion.


 
I owe Seth a follow up call to assure him that we will follow up on these points.  In the meantime, I
will ask the project team to remove FOCIL and MBDG from the slides.  I think the bottom line is that
until we are all comfortable with the trajectory of this, we will have to keep refining our approach
until people are comfortable.
 
Thank you, Catherine.
 
Best,
Brad
 
Brad Benson
Director of Special Projects







 
Port of San Francisco│City and County of San Francisco
Pier 1, The Embarcadero, San Francisco, CA 941111
Direct: 415.274.0498│Cell: 415.819.1759
Email: brad.benson@sfport.com
Web: http://www.sfport.com/
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 6:55 PM
To: Benson, Brad (PRT); Strong, Brian; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Mission Creek Study
 
Sorry I was not able to attend last week’s update on the Mission Creek Study.  I talked with Seth
Hamalian at MBDG who was able to attend and he mentioned that it appears there is still some in
consistencies in the manner data being presented in the graphics – such as some existing Mission
Bay buildings not being shown at the correct elevations and not depicting the ultimate elevation of
Mission Bay at the elevation that it will be per the adopted grading plans, while the future
development on SWL 337 is shown at the proposed eventual elevation vs. its existing conditions. 
 
Let me know if it would be useful to meet with the consultants to help find a way to have the data
shown in a consistent manner that reflects the proposed and adopted plans, while recognizing that
there is limited budget.  The simplest would be to ignore the current conditions in Mission Bay since
they are in flux with all the development and simply show the elevations at buildout with a footnote
that it is not existing conditions, but rather conditions that will be in place in 50 years, which would
be consistent with the SWL337 approach.  This would also be consistent with the approach we
discussed at the last meeting – ie, to have a generalized overlay that shows what will be for study
purposes and footnote that we have not done a study at the same level as the PUC so the exact
boundaries will need to be studied further in the future when funding is available.
 
For now, Seth has requested that FOCIL and MDBG’s names be removed from the report due to the
concerns on the data being presented. 
 
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: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Manica; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 7:30:31 AM
Attachments: image001.png


2014.12.16_OCII-Planning_Hearings_Deck_v9_SHORT.pdf
2014.12.16_OCII-Planning_Hearings_Deck_v9_SHORT.pptx


Importance: High


OK, here are GSW slides ONLY. Will get these printed ASAP.
 
I am having trouble locating your original slides, but I know there were a few substantive tweaks I
made when I compressed them – for instance, we have updated mode split data from Jose since
that old slide (and, I believe, updated SBE stats). Can we walk through those changes on the 830
call?
 
Thanks.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:23 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I hate to waste the effort that went into merging the ppts but we could delete the slides i will
cover from the gsw ppt and i can print out my set to help divide the work. Also i will check
on the morning but i think some of the copies can be multiple per page which shortens
things.  I will get in early so can jump on the phone earlier. 
 
Chat tomorrow morning. 
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:01/05/2015 11:44 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
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Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 



GSW Event Center and Mixed-Use Development 
Informational Presentation to the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure 



January 6, 2015 











Project Benefits 



• San Francisco’s first ever multi-purpose 



arena – a civic landmark for cultural, 



sport, and entertainment activities. 



• Significant new property tax increment 



for the construction of public 



infrastructure and affordable housing 



• Triggers construction of adjacent Bay 



Front Park (“P22”). 



• Creates over 4,000 construction and 



permanent jobs with strong 



commitments to local contracting and 



local hiring 











Project Elements 



• Approximately 18,000 seat multi-



purpose Event Center 



• Approximately 500,000 leasable sf of 



office 



• Up to 61,000 leasable sf of retail 



• 3.2 acres of plazas and public space 



(approx. 30% of the site) 



• Approximately 950 Parking spaces (on 



three underground levels) 











Key Design Goals 



• Create a vibrant, urban environment well-integrated into the 
Mission Bay neighborhood 



• Contribute to the vitality of Mission Bay’s street life and 
activate the pedestrian realm 



• Provide a mix of uses to ensure the Project site is active all 
day and all year  



• Construct a new outdoor civic amenity for the whole city in 
the Third St. main plaza 



 











Sustainable Design 



Project Goals: 



• LEED Gold campus 
certification 



• Zero waste facility 



• No net additional GHG 
emissions 



• Compliance with CalGreen, 
SF Green Building Code, and 
NBA Sustainability 
Requirements 



Project Strategies: 



• Travel demand strategies (bike and EV 
parking, TMA shuttle program support, 
transit information app for fans) 



• Green roofs and planters for stormwater 
treatment 



• Zero-waste procurement and operations 
planning 



• Energy-efficient HVAC and mechanical 
equipment 



• Currently exploring options for solar 
installations on-site 























Main 
Plaza Event Center 



+135’ 



Office 
+160’ 



Bayfront Terrace 
+122’ 



Office 
+160’ 



Southeast 
Plaza 



Bay Front 
Park 



Site Plan 



+90’ 



+90’ 



Food Hall 
+39’ 



Gatehouse 
+32’ 











Pedestrian 
Access 



• Porous, organic design 
welcomes pedestrians 
to the site 



• All major pedestrian 
pathways lined with 
landscaping and/or 
retail for visual interest 
and activation 



 Open path of travel 



 Path through building 



 interior 



 



LEGEND 











Bike 
Access 
• Permanent Class 1 



spaces: over 400 



• Temporary Class 1 
spaces: up to 100 



• Class 2 spaces available 
on-site: approx. 75 



LEGEND 











Transit Access 



• Additional near-term transit projects: 



o Central Subway 



o Caltrain Electrification 



o Transbay Terminal Completion 



o Ferry Building Expansion 



o Blue Greenway  



o Port Cycletrack 











Auto Access 



• 2 curb cuts on-site 



• 16th St. driveway: main 
auto access, separate 
truck access to secure 
loading area 



• South St. driveway: all 
retail traffic 



• Additional employee 
parking available at 450 
South St. garage (no 
event parking) 











Public Art 



• Project subject to the Redevelopment Plan’s Art Requirement 



(1.0%) 



• GSW intends to hire a consultant in 2015 to design and develop 



a public arts program 



• A proposal will be presented during Schematic Design review 











Northwest plaza 



Main plaza 



Atrium 



Pedestrian 
Path 



Bayfront 
Overlook 



Southeast 
plaza 



Public Open Space (3.2 
acres, over 30% of site) 



Private Open Space 



Public Open Space 











Height and Bulk 



View from Northwest 



Event Center 
+135’ 



Office 
+160’ 



+90’ 



Bayfront Terrace 
+122’ 



Office 
+ 160’ 



Main Plaza 
+10’ 



+90’ 



Food Hall 
+39’ 



Gatehouse 
+32’ 











Height and Bulk 



View from Northeast 



Event Center 
+135’ 



Office 
+160’ 



+90’ 



Bayfront Terrace 
+122’ 



Office 
+ 160’ 



Food Hall 
+39’ 



+90’ 



Bayfront Overlook 
+26’ 











Height and Bulk 



View from Southeast 



Event Center 
+135’ 



Office 
+160’ 



+90’ 



Bayfront Terrace 
+122’ 



Office 
+ 160’ 



Food Hall 
+39’ 



Bayfront Overlook 
+26’ 



+90’ 











Height and Bulk 



View from Southwest 



Event Center 
+135’ 



Office 
+160’ 



+90’ 



Bayfront Terrace 
+122’ 



Office 
+ 160’ 



Main Plaza 
+10’ 



+90’ Gatehouse 
+32’ 
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Thank You 











Appendix 











Key Dimensions 



• South St. Tower: 
20,000 ft2 floor 
plate area 



• South St. Tower to 
Event Center: 55’ 



• 16th St. Tower: 
20,000 ft2 floor 
plate area 



• 16th St. Tower to 
Event Center: 35’ 











Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D) Proposed Change to D4D Explanation for Change 



Height       



  The Event Center would exceed the 90-foot Base Height 



on Blocks 30 and 32. 



Allow maximum Base Height on Blocks 30 and 



32 of 135 feet above the Terry Francois 



Boulevard curb. 



Unique size requirements of an Event Center 



building. 



Geotechnical conditions render further 



excavation for Event Center footprint infeasible. 



  The proposed Event Center is 135 feet, but there are only 



two height classifications for Commercial Industrial uses 



in the D4D, 90 feet and 160 feet. 



Establish a 135 foot height classification for an 



Event Center use on the site. 



See above. 



  The number of 160-foot towers allowed in Height Zone-5 



would be exceeded by one (i.e., 4 vs. allowed 3). 



Allow one additional 160-foot tower in Height 



Zone-5. 



Allows for smaller podium footprints for 



Office/R&D buildings, therefore allowing for the 



development of a public plaza similar in size to 



Union Square’s central plaza. 



  The 160-foot office buildings would exceed the allocated 



floorplate square footage allowed for that height 



category. 



Increase allocation of 160-foot Tower Height 



floorplate. 



See above. 



  Separation from the 160-foot towers and the Event 



Center would be less than the required 100-foot 



separation between towers. 



Establish a new minimum standard separation 



between any 160-foot tower and the Event 



Center. 



Unique bulk requirements of an Event Center 



building  



Bulk The portions of the Event Center above 90 feet would 



exceed the existing bulk controls for 



commercial/industrial buildings that limit the maximum 



floor plate above 90 feet to 20,000 square feet, with a 



maximum length of 200 feet.  



Establish a 135-foot height bulk allowance for 



an Event Center on the site. 



Unique bulk requirements of an Event Center 



building  



  



D4D Comparison Summary 











Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D) Proposed Change to D4D Explanation for Change 



Setbacks The parking levels would encroach into the required 5-foot 



setback along the eastern side of Third Street.  



Allow below-grade encroachment into the 5-foot 



setback along Third Street between South Street 



and Sixteenth Street  



Avoids the need for additional above grade parking.  



  A portion of the southeastern curved edge of the Event 



Center would encroach into the 20-foot setback along the 



northern side of Sixteenth Street.  



Allow encroachment of an Event Center into the 



20-foot setback.  



Unique floor plate requirements and curved form of 



an Event Center building  



  



Streetwall Minimum streetwall requirement along Third and Sixteenth 



Streets will not be met since less than 70% of the block 



length will not have a continuous building façade built to 



the property line or back of required setback.  



Establish a lower required percentage for the 



streetwall along Third and Sixteenth Streets. 



Third Street is intentionally not conceived as a 



streetwall, but rather designed as a porous 



pedestrian plaza to accommodate pedestrian flows; 



provide graceful access to the Event Center, main 



plaza, and retail; and deliver a prominent civic 



amenity akin to Union Square’s central plaza or the 



main plaza of Rockefeller Center.  



  The corners of the buildings at the intersections of Third 



Street with South and Sixteenth Streets, the east-west mid-



block break at Third Street, and at the intersections of 



Sixteenth Street with Terry Francois Boulevard and the 



north-south mid-block break do not hold the corner with a 



height of at least 15 feet for the required distance of 50 



feet from the intersection. 



Amend the requirement to allow plazas and other 



setbacks for pedestrian movement and staging. 



Safety and convenience of Event Center guests and 



daily site users encourages the creation of 



additional open space at site perimeter. 



  Maximum streetwall height of 90 feet will not be met since 



the Event Center is 135 feet tall. 



Establish a 135-foot streetwall height limit for an 



Event Center on the site. 



Unique size requirements of an Event Center 



building. 



Geotechnical conditions render further excavation 



for Event Center footprint infeasible. 
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Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D) Proposed Change to D4D Explanation for Change 



View Corridors/ 



Public Right of Ways 



The Gatehouse along Third Street and the Event Center  



would encroach within the east-west and north-south view 



corridors and public right of ways (i.e., private varas).  



Amend the requirement to allow for alternative 



opportunities for public access to/through the 



site and to locations for public views of Bay. 



The Gatehouse provides an urban edge for the 



Project and helps activate the Main Plaza. Other 



elements represent design strategies to offer multi-



layered visual interest at the termination of the 



view corridors. 



Parking The D4D does not contemplate an off-street parking 



standard for a multi-purpose Event Center.  



  



Include a new parking standard for the Event 



Center that promotes shared parking with the 



retail and office uses, as well as limits parking 



to promote the use of transit.  Also, as part of 



this standard, allow off-site parking for the 



Event Center to be further than 600 feet from 



the entrance of the Event Center. 



Operational and economic feasibility of Event 



Center and other land uses on site. 



  While the Project meets the current requirement for 



secured bicycle parking standard, the current standard 



did not anticipate the growth of bicycle use as a primary 



mode of transportation.   



Allow a higher number of on-site bicycle 



parking. 



Owner preference to encourage biking and other 



non-auto transportation choices.  



Loading  The D4D does not contemplate a loading standard for a 



multi-purpose Event Center.  



Include a standard for Event Center loading 



areas that reflects the increased intensity of 



demand from standard commercial buildings. 



Unique loading requirements of an operational 



Event Center building  



Signage The D4D does not contemplate signage standards for a 



multi-purpose Event Center.  



  



Amendments to be determined during 



schematic designs. 



Operational and economic feasibility of Event 



Center and activation of the site. 
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Mission Bay Blocks 29-32


GSW Event Center and Mixed-Use Development


Informational Presentation to the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure


January 6, 2015








Project Benefits


San Francisco’s first ever multi-purpose arena – a civic landmark for cultural, sport, and entertainment activities.


Significant new property tax increment for the construction of public infrastructure and affordable housing


Triggers construction of adjacent Bay Front Park (“P22”).


Creates over 4,000 construction and permanent jobs with strong commitments to local contracting and local hiring
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Project Elements


Approximately 18,000 seat multi-purpose Event Center


Approximately 500,000 leasable sf of office


Up to 61,000 leasable sf of retail


3.2 acres of plazas and public space (approx. 30% of the site)


Approximately 950 Parking spaces (on three underground levels)
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Key Design Goals


Create a vibrant, urban environment well-integrated into the Mission Bay neighborhood


Contribute to the vitality of Mission Bay’s street life and activate the pedestrian realm


Provide a mix of uses to ensure the Project site is active all day and all year 


Construct a new outdoor civic amenity for the whole city in the Third St. main plaza
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Sustainable Design


Project Goals:


LEED Gold campus certification


Zero waste facility


No net additional GHG emissions


Compliance with CalGreen, SF Green Building Code, and NBA Sustainability Requirements


Project Strategies:


Travel demand strategies (bike and EV parking, TMA shuttle program support, transit information app for fans)


Green roofs and planters for stormwater treatment


Zero-waste procurement and operations planning


Energy-efficient HVAC and mechanical equipment


Currently exploring options for solar installations on-site
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Main


Plaza


Event Center


+135’


Office


+160’


Bayfront Terrace


+122’


Office


+160’


Southeast


Plaza


Bay Front Park


Site Plan


+90’


+90’


Food Hall


+39’


Gatehouse


+32’
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Pedestrian Access


Porous, organic design welcomes pedestrians to the site


All major pedestrian pathways lined with landscaping and/or retail for visual interest and activation


	Open path of travel


	Path through building 	interior





LEGEND
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Bike Access





Permanent Class 1 spaces: over 400


Temporary Class 1 spaces: up to 100


Class 2 spaces available on-site: approx. 75


LEGEND
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Transit Access








Additional near-term transit projects:


Central Subway


Caltrain Electrification


Transbay Terminal Completion


Ferry Building Expansion


Blue Greenway 


Port Cycletrack








MANICA’S SLIDES





11








Auto Access


2 curb cuts on-site


16th St. driveway: main auto access, separate truck access to secure loading area


South St. driveway: all retail traffic


Additional employee parking available at 450 South St. garage (no event parking)
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Public Art


Project subject to the Redevelopment Plan’s Art Requirement (1.0%)


GSW intends to hire a consultant in 2015 to design and develop a public arts program


A proposal will be presented during Schematic Design review








MANICA’S SLIDES





13








Northwest plaza


Main plaza


Atrium


Pedestrian Path


Bayfront Overlook


Southeast plaza





Public Open Space (3.2 acres, over 30% of site)


Private Open Space


Public Open Space
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Height and Bulk


View from Northwest


Event Center


+135’


Office


+160’


+90’


Bayfront Terrace


+122’


Office


+ 160’


Main Plaza


+10’








+90’


Food Hall


+39’


Gatehouse


+32’











Height and Bulk


View from Northeast


Event Center


+135’


Office


+160’


+90’


Bayfront Terrace


+122’


Office


+ 160’


Food Hall


+39’








+90’


Bayfront Overlook


+26’











Height and Bulk


View from Southeast


Event Center


+135’


Office


+160’


+90’


Bayfront Terrace


+122’


Office


+ 160’


Food Hall


+39’








Bayfront Overlook


+26’


+90’











Height and Bulk


View from Southwest


Event Center


+135’


Office


+160’


+90’


Bayfront Terrace


+122’


Office


+ 160’


Main Plaza


+10’








+90’


Gatehouse


+32’
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Thank You








Appendix








Key Dimensions





South St. Tower: 20,000 ft2 floor plate area


South St. Tower to Event Center: 55’


16th St. Tower: 20,000 ft2 floor plate area


16th St. Tower to Event Center: 35’








			Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D)						Proposed Change to D4D			Explanation for Change


			Height			 			 			 


			 			The Event Center would exceed the 90-foot Base Height on Blocks 30 and 32.			Allow maximum Base Height on Blocks 30 and 32 of 135 feet above the Terry Francois Boulevard curb.			Unique size requirements of an Event Center building.
Geotechnical conditions render further excavation for Event Center footprint infeasible.


			 			The proposed Event Center is 135 feet, but there are only two height classifications for Commercial Industrial uses in the D4D, 90 feet and 160 feet.			Establish a 135 foot height classification for an Event Center use on the site.			See above.


			 			The number of 160-foot towers allowed in Height Zone-5 would be exceeded by one (i.e., 4 vs. allowed 3).			Allow one additional 160-foot tower in Height Zone-5.			Allows for smaller podium footprints for Office/R&D buildings, therefore allowing for the development of a public plaza similar in size to Union Square’s central plaza.


			 			The 160-foot office buildings would exceed the allocated floorplate square footage allowed for that height category.			Increase allocation of 160-foot Tower Height floorplate.			See above.


			 			Separation from the 160-foot towers and the Event Center would be less than the required 100-foot separation between towers.			Establish a new minimum standard separation between any 160-foot tower and the Event Center.			Unique bulk requirements of an Event Center building 


			Bulk			The portions of the Event Center above 90 feet would exceed the existing bulk controls for commercial/industrial buildings that limit the maximum floor plate above 90 feet to 20,000 square feet, with a maximum length of 200 feet. 			Establish a 135-foot height bulk allowance for an Event Center on the site.			Unique bulk requirements of an Event Center building 
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			Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D)						Proposed Change to D4D			Explanation for Change


			Setbacks			The parking levels would encroach into the required 5-foot setback along the eastern side of Third Street. 			Allow below-grade encroachment into the 5-foot setback along Third Street between South Street and Sixteenth Street 			Avoids the need for additional above grade parking. 


			 			A portion of the southeastern curved edge of the Event Center would encroach into the 20-foot setback along the northern side of Sixteenth Street. 			Allow encroachment of an Event Center into the 20-foot setback. 			Unique floor plate requirements and curved form of an Event Center building 
 


			Streetwall			Minimum streetwall requirement along Third and Sixteenth Streets will not be met since less than 70% of the block length will not have a continuous building façade built to the property line or back of required setback. 			Establish a lower required percentage for the streetwall along Third and Sixteenth Streets.			Third Street is intentionally not conceived as a streetwall, but rather designed as a porous pedestrian plaza to accommodate pedestrian flows; provide graceful access to the Event Center, main plaza, and retail; and deliver a prominent civic amenity akin to Union Square’s central plaza or the main plaza of Rockefeller Center. 


			 			The corners of the buildings at the intersections of Third Street with South and Sixteenth Streets, the east-west mid-block break at Third Street, and at the intersections of Sixteenth Street with Terry Francois Boulevard and the north-south mid-block break do not hold the corner with a height of at least 15 feet for the required distance of 50 feet from the intersection.			Amend the requirement to allow plazas and other setbacks for pedestrian movement and staging.			Safety and convenience of Event Center guests and daily site users encourages the creation of additional open space at site perimeter.


			 			Maximum streetwall height of 90 feet will not be met since the Event Center is 135 feet tall.			Establish a 135-foot streetwall height limit for an Event Center on the site.			Unique size requirements of an Event Center building.
Geotechnical conditions render further excavation for Event Center footprint infeasible.
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			Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D)						Proposed Change to D4D			Explanation for Change


			View Corridors/ Public Right of Ways			The Gatehouse along Third Street and the Event Center  would encroach within the east-west and north-south view corridors and public right of ways (i.e., private varas). 			Amend the requirement to allow for alternative opportunities for public access to/through the site and to locations for public views of Bay.			The Gatehouse provides an urban edge for the Project and helps activate the Main Plaza. Other elements represent design strategies to offer multi-layered visual interest at the termination of the view corridors.


			Parking			The D4D does not contemplate an off-street parking standard for a multi-purpose Event Center. 
 			Include a new parking standard for the Event Center that promotes shared parking with the retail and office uses, as well as limits parking to promote the use of transit.  Also, as part of this standard, allow off-site parking for the Event Center to be further than 600 feet from the entrance of the Event Center.			Operational and economic feasibility of Event Center and other land uses on site.


			 			While the Project meets the current requirement for secured bicycle parking standard, the current standard did not anticipate the growth of bicycle use as a primary mode of transportation.  			Allow a higher number of on-site bicycle parking.			Owner preference to encourage biking and other non-auto transportation choices. 


			Loading 			The D4D does not contemplate a loading standard for a multi-purpose Event Center. 			Include a standard for Event Center loading areas that reflects the increased intensity of demand from standard commercial buildings.			Unique loading requirements of an operational Event Center building 


			Signage			The D4D does not contemplate signage standards for a multi-purpose Event Center. 
 			Amendments to be determined during schematic designs.			Operational and economic feasibility of Event Center and activation of the site.
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Me as well. 
 
The printing will be very tight though. We'll have to discuss. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 5, 2015, at 10:27 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


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


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:01/05/2015 10:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I agree we need a check-in. Does 8:30am tomorrow morning work? I believe Manica is
traveling at that time, and if so, we can catch him up when he arrives.
 
I apologize for playing catch-up, but I’ve now had a chance to review the PPT deck
Catherine proposed on Dec. 24 and have compared it to the slides we proposed,
particularly as it relates to the SBE section. I think the level of detail in Catherine’s
slides are sufficient and more digestible, and therefore I recommend reverting back to
that instead of all the bar and pie charts in the current SBE section. If the group agrees
with that approach, then Catherine, please let us know if you would want to present on
SBE or if you prefer me to do so; I’m fine either way.
 
And same goes for TMP. We can pick up the edits below easily, but we need to decide
who’s presenting. I’m fine with you leading this section or I can.
 
Kate, what’s the drop-dead time to send this to the printer in the morning?
 
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going
to do the SBE, but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I
was told to keep the entire presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the
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more slides the more someone talks.  We need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10
minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone understands the time
limitations.
 
Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t
want to switch back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that
takes time and makes it confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of
those, then I will have you move the DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental
Review Process slides so that I can close out with them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the
following changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation
Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are
required to comply with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
 
Add back in the following:


¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First
Source Hiring Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF


residents
 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
 
I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my
voicemail I left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or
expecting someone from GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now
and I’ll check in the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so
we could transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and
back). We included more SBE information than you’d originally provided
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but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam;
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation
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for the purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major
Phase. I cam change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt
already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van
de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with
different splits.  I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for
using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can forward it to
you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle
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4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing
of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set
up for tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the
only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front row, as well as
Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to
answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the
others we have talked about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the
hardcopies (David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if
there are aby concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly.
Most of these slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling
and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII
commission meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my
slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you
have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I
need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since
the monitors are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a
couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is
(David should still set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be
giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has
happened on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to
expect at this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission,
but include a few more sentences about how well the GSW have
been doing with the SBE program and that they look forward to
continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM
TO STAND to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as
part of his presentation.  But they need to be asked to stand at some
point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
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-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the
Art program (don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to
amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public
process along with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the
memo.  If you have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me
know on Monday the 5th and we can mention them as part of the
presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later
than 10 minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with
the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or
be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard
copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead
(have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with
me, with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The
subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that there
is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods
come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be
there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks
and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment 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 (CII)
To: Moy, Barbara
Subject: RE: GSW
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:08:00 PM


Happy new you to you, too!  I just nudged Ken again this morning (holidays got in the way) and he
said he will turn to it.  I would feel free to give him a call as well – can’t hurt. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Moy, Barbara 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:01 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW
 
Hi Catherine.
 
Happy New Year. !!!   hope you took some time off.  I did and my brain is  totally cleared out.
 
As you might have noticed I invited you to the follow up meeting with the GSW team .. they selected
Friday 1/30.
 
Do you have any word from OEWD about City reimbursement  or payment of fees etc?  they want us
to do some schedule review and the costs are rising.
 
I am happy to call Ken Rich myself if that would help.
 
Thanks
 
Barbara
 
Barbara L. Moy
Manager, Infrastructure Task Force
____________________________________________________
Public Works - Bureau of Street Use and Mapping
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
Direct: (415) 558-4050 | 
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 4:37:00 PM


Great – I think I have a room, but will know for certain tomorrow.  How many folks do you have (in
case we need to go into the closet). Heading home to rest up and back tomorrow.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 3:54 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Jesse may call in but we could dial his number directly if needed. No go to required. Thanks!


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 6, 2015, at 3:53 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Kate – I am working on getting a room for tomorrow’s meeting at 11.  Are you planning
on having folks call in and do we need to have anything more than a phone (ie, are you
planning for a go to 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/
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From: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Warriors Meeting in Executive Conference Room
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 5:29:19 PM


Catherine,
 
Tiffany is okay with you using her executive conference room tomorrow.
 
Hope you feel better.
 
Claudia
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: GSW PPT
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 4:05:00 PM
Attachments: OCII MBS GSW Major Phase.pdf


 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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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GSW Blocks 29-32 Major Phase



OCII Commission Meeting January 6, 2015











Presentation Overview



Project Location
Major Phase Process
GSW Major Phase Overview (GSW Presentation)
Design for Development Amendments
Transportation Demand Management Plan
CAC and Community Outreach 
Equal Opportunity Program
Environmental Review
Next Steps
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Blocks 29-32 Location



Blocks 29-32  - 11 acres of vacant property located within 
Mission Bay South 



The Golden State Warriors (GSW) have entered into an 
agreement to purchase Blocks 29-32 from salesforce.com
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Blocks 
29-32











OCII/City Coordination



OCII is working closely with the Office of Economic 
and Workforce Development (OEWD), Planning 
Department, and SFMTA on design



Other City partners include:
Port, DPW, PUC, DBI, Police, Fire, Entertainment 
Commission 
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Major Phase Submission Requirements



Major Phases are required per the Owner Participation 
Agreement and Interagency Cooperation Agreement



Major Phases analyze development at a massing level 
and provide information on:



land uses, massing, density/intensity, height, bulk, 
infrastructure, open space, mapping, etc.



Major Phases do not present schematic designs (ie, the 
“skin”) for individual buildings
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Previous Major Phase Submissions



There have been two previous Major Phases for Blocks 
29-32:



Alexandria Real Estate Equities – June 2006
salesforce.com – September 2011



Proposed Major Phase will supplant previous Major 
Phases
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Major Phase Proposal Presentation 



Please refer to the Golden State Warriors presentation
7











Design for Development Amendments



Design for Development (DforD) regulates design in 
Mission Bay



Proposed project design is inconsistent with some DforD
requirements due to unique nature of project



Proposed DforD amendments would address:
Height of event center, building massing, number of 160-foot 
towers, tower separation, bulk



Heights will not exceed the allowed 160-foot maximum 
or be inconsistent with the Redevelopment Plan
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Transportation Demand Plan



Working with SFMTA and the community to develop a 
Transportation Demand Plan (TMP)



TMP Goals
Maximize safety for all site visitors
Promote the use of sustainable transport options, specifically 
non-automobile transportation, including transit, walking, 
and bicycling
Reduce vehicular impacts and minimize pedestrian spillover 
into streets and adjacent neighborhoods
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Transportation Analysis Process
10











Mode Split Assumptions
11



(1) Calculated by Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting. Does not include additional 
Travel Demand strategies proposed by the Warriors to direct more fans towards non-
auto modes of travel. 



(2) Average Weekday basketball game, 6-8pm. 



(3) For the Blocks 29-32 project, “Other” includes: Taxi, TMA  shuttle, TNC (Uber, Lyft), 
pedicab











Transit Service Assumptions
12



Supplemental Muni service



5 Muni Special Event shuttle 
routes



Additional rail service



Capital improvements
Lengthening platform
Crossover tracks



Changeable message signs











Event Parking Assumptions



On-site: 950 stalls
Approx. 20 - 30 minute post-event egress
Includes valet area for Retail



Off-site/Satellite:
Office parking



Ex: 450 South Street



Event parking
Ex: Lot A, UCSF, and underutilized existing garages



Street parking: heavily discouraged
Limited meter hours (shorter than event duration)



Special Event pricing



13











Transportation Demand Plan



TMP will address:
16th Street Reconfiguration
Parking Control Officers
Transit Staging



Drop-off Staging
Temporary Street Closures
Travel Demand Management Strategies



Bicycle facilities



The EIR will also address transportation issues and 
identify any additional mitigation measures
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CAC and Community Outreach



Discussed GSW Project with CAC at 6 meetings, as well as 
a Saturday workshop and EIR Scoping Meeting



Workshop with Planning Commission – Dec 18, 2014



Outreach to other key stakeholders, including:
UCSF, Giants, life science community, neighborhood leaders, 
SF Bicycle Coalition, SF Walk, local residents and businesses



Comments received fall into the following categories:
Design and Massing



Traffic Congestion and Parking
Event Management
Construction Impacts
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Equal Opportunity Program



GSW will comply with OCII’s Equal Opportunity Program



GSW has undertaken an extensive outreach process 
working with OCII staff to fill approx. 50 professional 
service opportunities



16











Equal Opportunity Program –
Professional Services



RFQ issued May 27, 2014 
Sent to 525 businesses 
150 people at the pre-submittal meeting
384 responses (38% of which were SBEs)



RFP process to be completed in two phases
To date, GSW has awarded roles to SBEs in 19 disciplines
Fees for those committed disciplines account for 45% of 
overall anticipated project A&E fees



Projected final SBE participation is 50% (35% MBE, 20% 
WBE)
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Representative Awarded Consultants
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Equal Opportunity Program - Construction



GSW will comply with OCII’s requirements and goals for 
construction 



50% SBE subcontracting goal



50% local construction workforce hiring goal



Payment of prevailing wages



Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s 
First Source Hiring Program



First consideration given to entry-level employment



Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF residents
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Environmental Review Process



OCII is preparing a Subsequent Environmental Impact 
Report as Lead Agency



OCII has contracted with the SF Planning Department to 
help prepare the EIR



Commission approval of the DforD amendments, Major 
Phase and Schematic Designs cannot occur until the EIR is 
certified – anticipated to occur in late summer/early fall 
2015
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Next Steps for Design Review/EIR



CAC Review of Schematic Designs – early 2015



OCII/Planning Commission Review of SDs – spring 2015



Release of Draft EIR – spring 2015



OCII Commission Certification of Final EIR – late summer/ 
fall 2015



OCII Commission Approval of Design for Development, 
Major Phase, Schematic Designs – after EIR certification



Planning Commission Approval of Office Schematic 
Designs – after EIR certification 
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Other Next Steps 



Design development of Park P22 with Port



Finalize TMP with SFMTA



Fiscal analysis by OEWD and OCII of City revenues and 
costs for project



Coordination with Police and DPW/private Mission Bay 
Maintenance Association for event management (crowd 
control and trash pick-up)



Subdivision Mapping and Infrastructure Plan amendments 
through DPW/PUC



Entertainment Commission permit
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:22:47 AM


I hate to waste the effort that went into merging the ppts but we could delete the
slides i will cover from the gsw ppt and i can print out my set to help divide the
work. Also i will check on the morning but i think some of the copies can be multiple
per page which shortens things.  I will get in early so can jump on the phone
earlier. 


Chat tomorrow morning. 


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:01/05/2015 11:44 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII


Me as well. 


The printing will be very tight though. We'll have to discuss. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 5, 2015, at 10:27 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


8.30 works for me.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:01/05/2015 10:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII


I agree we need a check-in. Does 8:30am tomorrow morning work? I believe Manica is
traveling at that time, and if so, we can catch him up when he arrives.
 
I apologize for playing catch-up, but I’ve now had a chance to review the PPT deck
Catherine proposed on Dec. 24 and have compared it to the slides we proposed,
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particularly as it relates to the SBE section. I think the level of detail in Catherine’s
slides are sufficient and more digestible, and therefore I recommend reverting back to
that instead of all the bar and pie charts in the current SBE section. If the group agrees
with that approach, then Catherine, please let us know if you would want to present on
SBE or if you prefer me to do so; I’m fine either way.
 
And same goes for TMP. We can pick up the edits below easily, but we need to decide
who’s presenting. I’m fine with you leading this section or I can.
 
Kate, what’s the drop-dead time to send this to the printer in the morning?
 
Clarke
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going
to do the SBE, but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I
was told to keep the entire presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the
more slides the more someone talks.  We need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10
minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone understands the time
limitations.
 
Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t
want to switch back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that
takes time and makes it confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of
those, then I will have you move the DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental
Review Process slides so that I can close out with them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the
following changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation
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Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are
required to comply with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
 
Add back in the following:


¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First
Source Hiring Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF


residents
 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
 
I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my
voicemail I left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or
expecting someone from GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now
and I’ll check in the morning if the revised slides are ok.  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/
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so
we could transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and
back). We included more SBE information than you’d originally provided
but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam;
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
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Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation
for the purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major
Phase. I cam change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt
already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van
de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
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Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with
different splits.  I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for
using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can forward it to
you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
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Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing
of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set
up for tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the
only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front row, as well as
Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to
answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the
others we have talked about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the
hardcopies (David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if
there are aby concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets

http://www.nba.com/warriors/app

http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect

http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014

mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly.
Most of these slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling
and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII
commission meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my
slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you
have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I
need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since
the monitors are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a
couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is
(David should still set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be
giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has
happened on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to
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expect at this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission,
but include a few more sentences about how well the GSW have
been doing with the SBE program and that they look forward to
continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM
TO STAND to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as
part of his presentation.  But they need to be asked to stand at some
point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the
Art program (don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to
amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public
process along with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the
memo.  If you have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me
know on Monday the 5th and we can mention them as part of the
presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later
than 10 minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with
the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or
be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard
copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead
(have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone







speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with
me, with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The
subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that there
is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods
come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be
there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks
and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Moy, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:12:17 PM


Thanks Catherine.
 
And fyi.. there is an art project that wants to be installed at PUC..  BSM permits sent it to me and
John Kwong..  will send to you via separate email … 
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:09 PM
To: Moy, Barbara
Subject: RE: GSW
 
Happy new you to you, too!  I just nudged Ken again this morning (holidays got in the way) and he
said he will turn to it.  I would feel free to give him a call as well – can’t hurt. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Moy, Barbara 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:01 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW
 
Hi Catherine.
 
Happy New Year. !!!   hope you took some time off.  I did and my brain is  totally cleared out.
 
As you might have noticed I invited you to the follow up meeting with the GSW team .. they selected
Friday 1/30.
 
Do you have any word from OEWD about City reimbursement  or payment of fees etc?  they want us
to do some schedule review and the costs are rising.
 
I am happy to call Ken Rich myself if that would help.
 
Thanks
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Barbara
 
Barbara L. Moy
Manager, Infrastructure Task Force
____________________________________________________
Public Works - Bureau of Street Use and Mapping
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
Direct: (415) 558-4050 | 
 








From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Brian Boxer
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Jose Farran; Joyce Hsiao
Subject: Re: GSW - Arrival  distribution
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:27:28 PM


Thanks Brian.
The RTC was requested because Tim Erney, who is reviewing our EIR for UCSF, 
indicated that a similar comment regarding the arrival pattern assumptions was made 
on the Sacramento Kings EIR.  I was hoping that the Sacramento Kings RTC might be 
able to help us with crafting a response to the UCSF comment. 


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


On Jan 12, 2015, at 3:16 PM, Brian Boxer <BBoxer@esassoc.com> wrote:


Folks
 
Just some additional clarification.  The NBA data that is cited included information from 
arenas in Houston, Orlando, and Brooklyn.  For the Sacramento ESC EIR, we used the 
Sleep Train Arena (STA) data because we felt that it presented a more conservative 
analysis, for the following reasons: (1) more trips were shown in the 5-6pm period, which 
corresponds more closely to the system peak hour (4:45-5:45pm), and (2) more trips 
were shown in the 6-7pm pre-game hour (67.4% for STA compared to 53.8% with NBA 
data).  We also felt that the STA data was a better fit because it included arrivals to the 
arena parking lot rather than the NBA data which represented arrivals at the arena gate.  
We felt that the STA data was more representative of the timing of people arriving in the 
vicinity of the arena (downtown area to park), acknowledging that there may be different 
patterns of when people actually go in the door.
 
I do not recall this being much of an issue in the comments on the EIR.  There was more 
focus on the trip distribution (origins and destinations of trips) rather than the timing of 
arrivals.
 
BB
 
Brian D. Boxer, AICP
ESA
D: 916.231.1270 | C: 916.761.2288 | O: 916.564.4500
bboxer@esassoc.com
 
From: Paul Mitchell 
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Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:01 PM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Brett Bollinger; Viktoriya Wise; Jose Farran
Cc: Joyce; Brian Boxer
Subject: RE: GSW - Arrival distribution
 
Luba:
 
I just sent everyone in this email the Sacramento Kings RTC document via ESA DeliverIt.  
Also, Brian Boxer sent the information below regarding arrival/departure patterns for the 
Kings ESC EIR to Jose last Wednesday.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
The following is extracted from pages 4.10-43 and 4.10-44 of the Sacramento ESC 
EIR:
 
Arrival / Departure Patterns


Following is an evaluation of expected arrival/departure patterns for each 
event type (see Appendix D for technical data).


·               Weekday Evening Kings Game – Table 4.10-8 displays the observed 
percentages of vehicles entering the Sleep Train Arena parking lot (via 
all four entrances) for a 7 pm weekday Kings game on April 5, 2012. 
As shown, 67.4 percent of all attendees arrived between 6 and 7 PM. 
This table also shows data provided by ICON Venue Group for a 
number of other NBA arenas. Although the data show that 53.8 
percent entered the arena during the one-hour prior to the game start, 
it is likely that many of the 37 percent that arrived at or after tipoff 
initially arrived to the site during the one-hour prior (and were 
searching for parking or visiting an adjacent retail/restaurant. 
Therefore, to be reasonably conservative, 67.4 percent of evening 
Kings game attendees are assumed to enter the study area during the 
pre-event peak hour.


·               Morning Civic Event – Based on data from previous studies and 
professional judgment, two-thirds (66.7 percent) of civic event 
attendees are expected to arrive during the AM peak hour. This is 
reasonably conservative when compared to other of conference 
centers that assume 50 percent or less of arrivals occur during the AM 
peak hour.


·               Afternoon Event – Based on data from previous studies and 
professional judgment, three-quarters (75 percent) of special/family 
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event attendees are assumed to depart during the PM peak hour. This 
input is substantiated by 2010 traffic counts collected at a Los Lobos 
concert at the Mondavi Performing Arts Center on the UC Davis 
campus. That study found that 74 percent of all concert attendees 
departed the event within the one-hour after the event ended.


TABLE 4.10-8
PRE-EVENT ATTENDEE ARRIVAL PATTERNS


Time
Percent Entering Sleep Train Arena 


Parking Lot for 7 pm Game 1
Percent Entering Building 
for Other NBA Venues 2


5-6 pm 14% 9.2%
6-6:30 pm 22.7% 21.5%
6:30-7 pm 44.7% 32.3%


7-8 pm 18.6% 37.0%


1. Fehr & Peers conducted counts from 5 to 8  pm at all  entrances to a  Kings home game (versus Clippers)  at Sleep Train Arena on 
Friday, April  5, 2012. Game had attendance of 12,600.


2. Based on data provided by Icon Venue Group.


SOURCE: Fehr & Peers,  2013.


 


According to the Sacramento Kings, about 850 of the 1,200 ESC Kings 
game event employees would arrive two hours prior to the start of the event 
(i.e., prior to the pre-event peak hour) and remain on-site for some time 
after the event concludes.  For analysis purposes, 100 inbound employee 
trips are conservatively assumed during the pre-event peak hour.


During weekday evening Kings games, other event management, all-day, 
and cleaning staff would arrive/depart during various parts of the day. Data 
from the April 5, 2012 Kings game were reviewed and showed 190 
outbound trips departing Sleep Train Arena from 6 to 7 PM. This may have 
included departing day employees, deliveries, and even some drop-offs. To 
account for these types of activities, 200 outbound employee trips are 
estimated for the pre-event peak hour.


 
 
Brian D. Boxer, AICP
Senior Vice President
Community Development Practice Leader
ESA | Environmental Science Associates
2600 Capitol Ave, Suite 200
Sacramento, California 95816
D: 916.231.1270 | C: 916.761.2288 | O: 916.564.4500
bboxer@esassoc.com
 


 
 
 
 
From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 10:04 AM


[1]
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To: Brett Bollinger; Viktoriya Wise; Joyce; Paul Mitchell
Cc: Jose Farran
Subject: GSW - Arrival distribution
 
Hi all 
The numbers that GSW Warriors provided are the actual Oracle arena arrivals 
numbers, but Clarke was happy that they were higher than the other NBA 
aggregated venues that Kate had provided late on Friday (Although it is likely that 
the aggregated venues do not include lots of downtown arenas - plus SF is 
different anyway).
There is some question about what exactly was used in the Kings arena, and 
Clarke is following up with Brian with that. Also, Clarke will ask Brian on how the 
AECOM comment on the EIR was responded to. 
 
Changing the distribution now would add more than a week to the schedule, 
depending.  
 
I mentioned that one way or another we need to address this issue this Wednesday, 
and that we need direction from EP.  We feel that it is appropriate that the 
percentage arriving during the 4 to 6 PM peak period at the SF site is greater than 
at the existing arena. What percentage, not sure.
 
Paul, can you get the Kings EIR RTC document to us?  And maybe have someone 
find the AECOM comment? 
 
Thanks,
Luba
 
Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
 
 


 


    See Chapter 2, Project Description, Table 2-5.[1]
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From: José I. Farrán
To: "Paul Mitchell"; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); "Joyce"
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:51:48 AM
Attachments: Copy of Summary of GSW SEIR Scoping Comments_updated 1-5-15 LCW JIF.xls


Luba’s and my quick highlight of potential transportation-related issues from the comment list for
discussion during the call.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
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Sheet1


			


						Summary of Scoping Comments


						SEIR Section			Comment			Commenter


						Chapter 3, Project Description			TMP:  Include or reference a complete TMP in the SEIR Project Description.  (See also requests for what should be in TMP, under Transportation Management Plan, below)			UCSF


									Parking:  Describe parking in sufficient detail including comprehensive discussion regarding parking operations during events. Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Outdoor Events:  Include information on daily/annual event dates and time schedule for outdoor events;  decibel limits and monitoring; exterior lighting locations and light levels, audio/visual design including any exterior monitors/LED panels, and other environmental elements with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Plan:  Discuss the project’s exterior site and building lighting plan including illuminated exterior signage (i.e. LED) billboards, event panels and other light producing elements			UCSF


									Project Approvals: More explanation concerning the approvals sought should be provided in the SEIR. Please clarify what specific amendments would be sought to the Mission Bay South D for D, and what modifications to Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan and Mission Bay South Streetscape Plan would be needed. Regarding modifications to the Mission Bay South Design for Development, the proposed project would seek: (1) a height increase for the Events Center to be located on Blocks 30 and 32, (2) a second 160‐foot‐tall tower on the site where only one 160‐tower is allowed; (3) exceptions to the bulk limits and tower separation for many of the structures on the site; (4) exceptions to the required view corridor in the center of the project site, east of Campus Way; and (5) exceptions to parking and loading requirements.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: The SEIR should state that approval is needed from the University of California to release the Warriors from a view easement located along the Campus Way axis, extending 100 feet into the site from Third Street, to enable the Warriors to develop within this view easement.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: Explain the “Governor’s approval of project sponsor’s Assembly Bill 900 (AB 900) application,” its purpose, practical application, its benefit to the project, and any consequences for member of the public, including UCSF.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse: Present additional design and programmatic information about the Gatehouse site element including the location of doors, vertical circulation elements, public restrooms (if any), solid vs. void elements, lighting and signage, as it will be located within the UCSF view easement			UCSF


									Other: The Regents of the University of California approved the Final UCSF 2014 LRDP on November 20, 2014.			UCSF


									Project Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking, and project will be approved with fewer parking spaces			Richard Hutson


						Chapter 4, Plans and Policies			Identify City Ordinances that are Superseded.  SEIR should identify all planning ordinances since 1998 with which the project will not comply and explain the consequences of non-compliance so that the deficiencies in the project are clear.			Mark Eliot


						Chapter 5, Impact Overview			Approach:  Explain in detail the basis for this proposed approach, and to ensure the project SEIR fully discloses and analyzes all new or more severe significant environmental effects than those analyzed in the previous environmental documentation.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative: In Initial Study, the following plans were not discussed:  Western SOMA Community Plan, Central Corridor Plan, Hunters Point Redevelopment Plan.  Need to be incorporated in order to make sure the plan works not just for the people who will be coming into and out of the arena, but the people that surround the arena.			J.R. Eppler


									Cumulative: Consider all residential and commercial projects in Environmental Planning's pipeline and planned to be in construction during time of the Warriors project.  Daggett Place will have over 400 units, and proposed residential housing at the Corovan site and at 1601 Mariposa; in total over a 1,000 residential units.			Holly Friedman


						Chapter 5.2, Transportation and Circulation


						SEIR Section			Traffic Impact Study (TIS) should include:
-   Vicinity, regional and site plan maps.
-    Project related trip generation, distribution, and assignment, with assumptions supported with appropriate documentation.
-   Average daily traffic, am and p.m. peak hour volumes, and LOS on all roadway where impacts may occur for existing, existing plus project, cumulative, and cumulative plus project.
 -  Cumulative should consider all existing plus future traffic generating developments.
 -  Identify project contribution to area traffic and degradation to existing/cumulative LOS.
-   Include turning traffic per study intersection for all scenarios both during game and commute traffic period.
-   Event center should assume year round operation at full seat capacity during both game and commute traffic period.
-   Schematic illustration of traffic conditions including project site and area roadways, trip distribution %s and volumes as well as intersection geometrics for all scenarios.
-   Evaluation of project consistency with GP Circulation Element and Congestion Management Agency's CMP.			Caltrans


									Use of TMP in SEIR:
-    SEIR should include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP and SEIR analyses.
-    SEIR should include the traffic, parking and transit assumptions used to develop the TMP and SEIR analyses, and include specifics about measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic management of pre- and post-events, traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF.
-   TMP and SEIR should identify when operational measures are triggered
-   SEIR should analyze whether measures in TMP would be effective in reducing vehicle trips, managing traffic and circulation impacts, whether modifications to the TMP should be made, or whether the project should be modified to eliminate or minimize significant impacts.
-   SEIR should analyze effect of any TMP-proposed lane closures on vehicle, transit, pedestrian and bicycle circulation
-   SEIR should evaluate effectives of TMP; identify what significance standard applies in evaluating the effectiveness of the TMP and in determining whether mitigation measures are needed.			UCSF


									TDM Measures:
-   Identify what Transportation Demand Management (TDM) measures are proposed to reduce vehicular travel in the area.
-   TDM measures should be be required as mitigation measures and as conditions of approval.			UCSF


									Mitigation Measures:
  -   Project's fair share contribution, financing, scheduling, implementation responsibilities and lead agency monitoring should be fully disclosed for all proposed mitigation measures.
 -   Required roadway improvements should be completed prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy
 -  Consider mitigation measures to reduce project impacts on I-80 and I-280
 -  Secondary impacts to pedestrian and bicyclists from any traffic impact mitigation measures should be analyzed.
 -  Describe any pedestrian and bicycle mitigation measures and safety countermeasures needed  to maintain and improve access to transit facilities and reducing vehicle trips and traffic impacts on State Highways.			Caltrans


									Parking, Traffic and Transit Assumptions:  Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop traffic analyses.			UCSF


									Project Traffic at Off-site Parking Locations:  TMP does not consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at located other than at the event center.  SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									Non-Project Traffic/Transit/Pedestrian/Bicycle Flow: Consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									Transportation/Circulation Impacts to FibroGen:  Disclose transportation and circulation impacts to FibroGen, given the primary GSW access for cars and trucks is via 16th Street, as is FibroGen's main artery for access to its own parking garage.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Impacts to Public Transit:  Disclose impacts to public transit, given currently constrained nature, and consider any existing and future system constraints.			Miller-Starr Regalia; Holly Friedman


									UCSF Parking Facilities:  Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.			UCSF


									Parking Demand: Identify the parking demand resulting from the proposed project, particularly during events, and whether parking demand would be met by on‐ and off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Supply:  Lack of on-site parking will create the circulation of several thousand private vehicles with no place to park.			Richard Hutson


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Use smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Parking Supply/Demand Assessment:  CEQA does not foreclose a detailed parking supply/demand study for planning and informational purposes, as well as analysis of queuing for parking spaces. EIR should include a parking supply/demand assessment and disclose any parking shortfalls, review area‐wide parking conditions, the effects of vehicles circling looking for parking, and queues at all designed event parking facilities.			UCSF


									Avoid 16th Street.  UCSF encourages east/westbound event traffic to be routed to the south of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site to the extent possible – i.e. onto Mariposa Street, rather than onto 16th Street which bisects the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and which will have a reduced vehicular capacity given the planned public transit‐only lanes on 16th Street in the future. Avoid 16th Street during the 5 p.m. to 7 p.m. peak period when UCSF employees are leaving the site and an employee shift change occurs at the hospitals.			UCSF


									Off-Peak Period Traffic:  Given the atypical characteristics of the proposed project, whereby a large number of vehicles is expected to arrive/leave the area in a relatively short amount of time, and the greatest amount of traffic generated by the Event Center is likely to occur outside of the 4 p.m. to 6 p.m. period, clearly identify the peak periods and what significance standard is appropriate to apply in this situation to determine the significance of traffic impacts.			UCSF


									Cumulative Impacts at MB South Intersections  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative traffic impacts at several key intersections in the Mission Bay South Area that could result from events at the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Cumulative UCSF/Mission Rock Project/Warriors/AT&T Events.
-  Identify the basis for assumptions regarding the frequency and times of day of dual events (i.e. events at Warriors’ Event Center concurrent with events at AT&T Park).
-  Disclose cumulative impacts of use of UCSF hospital or other facilities when either or both Giants/Warriors games or other events occur at same time
-   Consider traffic volume increases associated with Mission Rock project and future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard (when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed.
-  There will be increase in GSW project traffic on Mission Bay Blvd North with future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Daniel Koralek; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok; Steve/Linda Hawkins; Holly Friedman


									Taxi/Valet Exiting Plan. Provide comprehensive pedestrian exiting plan illustrating how taxi and valet parking along Terry Francois Blvd. will be accessed and announced. The elevator cores near the corners of South St. and Terry Francois Blvd. are not easily visible from the sidewalk. Unclear access to and from taxi and valet parking areas may result in patrons finding other locations to find taxis which may cause pedestrian flows through UCSF campus.			UCSF


									Quantitative Pedestrian Flow/Circulation Modeling:  Conduct quantitative pedestrian flow/circulation modeling to validate the required size and location of pedestrian routes approaching and within the site to ensure that pedestrians will not spill over sidewalks in to roadways and/or the UCSF campus, impacting campus operations, vehicular access or otherwise.			UCSF


									Pedestrian Barrier on 3rd Street.  Request a pedestrian barrier along 3rd street within the central median be studied to mitigate pedestrian jay‐walking across 3rd street onto the UCSF Mission Bay campus site.			UCSF


									Project Pedestrian Impacts to/From Off-Site Parking Facilities:  Since there will be little on‐site parking, the transportation analysis needs to address the substantial pedestrian volumes walking to and from off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									Bicycle Facilities:  Evaluate whether the event center will provide adequate bicycle facilities to promote access by bike.			UCSF


									Bicycle Parking Requirements:  Current Planning Code for arena calls for bicycle parking spaces for 5% of venue capacity, of which 75% must be attended.  If bicycle mode share assumptions are changed to 5-6%, which is plausible, there will be insufficient parking available under the terms of the 1998 FSEIR.  The GSW design at Mission Bay should comply with current code by providing parking comparable to the earlier Piers 30-32 design.			Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Parking and Pedestrian Improvements:  Project should be encouraged to mitigate any transportation impacts through bicycle and pedestrian improvements and infrastructure, including new crosswalks, wider sidewalks, special signals, bike lanes or paths with color treatment or protection, signal synchronization and priority for users other than motorists, and on-site bicycle parking commensurate with expected bicycle mode share.  SEIR should study project variants that consider a robust bicycle transportation plan in line with the City's own mode share goals.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification:  SEIR will assume completion of the Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification by the time the Warriors’ proposed project is completed in 2018. This may be a faulty assumption, as the Central Subway is not scheduled for completion until 2019, and Caltrain Electrification is not scheduled to be completed until late 2020 at the earliest. Therefore, the potential impacts of the proposed project before these improvements are in place needs to be analyzed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  For the estimates of travel demand of Warriors games, data from Oracle Arena should not be used exclusively. Oracle Arena is located a distance from major employment centers, is accessed via a congested freeway, and has limited on‐site pre‐game dining options. Conversely, the proposed Project is located adjacent to Downtown San Francisco and will be providing thousands of square feet of new restaurant space. As such, it is likely that game patrons traveling to the Project will arrive several hours prior to events and thus will overlap with the evening peak commute hours. Additional data from similar urban arenas (such as Staples Center in Los Angeles) should be reviewed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  Given the proliferation of Uber and other so‐called “ride‐sharing” services, these modes of travel need to be accounted for in the trip generation and the site planning.			UCSF


									Mode Share: GSW indicate mode share will be 35% transit, 55% auto, 2% bike, 4% walk and 4% taxi/shuttle/etc., derived from Giants and Kings, however, Kings arena is located well outside downtown, and Giants ballpark seats more than twice and operates at different times in different seasons. Provide evidence for assumptions.  Consider split data from SFMTA 2011 mode share survey for Zone 1 (5% bike mode share).			Mark Eliot


									Mode Share: When Giants came, they said it was gong to be a commuter-only park, with no parking - we all know what happened.  So, recommend setting a lower goal on parking load (e.g., reduce from 55% to 25%) because you are going to go over it now mattter what you do.			Ralph Anavy


									Bicycle Mode Share: The TMP assumes a 2% bicycle mode share for the GSW 2018 opening, despite Mission Bay's 5% bicycle mode share and City goals for 8% bicycle mode share by 2018 and 20% by 2020.  SEIR should resolve the TDM mode share assumptions with existing data for the City and neighborhood and the City's goals for growing bicycle mode share by 2020.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Mode Share: To account for more accurate mode share, rely on the Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA).  WTA Phase 2 (SOMA/Mission Bay/Central Waterfront Transportation Needs and Solutions Analysis) should be used to determine real transportation impacts across all modes to achieve more realistic bicycle mode share. WTA estimates a 30% increase in total trips in Mission Bay, 20% of which are predicated to be by bike.			SF Bicycle Coalition


									Caltrain  Station:  Recognize importance of Caltrain Station at 22nd Street. Trip from this station to the arena is roughly as long as trip from Montgomery BART to Giants ballpark.			Mark Eliot


									Traffic Analysis to Account for UCSF Peak Evening Shifts.  The analysis should consider the number of UCSF employees leaving/arriving from the UCSF campus, especially the employee shift change at the UCSF hospitals which would be coincident with Event Center patron arrivals for peak (evening) events.			UCSF


									Traffic Pinch Points in Mission Bay:
-  Mission Bay has limited street capacity, with certain pinch points at the I‐280 on/off ramps, the 16th Street / 7th Street intersection at the Caltrain crossing, and the Fourth Street and Third Street bridges. Interventions at these pinch points are critical to facilitating traffic flow in and out of Mission Bay.
-  I-280/Mariposa interchange already challenging; addition of traffic from UCSF, and additional traffic light between I-280 and 3rd Street will make this additionally difficult.			UCSF; Daniel Koralek


									Impacts on I-80/I-280.
-   Concerned about impacts on I-80 and I-280 on-ramp and off-ramp locations
-    Suggest updated counts at on- and off-ramp locations, including special event data counts			Caltrans


									Contraflow Lane Mitigation:   Should traffic congestion warrant, the analysis should consider contraflow lanes as mitigation or improvement measures. One possibility is the coning of westbound Mariposa Street to temporarily enable three lanes westbound, rather than two lanes, to facilitate traffic flow onto I‐280. This should be considered along with possible interventions on the I‐280 onramp to facilitate traffic flow.			UCSF


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response: Evaluate the extent to which patients in private vehicles and public transit to the UCSF Mission Bay campus site may be delayed or otherwise encounter difficulties reaching the hospital or emergency room due to Event Center traffic congestion on roadways, or queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. Evaluate the extent to which emergency vehicles may be delayed reaching the hospital emergency room. Mitigation measures and/or improvement measures should be identified.			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response:  The SEIR should evaluate the potential impacts on emergency response in the area, particularly given the project’s proposal to close a portion of Third Street to through traffic after events, and given vehicular queues and traffic congestion that are likely to occur both before and after events. Even with parking control officers to direct traffic, UCSF is concerned that traffic congestion may inhibit the movement of emergency vehicles needing to access the UCSF Children’s Hospital emergency room, due to vehicular queues on streets as well as queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. In addition, patients who need to each the hospital or emergency room may be in private vehicles, which would not have the benefit of sirens/lights to facilitate their movement through congested traffic. For these reasons, the potential for delay to hospital/emergency room access needs to be considered, as access must be unimpeded 24/7.			UCSF


									Event Center Light Impact on Operation of UCSF Helipad:  Outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Ferry Terminal:  Addition of a new ferry terminal to support the event center worth considering; would relieve vehicular traffic and crowded MUNI system.			Richard Hutson; Ralph Anavy


									Construction Impacts on State Highway System:  Include impacts from construction traffic on State Highway System.			Caltrans


									Construction Effects on Transportation: Removal of 350,000 cubic yards of soil from the site will add approximately 10,000 – 20,000 heavy truck trips to the neighboring streets, depending on the capacity of the dump trucks used for hauling. The traffic and safety impacts of these trips should be analyzed in SEIR.			UCSF


									Construction Assumptions:  Construction-related assumptions should be based on conservative assumptions that disclose impacts, including for road closures, staging, construction employee parking, etc. on surrounding streets.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on UCSF Helicopter Use.  Analyze the potential for construction cranes to interfere with air medical access to the UCSF hospital helipad. Construction cranes for the proposed Warriors’ project would be in or in close proximity to the UCSF helicopter flight paths as the UCSF hospital and helipad will be operational in February 2015.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction:  Construction associated with electrification of Caltrain and construction of new commercial space will impact traffic well past the targeted Warriors opening date.			Daniel Koralek


						Transportation Management Plan			TMP should be required as a condition of approval			UCSF


									TMP should include discussion about traffic management, traffic routing, use of PCOs, location of parking facilities, and parking operations management.			UCSF


									Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP analyses			UCSF


									Include specific measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic  management of pre- and post-events , traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF			UCSF


									Identify when operational measures are triggered			UCSF


									Include locations and quantities of parking spaces needed to serve GSW project			UCSF


									Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.  UCSF facilities should not be listed in TMP if and when agreement with UCSF is reached.			UCSF


									TMP does not presently consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at locations other than the event center.  The TMP should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									TMP/SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									UCSF encourages smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site).			UCSF


									TMP should identify mechanisms for monitoring traffic impacts to surrounding streets and impacts to UCSF campus, including impacts to private vehicles, transit, emergency vehicles, UCSF shuttles, pedestrians and bicyclists.			UCSF


									Any modifications to the TMP should require a public process for stakeholders, including UCSF, to comment.			UCSF


									Measures contained in the TMP that are relied upon as mitigation for the project's impacts must be binding and enforceable.			UCSF


									Any road closures to vehicle or pedestrian traffic must have provisions to allow residents of the Madrone and Radiance communities (on Mission Bay Boulevard North) to get in and out of the general area			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									The easement area between the Madrone building and Radiance building, into which Bridgeview runs must have traffic management control in place to close off vehicle and pedestrian traffic except to residents of these 2 communities.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									PCOs supporting Giants games are ineffective on Third Street currently, so hearing that PCO are a big part of the solution to the traffic issues on Third Street is not encouraging.  PCOs need to be qualified and aggressively control vehicle and foot traffic with ability to change lights when necessary.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Need more details on new shuttles from Van Ness, Ferry Building and 16th Street (how big and will they be of a sufficient number/size to make a difference?).  Who is paying for the shuttles (MUNI, tax payers, Warriors fans, Warriors?)			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Mission Bay Master Plan has no provision for resident parking stickers.   Residents living on Mission Bay Boulevard North  need an exception on resident parking stickers.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Warriors plan does not address the needs of the people living in the area to get in and out; people living in the area will be trapped, as they are when the Giants have a ball game.			Ralph Anavy


						Section 5.3, Noise and Vibration			Outdoor Event Noise:  Analyze impacts from amplified sound equipment to be used for outdoor events in the main plaza nearby facilities.  The SEIR should include information on outdoor events, including  . . .  decibel limits and monitoring, . . . audio/visual design . . . with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.  Include mitigation measures designed to prevent any potentially significant noise impacts.			UCSF


									Crowd Noise: 
-    Analyze the  effect of crowd noise on adjacent facilities, especially UCSF inpatient facilities which operate on a 24‐hour/day, 7‐day/week basis, and UCSF campus housing located directly across the street from the project site on Third Street
-  Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems (those that using Parking Lot A will prefer to walk back on Bridgeway rather than Terry A. Francois and Third Street.)			UCSF; Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Event Center Noise:  Analyze the potential for noise leakage from the Event Center structure, particularly during concerts, and associated impacts on adjoining land uses.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction Noise:  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified a potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative noise impact from concurrent UCSF/Warriors’ construction projects. This should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									General:  The SEIR should identify noise mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant noise impacts, including impacts on sensitive receptors at UCSF’s residential and medical facilities.			UCSF


									Operational Traffic and Emergency Generator Noise Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen should be treated as sensitive noise receptor; SEIR should disclose noise impacts from traffic and circulation from GSW patrons, employees and deliveries; and diesel generators (in event of power outage)			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Noise and Vibration Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen operations, sensitive instrumentation, laboratories, and chemicals are highly sensitive to noise and vibration. Project should be conditioned so that pile driving is prohibited and driller augers are instead required; and SEIR should analyze noise and vibration impacts of drilled augers.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.4, Air Quality			Air Pollutant Exposure:  Neighborhoods adjacent to freeways (as indicated in attached BAAQMD and SFDPH maps), through which project traffic will travel through, will experience exacerbated levels of particulate matter and other pollutants, worsening an already dangerous health situation.  City will be reducing capacity further on many streets; lines of congestion will stretch further; dispersing particulates through residential and work areas.  This must be studied, quantified, and an abatement plan discussed.			Alice Rogers


									Operational Air Quality Effects on FibroGen:  Analyze traffic-related air quality effects on FibroGen.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative Construction Air Quality Effects: UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative air quality impacts from concurrent construction projects and concurrent operations of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									Construction Air Quality Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen has had to significantly increase the frequency with which it changes its air filters, and has experienced significant amounts of dust and dirt on its windows and walls throughout he UCSF hospital construction. GSW project to be even more impactful to FibroGen.  SEIR should conservatively analyze construction air quality impacts.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.5, Greenhouse Gases			None.


						Section 5.6, Wind and Shadow			General:  Wind and shadow impacts on UCSF facilities should be analyzed, particularly in areas heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene Friend Way near Third, and the 16th/4th campus gateway.			UCSF


									General:  Proposed height increase exceptions, if granted, would have impacts on wind and shadows.			UCSF


						Section 5.7, Utilities and Service Systems, and 
Section 5.9, Hydrology and Water Quality


						Stormwater/Wastewater			Impact on Mariposa Pump Station:  The UCSF 2014 LRDP FEIR identified an issue with the Mariposa Pump Station that has yet to be resolved with the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission staff (see UCSF 2015 LRDP EIR, pp. 7‐98 through 7‐100 and pg. 10‐15). The proposed Warriors’ project may contribute to a cumulative impact and this should be analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Operational Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze operational impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze construction impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Trash Impact to Stormwater Quality: The SEIR should identify mitigation, such as additional trash receptacles and post‐event trash pick‐up radius exterior to the Warriors property line sufficient to avoid impacts on the water quality of the storm drain system.			UCSF


						Sea Level Rise			None


						Section 5.8, Public Services


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss the project’s plan for crowd management, nighttime hours of operation, and provisions for sufficient on‐site and off‐site security and maintenance personnel, public restrooms and trash receptacles.			UCSF


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss project impacts to law enforcement service ratios/response times; assess fan violence, proliferation of alcohol-related uses, riots; and solid waste management			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Public Intoxication:  Consideration must be given to control unorderly behavior, such as intoxication and public urination (e.g., Giants fans using China Basin Channel for restroom.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Litter:  Consideration must be given to the handling of event related materials that can be littered around the area (not just adjacent streets)			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Graffiti:  Project may result in increases in graffiti/damage in area buildings.			Steve Hawkins


									Evacuation Plan for Emergency Response.  SEIR should discuss evacuation plan for emergency response, including law enforcement, and make that plan an enforceable mitigation measure.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on Public Services.   Evaluate construction effects on law enforcement, fire, emergency services and solid waste (displacement of vermin, handling of construction materials).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 6, Other CEQA Sections			None


						Section 7, Alternatives			Modified Site Plan:  Evaluate alternatives that incorporate potential design changes that may be necessary to address significant traffic and circulation impacts (e.g., a reconfigured site plan that provides additional vehicular access s on Third and Terry A Francois Blvd; additional modifications to freeway access; and modifications to existing public transportation to alleviate traffic concerns).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Topics Scoped out in Initial Study


						Land Use			General:  Potential land use impacts should be included in the Draft SEIR, as the proposed Event Center would require a secondary use finding, multiple amendments to the applicable Design for Development and other variances.			UCSF


									General:  Given GSW project's significant scope and sensitivity of FibroGen use and operations, combined with other uses in the vicinity that have been constructed, disclose any potential land use incompatibilities with surrounding land uses.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Aesthetics			Increased Height/Massing Visual Impact:  The numerous modifications proposed to the Mission Bay South Design for Development standards which would increase the height limit, the number of allowed towers on the site, increase building bulk beyond current limits, and eliminate a view corridor, warrants the analysis of aesthetic and view corridor impacts resulting from the proposed project, at least for the purpose of providing information to the public and decision makers.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Impacts:  Given the proximity of the proposed entertainment venue to sensitive receptors (i.e. UCSF hospital and residents), information about nighttime lighting at the Event Center, including the potential for outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Plaza and Retail Visual Impact:  Visual impact of the Third Street Plaza and associated retail space being elevated above Third Street, 16th Street and South Street, rather than at street level where activation of the street is encouraged, and the expanse of blank parking garage walls fronting those streets.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse Visual Impact:   Retail Gatehouse is located in UCSF view easement and will have a visual impact.			UCSF


									Construction Nighttime Lighting Effects:   Construction‐period nighttime lighting and impacts on adjacent land uses should be analyzed, and mitigation measures imposed as appropriate.			UCSF


						Population and Housing			Construction Employment Data:  Construction job data presented in Initial Study probably dates back from the end of 2013; construction has gone up greatly over the last year; need to make sure outdated data is not used.			J.R. Eppler


						Cultural and Paleontological Resources			Mitigation for Cultural Resources:  Contact appropriate regional archaeological Information Center.  If archaeological inventory survey is required, prepare report detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.  Contact NAHC for a Sacred Lands File Check, and a list of approprate Native American contacts for consultation concerning the project site and to assist in mitigation measures.  Include in mitigation plan provisions for identification and evaluation of accidentally discovered archaeological resources, per CEQA Section 16064.5(f).   Include in mitigation plan provisions for disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated, which are addressed in PRC 5097.98, in consultation culturally affiliated Native Americans. Include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in mitigation plan (see Health and Safety Code 7050.5, PRC 5097.98, and CEQA Guidelines 15064.5(e)).			Native American Heritage Commission


						Recreation			Project Increase in Use of Bayfront Park.  Initial Study said there would be any substantial increase in the use of existing parks and recreational facilities and would not lead to physical deterioration of existing recreational resources.  However, plan for Bayfront Park never contemplated having 20,000 additional people coming into the neighborhood to use these parks.			Corinne Woods


						Utiltities and Service Systems 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Solid Waste.  There is a significant increase in solid waste handling as a result of the Giants; the burden of cleanup ends up on Mission Bay and not the City's general fund.  Analysis of Warriors project should reflect the increase burden on Mission Bay community from increased solid waste.			Corinne Woods


						Public Services
(non-Police/Fire Protection)			None


						Biological Resources			None


						Geology and Soils			None


						Hydrology and Water Quality 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Subsurface Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking . . .			Richard Hutson


						Hazards and Hazardous Materials			Cumulative Construction-Related Hazardous Materials Impacts. Concerned about hazardous waste releases from all the cumulative construction that will be going on in the project area (within a 3 to 4 block radius) at same time as the Warriors project.			Holly Friedman


						Minerals and Energy Resources			None


						Agriculture and Forest Reserves			None


						Non-SEIR Issues Raised During Scoping Process			SEIR should include a study of potential long-term comprehensive and positive socio-economic benefits and impacts available through integration and creation of a model High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom within the GSW development			Dennis MacKenzie


									SEIR should study the interdependent public-private sector benefits that the GSW Classroom can provide for the City's diverse, cross-cultural communities through maximizing, enhancing, expanding and attracting new jobs, career and business opportunities and partnerships through the creation of model education and career development programs.			Dennis MacKenzie


									Event parking must incorporate considerations for residents and their visiting guests to utilize parking without being priced at a rate that is too high to discourage their normal daily use.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Study at least one City whose sports arenas are not only close to each other, but in the middle of a residential neighborhood like the one where the Warriors and Giants arenas will reside.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Speakers have indicated that followup surveys would be conducted of businesses in the area to see what's working and what is not working; this should include a resident survey.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Future presentations needs to have charts addressing the residents issues.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Structure is out of place; will invade our small town feel neighborhood of North Slopes Potrero Hill.  Traffic noise and crime have increased over the years. Offices, parking lots and congestion is already increasing with the UCSF campus.			Margo Hill


									Warriors have gone above and beyond to see what people in the community are looking for in terms of environmental needs of the community and what the CAC is asking (e.g., auger drill piles).  Construction in the area has been noisy over the past four years.			Michael Drummond


									Warriors are carefully studying impacts of the project; project will create a center for the neighborhood and bring city and regional activity to Mission Bay area, and add to sense of neighborhood.			Alex Mitra


									The event center will bring in more people to San Francisco, which will help the Hotel Council of San Francisco's hotel employees, the majority of who live in San Francisco.			Kevin Carroll


									Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency			State Clearinghouse
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:22:47 AM


I hate to waste the effort that went into merging the ppts but we could delete the
slides i will cover from the gsw ppt and i can print out my set to help divide the
work. Also i will check on the morning but i think some of the copies can be multiple
per page which shortens things.  I will get in early so can jump on the phone
earlier. 


Chat tomorrow morning. 


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:01/05/2015 11:44 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII


Me as well. 


The printing will be very tight though. We'll have to discuss. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 5, 2015, at 10:27 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


8.30 works for me.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:01/05/2015 10:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII


I agree we need a check-in. Does 8:30am tomorrow morning work? I believe Manica is
traveling at that time, and if so, we can catch him up when he arrives.
 
I apologize for playing catch-up, but I’ve now had a chance to review the PPT deck
Catherine proposed on Dec. 24 and have compared it to the slides we proposed,
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particularly as it relates to the SBE section. I think the level of detail in Catherine’s
slides are sufficient and more digestible, and therefore I recommend reverting back to
that instead of all the bar and pie charts in the current SBE section. If the group agrees
with that approach, then Catherine, please let us know if you would want to present on
SBE or if you prefer me to do so; I’m fine either way.
 
And same goes for TMP. We can pick up the edits below easily, but we need to decide
who’s presenting. I’m fine with you leading this section or I can.
 
Kate, what’s the drop-dead time to send this to the printer in the morning?
 
Clarke
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going
to do the SBE, but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I
was told to keep the entire presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the
more slides the more someone talks.  We need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10
minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone understands the time
limitations.
 
Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t
want to switch back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that
takes time and makes it confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of
those, then I will have you move the DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental
Review Process slides so that I can close out with them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the
following changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation
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Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are
required to comply with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
 
Add back in the following:


¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First
Source Hiring Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF


residents
 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
 
I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my
voicemail I left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or
expecting someone from GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now
and I’ll check in the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so
we could transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and
back). We included more SBE information than you’d originally provided
but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam;
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
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Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation
for the purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major
Phase. I cam change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt
already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van
de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
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Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with
different splits.  I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for
using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can forward it to
you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser



http://www.tinyurl.com/WTA-Mailing-List
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Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing
of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set
up for tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the
only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front row, as well as
Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to
answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the
others we have talked about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the
hardcopies (David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if
there are aby concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly.
Most of these slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling
and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII
commission meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my
slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you
have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I
need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since
the monitors are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a
couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is
(David should still set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be
giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has
happened on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to
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expect at this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission,
but include a few more sentences about how well the GSW have
been doing with the SBE program and that they look forward to
continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM
TO STAND to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as
part of his presentation.  But they need to be asked to stand at some
point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the
Art program (don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to
amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public
process along with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the
memo.  If you have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me
know on Monday the 5th and we can mention them as part of the
presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later
than 10 minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with
the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or
be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard
copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead
(have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone







speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with
me, with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The
subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that there
is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods
come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be
there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks
and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: José I. Farrán
To: "Paul Mitchell"; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); "Joyce"
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:51:50 AM
Attachments: Copy of Summary of GSW SEIR Scoping Comments_updated 1-5-15 LCW JIF.xls


Luba’s and my quick highlight of potential transportation-related issues from the comment list for
discussion during the call.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
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Sheet1


			


						Summary of Scoping Comments


						SEIR Section			Comment			Commenter


						Chapter 3, Project Description			TMP:  Include or reference a complete TMP in the SEIR Project Description.  (See also requests for what should be in TMP, under Transportation Management Plan, below)			UCSF


									Parking:  Describe parking in sufficient detail including comprehensive discussion regarding parking operations during events. Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Outdoor Events:  Include information on daily/annual event dates and time schedule for outdoor events;  decibel limits and monitoring; exterior lighting locations and light levels, audio/visual design including any exterior monitors/LED panels, and other environmental elements with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Plan:  Discuss the project’s exterior site and building lighting plan including illuminated exterior signage (i.e. LED) billboards, event panels and other light producing elements			UCSF


									Project Approvals: More explanation concerning the approvals sought should be provided in the SEIR. Please clarify what specific amendments would be sought to the Mission Bay South D for D, and what modifications to Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan and Mission Bay South Streetscape Plan would be needed. Regarding modifications to the Mission Bay South Design for Development, the proposed project would seek: (1) a height increase for the Events Center to be located on Blocks 30 and 32, (2) a second 160‐foot‐tall tower on the site where only one 160‐tower is allowed; (3) exceptions to the bulk limits and tower separation for many of the structures on the site; (4) exceptions to the required view corridor in the center of the project site, east of Campus Way; and (5) exceptions to parking and loading requirements.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: The SEIR should state that approval is needed from the University of California to release the Warriors from a view easement located along the Campus Way axis, extending 100 feet into the site from Third Street, to enable the Warriors to develop within this view easement.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: Explain the “Governor’s approval of project sponsor’s Assembly Bill 900 (AB 900) application,” its purpose, practical application, its benefit to the project, and any consequences for member of the public, including UCSF.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse: Present additional design and programmatic information about the Gatehouse site element including the location of doors, vertical circulation elements, public restrooms (if any), solid vs. void elements, lighting and signage, as it will be located within the UCSF view easement			UCSF


									Other: The Regents of the University of California approved the Final UCSF 2014 LRDP on November 20, 2014.			UCSF


									Project Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking, and project will be approved with fewer parking spaces			Richard Hutson


						Chapter 4, Plans and Policies			Identify City Ordinances that are Superseded.  SEIR should identify all planning ordinances since 1998 with which the project will not comply and explain the consequences of non-compliance so that the deficiencies in the project are clear.			Mark Eliot


						Chapter 5, Impact Overview			Approach:  Explain in detail the basis for this proposed approach, and to ensure the project SEIR fully discloses and analyzes all new or more severe significant environmental effects than those analyzed in the previous environmental documentation.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative: In Initial Study, the following plans were not discussed:  Western SOMA Community Plan, Central Corridor Plan, Hunters Point Redevelopment Plan.  Need to be incorporated in order to make sure the plan works not just for the people who will be coming into and out of the arena, but the people that surround the arena.			J.R. Eppler


									Cumulative: Consider all residential and commercial projects in Environmental Planning's pipeline and planned to be in construction during time of the Warriors project.  Daggett Place will have over 400 units, and proposed residential housing at the Corovan site and at 1601 Mariposa; in total over a 1,000 residential units.			Holly Friedman


						Chapter 5.2, Transportation and Circulation


						SEIR Section			Traffic Impact Study (TIS) should include:
-   Vicinity, regional and site plan maps.
-    Project related trip generation, distribution, and assignment, with assumptions supported with appropriate documentation.
-   Average daily traffic, am and p.m. peak hour volumes, and LOS on all roadway where impacts may occur for existing, existing plus project, cumulative, and cumulative plus project.
 -  Cumulative should consider all existing plus future traffic generating developments.
 -  Identify project contribution to area traffic and degradation to existing/cumulative LOS.
-   Include turning traffic per study intersection for all scenarios both during game and commute traffic period.
-   Event center should assume year round operation at full seat capacity during both game and commute traffic period.
-   Schematic illustration of traffic conditions including project site and area roadways, trip distribution %s and volumes as well as intersection geometrics for all scenarios.
-   Evaluation of project consistency with GP Circulation Element and Congestion Management Agency's CMP.			Caltrans


									Use of TMP in SEIR:
-    SEIR should include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP and SEIR analyses.
-    SEIR should include the traffic, parking and transit assumptions used to develop the TMP and SEIR analyses, and include specifics about measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic management of pre- and post-events, traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF.
-   TMP and SEIR should identify when operational measures are triggered
-   SEIR should analyze whether measures in TMP would be effective in reducing vehicle trips, managing traffic and circulation impacts, whether modifications to the TMP should be made, or whether the project should be modified to eliminate or minimize significant impacts.
-   SEIR should analyze effect of any TMP-proposed lane closures on vehicle, transit, pedestrian and bicycle circulation
-   SEIR should evaluate effectives of TMP; identify what significance standard applies in evaluating the effectiveness of the TMP and in determining whether mitigation measures are needed.			UCSF


									TDM Measures:
-   Identify what Transportation Demand Management (TDM) measures are proposed to reduce vehicular travel in the area.
-   TDM measures should be be required as mitigation measures and as conditions of approval.			UCSF


									Mitigation Measures:
  -   Project's fair share contribution, financing, scheduling, implementation responsibilities and lead agency monitoring should be fully disclosed for all proposed mitigation measures.
 -   Required roadway improvements should be completed prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy
 -  Consider mitigation measures to reduce project impacts on I-80 and I-280
 -  Secondary impacts to pedestrian and bicyclists from any traffic impact mitigation measures should be analyzed.
 -  Describe any pedestrian and bicycle mitigation measures and safety countermeasures needed  to maintain and improve access to transit facilities and reducing vehicle trips and traffic impacts on State Highways.			Caltrans


									Parking, Traffic and Transit Assumptions:  Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop traffic analyses.			UCSF


									Project Traffic at Off-site Parking Locations:  TMP does not consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at located other than at the event center.  SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									Non-Project Traffic/Transit/Pedestrian/Bicycle Flow: Consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									Transportation/Circulation Impacts to FibroGen:  Disclose transportation and circulation impacts to FibroGen, given the primary GSW access for cars and trucks is via 16th Street, as is FibroGen's main artery for access to its own parking garage.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Impacts to Public Transit:  Disclose impacts to public transit, given currently constrained nature, and consider any existing and future system constraints.			Miller-Starr Regalia; Holly Friedman


									UCSF Parking Facilities:  Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.			UCSF


									Parking Demand: Identify the parking demand resulting from the proposed project, particularly during events, and whether parking demand would be met by on‐ and off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Supply:  Lack of on-site parking will create the circulation of several thousand private vehicles with no place to park.			Richard Hutson


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Use smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Parking Supply/Demand Assessment:  CEQA does not foreclose a detailed parking supply/demand study for planning and informational purposes, as well as analysis of queuing for parking spaces. EIR should include a parking supply/demand assessment and disclose any parking shortfalls, review area‐wide parking conditions, the effects of vehicles circling looking for parking, and queues at all designed event parking facilities.			UCSF


									Avoid 16th Street.  UCSF encourages east/westbound event traffic to be routed to the south of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site to the extent possible – i.e. onto Mariposa Street, rather than onto 16th Street which bisects the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and which will have a reduced vehicular capacity given the planned public transit‐only lanes on 16th Street in the future. Avoid 16th Street during the 5 p.m. to 7 p.m. peak period when UCSF employees are leaving the site and an employee shift change occurs at the hospitals.			UCSF


									Off-Peak Period Traffic:  Given the atypical characteristics of the proposed project, whereby a large number of vehicles is expected to arrive/leave the area in a relatively short amount of time, and the greatest amount of traffic generated by the Event Center is likely to occur outside of the 4 p.m. to 6 p.m. period, clearly identify the peak periods and what significance standard is appropriate to apply in this situation to determine the significance of traffic impacts.			UCSF


									Cumulative Impacts at MB South Intersections  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative traffic impacts at several key intersections in the Mission Bay South Area that could result from events at the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Cumulative UCSF/Mission Rock Project/Warriors/AT&T Events.
-  Identify the basis for assumptions regarding the frequency and times of day of dual events (i.e. events at Warriors’ Event Center concurrent with events at AT&T Park).
-  Disclose cumulative impacts of use of UCSF hospital or other facilities when either or both Giants/Warriors games or other events occur at same time
-   Consider traffic volume increases associated with Mission Rock project and future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard (when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed.
-  There will be increase in GSW project traffic on Mission Bay Blvd North with future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Daniel Koralek; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok; Steve/Linda Hawkins; Holly Friedman


									Taxi/Valet Exiting Plan. Provide comprehensive pedestrian exiting plan illustrating how taxi and valet parking along Terry Francois Blvd. will be accessed and announced. The elevator cores near the corners of South St. and Terry Francois Blvd. are not easily visible from the sidewalk. Unclear access to and from taxi and valet parking areas may result in patrons finding other locations to find taxis which may cause pedestrian flows through UCSF campus.			UCSF


									Quantitative Pedestrian Flow/Circulation Modeling:  Conduct quantitative pedestrian flow/circulation modeling to validate the required size and location of pedestrian routes approaching and within the site to ensure that pedestrians will not spill over sidewalks in to roadways and/or the UCSF campus, impacting campus operations, vehicular access or otherwise.			UCSF


									Pedestrian Barrier on 3rd Street.  Request a pedestrian barrier along 3rd street within the central median be studied to mitigate pedestrian jay‐walking across 3rd street onto the UCSF Mission Bay campus site.			UCSF


									Project Pedestrian Impacts to/From Off-Site Parking Facilities:  Since there will be little on‐site parking, the transportation analysis needs to address the substantial pedestrian volumes walking to and from off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									Bicycle Facilities:  Evaluate whether the event center will provide adequate bicycle facilities to promote access by bike.			UCSF


									Bicycle Parking Requirements:  Current Planning Code for arena calls for bicycle parking spaces for 5% of venue capacity, of which 75% must be attended.  If bicycle mode share assumptions are changed to 5-6%, which is plausible, there will be insufficient parking available under the terms of the 1998 FSEIR.  The GSW design at Mission Bay should comply with current code by providing parking comparable to the earlier Piers 30-32 design.			Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Parking and Pedestrian Improvements:  Project should be encouraged to mitigate any transportation impacts through bicycle and pedestrian improvements and infrastructure, including new crosswalks, wider sidewalks, special signals, bike lanes or paths with color treatment or protection, signal synchronization and priority for users other than motorists, and on-site bicycle parking commensurate with expected bicycle mode share.  SEIR should study project variants that consider a robust bicycle transportation plan in line with the City's own mode share goals.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification:  SEIR will assume completion of the Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification by the time the Warriors’ proposed project is completed in 2018. This may be a faulty assumption, as the Central Subway is not scheduled for completion until 2019, and Caltrain Electrification is not scheduled to be completed until late 2020 at the earliest. Therefore, the potential impacts of the proposed project before these improvements are in place needs to be analyzed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  For the estimates of travel demand of Warriors games, data from Oracle Arena should not be used exclusively. Oracle Arena is located a distance from major employment centers, is accessed via a congested freeway, and has limited on‐site pre‐game dining options. Conversely, the proposed Project is located adjacent to Downtown San Francisco and will be providing thousands of square feet of new restaurant space. As such, it is likely that game patrons traveling to the Project will arrive several hours prior to events and thus will overlap with the evening peak commute hours. Additional data from similar urban arenas (such as Staples Center in Los Angeles) should be reviewed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  Given the proliferation of Uber and other so‐called “ride‐sharing” services, these modes of travel need to be accounted for in the trip generation and the site planning.			UCSF


									Mode Share: GSW indicate mode share will be 35% transit, 55% auto, 2% bike, 4% walk and 4% taxi/shuttle/etc., derived from Giants and Kings, however, Kings arena is located well outside downtown, and Giants ballpark seats more than twice and operates at different times in different seasons. Provide evidence for assumptions.  Consider split data from SFMTA 2011 mode share survey for Zone 1 (5% bike mode share).			Mark Eliot


									Mode Share: When Giants came, they said it was gong to be a commuter-only park, with no parking - we all know what happened.  So, recommend setting a lower goal on parking load (e.g., reduce from 55% to 25%) because you are going to go over it now mattter what you do.			Ralph Anavy


									Bicycle Mode Share: The TMP assumes a 2% bicycle mode share for the GSW 2018 opening, despite Mission Bay's 5% bicycle mode share and City goals for 8% bicycle mode share by 2018 and 20% by 2020.  SEIR should resolve the TDM mode share assumptions with existing data for the City and neighborhood and the City's goals for growing bicycle mode share by 2020.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Mode Share: To account for more accurate mode share, rely on the Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA).  WTA Phase 2 (SOMA/Mission Bay/Central Waterfront Transportation Needs and Solutions Analysis) should be used to determine real transportation impacts across all modes to achieve more realistic bicycle mode share. WTA estimates a 30% increase in total trips in Mission Bay, 20% of which are predicated to be by bike.			SF Bicycle Coalition


									Caltrain  Station:  Recognize importance of Caltrain Station at 22nd Street. Trip from this station to the arena is roughly as long as trip from Montgomery BART to Giants ballpark.			Mark Eliot


									Traffic Analysis to Account for UCSF Peak Evening Shifts.  The analysis should consider the number of UCSF employees leaving/arriving from the UCSF campus, especially the employee shift change at the UCSF hospitals which would be coincident with Event Center patron arrivals for peak (evening) events.			UCSF


									Traffic Pinch Points in Mission Bay:
-  Mission Bay has limited street capacity, with certain pinch points at the I‐280 on/off ramps, the 16th Street / 7th Street intersection at the Caltrain crossing, and the Fourth Street and Third Street bridges. Interventions at these pinch points are critical to facilitating traffic flow in and out of Mission Bay.
-  I-280/Mariposa interchange already challenging; addition of traffic from UCSF, and additional traffic light between I-280 and 3rd Street will make this additionally difficult.			UCSF; Daniel Koralek


									Impacts on I-80/I-280.
-   Concerned about impacts on I-80 and I-280 on-ramp and off-ramp locations
-    Suggest updated counts at on- and off-ramp locations, including special event data counts			Caltrans


									Contraflow Lane Mitigation:   Should traffic congestion warrant, the analysis should consider contraflow lanes as mitigation or improvement measures. One possibility is the coning of westbound Mariposa Street to temporarily enable three lanes westbound, rather than two lanes, to facilitate traffic flow onto I‐280. This should be considered along with possible interventions on the I‐280 onramp to facilitate traffic flow.			UCSF


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response: Evaluate the extent to which patients in private vehicles and public transit to the UCSF Mission Bay campus site may be delayed or otherwise encounter difficulties reaching the hospital or emergency room due to Event Center traffic congestion on roadways, or queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. Evaluate the extent to which emergency vehicles may be delayed reaching the hospital emergency room. Mitigation measures and/or improvement measures should be identified.			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response:  The SEIR should evaluate the potential impacts on emergency response in the area, particularly given the project’s proposal to close a portion of Third Street to through traffic after events, and given vehicular queues and traffic congestion that are likely to occur both before and after events. Even with parking control officers to direct traffic, UCSF is concerned that traffic congestion may inhibit the movement of emergency vehicles needing to access the UCSF Children’s Hospital emergency room, due to vehicular queues on streets as well as queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. In addition, patients who need to each the hospital or emergency room may be in private vehicles, which would not have the benefit of sirens/lights to facilitate their movement through congested traffic. For these reasons, the potential for delay to hospital/emergency room access needs to be considered, as access must be unimpeded 24/7.			UCSF


									Event Center Light Impact on Operation of UCSF Helipad:  Outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Ferry Terminal:  Addition of a new ferry terminal to support the event center worth considering; would relieve vehicular traffic and crowded MUNI system.			Richard Hutson; Ralph Anavy


									Construction Impacts on State Highway System:  Include impacts from construction traffic on State Highway System.			Caltrans


									Construction Effects on Transportation: Removal of 350,000 cubic yards of soil from the site will add approximately 10,000 – 20,000 heavy truck trips to the neighboring streets, depending on the capacity of the dump trucks used for hauling. The traffic and safety impacts of these trips should be analyzed in SEIR.			UCSF


									Construction Assumptions:  Construction-related assumptions should be based on conservative assumptions that disclose impacts, including for road closures, staging, construction employee parking, etc. on surrounding streets.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on UCSF Helicopter Use.  Analyze the potential for construction cranes to interfere with air medical access to the UCSF hospital helipad. Construction cranes for the proposed Warriors’ project would be in or in close proximity to the UCSF helicopter flight paths as the UCSF hospital and helipad will be operational in February 2015.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction:  Construction associated with electrification of Caltrain and construction of new commercial space will impact traffic well past the targeted Warriors opening date.			Daniel Koralek


						Transportation Management Plan			TMP should be required as a condition of approval			UCSF


									TMP should include discussion about traffic management, traffic routing, use of PCOs, location of parking facilities, and parking operations management.			UCSF


									Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP analyses			UCSF


									Include specific measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic  management of pre- and post-events , traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF			UCSF


									Identify when operational measures are triggered			UCSF


									Include locations and quantities of parking spaces needed to serve GSW project			UCSF


									Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.  UCSF facilities should not be listed in TMP if and when agreement with UCSF is reached.			UCSF


									TMP does not presently consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at locations other than the event center.  The TMP should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									TMP/SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									UCSF encourages smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site).			UCSF


									TMP should identify mechanisms for monitoring traffic impacts to surrounding streets and impacts to UCSF campus, including impacts to private vehicles, transit, emergency vehicles, UCSF shuttles, pedestrians and bicyclists.			UCSF


									Any modifications to the TMP should require a public process for stakeholders, including UCSF, to comment.			UCSF


									Measures contained in the TMP that are relied upon as mitigation for the project's impacts must be binding and enforceable.			UCSF


									Any road closures to vehicle or pedestrian traffic must have provisions to allow residents of the Madrone and Radiance communities (on Mission Bay Boulevard North) to get in and out of the general area			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									The easement area between the Madrone building and Radiance building, into which Bridgeview runs must have traffic management control in place to close off vehicle and pedestrian traffic except to residents of these 2 communities.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									PCOs supporting Giants games are ineffective on Third Street currently, so hearing that PCO are a big part of the solution to the traffic issues on Third Street is not encouraging.  PCOs need to be qualified and aggressively control vehicle and foot traffic with ability to change lights when necessary.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Need more details on new shuttles from Van Ness, Ferry Building and 16th Street (how big and will they be of a sufficient number/size to make a difference?).  Who is paying for the shuttles (MUNI, tax payers, Warriors fans, Warriors?)			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Mission Bay Master Plan has no provision for resident parking stickers.   Residents living on Mission Bay Boulevard North  need an exception on resident parking stickers.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Warriors plan does not address the needs of the people living in the area to get in and out; people living in the area will be trapped, as they are when the Giants have a ball game.			Ralph Anavy


						Section 5.3, Noise and Vibration			Outdoor Event Noise:  Analyze impacts from amplified sound equipment to be used for outdoor events in the main plaza nearby facilities.  The SEIR should include information on outdoor events, including  . . .  decibel limits and monitoring, . . . audio/visual design . . . with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.  Include mitigation measures designed to prevent any potentially significant noise impacts.			UCSF


									Crowd Noise: 
-    Analyze the  effect of crowd noise on adjacent facilities, especially UCSF inpatient facilities which operate on a 24‐hour/day, 7‐day/week basis, and UCSF campus housing located directly across the street from the project site on Third Street
-  Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems (those that using Parking Lot A will prefer to walk back on Bridgeway rather than Terry A. Francois and Third Street.)			UCSF; Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Event Center Noise:  Analyze the potential for noise leakage from the Event Center structure, particularly during concerts, and associated impacts on adjoining land uses.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction Noise:  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified a potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative noise impact from concurrent UCSF/Warriors’ construction projects. This should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									General:  The SEIR should identify noise mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant noise impacts, including impacts on sensitive receptors at UCSF’s residential and medical facilities.			UCSF


									Operational Traffic and Emergency Generator Noise Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen should be treated as sensitive noise receptor; SEIR should disclose noise impacts from traffic and circulation from GSW patrons, employees and deliveries; and diesel generators (in event of power outage)			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Noise and Vibration Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen operations, sensitive instrumentation, laboratories, and chemicals are highly sensitive to noise and vibration. Project should be conditioned so that pile driving is prohibited and driller augers are instead required; and SEIR should analyze noise and vibration impacts of drilled augers.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.4, Air Quality			Air Pollutant Exposure:  Neighborhoods adjacent to freeways (as indicated in attached BAAQMD and SFDPH maps), through which project traffic will travel through, will experience exacerbated levels of particulate matter and other pollutants, worsening an already dangerous health situation.  City will be reducing capacity further on many streets; lines of congestion will stretch further; dispersing particulates through residential and work areas.  This must be studied, quantified, and an abatement plan discussed.			Alice Rogers


									Operational Air Quality Effects on FibroGen:  Analyze traffic-related air quality effects on FibroGen.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative Construction Air Quality Effects: UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative air quality impacts from concurrent construction projects and concurrent operations of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									Construction Air Quality Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen has had to significantly increase the frequency with which it changes its air filters, and has experienced significant amounts of dust and dirt on its windows and walls throughout he UCSF hospital construction. GSW project to be even more impactful to FibroGen.  SEIR should conservatively analyze construction air quality impacts.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.5, Greenhouse Gases			None.


						Section 5.6, Wind and Shadow			General:  Wind and shadow impacts on UCSF facilities should be analyzed, particularly in areas heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene Friend Way near Third, and the 16th/4th campus gateway.			UCSF


									General:  Proposed height increase exceptions, if granted, would have impacts on wind and shadows.			UCSF


						Section 5.7, Utilities and Service Systems, and 
Section 5.9, Hydrology and Water Quality


						Stormwater/Wastewater			Impact on Mariposa Pump Station:  The UCSF 2014 LRDP FEIR identified an issue with the Mariposa Pump Station that has yet to be resolved with the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission staff (see UCSF 2015 LRDP EIR, pp. 7‐98 through 7‐100 and pg. 10‐15). The proposed Warriors’ project may contribute to a cumulative impact and this should be analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Operational Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze operational impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze construction impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Trash Impact to Stormwater Quality: The SEIR should identify mitigation, such as additional trash receptacles and post‐event trash pick‐up radius exterior to the Warriors property line sufficient to avoid impacts on the water quality of the storm drain system.			UCSF


						Sea Level Rise			None


						Section 5.8, Public Services


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss the project’s plan for crowd management, nighttime hours of operation, and provisions for sufficient on‐site and off‐site security and maintenance personnel, public restrooms and trash receptacles.			UCSF


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss project impacts to law enforcement service ratios/response times; assess fan violence, proliferation of alcohol-related uses, riots; and solid waste management			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Public Intoxication:  Consideration must be given to control unorderly behavior, such as intoxication and public urination (e.g., Giants fans using China Basin Channel for restroom.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Litter:  Consideration must be given to the handling of event related materials that can be littered around the area (not just adjacent streets)			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Graffiti:  Project may result in increases in graffiti/damage in area buildings.			Steve Hawkins


									Evacuation Plan for Emergency Response.  SEIR should discuss evacuation plan for emergency response, including law enforcement, and make that plan an enforceable mitigation measure.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on Public Services.   Evaluate construction effects on law enforcement, fire, emergency services and solid waste (displacement of vermin, handling of construction materials).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 6, Other CEQA Sections			None


						Section 7, Alternatives			Modified Site Plan:  Evaluate alternatives that incorporate potential design changes that may be necessary to address significant traffic and circulation impacts (e.g., a reconfigured site plan that provides additional vehicular access s on Third and Terry A Francois Blvd; additional modifications to freeway access; and modifications to existing public transportation to alleviate traffic concerns).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Topics Scoped out in Initial Study


						Land Use			General:  Potential land use impacts should be included in the Draft SEIR, as the proposed Event Center would require a secondary use finding, multiple amendments to the applicable Design for Development and other variances.			UCSF


									General:  Given GSW project's significant scope and sensitivity of FibroGen use and operations, combined with other uses in the vicinity that have been constructed, disclose any potential land use incompatibilities with surrounding land uses.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Aesthetics			Increased Height/Massing Visual Impact:  The numerous modifications proposed to the Mission Bay South Design for Development standards which would increase the height limit, the number of allowed towers on the site, increase building bulk beyond current limits, and eliminate a view corridor, warrants the analysis of aesthetic and view corridor impacts resulting from the proposed project, at least for the purpose of providing information to the public and decision makers.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Impacts:  Given the proximity of the proposed entertainment venue to sensitive receptors (i.e. UCSF hospital and residents), information about nighttime lighting at the Event Center, including the potential for outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Plaza and Retail Visual Impact:  Visual impact of the Third Street Plaza and associated retail space being elevated above Third Street, 16th Street and South Street, rather than at street level where activation of the street is encouraged, and the expanse of blank parking garage walls fronting those streets.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse Visual Impact:   Retail Gatehouse is located in UCSF view easement and will have a visual impact.			UCSF


									Construction Nighttime Lighting Effects:   Construction‐period nighttime lighting and impacts on adjacent land uses should be analyzed, and mitigation measures imposed as appropriate.			UCSF


						Population and Housing			Construction Employment Data:  Construction job data presented in Initial Study probably dates back from the end of 2013; construction has gone up greatly over the last year; need to make sure outdated data is not used.			J.R. Eppler


						Cultural and Paleontological Resources			Mitigation for Cultural Resources:  Contact appropriate regional archaeological Information Center.  If archaeological inventory survey is required, prepare report detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.  Contact NAHC for a Sacred Lands File Check, and a list of approprate Native American contacts for consultation concerning the project site and to assist in mitigation measures.  Include in mitigation plan provisions for identification and evaluation of accidentally discovered archaeological resources, per CEQA Section 16064.5(f).   Include in mitigation plan provisions for disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated, which are addressed in PRC 5097.98, in consultation culturally affiliated Native Americans. Include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in mitigation plan (see Health and Safety Code 7050.5, PRC 5097.98, and CEQA Guidelines 15064.5(e)).			Native American Heritage Commission


						Recreation			Project Increase in Use of Bayfront Park.  Initial Study said there would be any substantial increase in the use of existing parks and recreational facilities and would not lead to physical deterioration of existing recreational resources.  However, plan for Bayfront Park never contemplated having 20,000 additional people coming into the neighborhood to use these parks.			Corinne Woods


						Utiltities and Service Systems 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Solid Waste.  There is a significant increase in solid waste handling as a result of the Giants; the burden of cleanup ends up on Mission Bay and not the City's general fund.  Analysis of Warriors project should reflect the increase burden on Mission Bay community from increased solid waste.			Corinne Woods


						Public Services
(non-Police/Fire Protection)			None


						Biological Resources			None


						Geology and Soils			None


						Hydrology and Water Quality 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Subsurface Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking . . .			Richard Hutson


						Hazards and Hazardous Materials			Cumulative Construction-Related Hazardous Materials Impacts. Concerned about hazardous waste releases from all the cumulative construction that will be going on in the project area (within a 3 to 4 block radius) at same time as the Warriors project.			Holly Friedman


						Minerals and Energy Resources			None


						Agriculture and Forest Reserves			None


						Non-SEIR Issues Raised During Scoping Process			SEIR should include a study of potential long-term comprehensive and positive socio-economic benefits and impacts available through integration and creation of a model High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom within the GSW development			Dennis MacKenzie


									SEIR should study the interdependent public-private sector benefits that the GSW Classroom can provide for the City's diverse, cross-cultural communities through maximizing, enhancing, expanding and attracting new jobs, career and business opportunities and partnerships through the creation of model education and career development programs.			Dennis MacKenzie


									Event parking must incorporate considerations for residents and their visiting guests to utilize parking without being priced at a rate that is too high to discourage their normal daily use.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Study at least one City whose sports arenas are not only close to each other, but in the middle of a residential neighborhood like the one where the Warriors and Giants arenas will reside.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Speakers have indicated that followup surveys would be conducted of businesses in the area to see what's working and what is not working; this should include a resident survey.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Future presentations needs to have charts addressing the residents issues.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Structure is out of place; will invade our small town feel neighborhood of North Slopes Potrero Hill.  Traffic noise and crime have increased over the years. Offices, parking lots and congestion is already increasing with the UCSF campus.			Margo Hill


									Warriors have gone above and beyond to see what people in the community are looking for in terms of environmental needs of the community and what the CAC is asking (e.g., auger drill piles).  Construction in the area has been noisy over the past four years.			Michael Drummond


									Warriors are carefully studying impacts of the project; project will create a center for the neighborhood and bring city and regional activity to Mission Bay area, and add to sense of neighborhood.			Alex Mitra


									The event center will bring in more people to San Francisco, which will help the Hotel Council of San Francisco's hotel employees, the majority of who live in San Francisco.			Kevin Carroll


									Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency			State Clearinghouse
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: "pmitchell@esassoc.com"; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:31:19 AM
Attachments: Redmond_GSW Mission Bay EIR_12-12-14.docx


Commander:


I hope you had a good holiday break.  Just checking in to see if you will be able to supply responses
to the attached questions on the Warriors arena for the environmental review team by COB today.


Best,


Adam
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: 'pmitchell@esassoc.com'; 'Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org)'; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Commander:


Good to see you last week.  I look forward to reconvening with the Warriors in the new year. 
Attached please find an SFPD specific data request for the Warriors arena in Mission Bay.  Paul
Mitchell of ESA has organized the specific questions and your prior responses for the old site at Piers
30-32.  Can you look through and update as necessary.  In order to maintain our tight environmental


review schedule we need SFPD’s response on or before January 5th.
 
Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 4:41 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Adam:
 
As discussed, please forward the attached Data Request to Commander Michael Redmond at the
SFPD (Michael.Redmond@sfgov.org).  Please note that Commander Redmond is the same contact
that we previously used for the GSW project at the Piers 30-32 site, and he was very helpful in
providing information and describing potential police impacts for that site.  SFPD Deputy Chief
Hector Sainez,
Operations Bureau indicated Commander Michael Redmond will continue to the be appropriate
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memorandum


[bookmark: Text7]date	December 12, 2014





to	Michael Redmond, SFPD Operations Commander





from	Paul Mitchell, ESA





subject	Questions Regarding Warriors Arena Impacts on SFPD





Below a number of questions for you to respond to regarding potential impacts of the Warriors Arena project at Mission Bay on the SFPD.  You will see that the questions are similar to those I previously asked of you for the previous Warriors Arena project at the Piers 30-32 site, and I also included your previous answers you gave (in red), so you have some context for how you previously responded to those questions.





1. For AT&T Ballpark, you previously indicated that a MOU is maintained between the CCSF and the SF Giants (e.g., for providing police support at games/events).  Would you recommend a similar agreement be in place for the proposed arena for all events that would take place at the proposed Warriors arena at Mission Bay?


			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:
“We would recommend a similar agreement be in place for the proposed arena for all events that would take place there. This agreement would have to be with the Warriors and/or company that is going to operate the arena (management company).”











1. Given the type of proposed development at Mission Bay (event center, retail/restaurant uses, office uses), would the SFPD require additional police personnel, equipment, or facilities (besides the new Public Safety Building in Mission Bay, scheduled to open in early 2015) to maintain adequate levels of protection and enforcement in the project area, either directly as a result of the project or as a result of this project in conjunction with other Citywide growth?   If the answer is “Yes,” are there SFPD plans for increases in police personnel or equipment to accommodate the project and other citywide growth?





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:
“If the development occurs the calls for service will increase in the area. The department and each station prepare a staffing plan bi-annually to address situations such as area growth, calls for service, crime trends etc.  The department in is the midst of a large hiring plan and by the time the development is complete staffing levels at Southern Station will have increased.





The department would have no increase in equipment needs.





The department would recommend that a SFPD security office be built inside the arena to run event operations, write police reports, house custodies, conduct line ups etc. ”











 








1. [bookmark: _GoBack]Based on the preliminary design of the proposed development at Mission Bay (which is proposed to include a SFPD command center), does SFPD foresee any special needs, or can you make specific recommendations, for the project and site that would enhance safety?


			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“I would recommend the above noted SFPD safety office.


I would recommend adequate lighting of the pier as well as the businesses.


I would recommend that the businesses consult with other city CBD’s to enhance the safety and cleanliness of the area.”














1. Given the anticipated growth in the project area (both with and without the proposed project), traffic volumes in the project vicinity are expected to increase.  Are there any concerns and/or recommendations from SFPD regarding accessibility through the project area?  Similar to the SFFD’s practice, does SFPD ever need to use the center section of 3rd Street (i.e., the section used by the MUNI trolley lines) for use by emergency response vehicles to the project vicinity (e.g. during period of heavy traffic).





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“Recommend consulting with DPT in regards to fixed post assignments by their personnel.


The SFPD does use the center section of the Embarcadero for emergency response, if necessary.


The SFPD uses motorcycle officers (Honda/Solo) and bicycle officers in these types of events due to the response problems traffic can affect.”











 








1. Does SFPD have concerns regarding response times during those occasions when events are occurring simultaneously at the Warrior’s site at Mission Bay and AT&T Park? Please describe.





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“If there are two (2) events occurring at one time the SFPD will staff the events with separate personnel. There will be no delay in response times due to the officers being on site and dedicated to that particular event.”











 








1. What are the average response times for Priority A and B calls that serve the Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 vicinity?  (If possible, please provide at least one full year of statistics; 3 full years would be preferable)





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“During games or large events the policing will be done by the officers assigned to the arena. They will have their own command separate from the Southern District and run all calls though their operations center. Response will be determined by the number of officers and area of coverage once the operations/security plans are developed.





I will forward current response times at the end of the month”











 




















1. If possible, please provide a count of the number and type of Police Department responses within the district the project site is located in.  How many of each of Priority A, B, and C calls did the SFPD receive in?  (If possible, please provide at least one full year of statistics; 3 full years would be preferable)?





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“I have attached a map for the last 6 months of calls in the impact area. I will conduct another audit at the end of the year and that will give us all of 2013.”











 


1. Is the crime rate for the Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 vicinity high, low, or average relative to the District as a whole?  To the City as a whole?





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“The crime rate for the impact area is low compared to the rest of the Southern District as well as the city.”











 


1. Please describe any mutual assistance police protection agreements in which the City participates (e.g. UCSF police in Mission Bay?).





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“The SFPD conducts all policing in the CCSF.


We do work with private security companies on event management (CSC, Landmark).”











 


1. Does the SFPD have any current plans for new police stations in or near the Mission Bay project area (aside from the new Public Safety Building in Mission Bay)  





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“There are no plans for a new station near the site.


The SFPD would recommend that a public safety office be constructed at the arena as part of the project.”
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SFPD contact to respond to questions.  Since we are under a severely tight schedule in preparing the
EIR, please have Commander Redmond respond to the attached questions on or before January 5,
2015.  Thanks very much for your help in advance, and please call me with any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
-----------------------
 
Commander Michael Redmond:
 
If you recall, you assisted me a few months back in answering some questions regarding potential
impacts of the Golden State Warriors Arena project on the SFPD – when the project was proposed
at Piers 30-32 .  As you may know, the Warriors have now shifted the location of their proposed


arena to Mission Bay (a site bounded by South Street, 3rd Street, 16th Street, and Terry A. Francois
Blvd). Consequently, our firm is now working with the City Planning Department and the Office of
Investment and Infrastructure to prepare an Environmental Impact Report for the Warriors Arena
project at the new Mission Bay site.
 
I have attached a number of questions for you to respond to regarding potential impacts of the
project on the SFPD.  You will see that the questions are similar to those I previously asked of you for
the previous Warriors Arena proposal at the Piers 30-32 site, and I also included your previous
answers you gave (in red), so you have some context for how you previously responded to those
questions.
 
Since we are under a severely tight schedule in preparing the EIR, please respond to the attached
questions by January 5, 2015.  Please let me know if I can be any help to you in providing additional
information or clarification.  Thanks very much for your help in advance, and please call me with any
questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 



mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com






From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: José I. Farrán; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Additional Transportation Measures during overlapping AT&T and Warriors" Events Meeting
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 8:53:33 AM


I also noticed OCII was not copied on the meeting email. I copied Catherine and Manny in case one
of them can attend in person.
 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 11:05 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Additional Transportation Measures during overlapping AT&T and Warriors' Events Meeting
 
Brett,
 
Luba and I have been invited by UCSF to attend their meeting with the Warriors on Friday Jan 9 (see
attached) to discuss additional transportation measures when Warriors events might overlap with SF
Giants games.
 
We have noticed that no one from the environmental team has been invited except us, and are
wondering if we should attend and if some of you from EP should attend as well.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Jesse Blout; David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 10:27:31 PM


8.30 works for me.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:01/05/2015 10:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII


I agree we need a check-in. Does 8:30am tomorrow morning work? I believe Manica is traveling at
that time, and if so, we can catch him up when he arrives.
 
I apologize for playing catch-up, but I’ve now had a chance to review the PPT deck Catherine
proposed on Dec. 24 and have compared it to the slides we proposed, particularly as it relates to the
SBE section. I think the level of detail in Catherine’s slides are sufficient and more digestible, and
therefore I recommend reverting back to that instead of all the bar and pie charts in the current SBE
section. If the group agrees with that approach, then Catherine, please let us know if you would
want to present on SBE or if you prefer me to do so; I’m fine either way.
 
And same goes for TMP. We can pick up the edits below easily, but we need to decide who’s
presenting. I’m fine with you leading this section or I can.
 
Kate, what’s the drop-dead time to send this to the printer in the morning?
 
Clarke
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going to do the SBE,
but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I was told to keep the entire
presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the more slides the more someone talks.  We
need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10 minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone
understands the time limitations.
 
Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t want to switch
back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that takes time and makes it
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confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of those, then I will have you move the
DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental Review Process slides so that I can close out with
them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the following
changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are required to comply
with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
 
Add back in the following:


¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First Source Hiring
Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF residents


 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
 
I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
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Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my voicemail I
left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or expecting someone from
GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now and I’ll check in
the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could
transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more
SBE information than you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by
formatting, not content. Hope that works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


<image001.png>
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website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the
purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
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Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam
change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits. 
I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you
would like to see it, I can forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
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www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15
hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for
tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone
speaking should sit in the front row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a
good chance you will be called to answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have
talked about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies
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(David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby
concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these
slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away
from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission
meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday
once I have them done.    Once you have made the minor comments below,
please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors
are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan
and a couple of the pretty pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but
not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)
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·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still
set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened
on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at
this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a
few more sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE
program and that they look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed
the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND
to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation. 
But they need to be asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program
(don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along
with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you
have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th


and we can mention them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10







minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either
get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to
get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-
up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with
support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to
show support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would
recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the
Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her
thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a
great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Cc: "Luba C. Wyznyckyj "; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Additional Transportation Measures during overlapping AT&T and Warriors" Events Meeting
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:19:41 AM


OK, thanks.  Luba and I will plan to attend then.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 8:54 AM
To: José I. Farrán; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Additional Transportation Measures during overlapping AT&T and Warriors' Events
Meeting
 
I also noticed OCII was not copied on the meeting email. I copied Catherine and Manny in case one
of them can attend in person.
 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 11:05 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Additional Transportation Measures during overlapping AT&T and Warriors' Events Meeting
 
Brett,
 
Luba and I have been invited by UCSF to attend their meeting with the Warriors on Friday Jan 9 (see
attached) to discuss additional transportation measures when Warriors events might overlap with SF
Giants games.
 
We have noticed that no one from the environmental team has been invited except us, and are
wondering if we should attend and if some of you from EP should attend as well.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
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From: Tran, Michael
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: Mariposa Pump Station Description for GSW Admin DEIR
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:20:42 AM
Attachments: image001.png


FYI sorry I didn’t copy you earlier.
 


From: Tran, Michael 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:17 AM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'; Kern, Chris; Clarke Miller
Cc: Mary Murphy; Malamut, John; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Sravan Paladugu; Ed Boscacci; Molly Hayes; David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jurosek, Marla; Regler, Lori; Webster, Leslie
(LWebster@sfwater.org)
Subject: RE: Mariposa Pump Station Description for GSW Admin DEIR
 
Hi Kate and all,
 
Following up with Item #2 (Friday 12/19 BKF to supply updated Water and Sewer Analysis), I am
reviewing and coordinating with SFDPW for comments regarding the 12/19 sewer analysis.  Please
note the 12/19 analysis indicates less flow than the 11/25 analysis (linked below for reference).  As
discussed at our 12/12 meeting, SFDPW has a preliminary estimate that is larger than the 11/25
projections.  I am planning to send comments to you shortly and will request a follow up meeting to
hopefully finalize projections this week.
Click here to download attachments.
 
Also based on the emails below, I want to confirm GSW is exploring  three scenarios for sanitary flow
conveyance:


1.        Proceed per Mission Bay Master Plan – sewers split at Campus Lane northerly to Mission
Bay Sanitary and southerly to Mariposa Pump Station.


2.        Focus flows to Mariposa Pump Station – we have a preliminary analysis of this pump
station’s long term needs under this assumption.


3.        Focus flows to Mission Bay Sanitary – this will require more time for detailed analysis of the
Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station, the Berry/Channel T/S Structure and associated
overflows, Channel Pump Station and its associated infrastructure.


 
Please let me know if you have questions.
 
Thanks
Michael
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:31 PM
To: Kern, Chris; Clarke Miller
Cc: Mary Murphy; Tran, Michael; Malamut, John; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Sravan Paladugu; Ed Boscacci; Molly
Hayes; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Mariposa Pump Station Description for GSW Admin DEIR
 
OK, great. Thanks for checking.
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:09 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Mary Murphy; Tran, Michael (PUC); Malamut, John (CAT)
Subject: RE: Mariposa Pump Station Description for GSW Admin DEIR
 
Hi Kate,
The description of improvements to the Mariposa Pump Station and the Mission Bay Sanitary
Station at P15 that Michael provided on 12/24 is intended to fulfill the third item on your list.
 
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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 7:25 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Clarke Miller
Cc: Jurosek, Marla (PUC); Regler, Lori (PUC); Wong, Manfred; Harrison, Lewis (PUC); Ho, Edward;
Tam, Bessie (PUC); Frye, Karen (PUC); Webster, Leslie (PUC); Aldhafari, Bassam; Tran, Michael (PUC);
Warren, Elaine (CAT); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Malamut, John (CAT); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Reilly, Catherine
(CII); David Carlock; Molly Hayes; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Ed Boscacci; Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com)
Subject: RE: Mariposa Pump Station Description for GSW Admin DEIR
 
Chris –
 
My notes from the 12/10 meeting list the following action items (and my added notes in blue) for
exploring the possible routing option you mention.


BY FRIDAY (12/12):
PUC to confirm whether GSW analysis is sufficiently conservative. Requires follow-
up discussion about assumptions.
Meeting was held on 12/12; methodology questions resolved and memorialized.


BY FRIDAY (12/19):
BKF to supply updated Water and Sewer Analysis memo.
Memo was submitted to CEQA team + SFPUC.


BY CHRISTMAS:
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PUC to send info about anticipated upgrades to Mariposa and P15 stations.
The email draft below yours is the first of this information that I’ve seen; to date it’s
been listed as an outstanding item on our end. Can you (or others on this thread)
confirm this is the information originally anticipated by 12/25?


Once we resolve the third item, I believe BKF will be able to identify any outstanding data collection
or analysis required to make a determination about preferred routing options for development on
Blocks 29-32. I’ve added Jacob and Ed to this email’s cc list so any response to this group will reach
them as well.
 
Kate
 
PS. Please copy Mary Murphy on all CEQA-related correspondence. Thanks.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 1:07 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Jurosek, Marla (PUC); Regler, Lori (PUC); Wong, Manfred; Harrison, Lewis (PUC); Ho, Edward;
Tam, Bessie (PUC); Frye, Karen (PUC); Webster, Leslie (PUC); Aldhafari, Bassam; Tran, Michael (PUC);
Warren, Elaine (CAT); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Malamut, John (CAT); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Mariposa Pump Station Description for GSW Admin DEIR
 
Hi Kate and Clarke,
At our 12/10/14 meeting with SFPUC we discussed investigating the feasibility of routing all sewage
from the project to the Mission Bay Sanitary facility at Park P 15 rather than the Mariposa Pump
Station. Is BKF following up on this?
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: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 11:20 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Warren, Elaine (CAT)
Cc: Jurosek, Marla (PUC); Regler, Lori (PUC); Wong, Manfred; Harrison, Lewis (PUC); Ho, Edward;
Tam, Bessie (PUC); Frye, Karen (PUC); Webster, Leslie (PUC); Aldhafari, Bassam
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Subject: Mariposa Pump Station Description for GSW Admin DEIR
 
Chris, Elaine,
 
I apologize for the slight delay. Following up with our meeting on Wednesday 12/10, I am to
send a brief description of potential action to the Mariposa Pump Station for development of
the Warriors Admin Draft Environmental Impact Report by 12/23. Our standard protocol is to
issue comments through our SFPUC Bureau of Environmental Management but I understand
this project is very high priority. As discussed yesterday, please see preliminary language
below. I believe you mentioned there will be another opportunity to review and revise at a
later date. Please let me know if you have questions or would like to discuss. 
 


Mariposa Pump Station
The SFPUC has found the combined sewer system, more specifically the Mariposa Pump
Station (MPS), is currently at capacity. MPS is located southeast of the Golden State
Warriors (GSW) Project, just outside the Mission Bay Redevelopment Area boundary.  The
additional flow from the GSW Project is anticipated to have impact to MPS’s capacity. In
response to the land-use change proposed at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 (GSW Project Site)
from an office building to a combination of a stadium event center and mixed use buildings,
the SFPUC anticipates the need for a long-term permanent solution for substantially
increased sanitary flows to MPS which likely includes complete pump station replacement. 
Complete replacement of MPS includes but not limited to (1) upgrade and addition of dry
weather pumps with potential temporary wet weather pump modifications (2) new
connections and rehabilitation to the Transport / Storage Box Structure (3) relocation of the
dry weather pump station within approximately a quarter mile radius of existing location (4)
addition of bar-screens (5) installation of odor control (6) rebuild dry weather force main to
appropriate discharge location near 3rd St and Cesar Chavez (7) general electrical and
communication upgrade; all of which will be built using general construction methodologies
including but not limited to (1) trenchless excavation, boring, and tunneling; (2) traditional
cut and cover excavation; (3) driving and drilling underground temporary and permanent
support including deep sheet piles, friction piles, piers, solider pile and lagging, slurry walls;
(4) outfall rehabilitation including dredging and rip-rap installation; (5) construction
dewatering and material off-haul.
 
Mission Bay Sanitary (located at Park P15)
The SFPUC has indicated that additional sanitary flows from the Project will require
upgrades and modifications to the Mission Bay Sanitary which may include (1) replacement
of existing pumps with larger pumps than those assumed; (2) additional pumps and
enlargement of pump station wet well with associated controls (3) modification of the force
main (4) odor control (5) other modifications may be necessary for proper operations. 
 
Happy Holidays!
 


Thanks,
Michael
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: "pmitchell@esassoc.com"; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:31:19 AM
Attachments: Redmond_GSW Mission Bay EIR_12-12-14.docx


Commander:


I hope you had a good holiday break.  Just checking in to see if you will be able to supply responses
to the attached questions on the Warriors arena for the environmental review team by COB today.


Best,


Adam
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: 'pmitchell@esassoc.com'; 'Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org)'; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Commander:


Good to see you last week.  I look forward to reconvening with the Warriors in the new year. 
Attached please find an SFPD specific data request for the Warriors arena in Mission Bay.  Paul
Mitchell of ESA has organized the specific questions and your prior responses for the old site at Piers
30-32.  Can you look through and update as necessary.  In order to maintain our tight environmental


review schedule we need SFPD’s response on or before January 5th.
 
Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 4:41 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Adam:
 
As discussed, please forward the attached Data Request to Commander Michael Redmond at the
SFPD (Michael.Redmond@sfgov.org).  Please note that Commander Redmond is the same contact
that we previously used for the GSW project at the Piers 30-32 site, and he was very helpful in
providing information and describing potential police impacts for that site.  SFPD Deputy Chief
Hector Sainez,
Operations Bureau indicated Commander Michael Redmond will continue to the be appropriate
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memorandum


[bookmark: Text7]date	December 12, 2014





to	Michael Redmond, SFPD Operations Commander





from	Paul Mitchell, ESA





subject	Questions Regarding Warriors Arena Impacts on SFPD





Below a number of questions for you to respond to regarding potential impacts of the Warriors Arena project at Mission Bay on the SFPD.  You will see that the questions are similar to those I previously asked of you for the previous Warriors Arena project at the Piers 30-32 site, and I also included your previous answers you gave (in red), so you have some context for how you previously responded to those questions.





1. For AT&T Ballpark, you previously indicated that a MOU is maintained between the CCSF and the SF Giants (e.g., for providing police support at games/events).  Would you recommend a similar agreement be in place for the proposed arena for all events that would take place at the proposed Warriors arena at Mission Bay?


			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:
“We would recommend a similar agreement be in place for the proposed arena for all events that would take place there. This agreement would have to be with the Warriors and/or company that is going to operate the arena (management company).”











1. Given the type of proposed development at Mission Bay (event center, retail/restaurant uses, office uses), would the SFPD require additional police personnel, equipment, or facilities (besides the new Public Safety Building in Mission Bay, scheduled to open in early 2015) to maintain adequate levels of protection and enforcement in the project area, either directly as a result of the project or as a result of this project in conjunction with other Citywide growth?   If the answer is “Yes,” are there SFPD plans for increases in police personnel or equipment to accommodate the project and other citywide growth?





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:
“If the development occurs the calls for service will increase in the area. The department and each station prepare a staffing plan bi-annually to address situations such as area growth, calls for service, crime trends etc.  The department in is the midst of a large hiring plan and by the time the development is complete staffing levels at Southern Station will have increased.





The department would have no increase in equipment needs.





The department would recommend that a SFPD security office be built inside the arena to run event operations, write police reports, house custodies, conduct line ups etc. ”











 








1. [bookmark: _GoBack]Based on the preliminary design of the proposed development at Mission Bay (which is proposed to include a SFPD command center), does SFPD foresee any special needs, or can you make specific recommendations, for the project and site that would enhance safety?


			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“I would recommend the above noted SFPD safety office.


I would recommend adequate lighting of the pier as well as the businesses.


I would recommend that the businesses consult with other city CBD’s to enhance the safety and cleanliness of the area.”














1. Given the anticipated growth in the project area (both with and without the proposed project), traffic volumes in the project vicinity are expected to increase.  Are there any concerns and/or recommendations from SFPD regarding accessibility through the project area?  Similar to the SFFD’s practice, does SFPD ever need to use the center section of 3rd Street (i.e., the section used by the MUNI trolley lines) for use by emergency response vehicles to the project vicinity (e.g. during period of heavy traffic).





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“Recommend consulting with DPT in regards to fixed post assignments by their personnel.


The SFPD does use the center section of the Embarcadero for emergency response, if necessary.


The SFPD uses motorcycle officers (Honda/Solo) and bicycle officers in these types of events due to the response problems traffic can affect.”











 








1. Does SFPD have concerns regarding response times during those occasions when events are occurring simultaneously at the Warrior’s site at Mission Bay and AT&T Park? Please describe.





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“If there are two (2) events occurring at one time the SFPD will staff the events with separate personnel. There will be no delay in response times due to the officers being on site and dedicated to that particular event.”











 








1. What are the average response times for Priority A and B calls that serve the Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 vicinity?  (If possible, please provide at least one full year of statistics; 3 full years would be preferable)





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“During games or large events the policing will be done by the officers assigned to the arena. They will have their own command separate from the Southern District and run all calls though their operations center. Response will be determined by the number of officers and area of coverage once the operations/security plans are developed.





I will forward current response times at the end of the month”











 




















1. If possible, please provide a count of the number and type of Police Department responses within the district the project site is located in.  How many of each of Priority A, B, and C calls did the SFPD receive in?  (If possible, please provide at least one full year of statistics; 3 full years would be preferable)?





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“I have attached a map for the last 6 months of calls in the impact area. I will conduct another audit at the end of the year and that will give us all of 2013.”











 


1. Is the crime rate for the Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 vicinity high, low, or average relative to the District as a whole?  To the City as a whole?





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“The crime rate for the impact area is low compared to the rest of the Southern District as well as the city.”











 


1. Please describe any mutual assistance police protection agreements in which the City participates (e.g. UCSF police in Mission Bay?).





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“The SFPD conducts all policing in the CCSF.


We do work with private security companies on event management (CSC, Landmark).”











 


1. Does the SFPD have any current plans for new police stations in or near the Mission Bay project area (aside from the new Public Safety Building in Mission Bay)  





			Prior SFPD response for Warriors Arena at Piers 30-32 site:  
“There are no plans for a new station near the site.


The SFPD would recommend that a public safety office be constructed at the arena as part of the project.”
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SFPD contact to respond to questions.  Since we are under a severely tight schedule in preparing the
EIR, please have Commander Redmond respond to the attached questions on or before January 5,
2015.  Thanks very much for your help in advance, and please call me with any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
-----------------------
 
Commander Michael Redmond:
 
If you recall, you assisted me a few months back in answering some questions regarding potential
impacts of the Golden State Warriors Arena project on the SFPD – when the project was proposed
at Piers 30-32 .  As you may know, the Warriors have now shifted the location of their proposed


arena to Mission Bay (a site bounded by South Street, 3rd Street, 16th Street, and Terry A. Francois
Blvd). Consequently, our firm is now working with the City Planning Department and the Office of
Investment and Infrastructure to prepare an Environmental Impact Report for the Warriors Arena
project at the new Mission Bay site.
 
I have attached a number of questions for you to respond to regarding potential impacts of the
project on the SFPD.  You will see that the questions are similar to those I previously asked of you for
the previous Warriors Arena proposal at the Piers 30-32 site, and I also included your previous
answers you gave (in red), so you have some context for how you previously responded to those
questions.
 
Since we are under a severely tight schedule in preparing the EIR, please respond to the attached
questions by January 5, 2015.  Please let me know if I can be any help to you in providing additional
information or clarification.  Thanks very much for your help in advance, and please call me with any
questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Jesse Blout; David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 10:27:31 PM


8.30 works for me.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:01/05/2015 10:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII


I agree we need a check-in. Does 8:30am tomorrow morning work? I believe Manica is traveling at
that time, and if so, we can catch him up when he arrives.
 
I apologize for playing catch-up, but I’ve now had a chance to review the PPT deck Catherine
proposed on Dec. 24 and have compared it to the slides we proposed, particularly as it relates to the
SBE section. I think the level of detail in Catherine’s slides are sufficient and more digestible, and
therefore I recommend reverting back to that instead of all the bar and pie charts in the current SBE
section. If the group agrees with that approach, then Catherine, please let us know if you would
want to present on SBE or if you prefer me to do so; I’m fine either way.
 
And same goes for TMP. We can pick up the edits below easily, but we need to decide who’s
presenting. I’m fine with you leading this section or I can.
 
Kate, what’s the drop-dead time to send this to the printer in the morning?
 
Clarke
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going to do the SBE,
but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I was told to keep the entire
presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the more slides the more someone talks.  We
need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10 minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone
understands the time limitations.
 
Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t want to switch
back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that takes time and makes it
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confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of those, then I will have you move the
DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental Review Process slides so that I can close out with
them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the following
changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are required to comply
with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
 
Add back in the following:


¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First Source Hiring
Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF residents


 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
 
I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
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Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my voicemail I
left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or expecting someone from
GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now and I’ll check in
the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could
transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more
SBE information than you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by
formatting, not content. Hope that works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the
purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
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Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam
change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits. 
I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you
would like to see it, I can forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 



http://www.tinyurl.com/WTA-Mailing-List





www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15
hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for
tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone
speaking should sit in the front row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a
good chance you will be called to answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have
talked about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies



http://www.sfmta.com/

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets

http://www.nba.com/warriors/app

http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect

http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014

mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





(David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby
concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these
slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away
from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission
meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday
once I have them done.    Once you have made the minor comments below,
please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors
are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan
and a couple of the pretty pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but
not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)
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·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still
set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened
on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at
this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a
few more sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE
program and that they look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed
the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND
to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation. 
But they need to be asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program
(don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along
with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you
have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th


and we can mention them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10







minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either
get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to
get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-
up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with
support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to
show support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would
recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the
Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her
thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a
great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: José I. Farrán
To: "Paul Mitchell"; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); "Joyce"
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:51:45 AM
Attachments: Copy of Summary of GSW SEIR Scoping Comments_updated 1-5-15 LCW JIF.xls


Luba’s and my quick highlight of potential transportation-related issues from the comment list for
discussion during the call.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
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Sheet1


			


						Summary of Scoping Comments


						SEIR Section			Comment			Commenter


						Chapter 3, Project Description			TMP:  Include or reference a complete TMP in the SEIR Project Description.  (See also requests for what should be in TMP, under Transportation Management Plan, below)			UCSF


									Parking:  Describe parking in sufficient detail including comprehensive discussion regarding parking operations during events. Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Outdoor Events:  Include information on daily/annual event dates and time schedule for outdoor events;  decibel limits and monitoring; exterior lighting locations and light levels, audio/visual design including any exterior monitors/LED panels, and other environmental elements with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Plan:  Discuss the project’s exterior site and building lighting plan including illuminated exterior signage (i.e. LED) billboards, event panels and other light producing elements			UCSF


									Project Approvals: More explanation concerning the approvals sought should be provided in the SEIR. Please clarify what specific amendments would be sought to the Mission Bay South D for D, and what modifications to Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan and Mission Bay South Streetscape Plan would be needed. Regarding modifications to the Mission Bay South Design for Development, the proposed project would seek: (1) a height increase for the Events Center to be located on Blocks 30 and 32, (2) a second 160‐foot‐tall tower on the site where only one 160‐tower is allowed; (3) exceptions to the bulk limits and tower separation for many of the structures on the site; (4) exceptions to the required view corridor in the center of the project site, east of Campus Way; and (5) exceptions to parking and loading requirements.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: The SEIR should state that approval is needed from the University of California to release the Warriors from a view easement located along the Campus Way axis, extending 100 feet into the site from Third Street, to enable the Warriors to develop within this view easement.			UCSF


									Project Approvals: Explain the “Governor’s approval of project sponsor’s Assembly Bill 900 (AB 900) application,” its purpose, practical application, its benefit to the project, and any consequences for member of the public, including UCSF.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse: Present additional design and programmatic information about the Gatehouse site element including the location of doors, vertical circulation elements, public restrooms (if any), solid vs. void elements, lighting and signage, as it will be located within the UCSF view easement			UCSF


									Other: The Regents of the University of California approved the Final UCSF 2014 LRDP on November 20, 2014.			UCSF


									Project Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking, and project will be approved with fewer parking spaces			Richard Hutson


						Chapter 4, Plans and Policies			Identify City Ordinances that are Superseded.  SEIR should identify all planning ordinances since 1998 with which the project will not comply and explain the consequences of non-compliance so that the deficiencies in the project are clear.			Mark Eliot


						Chapter 5, Impact Overview			Approach:  Explain in detail the basis for this proposed approach, and to ensure the project SEIR fully discloses and analyzes all new or more severe significant environmental effects than those analyzed in the previous environmental documentation.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative: In Initial Study, the following plans were not discussed:  Western SOMA Community Plan, Central Corridor Plan, Hunters Point Redevelopment Plan.  Need to be incorporated in order to make sure the plan works not just for the people who will be coming into and out of the arena, but the people that surround the arena.			J.R. Eppler


									Cumulative: Consider all residential and commercial projects in Environmental Planning's pipeline and planned to be in construction during time of the Warriors project.  Daggett Place will have over 400 units, and proposed residential housing at the Corovan site and at 1601 Mariposa; in total over a 1,000 residential units.			Holly Friedman


						Chapter 5.2, Transportation and Circulation


						SEIR Section			Traffic Impact Study (TIS) should include:
-   Vicinity, regional and site plan maps.
-    Project related trip generation, distribution, and assignment, with assumptions supported with appropriate documentation.
-   Average daily traffic, am and p.m. peak hour volumes, and LOS on all roadway where impacts may occur for existing, existing plus project, cumulative, and cumulative plus project.
 -  Cumulative should consider all existing plus future traffic generating developments.
 -  Identify project contribution to area traffic and degradation to existing/cumulative LOS.
-   Include turning traffic per study intersection for all scenarios both during game and commute traffic period.
-   Event center should assume year round operation at full seat capacity during both game and commute traffic period.
-   Schematic illustration of traffic conditions including project site and area roadways, trip distribution %s and volumes as well as intersection geometrics for all scenarios.
-   Evaluation of project consistency with GP Circulation Element and Congestion Management Agency's CMP.			Caltrans


									Use of TMP in SEIR:
-    SEIR should include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP and SEIR analyses.
-    SEIR should include the traffic, parking and transit assumptions used to develop the TMP and SEIR analyses, and include specifics about measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic management of pre- and post-events, traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF.
-   TMP and SEIR should identify when operational measures are triggered
-   SEIR should analyze whether measures in TMP would be effective in reducing vehicle trips, managing traffic and circulation impacts, whether modifications to the TMP should be made, or whether the project should be modified to eliminate or minimize significant impacts.
-   SEIR should analyze effect of any TMP-proposed lane closures on vehicle, transit, pedestrian and bicycle circulation
-   SEIR should evaluate effectives of TMP; identify what significance standard applies in evaluating the effectiveness of the TMP and in determining whether mitigation measures are needed.			UCSF


									TDM Measures:
-   Identify what Transportation Demand Management (TDM) measures are proposed to reduce vehicular travel in the area.
-   TDM measures should be be required as mitigation measures and as conditions of approval.			UCSF


									Mitigation Measures:
  -   Project's fair share contribution, financing, scheduling, implementation responsibilities and lead agency monitoring should be fully disclosed for all proposed mitigation measures.
 -   Required roadway improvements should be completed prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy
 -  Consider mitigation measures to reduce project impacts on I-80 and I-280
 -  Secondary impacts to pedestrian and bicyclists from any traffic impact mitigation measures should be analyzed.
 -  Describe any pedestrian and bicycle mitigation measures and safety countermeasures needed  to maintain and improve access to transit facilities and reducing vehicle trips and traffic impacts on State Highways.			Caltrans


									Parking, Traffic and Transit Assumptions:  Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop traffic analyses.			UCSF


									Project Traffic at Off-site Parking Locations:  TMP does not consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at located other than at the event center.  SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									Non-Project Traffic/Transit/Pedestrian/Bicycle Flow: Consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									Transportation/Circulation Impacts to FibroGen:  Disclose transportation and circulation impacts to FibroGen, given the primary GSW access for cars and trucks is via 16th Street, as is FibroGen's main artery for access to its own parking garage.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Impacts to Public Transit:  Disclose impacts to public transit, given currently constrained nature, and consider any existing and future system constraints.			Miller-Starr Regalia; Holly Friedman


									UCSF Parking Facilities:  Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.			UCSF


									Parking Demand: Identify the parking demand resulting from the proposed project, particularly during events, and whether parking demand would be met by on‐ and off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Supply:  Lack of on-site parking will create the circulation of several thousand private vehicles with no place to park.			Richard Hutson


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Use smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site.			UCSF


									On-Site Parking Management/Use:  Identify how many on-site parking spaces would be available to event patrons vs. to the users of the office and retail space.			UCSF


									Parking Supply/Demand Assessment:  CEQA does not foreclose a detailed parking supply/demand study for planning and informational purposes, as well as analysis of queuing for parking spaces. EIR should include a parking supply/demand assessment and disclose any parking shortfalls, review area‐wide parking conditions, the effects of vehicles circling looking for parking, and queues at all designed event parking facilities.			UCSF


									Avoid 16th Street.  UCSF encourages east/westbound event traffic to be routed to the south of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site to the extent possible – i.e. onto Mariposa Street, rather than onto 16th Street which bisects the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and which will have a reduced vehicular capacity given the planned public transit‐only lanes on 16th Street in the future. Avoid 16th Street during the 5 p.m. to 7 p.m. peak period when UCSF employees are leaving the site and an employee shift change occurs at the hospitals.			UCSF


									Off-Peak Period Traffic:  Given the atypical characteristics of the proposed project, whereby a large number of vehicles is expected to arrive/leave the area in a relatively short amount of time, and the greatest amount of traffic generated by the Event Center is likely to occur outside of the 4 p.m. to 6 p.m. period, clearly identify the peak periods and what significance standard is appropriate to apply in this situation to determine the significance of traffic impacts.			UCSF


									Cumulative Impacts at MB South Intersections  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative traffic impacts at several key intersections in the Mission Bay South Area that could result from events at the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Cumulative UCSF/Mission Rock Project/Warriors/AT&T Events.
-  Identify the basis for assumptions regarding the frequency and times of day of dual events (i.e. events at Warriors’ Event Center concurrent with events at AT&T Park).
-  Disclose cumulative impacts of use of UCSF hospital or other facilities when either or both Giants/Warriors games or other events occur at same time
-   Consider traffic volume increases associated with Mission Rock project and future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard (when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed.
-  There will be increase in GSW project traffic on Mission Bay Blvd North with future closure of Terry Francois Boulevard when it is reconfigured when Mission Rock project is completed			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Daniel Koralek; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok; Steve/Linda Hawkins; Holly Friedman


									Taxi/Valet Exiting Plan. Provide comprehensive pedestrian exiting plan illustrating how taxi and valet parking along Terry Francois Blvd. will be accessed and announced. The elevator cores near the corners of South St. and Terry Francois Blvd. are not easily visible from the sidewalk. Unclear access to and from taxi and valet parking areas may result in patrons finding other locations to find taxis which may cause pedestrian flows through UCSF campus.			UCSF


									Quantitative Pedestrian Flow/Circulation Modeling:  Conduct quantitative pedestrian flow/circulation modeling to validate the required size and location of pedestrian routes approaching and within the site to ensure that pedestrians will not spill over sidewalks in to roadways and/or the UCSF campus, impacting campus operations, vehicular access or otherwise.			UCSF


									Pedestrian Barrier on 3rd Street.  Request a pedestrian barrier along 3rd street within the central median be studied to mitigate pedestrian jay‐walking across 3rd street onto the UCSF Mission Bay campus site.			UCSF


									Project Pedestrian Impacts to/From Off-Site Parking Facilities:  Since there will be little on‐site parking, the transportation analysis needs to address the substantial pedestrian volumes walking to and from off‐site parking facilities.			UCSF


									Bicycle Facilities:  Evaluate whether the event center will provide adequate bicycle facilities to promote access by bike.			UCSF


									Bicycle Parking Requirements:  Current Planning Code for arena calls for bicycle parking spaces for 5% of venue capacity, of which 75% must be attended.  If bicycle mode share assumptions are changed to 5-6%, which is plausible, there will be insufficient parking available under the terms of the 1998 FSEIR.  The GSW design at Mission Bay should comply with current code by providing parking comparable to the earlier Piers 30-32 design.			Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Parking and Pedestrian Improvements:  Project should be encouraged to mitigate any transportation impacts through bicycle and pedestrian improvements and infrastructure, including new crosswalks, wider sidewalks, special signals, bike lanes or paths with color treatment or protection, signal synchronization and priority for users other than motorists, and on-site bicycle parking commensurate with expected bicycle mode share.  SEIR should study project variants that consider a robust bicycle transportation plan in line with the City's own mode share goals.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification:  SEIR will assume completion of the Central Subway and Caltrain Electrification by the time the Warriors’ proposed project is completed in 2018. This may be a faulty assumption, as the Central Subway is not scheduled for completion until 2019, and Caltrain Electrification is not scheduled to be completed until late 2020 at the earliest. Therefore, the potential impacts of the proposed project before these improvements are in place needs to be analyzed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  For the estimates of travel demand of Warriors games, data from Oracle Arena should not be used exclusively. Oracle Arena is located a distance from major employment centers, is accessed via a congested freeway, and has limited on‐site pre‐game dining options. Conversely, the proposed Project is located adjacent to Downtown San Francisco and will be providing thousands of square feet of new restaurant space. As such, it is likely that game patrons traveling to the Project will arrive several hours prior to events and thus will overlap with the evening peak commute hours. Additional data from similar urban arenas (such as Staples Center in Los Angeles) should be reviewed.			UCSF


									Travel Demand Assumptions:  Given the proliferation of Uber and other so‐called “ride‐sharing” services, these modes of travel need to be accounted for in the trip generation and the site planning.			UCSF


									Mode Share: GSW indicate mode share will be 35% transit, 55% auto, 2% bike, 4% walk and 4% taxi/shuttle/etc., derived from Giants and Kings, however, Kings arena is located well outside downtown, and Giants ballpark seats more than twice and operates at different times in different seasons. Provide evidence for assumptions.  Consider split data from SFMTA 2011 mode share survey for Zone 1 (5% bike mode share).			Mark Eliot


									Mode Share: When Giants came, they said it was gong to be a commuter-only park, with no parking - we all know what happened.  So, recommend setting a lower goal on parking load (e.g., reduce from 55% to 25%) because you are going to go over it now mattter what you do.			Ralph Anavy


									Bicycle Mode Share: The TMP assumes a 2% bicycle mode share for the GSW 2018 opening, despite Mission Bay's 5% bicycle mode share and City goals for 8% bicycle mode share by 2018 and 20% by 2020.  SEIR should resolve the TDM mode share assumptions with existing data for the City and neighborhood and the City's goals for growing bicycle mode share by 2020.			SF Bicycle Coalition; Mark Eliot


									Bicycle Mode Share: To account for more accurate mode share, rely on the Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA).  WTA Phase 2 (SOMA/Mission Bay/Central Waterfront Transportation Needs and Solutions Analysis) should be used to determine real transportation impacts across all modes to achieve more realistic bicycle mode share. WTA estimates a 30% increase in total trips in Mission Bay, 20% of which are predicated to be by bike.			SF Bicycle Coalition


									Caltrain  Station:  Recognize importance of Caltrain Station at 22nd Street. Trip from this station to the arena is roughly as long as trip from Montgomery BART to Giants ballpark.			Mark Eliot


									Traffic Analysis to Account for UCSF Peak Evening Shifts.  The analysis should consider the number of UCSF employees leaving/arriving from the UCSF campus, especially the employee shift change at the UCSF hospitals which would be coincident with Event Center patron arrivals for peak (evening) events.			UCSF


									Traffic Pinch Points in Mission Bay:
-  Mission Bay has limited street capacity, with certain pinch points at the I‐280 on/off ramps, the 16th Street / 7th Street intersection at the Caltrain crossing, and the Fourth Street and Third Street bridges. Interventions at these pinch points are critical to facilitating traffic flow in and out of Mission Bay.
-  I-280/Mariposa interchange already challenging; addition of traffic from UCSF, and additional traffic light between I-280 and 3rd Street will make this additionally difficult.			UCSF; Daniel Koralek


									Impacts on I-80/I-280.
-   Concerned about impacts on I-80 and I-280 on-ramp and off-ramp locations
-    Suggest updated counts at on- and off-ramp locations, including special event data counts			Caltrans


									Contraflow Lane Mitigation:   Should traffic congestion warrant, the analysis should consider contraflow lanes as mitigation or improvement measures. One possibility is the coning of westbound Mariposa Street to temporarily enable three lanes westbound, rather than two lanes, to facilitate traffic flow onto I‐280. This should be considered along with possible interventions on the I‐280 onramp to facilitate traffic flow.			UCSF


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response: Evaluate the extent to which patients in private vehicles and public transit to the UCSF Mission Bay campus site may be delayed or otherwise encounter difficulties reaching the hospital or emergency room due to Event Center traffic congestion on roadways, or queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. Evaluate the extent to which emergency vehicles may be delayed reaching the hospital emergency room. Mitigation measures and/or improvement measures should be identified.			UCSF; Miller-Starr Regalia; Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Project Impact on Emergency Vehicle Access/Response:  The SEIR should evaluate the potential impacts on emergency response in the area, particularly given the project’s proposal to close a portion of Third Street to through traffic after events, and given vehicular queues and traffic congestion that are likely to occur both before and after events. Even with parking control officers to direct traffic, UCSF is concerned that traffic congestion may inhibit the movement of emergency vehicles needing to access the UCSF Children’s Hospital emergency room, due to vehicular queues on streets as well as queues on the I‐280 off‐ramp to Mariposa Street. In addition, patients who need to each the hospital or emergency room may be in private vehicles, which would not have the benefit of sirens/lights to facilitate their movement through congested traffic. For these reasons, the potential for delay to hospital/emergency room access needs to be considered, as access must be unimpeded 24/7.			UCSF


									Event Center Light Impact on Operation of UCSF Helipad:  Outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Ferry Terminal:  Addition of a new ferry terminal to support the event center worth considering; would relieve vehicular traffic and crowded MUNI system.			Richard Hutson; Ralph Anavy


									Construction Impacts on State Highway System:  Include impacts from construction traffic on State Highway System.			Caltrans


									Construction Effects on Transportation: Removal of 350,000 cubic yards of soil from the site will add approximately 10,000 – 20,000 heavy truck trips to the neighboring streets, depending on the capacity of the dump trucks used for hauling. The traffic and safety impacts of these trips should be analyzed in SEIR.			UCSF


									Construction Assumptions:  Construction-related assumptions should be based on conservative assumptions that disclose impacts, including for road closures, staging, construction employee parking, etc. on surrounding streets.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on UCSF Helicopter Use.  Analyze the potential for construction cranes to interfere with air medical access to the UCSF hospital helipad. Construction cranes for the proposed Warriors’ project would be in or in close proximity to the UCSF helicopter flight paths as the UCSF hospital and helipad will be operational in February 2015.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction:  Construction associated with electrification of Caltrain and construction of new commercial space will impact traffic well past the targeted Warriors opening date.			Daniel Koralek


						Transportation Management Plan			TMP should be required as a condition of approval			UCSF


									TMP should include discussion about traffic management, traffic routing, use of PCOs, location of parking facilities, and parking operations management.			UCSF


									Include parking, traffic and transit assumptions used to develop TMP analyses			UCSF


									Include specific measures to reduce traffic, planned traffic  management of pre- and post-events , traffic routing, lane closures, use of PCOs and other measures to ensure project traffic and transit impacts will not affect operations at critical facilities, including UCSF			UCSF


									Identify when operational measures are triggered			UCSF


									Include locations and quantities of parking spaces needed to serve GSW project			UCSF


									Don't assume use of UCSF's parking facilities by the GSW project since there is no agreement.  UCSF facilities should not be listed in TMP if and when agreement with UCSF is reached.			UCSF


									TMP does not presently consider traffic flow of event patrons parked at locations other than the event center.  The TMP should consider how traffic will be managed at other parking locations.			UCSF


									TMP/SEIR should consider how traffic will be managed to facilitate traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle flow for adjacent and nearby uses that are not destined for the event center, including UCSF patients, visitors, employees and residents and other nearby residents and visitors to nearby uses.			UCSF


									UCSF encourages smart parking management (patrons likely to arrive from north receive parking spaces to north of project site; patrons likely to arrive from south receive parking spaces to south of project site).			UCSF


									TMP should identify mechanisms for monitoring traffic impacts to surrounding streets and impacts to UCSF campus, including impacts to private vehicles, transit, emergency vehicles, UCSF shuttles, pedestrians and bicyclists.			UCSF


									Any modifications to the TMP should require a public process for stakeholders, including UCSF, to comment.			UCSF


									Measures contained in the TMP that are relied upon as mitigation for the project's impacts must be binding and enforceable.			UCSF


									Any road closures to vehicle or pedestrian traffic must have provisions to allow residents of the Madrone and Radiance communities (on Mission Bay Boulevard North) to get in and out of the general area			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									The easement area between the Madrone building and Radiance building, into which Bridgeview runs must have traffic management control in place to close off vehicle and pedestrian traffic except to residents of these 2 communities.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									PCOs supporting Giants games are ineffective on Third Street currently, so hearing that PCO are a big part of the solution to the traffic issues on Third Street is not encouraging.  PCOs need to be qualified and aggressively control vehicle and foot traffic with ability to change lights when necessary.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Need more details on new shuttles from Van Ness, Ferry Building and 16th Street (how big and will they be of a sufficient number/size to make a difference?).  Who is paying for the shuttles (MUNI, tax payers, Warriors fans, Warriors?)			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Mission Bay Master Plan has no provision for resident parking stickers.   Residents living on Mission Bay Boulevard North  need an exception on resident parking stickers.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Warriors plan does not address the needs of the people living in the area to get in and out; people living in the area will be trapped, as they are when the Giants have a ball game.			Ralph Anavy


						Section 5.3, Noise and Vibration			Outdoor Event Noise:  Analyze impacts from amplified sound equipment to be used for outdoor events in the main plaza nearby facilities.  The SEIR should include information on outdoor events, including  . . .  decibel limits and monitoring, . . . audio/visual design . . . with potential to impact occupants of the UCSF campus, including sensitive receptors in nearby campus housing, medical facilities or operations.  Include mitigation measures designed to prevent any potentially significant noise impacts.			UCSF


									Crowd Noise: 
-    Analyze the  effect of crowd noise on adjacent facilities, especially UCSF inpatient facilities which operate on a 24‐hour/day, 7‐day/week basis, and UCSF campus housing located directly across the street from the project site on Third Street
-  Bridgeview north of the arena must be closed off to all foot traffic and enforced to avoid late night noise problems (those that using Parking Lot A will prefer to walk back on Bridgeway rather than Terry A. Francois and Third Street.)			UCSF; Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Event Center Noise:  Analyze the potential for noise leakage from the Event Center structure, particularly during concerts, and associated impacts on adjoining land uses.			UCSF


									Cumulative Construction Noise:  UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified a potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative noise impact from concurrent UCSF/Warriors’ construction projects. This should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									General:  The SEIR should identify noise mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant noise impacts, including impacts on sensitive receptors at UCSF’s residential and medical facilities.			UCSF


									Operational Traffic and Emergency Generator Noise Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen should be treated as sensitive noise receptor; SEIR should disclose noise impacts from traffic and circulation from GSW patrons, employees and deliveries; and diesel generators (in event of power outage)			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Noise and Vibration Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen operations, sensitive instrumentation, laboratories, and chemicals are highly sensitive to noise and vibration. Project should be conditioned so that pile driving is prohibited and driller augers are instead required; and SEIR should analyze noise and vibration impacts of drilled augers.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.4, Air Quality			Air Pollutant Exposure:  Neighborhoods adjacent to freeways (as indicated in attached BAAQMD and SFDPH maps), through which project traffic will travel through, will experience exacerbated levels of particulate matter and other pollutants, worsening an already dangerous health situation.  City will be reducing capacity further on many streets; lines of congestion will stretch further; dispersing particulates through residential and work areas.  This must be studied, quantified, and an abatement plan discussed.			Alice Rogers


									Operational Air Quality Effects on FibroGen:  Analyze traffic-related air quality effects on FibroGen.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Cumulative Construction Air Quality Effects: UCSF’s recently certified 2014 LRDP FEIR identified potentially significant and unavoidable cumulative air quality impacts from concurrent construction projects and concurrent operations of the UCSF Mission Bay campus site and the Warriors’ Event Center. These impacts should be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.			UCSF


									Construction Air Quality Effects on FibroGen: FibroGen has had to significantly increase the frequency with which it changes its air filters, and has experienced significant amounts of dust and dirt on its windows and walls throughout he UCSF hospital construction. GSW project to be even more impactful to FibroGen.  SEIR should conservatively analyze construction air quality impacts.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 5.5, Greenhouse Gases			None.


						Section 5.6, Wind and Shadow			General:  Wind and shadow impacts on UCSF facilities should be analyzed, particularly in areas heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene Friend Way near Third, and the 16th/4th campus gateway.			UCSF


									General:  Proposed height increase exceptions, if granted, would have impacts on wind and shadows.			UCSF


						Section 5.7, Utilities and Service Systems, and 
Section 5.9, Hydrology and Water Quality


						Stormwater/Wastewater			Impact on Mariposa Pump Station:  The UCSF 2014 LRDP FEIR identified an issue with the Mariposa Pump Station that has yet to be resolved with the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission staff (see UCSF 2015 LRDP EIR, pp. 7‐98 through 7‐100 and pg. 10‐15). The proposed Warriors’ project may contribute to a cumulative impact and this should be analyzed in the SEIR.			UCSF


									Operational Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze operational impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Impacts to Other Utilities:  Analyze construction impacts to public infrastructure within streets right-of-way.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Project Trash Impact to Stormwater Quality: The SEIR should identify mitigation, such as additional trash receptacles and post‐event trash pick‐up radius exterior to the Warriors property line sufficient to avoid impacts on the water quality of the storm drain system.			UCSF


						Sea Level Rise			None


						Section 5.8, Public Services


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss the project’s plan for crowd management, nighttime hours of operation, and provisions for sufficient on‐site and off‐site security and maintenance personnel, public restrooms and trash receptacles.			UCSF


									Security/Crowd Management/Quality of Life Issues:  The SEIR should discuss project impacts to law enforcement service ratios/response times; assess fan violence, proliferation of alcohol-related uses, riots; and solid waste management			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Public Intoxication:  Consideration must be given to control unorderly behavior, such as intoxication and public urination (e.g., Giants fans using China Basin Channel for restroom.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Litter:  Consideration must be given to the handling of event related materials that can be littered around the area (not just adjacent streets)			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Graffiti:  Project may result in increases in graffiti/damage in area buildings.			Steve Hawkins


									Evacuation Plan for Emergency Response.  SEIR should discuss evacuation plan for emergency response, including law enforcement, and make that plan an enforceable mitigation measure.			Miller-Starr Regalia


									Construction Effects on Public Services.   Evaluate construction effects on law enforcement, fire, emergency services and solid waste (displacement of vermin, handling of construction materials).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Section 6, Other CEQA Sections			None


						Section 7, Alternatives			Modified Site Plan:  Evaluate alternatives that incorporate potential design changes that may be necessary to address significant traffic and circulation impacts (e.g., a reconfigured site plan that provides additional vehicular access s on Third and Terry A Francois Blvd; additional modifications to freeway access; and modifications to existing public transportation to alleviate traffic concerns).			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Topics Scoped out in Initial Study


						Land Use			General:  Potential land use impacts should be included in the Draft SEIR, as the proposed Event Center would require a secondary use finding, multiple amendments to the applicable Design for Development and other variances.			UCSF


									General:  Given GSW project's significant scope and sensitivity of FibroGen use and operations, combined with other uses in the vicinity that have been constructed, disclose any potential land use incompatibilities with surrounding land uses.			Miller-Starr Regalia


						Aesthetics			Increased Height/Massing Visual Impact:  The numerous modifications proposed to the Mission Bay South Design for Development standards which would increase the height limit, the number of allowed towers on the site, increase building bulk beyond current limits, and eliminate a view corridor, warrants the analysis of aesthetic and view corridor impacts resulting from the proposed project, at least for the purpose of providing information to the public and decision makers.			UCSF


									Exterior Lighting Impacts:  Given the proximity of the proposed entertainment venue to sensitive receptors (i.e. UCSF hospital and residents), information about nighttime lighting at the Event Center, including the potential for outdoor animated lighting, strobe lighting, or Hollywood‐style search lights during special events, should be discussed and impacts on adjacent land uses analyzed, including potential impacts on operations of the new helipad located atop the Medical Center at Mission Bay.			UCSF


									Plaza and Retail Visual Impact:  Visual impact of the Third Street Plaza and associated retail space being elevated above Third Street, 16th Street and South Street, rather than at street level where activation of the street is encouraged, and the expanse of blank parking garage walls fronting those streets.			UCSF


									Retail Gatehouse Visual Impact:   Retail Gatehouse is located in UCSF view easement and will have a visual impact.			UCSF


									Construction Nighttime Lighting Effects:   Construction‐period nighttime lighting and impacts on adjacent land uses should be analyzed, and mitigation measures imposed as appropriate.			UCSF


						Population and Housing			Construction Employment Data:  Construction job data presented in Initial Study probably dates back from the end of 2013; construction has gone up greatly over the last year; need to make sure outdated data is not used.			J.R. Eppler


						Cultural and Paleontological Resources			Mitigation for Cultural Resources:  Contact appropriate regional archaeological Information Center.  If archaeological inventory survey is required, prepare report detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.  Contact NAHC for a Sacred Lands File Check, and a list of approprate Native American contacts for consultation concerning the project site and to assist in mitigation measures.  Include in mitigation plan provisions for identification and evaluation of accidentally discovered archaeological resources, per CEQA Section 16064.5(f).   Include in mitigation plan provisions for disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated, which are addressed in PRC 5097.98, in consultation culturally affiliated Native Americans. Include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in mitigation plan (see Health and Safety Code 7050.5, PRC 5097.98, and CEQA Guidelines 15064.5(e)).			Native American Heritage Commission


						Recreation			Project Increase in Use of Bayfront Park.  Initial Study said there would be any substantial increase in the use of existing parks and recreational facilities and would not lead to physical deterioration of existing recreational resources.  However, plan for Bayfront Park never contemplated having 20,000 additional people coming into the neighborhood to use these parks.			Corinne Woods


						Utiltities and Service Systems 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Solid Waste.  There is a significant increase in solid waste handling as a result of the Giants; the burden of cleanup ends up on Mission Bay and not the City's general fund.  Analysis of Warriors project should reflect the increase burden on Mission Bay community from increased solid waste.			Corinne Woods


						Public Services
(non-Police/Fire Protection)			None


						Biological Resources			None


						Geology and Soils			None


						Hydrology and Water Quality 
(non-Stormwater/Wastewater)			Subsurface Design:  Site is too wet; will not be able to successfully build underground parking . . .			Richard Hutson


						Hazards and Hazardous Materials			Cumulative Construction-Related Hazardous Materials Impacts. Concerned about hazardous waste releases from all the cumulative construction that will be going on in the project area (within a 3 to 4 block radius) at same time as the Warriors project.			Holly Friedman


						Minerals and Energy Resources			None


						Agriculture and Forest Reserves			None


						Non-SEIR Issues Raised During Scoping Process			SEIR should include a study of potential long-term comprehensive and positive socio-economic benefits and impacts available through integration and creation of a model High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom within the GSW development			Dennis MacKenzie


									SEIR should study the interdependent public-private sector benefits that the GSW Classroom can provide for the City's diverse, cross-cultural communities through maximizing, enhancing, expanding and attracting new jobs, career and business opportunities and partnerships through the creation of model education and career development programs.			Dennis MacKenzie


									Event parking must incorporate considerations for residents and their visiting guests to utilize parking without being priced at a rate that is too high to discourage their normal daily use.			Victor Lui; Alfred Kwok


									Study at least one City whose sports arenas are not only close to each other, but in the middle of a residential neighborhood like the one where the Warriors and Giants arenas will reside.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Speakers have indicated that followup surveys would be conducted of businesses in the area to see what's working and what is not working; this should include a resident survey.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Future presentations needs to have charts addressing the residents issues.			Steve/Linda Hawkins


									Structure is out of place; will invade our small town feel neighborhood of North Slopes Potrero Hill.  Traffic noise and crime have increased over the years. Offices, parking lots and congestion is already increasing with the UCSF campus.			Margo Hill


									Warriors have gone above and beyond to see what people in the community are looking for in terms of environmental needs of the community and what the CAC is asking (e.g., auger drill piles).  Construction in the area has been noisy over the past four years.			Michael Drummond


									Warriors are carefully studying impacts of the project; project will create a center for the neighborhood and bring city and regional activity to Mission Bay area, and add to sense of neighborhood.			Alex Mitra


									The event center will bring in more people to San Francisco, which will help the Hotel Council of San Francisco's hotel employees, the majority of who live in San Francisco.			Kevin Carroll


									Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency			State Clearinghouse
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Agenda for Tomorrow"s Meeting re: Warriors" Event Center
Date: Saturday, January 10, 2015 9:15:20 AM


Well, there seems to have been discussion in the past between the Warriors and the 
City about using a portion of Pier 70 - I think a portion that may become a park - as 
parking for the Event Center, as it is about the same distance from the event center 
as Lot A. 
Adam was estimating that about 70 spaces could be accommodated on that site, 
and Jessie had said that they had estimated about 300 spaces. Everyone pretty 
much concurred that the effort to provide 70 temporary spaces doesn't make much 
sense, but 300 spaces might.
It would not be something that we address in our analysis now.  But I think it is 
something that we can talk about in general terms either in the parking section, or 
in RTC.


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


On Jan 10, 2015, at 8:59 AM, Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> 
wrote:


What is the agenda item “pier 70 parking’ about? 
 
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, January 9, 2015 7:14 AM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran
Subject: Re: Agenda for Tomorrow's Meeting re: Warriors' Event Center
 
I agree. We should definitely have a follow-up with MTA/EP to discuss the 
meeting content. 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Sent: Friday, January 9, 2015 6:09 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran
Subject: Fwd: Agenda for Tomorrow's Meeting re: Warriors' Event Center
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Hi all
FYI, the items on the agenda for this morning's meeting between UCSF and the 
Warriors.
I don't understand how this meeting is happening without SFMTA there, but 
we'll see.
Jose and I will be attending in person, and Brett will be calling in.
 
We will probably have a mitigation measure that requires the Event Center 
operators/owners to join and participate actively in the Ballpark/Mission Bay 
Transportation Coordinating Committee.  Maybe the committee can be 
renamed to refer to both venues and the area in general.  What do you think 
about listing the traffic measures, along with others SFMTA identifies, as 
examples of measures that may reduce impacts of the combined events?  I 
would like to discuss this with EP after this meeting.
 
The measures noted in the agenda can be explored, but definitely not 
something that the Warriors can commit to at this time. Especially without 
anyone from the City at this meeting.  I thought that Peter was going to this 
meeting, but he is not on the  email distribution.
 
 
Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
 


 
Begin forwarded message:


From: "Wong, Diane C." <Diane.Wong@ucsf.edu>
Subject: Agenda for Tomorrow's Meeting re: Warriors' Event Center
Date: January 8, 2015 at 4:25:34 PM PST
To: "Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com)" <cmiller@stradasf.com>, "Kate 
Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, 
"Bob Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com)" 
<B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>, "'M.Hawkins@fehrandpeers.com'" 
<M.Hawkins@fehrandpeers.com>, "'C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com'" 
<C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com>, José I. Farrán 
[jifarran@adavantconsulting.com] <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, 
"'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, "Cox, Kevin" 
<Kevin.Cox@ucsf.edu>, 'Tim Erney' <terney@kittelson.com>, Ribeka 
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Toda <rtoda@kittelson.com>, "'jblout@stradasf.com'" 
<jblout@stradasf.com>, "'dcarlock@warriors.com'" 
<dcarlock@warriors.com>, "Eckblad, Stuart" <Stuart.Eckblad@ucsf.edu>
Cc: "Yamauchi, Lori" <Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu>, "Beauchamp, Kevin" 
<Kevin.Beauchamp@ucsf.edu>, "Subbarayan, Kamala" 
<Kamala.Subbarayan@ucsf.edu>
 
Attached is the agenda for tomorrow morning’s meeting.  The dial-in number is below 
for those calling in.
 
Primary Dial-In                  1 (866) 629-7499
Passcode:                            6472727# (Be sure to hit the pound key after entering 
passcode)
 
Diane
 
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: Paul Mitchell
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Dan Bacon; Kate Aufhauser; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; Bereket, Immanuel


(CII)
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27:56 PM
Attachments: image001.png


150106 RWDI Preliminary Results - Warrior"s Arena - 1401775.pdf


Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the



mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:CBennett@esassoc.com

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com

mailto:immanuel.bereket@sfgov.org

mailto:immanuel.bereket@sfgov.org

mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com








Employee Job Title 
 



 



APPENDICESAPPENDICES 











Warrior’s Arena – San Francisco, CA 
Pedestrian Wind Consultation 
RWDI#1401775 
January 6, 2015 
  



Page 1 of 1 
 
 
 
 
 



 



 



Reputation   Resources   Results  Canada   |   USA   |   UK   |   India   |   China   |   Hong Kong   |   Singapore     www.rwdi.com 



APPENDIX A:  SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING CODE SECTION 148 



Reduction of Ground-level Wind Currents in C-3 Districts 



a) Requirement and Exception. In C-3 Districts, buildings and additions to existing buildings shall 
be shaped, or other wind-baffling measures shall be adopted, so that the developments will not 
cause ground-level wind currents to exceed, more than 10 percent of the time year round, 
between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., the comfort level of 11 m.p.h. equivalent wind speed in areas of 
substantial pedestrian use and seven m.p.h. equivalent wind speed in public seating areas. 



When preexisting ambient wind speeds exceed the comfort level, or when a proposed building or 
addition may cause ambient wind speeds to exceed the comfort level, the building shall be 
designed to reduce the ambient wind speeds to meet the requirements. An exception may be 
granted, in accordance with the provisions of Section 309, allowing the building or addition to add 
to the amount of time that the comfort level is exceed by the least practical amount if (1) it can be 
shown that a building or addition cannot be shaped and other wind-baffling measures cannot be 
adopted to meet the foregoing requirements without creating an unattractive and ungainly 
building form and without unduly restricting the development potential of the building site in 
question, and (2) it is concluded that, because of the limited amount by which the comfort level is 
exceeded, the limited location in which the comfort level is exceeded, or the limited time during 
which the comfort level is exceeded, the addition is insubstantial. 



No exception shall be granted and no building or addition shall be permitted that causes 
equivalent wind speeds to reach or exceed the hazard level of 26 miles per hour for a single hour 
of the year. 



b) Definition. The term "equivalent wind speed" shall mean an hourly mean wind speed adjusted to 
incorporate the effects of gustiness or turbulence on pedestrians. 



c) Guidelines. Procedures and Methodologies for implementing this section shall be specified by 
the Office of Environmental Review of the Department of City Planning. (added by Ord. 414-85, 
App. 9/17/85) 



 











 



 



Directional Distribution (%) of Winds (Blowing From) Figure No.     App. C2 
 



San Francisco International Airport (1982 - 2012) 
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Wind Speed 



(mph) 
Probability (%) 



Summer Winter 



 
Calm 4.5 12.0 



 
1-5 9.1 20.2 



 
6-10 25.5 29.9 



 
11-15 29.2 21.5 



 
16-20 18.1 9.3 



 
>20 13.5 7.1 
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        Table 1:  Wind Comfort Results 
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Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 10% 
of Time (mph) 



Percent of Time 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 11 mph E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



1 
 



11 10   



2 
 



11 10   



3 
 



15 26 e 



4 
 



7 1   



5 
 



14 22 e 



6 
 



16 30 e 



7 
 



15 25 e 



8 
 



16 28 e 



9 
 



18 37 e 



10 
 



11 10   



11 
 



14 21 e 



12 
 



11 10   



13 
 



13 20 e 



14 
 



14 24 e 



15 
 



11 10   



16 
 



11 10   



17 
 



12 13 e 



18 
 



15 26 e 



19 
 



13 19 e 



20 
 



10 7   



21 
 



10 8   



22 
 



8 1   



23 
 



11 10   



24 
 



9 4   



25 
 



7 0   



26 
 



6 0   



27 
 



12 15 e 



28 
 



13 19 e 



29 
 



8 1   



30 
 



12 15 e 



31 
 



13 17 e 



32 
 



15 25 e 



33 
 



16 28 e 



34 
 



6 0   



35 
 



9 3   



36 
 



13 19 e 











 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Table 1:  Wind Comfort Results 



 



Reputation   Resources   Results             Canada   |   USA   |   UK   |   India   |   China  |   Hong Kong  |   Singapore                               www.rwdi.com 



Warrior’s Arena – San Francisco, CA  
Pedestrian Wind Study  
RWDI#1401775 
January 06, 2015  



Page 2 of 3 
 



References 
 



Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 10% 
of Time (mph) 



Percent of Time 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 11 mph E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



37 
 



5 0   



38 
 



7 0   



39 
 



15 26 e 



40 
 



16 29 e 



41 
 



12 14 e 



42 
 



16 30 e 



43 
 



19 46 e 



44 
 



23 49 e 



45 
 



20 45 e 



46 
 



10 6   



47 
 



12 14 e 



48 
 



9 6   



49 
 



13 20 e 



50 
 



14 23 e 



51 
 



12 16 e 



52 
 



12 13 e 



53 
 



9 5   



54 
 



10 6   



55 
 



10 5   



56 
 



11 10   



57 
 



9 4   



58 
 



11 10   



59 
 



8 1   



60 
 



13 18 e 



61 
 



10 7   



62 
 



16 32 e 



63 
 



15 26 e 



64 
 



18 40 e 



65 
 



16 29 e 



66 
 



13 16 e 



67 
 



9 4   



68 
 



9 6   



69 
 



6 2   



70 
 



5 0   



71 
 



15 26 e 



72 
 



14 24 e 
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Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 10% 
of Time (mph) 



Percent of Time 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 11 mph E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



73 
 



16 31 e 



74 
 



14 24 e 



75 
 



15 27 e 



76 
 



12 12 e 



77 
 



12 14 e 



78 
 



13 16 e 



79 
 



9 4   



80 
 



4 0   



81 
 



7 4   



82 
 



9 5   



83 
 



12 11 e 



84 
 



7 0   



85 
 



10 7   



86 
 



7 2   



87 
 



6 0   



88 
 



5 0   



89 
 



5 0   



90 
 



6 0   



91 
 



6 0   



92 
 



6 0   



93 
 



7 1   



94 
 



5 0   



95 
 



9 3   



96 
 



13 22 e 



97 
 



9 4   



98 
 



11 10   



     



Average Speed & 
Percentages, 



Total Exceedances 
 



11 14 47 
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Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 
1hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



1 
 



28 0   



2 
 



23 0   



3 
 



32 0   



4 
 



13 0   



5 
 



25 0   



6 
 



31 0   



7 
 



32 0   



8 
 



30 0   



9 
 



37 2 e 



10 
 



27 0   



11 
 



24 0   



12 
 



21 0   



13 
 



25 0   



14 
 



31 0   



15 
 



21 0   



16 
 



20 0   



17 
 



21 0   



18 
 



28 0   



19 
 



23 0   



20 
 



18 0   



21 
 



26 0   



22 
 



15 0   



23 
 



22 0   



24 
 



19 0   



25 
 



14 0   



26 
 



12 0   



27 
 



25 0   



28 
 



26 0   



29 
 



15 0   



30 
 



22 0   



31 
 



28 0   



32 
 



31 0   



33 
 



31 0   



34 
 



11 0   
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Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 
1hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



35 
 



16 0   



36 
 



23 0   



37 
 



12 0   



38 
 



14 0   



39 
 



33 0   



40 
 



34 0   



41 
 



23 0   



42 
 



29 0   



43 
 



35 0   



44 
 



42 33 e 



45 
 



36 0   



46 
 



23 0   



47 
 



38 4 e 



48 
 



30 0   



49 
 



23 0   



50 
 



25 0   



51 
 



21 0   



52 
 



31 0   



53 
 



26 0   



54 
 



21 0   



55 
 



17 0   



56 
 



28 0   



57 
 



17 0   



58 
 



23 0   



59 
 



15 0   



60 
 



26 0   



61 
 



20 0   



62 
 



39 5 e 



63 
 



27 0   



64 
 



34 0   



65 
 



41 9 e 



66 
 



34 0   



67 
 



19 0   



68 
 



25 0   
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Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 
1hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



69 
 



20 0   



70 
 



11 0   



71 
 



31 0   



72 
 



30 0   



73 
 



34 0   



74 
 



30 0   



75 
 



33 0   



76 
 



24 0   



77 
 



26 0   



78 
 



31 0   



79 
 



18 0   



80 
 



9 0   



81 
 



25 0   



82 
 



20 0   



83 
 



25 0   



84 
 



13 0   



85 
 



19 0   



86 
 



17 0   



87 
 



12 0   



88 
 



9 0   



89 
 



9 0   



90 
 



12 0   



91 
 



12 0   



92 
 



11 0   



93 
 



15 0   



94 
 



10 0   



95 
 



19 0   



96 
 



28 0   



97 
 



19 0   



98 
 



25 0   



     



Average Speed &  
Total Exceedances  



24 mph 53 hrs 5 



 











Employee Job Title 
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Wind Tunnel Study Model Figure No. 1 
 



Proposed Configuration 



 



Date:  January 5, 2015 Warrior’s Arena – San Francisco, CA Project #1401775 
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Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com





510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com
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mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com

http://www.rwdi.com/

https://twitter.com/RWDI

https://twitter.com/RWDI

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com





Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
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Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with


preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission
Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project



http://www.rwdi.com/

https://twitter.com/RWDI
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site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.


 
Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 


RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for
the sole use of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is
privileged and/or confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly
prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately by replying to
this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.
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this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.
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email or attachments.



mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 10:27:13 PM


Clarke i am fine with whatever. What do you personally want to do. The plus for me
doing it is that it keeps it to just Rick for an intro, David M for design, and me the
rest. But you also do the tmp and sbe so well. I just usually try to minimize too
many switching since it takes up time and makes it more complicated.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:01/05/2015 10:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII


I agree we need a check-in. Does 8:30am tomorrow morning work? I believe Manica is traveling at
that time, and if so, we can catch him up when he arrives.
 
I apologize for playing catch-up, but I’ve now had a chance to review the PPT deck Catherine
proposed on Dec. 24 and have compared it to the slides we proposed, particularly as it relates to the
SBE section. I think the level of detail in Catherine’s slides are sufficient and more digestible, and
therefore I recommend reverting back to that instead of all the bar and pie charts in the current SBE
section. If the group agrees with that approach, then Catherine, please let us know if you would
want to present on SBE or if you prefer me to do so; I’m fine either way.
 
And same goes for TMP. We can pick up the edits below easily, but we need to decide who’s
presenting. I’m fine with you leading this section or I can.
 
Kate, what’s the drop-dead time to send this to the printer in the morning?
 
Clarke
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going to do the SBE,
but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I was told to keep the entire
presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the more slides the more someone talks.  We
need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10 minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone
understands the time limitations.
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Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t want to switch
back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that takes time and makes it
confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of those, then I will have you move the
DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental Review Process slides so that I can close out with
them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the following
changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are required to comply
with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
 
Add back in the following:


¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First Source Hiring
Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF residents


 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
 
I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
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Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my voicemail I
left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or expecting someone from
GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now and I’ll check in
the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could
transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more
SBE information than you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by
formatting, not content. Hope that works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com





510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


<image001.png>
website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the
purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
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Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam
change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits. 
I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you
would like to see it, I can forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
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www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15
hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for
tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone
speaking should sit in the front row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a
good chance you will be called to answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have
talked about?)
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I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies
(David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby
concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these
slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away
from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission
meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday
once I have them done.    Once you have made the minor comments below,
please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors
are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan
and a couple of the pretty pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but
not necessary.
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Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still
set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened
on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at
this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a
few more sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE
program and that they look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed
the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND
to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation. 
But they need to be asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program
(don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along
with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you
have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th


and we can mention them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo







 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10
minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either
get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to
get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-
up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with
support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to
show support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would
recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the
Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her
thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a
great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Terezia Nemeth
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: Uber is back
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 6:18:14 PM


Sorry. Went to Commission with the Warriors today. 


Pedro, could you please let me know if you are available at 3.30 on Thursday the
15th?


Also, Manny are you available? 


Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Terezia Nemeth
Date:01/06/2015 6:13 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: Re: Uber is back


Hi Catherine
Any update on possible dates?
I talked to George today and we are getting that process underway. But I think getting your feedback
on the design concept soon is important to the success of the project. 


So let me know dates that could work. 
Thanks
Terezia


Terezia Nemeth 
Consultant 
415-559-1732 
Tnemeth@are.com 


 
From: Terezia Nemeth 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 06:10 PM
To: 'Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org' <Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Re: Uber is back 
 
I can do after 3:30 if that works for you. 
Are other days possible? Why don't you give me some times next week if possible or if not the
following week. 
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Would love to catch up for lunch. 


Terezia Nemeth 
Consultant 
415-559-1732 
Tnemeth@are.com 


 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 04:24 PM
To: Terezia Nemeth 
Subject: RE: Uber is back 
 
Happy new year to you too! Pedro is back tomorrow so I will check his availability.
Thursday the 15th on the pm may be a bit difficult ( or at least not 1.45 to 3.3).
What other times would work for you? Would also love to set up lunch to catch up.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Terezia Nemeth
Date:01/02/2015 11:34 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: Uber is back


Hi Catherine
Hope you had great holidays. 


Uber has now decided on a design approach. ARE is going to work with George to put together a full
team of consultants to meet the new SBE requirements. 


They have a design concept that I think we need to review with you sooner rather than later. Do you all
have time on Thursday 1/15 in the afternoon?  I can't do morning. 
Or another day that week?


Let me know what you think. They have some big design ideas. 


Thanks
Terezia


Terezia Nemeth
Consultant
415-559-1732
Tnemeth@are.com








From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: pmitchell@esassoc.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Re: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 8:38:39 PM


Thank you Commander.  Happy New Year,


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625


On Jan 5, 2015, at 5:08 PM, Redmond, Michael (POL)
<michael.redmond@sfgov.org> wrote:


Adam,
 
Attached are the responses, sorry for the delay.
 
Mike
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:31
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: 'pmitchell@esassoc.com'; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Commander:


I hope you had a good holiday break.  Just checking in to see if you will be able to
supply responses to the attached questions on the Warriors arena for the
environmental review team by COB today.


Best,


Adam
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: 'pmitchell@esassoc.com'; 'Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org)'; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Commander:
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Good to see you last week.  I look forward to reconvening with the Warriors in the new
year.  Attached please find an SFPD specific data request for the Warriors arena in
Mission Bay.  Paul Mitchell of ESA has organized the specific questions and your prior
responses for the old site at Piers 30-32.  Can you look through and update as
necessary.  In order to maintain our tight environmental review schedule we need


SFPD’s response on or before January 5th.
 
Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 4:41 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Adam:
 
As discussed, please forward the attached Data Request to Commander Michael
Redmond at the SFPD (Michael.Redmond@sfgov.org).  Please note that Commander
Redmond is the same contact that we previously used for the GSW project at the Piers
30-32 site, and he was very helpful in providing information and describing potential
police impacts for that site.  SFPD Deputy Chief Hector Sainez,
Operations Bureau indicated Commander Michael Redmond will continue to the be
appropriate SFPD contact to respond to questions.  Since we are under a severely tight
schedule in preparing the EIR, please have Commander Redmond respond to the
attached questions on or before January 5, 2015.  Thanks very much for your help in
advance, and please call me with any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
-----------------------
 
Commander Michael Redmond:
 
If you recall, you assisted me a few months back in answering some questions
regarding potential impacts of the Golden State Warriors Arena project on the SFPD –
when the project was proposed at Piers 30-32 .  As you may know, the Warriors have
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now shifted the location of their proposed arena to Mission Bay (a site bounded by


South Street, 3rd Street, 16th Street, and Terry A. Francois Blvd). Consequently, our
firm is now working with the City Planning Department and the Office of Investment
and Infrastructure to prepare an Environmental Impact Report for the Warriors Arena
project at the new Mission Bay site.
 
I have attached a number of questions for you to respond to regarding potential
impacts of the project on the SFPD.  You will see that the questions are similar to those
I previously asked of you for the previous Warriors Arena proposal at the Piers 30-32
site, and I also included your previous answers you gave (in red), so you have some
context for how you previously responded to those questions.
 
Since we are under a severely tight schedule in preparing the EIR, please respond to
the attached questions by January 5, 2015.  Please let me know if I can be any help to
you in providing additional information or clarification.  Thanks very much for your help
in advance, and please call me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


<Warriors.docx>
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Dan Bacon; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke


Miller; Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Mary G. Murphy
Subject: Re: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 3:31:35 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thank you both. Looping Mary Murphy in as well.


Paul:
Are you referring to the additional offsite locations you suggested just before the holiday (unfortunately
after the model was finalized)?  When does ESA require that information? Can you confirm that the
wind impact section is not delayed due to these last minute requests from UCSF/ESA, and that this
group is in agreement that the additional testing is required? Perhaps we can discuss at our 4pm today.


Dan:
Please re-send the existing conditions materials you already produced to myself and Clarke. I am having
trouble locating the files in my records.


Kate


Sent from my iPhone


> On Jan 6, 2015, at 2:27 PM, "Paul Mitchell" <PMitchell@esassoc.com> wrote:
>
> Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
>
> Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our preliminary
comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has yet to be
completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response to Dan’s
inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard conditions or will
they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will be requesting input
from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that the City has tended to
focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important factor for the City to consider
when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations experiencing the wind impact would be
used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy locations being the most critical).
>
> Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
>
>
> Paul Mitchell
> ESA | Community Development
> 550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
> San Francisco, CA 94108
> 415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
> pmitchell@esassoc.com<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com]
> Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
> To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
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> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hi Kate/Paul,
>
> Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
>
> Please note a few items.
>
> First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to modify
the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the tunnel for
subsequent follow up testing.
>
> Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing didn’t
allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor layout in the
next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the preliminary
designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard conditions on or
around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph average wind speed
and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
>
> Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have been
reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47.
>
> One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
>
> Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
>
> Best Regards,
>
> Dan
>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]
> Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
>
> Kate Aufhauser
> Project Analyst
>
> 510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
>
> kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
>
> [Golden State Warriors]<http://www.nba.com/warriors/>
>
> website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> | tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
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app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> | social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>
>
> SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>
>
>
>
> From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com]
> Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
> To: Kate Aufhauser
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hi Kate,
>
> Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
>
> Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week, so
we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into the
tunnel for further testing.
>
> Thanks
> Dan
>
> [Description: rwdi-logoWide]
>
> Dan Bacon
> Senior Project Manager/Associate
> Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
> Consulting Engineers & Scientists
> 650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8
> Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com<http://www.rwdi.com>
>
> [Description: stripegen]
> [Description: Canadas 50 best managed companies][Description: RWDI twitter news
feed]<https://twitter.com/RWDI>Follow RWDI on Twitter<https://twitter.com/RWDI>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]
> Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
> Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hello Dan –
> How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
> Thanks,
> Kate
>
> Kate Aufhauser
> Project Analyst
>
> 510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
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>
> kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
>
> [Golden State Warriors]<http://www.nba.com/warriors/>
>
> website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> | tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> | social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>
>
> SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>
>
>
>
> From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Dan:
>
> Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that raised
concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in consideration
of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of 16th/Illiniois; UCSF
hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF building at southwest
corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
>
> Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  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<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
>
> From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com]
> Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
> To: Paul Mitchell
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hi Paul,
>
> Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled to
test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we do
need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with preliminary
results early the week of January 5th.
>
> Thanks Dan
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>
>
>
> [Description: rwdi-logoWide]
>
> Dan Bacon
> Senior Project Manager/Associate
> Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
> Consulting Engineers & Scientists
> 650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8
> Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com<http://www.rwdi.com>
>
> [Description: stripegen]
> [Description: Canadas 50 best managed companies][Description: RWDI twitter news
feed]<https://twitter.com/RWDI>Follow RWDI on Twitter<https://twitter.com/RWDI>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
> Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
> Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Dan:
>
> Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission Bay,
and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the following
to your attention:
>
>
> ·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary scoping
comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address impacts of the GSW
project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene Friend Way near Third Street, and
the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t expect the project to affect conditions
considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway as that location should be located sufficiently
upwind of the project site.  However, we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-
site locations in the project site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF
vicinity, such as along Third Street at Gene Friend Way.
>
> ·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations that
you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide ESA with a map
of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.
>
> Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
>
>
> Paul Mitchell
> ESA | Community Development
> 550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
> San Francisco, CA 94108
> 415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
> pmitchell@esassoc.com<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
> RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for the sole use
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of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is privileged and/or
confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this email and delete the message without retaining
any hard or electronic copies of same. Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made
to their absence in this email or attachments.
>
> RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for the sole use
of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is privileged and/or
confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this email and delete the message without retaining
any hard or electronic copies of same. Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made
to their absence in this email or attachments.
>
> RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for the sole use
of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is privileged and/or
confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this email and delete the message without retaining
any hard or electronic copies of same. Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made
to their absence in this email or attachments.
> <image001.png>
> <image002.gif>
> <image003.gif>
> <image006.gif>
> <image007.gif>
> <150106 RWDI Preliminary Results - Warrior's Arena - 1401775.pdf>








From: Paul Mitchell
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Dan Bacon; Kate Aufhauser; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; Bereket, Immanuel


(CII)
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27:55 PM
Attachments: image001.png


150106 RWDI Preliminary Results - Warrior"s Arena - 1401775.pdf


Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
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APPENDIX A:  SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING CODE SECTION 148 



Reduction of Ground-level Wind Currents in C-3 Districts 



a) Requirement and Exception. In C-3 Districts, buildings and additions to existing buildings shall 
be shaped, or other wind-baffling measures shall be adopted, so that the developments will not 
cause ground-level wind currents to exceed, more than 10 percent of the time year round, 
between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., the comfort level of 11 m.p.h. equivalent wind speed in areas of 
substantial pedestrian use and seven m.p.h. equivalent wind speed in public seating areas. 



When preexisting ambient wind speeds exceed the comfort level, or when a proposed building or 
addition may cause ambient wind speeds to exceed the comfort level, the building shall be 
designed to reduce the ambient wind speeds to meet the requirements. An exception may be 
granted, in accordance with the provisions of Section 309, allowing the building or addition to add 
to the amount of time that the comfort level is exceed by the least practical amount if (1) it can be 
shown that a building or addition cannot be shaped and other wind-baffling measures cannot be 
adopted to meet the foregoing requirements without creating an unattractive and ungainly 
building form and without unduly restricting the development potential of the building site in 
question, and (2) it is concluded that, because of the limited amount by which the comfort level is 
exceeded, the limited location in which the comfort level is exceeded, or the limited time during 
which the comfort level is exceeded, the addition is insubstantial. 



No exception shall be granted and no building or addition shall be permitted that causes 
equivalent wind speeds to reach or exceed the hazard level of 26 miles per hour for a single hour 
of the year. 



b) Definition. The term "equivalent wind speed" shall mean an hourly mean wind speed adjusted to 
incorporate the effects of gustiness or turbulence on pedestrians. 



c) Guidelines. Procedures and Methodologies for implementing this section shall be specified by 
the Office of Environmental Review of the Department of City Planning. (added by Ord. 414-85, 
App. 9/17/85) 



 











 



 



Directional Distribution (%) of Winds (Blowing From) Figure No.     App. C2 
 



San Francisco International Airport (1982 - 2012) 
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Winter 



(November - April) 



 
Summer 



(May - October) 



 
Wind Speed 



(mph) 
Probability (%) 



Summer Winter 



 
Calm 4.5 12.0 



 
1-5 9.1 20.2 



 
6-10 25.5 29.9 



 
11-15 29.2 21.5 



 
16-20 18.1 9.3 



 
>20 13.5 7.1 
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References 
 



Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 10% 
of Time (mph) 



Percent of Time 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 11 mph E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



1 
 



11 10   



2 
 



11 10   



3 
 



15 26 e 



4 
 



7 1   



5 
 



14 22 e 



6 
 



16 30 e 



7 
 



15 25 e 



8 
 



16 28 e 



9 
 



18 37 e 



10 
 



11 10   



11 
 



14 21 e 



12 
 



11 10   



13 
 



13 20 e 



14 
 



14 24 e 



15 
 



11 10   



16 
 



11 10   



17 
 



12 13 e 



18 
 



15 26 e 



19 
 



13 19 e 



20 
 



10 7   



21 
 



10 8   



22 
 



8 1   



23 
 



11 10   



24 
 



9 4   



25 
 



7 0   



26 
 



6 0   



27 
 



12 15 e 



28 
 



13 19 e 



29 
 



8 1   



30 
 



12 15 e 



31 
 



13 17 e 



32 
 



15 25 e 



33 
 



16 28 e 



34 
 



6 0   



35 
 



9 3   



36 
 



13 19 e 
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References 
 



Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 10% 
of Time (mph) 



Percent of Time 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 11 mph E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



37 
 



5 0   



38 
 



7 0   



39 
 



15 26 e 



40 
 



16 29 e 



41 
 



12 14 e 



42 
 



16 30 e 



43 
 



19 46 e 



44 
 



23 49 e 



45 
 



20 45 e 



46 
 



10 6   



47 
 



12 14 e 



48 
 



9 6   



49 
 



13 20 e 



50 
 



14 23 e 



51 
 



12 16 e 



52 
 



12 13 e 



53 
 



9 5   



54 
 



10 6   



55 
 



10 5   



56 
 



11 10   



57 
 



9 4   



58 
 



11 10   



59 
 



8 1   



60 
 



13 18 e 



61 
 



10 7   



62 
 



16 32 e 



63 
 



15 26 e 



64 
 



18 40 e 



65 
 



16 29 e 



66 
 



13 16 e 



67 
 



9 4   



68 
 



9 6   



69 
 



6 2   



70 
 



5 0   



71 
 



15 26 e 



72 
 



14 24 e 
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References 
 



Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 10% 
of Time (mph) 



Percent of Time 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 11 mph E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



73 
 



16 31 e 



74 
 



14 24 e 



75 
 



15 27 e 



76 
 



12 12 e 



77 
 



12 14 e 



78 
 



13 16 e 



79 
 



9 4   



80 
 



4 0   



81 
 



7 4   



82 
 



9 5   



83 
 



12 11 e 



84 
 



7 0   



85 
 



10 7   



86 
 



7 2   



87 
 



6 0   



88 
 



5 0   



89 
 



5 0   



90 
 



6 0   



91 
 



6 0   



92 
 



6 0   



93 
 



7 1   



94 
 



5 0   



95 
 



9 3   



96 
 



13 22 e 



97 
 



9 4   



98 
 



11 10   



     



Average Speed & 
Percentages, 



Total Exceedances 
 



11 14 47 



 











 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Table 2:  Wind Hazard Results 
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References 
 



Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 
1hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



1 
 



28 0   



2 
 



23 0   



3 
 



32 0   



4 
 



13 0   



5 
 



25 0   



6 
 



31 0   



7 
 



32 0   



8 
 



30 0   



9 
 



37 2 e 



10 
 



27 0   



11 
 



24 0   



12 
 



21 0   



13 
 



25 0   



14 
 



31 0   



15 
 



21 0   



16 
 



20 0   



17 
 



21 0   



18 
 



28 0   



19 
 



23 0   



20 
 



18 0   



21 
 



26 0   



22 
 



15 0   



23 
 



22 0   



24 
 



19 0   



25 
 



14 0   



26 
 



12 0   



27 
 



25 0   



28 
 



26 0   



29 
 



15 0   



30 
 



22 0   



31 
 



28 0   



32 
 



31 0   



33 
 



31 0   



34 
 



11 0   
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References 
 



Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 
1hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



35 
 



16 0   



36 
 



23 0   



37 
 



12 0   



38 
 



14 0   



39 
 



33 0   



40 
 



34 0   



41 
 



23 0   



42 
 



29 0   



43 
 



35 0   



44 
 



42 33 e 



45 
 



36 0   



46 
 



23 0   



47 
 



38 4 e 



48 
 



30 0   



49 
 



23 0   



50 
 



25 0   



51 
 



21 0   



52 
 



31 0   



53 
 



26 0   



54 
 



21 0   



55 
 



17 0   



56 
 



28 0   



57 
 



17 0   



58 
 



23 0   



59 
 



15 0   



60 
 



26 0   



61 
 



20 0   



62 
 



39 5 e 



63 
 



27 0   



64 
 



34 0   



65 
 



41 9 e 



66 
 



34 0   



67 
 



19 0   



68 
 



25 0   
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References 
 



Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 
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Wind Tunnel Study Model Figure No. 1 
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Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com





510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
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Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
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Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with


preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission
Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project
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site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.


 
Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 


RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for
the sole use of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is
privileged and/or confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly
prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately by replying to
this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.
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this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.
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this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Agenda for Tomorrow"s Meeting re: Warriors" Event Center
Date: Saturday, January 10, 2015 9:41:17 AM


You are right, these would only be temporary, and at/near Crane Cove Park.  Jessie 
and Adam were going to follow up on this to see if it is even feasible.
My impression was that UCSF has mentioned this a number of times.  Adam came 
with the number of 70 spaces, I believe thinking that the issue would go away, but 
Jessie mentioned 300 spaces.  So they are following it up.
I don't think there is anything we should do at the moment.


On Jan 10, 2015, at 9:19 AM, Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> 
wrote:


Okay thanks.  It would be helpful to understand not only the number of parking spaces 
but also how permanent they would be.  The port is proposing to develop Crane Cove 
Park (is that the location of the proposed parking?) so I am not sure for how long these 
spaces would be available.  Is there a point person on this we can talk to?  Someone @ 
the Port? 
 
From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Saturday, January 10, 2015 9:15 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Agenda for Tomorrow's Meeting re: Warriors' Event Center
 
 
Well, there seems to have been discussion in the past between the Warriors and 
the City about using a portion of Pier 70 - I think a portion that may become a 
park - as parking for the Event Center, as it is about the same distance from the 
event center as Lot A. 
Adam was estimating that about 70 spaces could be accommodated on that site, 
and Jessie had said that they had estimated about 300 spaces. Everyone pretty 
much concurred that the effort to provide 70 temporary spaces doesn't make 
much sense, but 300 spaces might.
It would not be something that we address in our analysis now.  But I think it is 
something that we can talk about in general terms either in the parking section, 
or in RTC.
 
 
 
Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
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On Jan 10, 2015, at 8:59 AM, Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
<viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:


What is the agenda item “pier 70 parking’ about? 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, January 9, 2015 7:14 AM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran
Subject: Re: Agenda for Tomorrow's Meeting re: Warriors' Event Center
 
I agree. We should definitely have a follow-up with MTA/EP to discuss the 
meeting content. 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Sent: Friday, January 9, 2015 6:09 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran
Subject: Fwd: Agenda for Tomorrow's Meeting re: Warriors' Event Center
 
Hi all
FYI, the items on the agenda for this morning's meeting between UCSF and the 
Warriors.
I don't understand how this meeting is happening without SFMTA there, but 
we'll see.
Jose and I will be attending in person, and Brett will be calling in.
 
We will probably have a mitigation measure that requires the Event Center 
operators/owners to join and participate actively in the Ballpark/Mission Bay 
Transportation Coordinating Committee.  Maybe the committee can be 
renamed to refer to both venues and the area in general.  What do you think 
about listing the traffic measures, along with others SFMTA identifies, as 
examples of measures that may reduce impacts of the combined events?  I 
would like to discuss this with EP after this meeting.
 
The measures noted in the agenda can be explored, but definitely not 
something that the Warriors can commit to at this time. Especially without 
anyone from the City at this meeting.  I thought that Peter was going to this 
meeting, but he is not on the  email distribution.
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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
 


 
Begin forwarded message:


From: "Wong, Diane C." <Diane.Wong@ucsf.edu>
Subject: Agenda for Tomorrow's Meeting re: Warriors' Event Center
Date: January 8, 2015 at 4:25:34 PM PST
To: "Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com)" <cmiller@stradasf.com>, "Kate 
Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, 
"Bob Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com)" 
<B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>, "'M.Hawkins@fehrandpeers.com'" 
<M.Hawkins@fehrandpeers.com>, "'C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com'" 
<C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com>, José I. Farrán 
[jifarran@adavantconsulting.com] <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, 
"'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, "Cox, Kevin" 
<Kevin.Cox@ucsf.edu>, 'Tim Erney' <terney@kittelson.com>, Ribeka 
Toda <rtoda@kittelson.com>, "'jblout@stradasf.com'" 
<jblout@stradasf.com>, "'dcarlock@warriors.com'" 
<dcarlock@warriors.com>, "Eckblad, Stuart" <Stuart.Eckblad@ucsf.edu>
Cc: "Yamauchi, Lori" <Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu>, "Beauchamp, Kevin" 
<Kevin.Beauchamp@ucsf.edu>, "Subbarayan, Kamala" 
<Kamala.Subbarayan@ucsf.edu>
 
Attached is the agenda for tomorrow morning’s meeting.  The dial-in number is below 
for those calling in.
 
Primary Dial-In                  1 (866) 629-7499
Passcode:                            6472727# (Be sure to hit the pound key after entering 
passcode)
 
Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
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T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
dwong@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 10:27:13 PM


Clarke i am fine with whatever. What do you personally want to do. The plus for me
doing it is that it keeps it to just Rick for an intro, David M for design, and me the
rest. But you also do the tmp and sbe so well. I just usually try to minimize too
many switching since it takes up time and makes it more complicated.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:01/05/2015 10:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII


I agree we need a check-in. Does 8:30am tomorrow morning work? I believe Manica is traveling at
that time, and if so, we can catch him up when he arrives.
 
I apologize for playing catch-up, but I’ve now had a chance to review the PPT deck Catherine
proposed on Dec. 24 and have compared it to the slides we proposed, particularly as it relates to the
SBE section. I think the level of detail in Catherine’s slides are sufficient and more digestible, and
therefore I recommend reverting back to that instead of all the bar and pie charts in the current SBE
section. If the group agrees with that approach, then Catherine, please let us know if you would
want to present on SBE or if you prefer me to do so; I’m fine either way.
 
And same goes for TMP. We can pick up the edits below easily, but we need to decide who’s
presenting. I’m fine with you leading this section or I can.
 
Kate, what’s the drop-dead time to send this to the printer in the morning?
 
Clarke
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going to do the SBE,
but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I was told to keep the entire
presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the more slides the more someone talks.  We
need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10 minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone
understands the time limitations.
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Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t want to switch
back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that takes time and makes it
confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of those, then I will have you move the
DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental Review Process slides so that I can close out with
them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the following
changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are required to comply
with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
 
Add back in the following:


¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First Source Hiring
Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF residents


 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
 
I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
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Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my voicemail I
left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or expecting someone from
GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now and I’ll check in
the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could
transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more
SBE information than you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by
formatting, not content. Hope that works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
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510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the
purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
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Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam
change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits. 
I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you
would like to see it, I can forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o



http://www.tinyurl.com/WTA-Mailing-List





(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15
hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for
tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone
speaking should sit in the front row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a
good chance you will be called to answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have
talked about?)
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I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies
(David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby
concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these
slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away
from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission
meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday
once I have them done.    Once you have made the minor comments below,
please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors
are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan
and a couple of the pretty pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but
not necessary.
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Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still
set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened
on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at
this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a
few more sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE
program and that they look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed
the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND
to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation. 
But they need to be asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program
(don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along
with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you
have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th


and we can mention them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo







 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10
minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either
get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to
get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-
up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with
support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to
show support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would
recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the
Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her
thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a
great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Jesse Blout; David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 10:10:23 PM


I agree we need a check-in. Does 8:30am tomorrow morning work? I believe Manica is traveling at
that time, and if so, we can catch him up when he arrives.
 
I apologize for playing catch-up, but I’ve now had a chance to review the PPT deck Catherine
proposed on Dec. 24 and have compared it to the slides we proposed, particularly as it relates to the
SBE section. I think the level of detail in Catherine’s slides are sufficient and more digestible, and
therefore I recommend reverting back to that instead of all the bar and pie charts in the current SBE
section. If the group agrees with that approach, then Catherine, please let us know if you would
want to present on SBE or if you prefer me to do so; I’m fine either way.
 
And same goes for TMP. We can pick up the edits below easily, but we need to decide who’s
presenting. I’m fine with you leading this section or I can.
 
Kate, what’s the drop-dead time to send this to the printer in the morning?
 
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going to do the SBE,
but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I was told to keep the entire
presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the more slides the more someone talks.  We
need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10 minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone
understands the time limitations.
 
Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t want to switch
back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that takes time and makes it
confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of those, then I will have you move the
DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental Review Process slides so that I can close out with
them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the following
changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
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-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are required to comply
with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
 
Add back in the following:


¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First Source Hiring
Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF residents


 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
 
I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my voicemail I
left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or expecting someone from
GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now and I’ll check in
the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could
transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more
SBE information than you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by
formatting, not content. Hope that works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
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Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the
purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam
change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits. 
I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you
would like to see it, I can forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
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Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15
hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for
tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone
speaking should sit in the front row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a
good chance you will be called to answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have
talked about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies
(David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby
concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
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Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these
slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away
from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission
meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday
once I have them done.    Once you have made the minor comments below,
please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors
are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan
and a couple of the pretty pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but
not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still
set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened
on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at
this point (ie skin vs massing)



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com
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http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets
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Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a
few more sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE
program and that they look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed
the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND
to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation. 
But they need to be asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program
(don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along
with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you
have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th


and we can mention them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10
minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either
get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to
get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-
up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with
support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to
show support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would
recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the
Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her







thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a
great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Paul Mitchell
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Dan Bacon; Kate Aufhauser; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; Bereket, Immanuel


(CII)
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27:56 PM
Attachments: image001.png


150106 RWDI Preliminary Results - Warrior"s Arena - 1401775.pdf


Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
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APPENDIX A:  SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING CODE SECTION 148 



Reduction of Ground-level Wind Currents in C-3 Districts 



a) Requirement and Exception. In C-3 Districts, buildings and additions to existing buildings shall 
be shaped, or other wind-baffling measures shall be adopted, so that the developments will not 
cause ground-level wind currents to exceed, more than 10 percent of the time year round, 
between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., the comfort level of 11 m.p.h. equivalent wind speed in areas of 
substantial pedestrian use and seven m.p.h. equivalent wind speed in public seating areas. 



When preexisting ambient wind speeds exceed the comfort level, or when a proposed building or 
addition may cause ambient wind speeds to exceed the comfort level, the building shall be 
designed to reduce the ambient wind speeds to meet the requirements. An exception may be 
granted, in accordance with the provisions of Section 309, allowing the building or addition to add 
to the amount of time that the comfort level is exceed by the least practical amount if (1) it can be 
shown that a building or addition cannot be shaped and other wind-baffling measures cannot be 
adopted to meet the foregoing requirements without creating an unattractive and ungainly 
building form and without unduly restricting the development potential of the building site in 
question, and (2) it is concluded that, because of the limited amount by which the comfort level is 
exceeded, the limited location in which the comfort level is exceeded, or the limited time during 
which the comfort level is exceeded, the addition is insubstantial. 



No exception shall be granted and no building or addition shall be permitted that causes 
equivalent wind speeds to reach or exceed the hazard level of 26 miles per hour for a single hour 
of the year. 



b) Definition. The term "equivalent wind speed" shall mean an hourly mean wind speed adjusted to 
incorporate the effects of gustiness or turbulence on pedestrians. 



c) Guidelines. Procedures and Methodologies for implementing this section shall be specified by 
the Office of Environmental Review of the Department of City Planning. (added by Ord. 414-85, 
App. 9/17/85) 



 











 



 



Directional Distribution (%) of Winds (Blowing From) Figure No.     App. C2 
 



San Francisco International Airport (1982 - 2012) 
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Winter 



(November - April) 



 
Summer 



(May - October) 



 
Wind Speed 



(mph) 
Probability (%) 



Summer Winter 



 
Calm 4.5 12.0 



 
1-5 9.1 20.2 



 
6-10 25.5 29.9 



 
11-15 29.2 21.5 



 
16-20 18.1 9.3 



 
>20 13.5 7.1 
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References 
 



Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 10% 
of Time (mph) 



Percent of Time 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 11 mph E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



1 
 



11 10   



2 
 



11 10   



3 
 



15 26 e 



4 
 



7 1   



5 
 



14 22 e 



6 
 



16 30 e 



7 
 



15 25 e 



8 
 



16 28 e 



9 
 



18 37 e 



10 
 



11 10   



11 
 



14 21 e 



12 
 



11 10   



13 
 



13 20 e 



14 
 



14 24 e 



15 
 



11 10   



16 
 



11 10   



17 
 



12 13 e 



18 
 



15 26 e 



19 
 



13 19 e 



20 
 



10 7   



21 
 



10 8   



22 
 



8 1   



23 
 



11 10   



24 
 



9 4   



25 
 



7 0   



26 
 



6 0   



27 
 



12 15 e 



28 
 



13 19 e 



29 
 



8 1   



30 
 



12 15 e 



31 
 



13 17 e 



32 
 



15 25 e 



33 
 



16 28 e 



34 
 



6 0   



35 
 



9 3   



36 
 



13 19 e 
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References 
 



Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 10% 
of Time (mph) 



Percent of Time 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 11 mph E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



37 
 



5 0   



38 
 



7 0   



39 
 



15 26 e 



40 
 



16 29 e 



41 
 



12 14 e 



42 
 



16 30 e 



43 
 



19 46 e 



44 
 



23 49 e 



45 
 



20 45 e 



46 
 



10 6   



47 
 



12 14 e 



48 
 



9 6   



49 
 



13 20 e 



50 
 



14 23 e 



51 
 



12 16 e 



52 
 



12 13 e 



53 
 



9 5   



54 
 



10 6   



55 
 



10 5   



56 
 



11 10   



57 
 



9 4   



58 
 



11 10   



59 
 



8 1   



60 
 



13 18 e 



61 
 



10 7   



62 
 



16 32 e 



63 
 



15 26 e 



64 
 



18 40 e 



65 
 



16 29 e 



66 
 



13 16 e 



67 
 



9 4   



68 
 



9 6   



69 
 



6 2   



70 
 



5 0   



71 
 



15 26 e 



72 
 



14 24 e 
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References 
 



Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 10% 
of Time (mph) 



Percent of Time 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 11 mph E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



73 
 



16 31 e 



74 
 



14 24 e 



75 
 



15 27 e 



76 
 



12 12 e 



77 
 



12 14 e 



78 
 



13 16 e 



79 
 



9 4   



80 
 



4 0   



81 
 



7 4   



82 
 



9 5   



83 
 



12 11 e 



84 
 



7 0   



85 
 



10 7   



86 
 



7 2   



87 
 



6 0   



88 
 



5 0   



89 
 



5 0   



90 
 



6 0   



91 
 



6 0   



92 
 



6 0   



93 
 



7 1   



94 
 



5 0   



95 
 



9 3   



96 
 



13 22 e 



97 
 



9 4   



98 
 



11 10   



     



Average Speed & 
Percentages, 



Total Exceedances 
 



11 14 47 



 











 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Table 2:  Wind Hazard Results 
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References 
 



Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 
1hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



1 
 



28 0   



2 
 



23 0   



3 
 



32 0   



4 
 



13 0   



5 
 



25 0   



6 
 



31 0   



7 
 



32 0   



8 
 



30 0   



9 
 



37 2 e 



10 
 



27 0   



11 
 



24 0   



12 
 



21 0   



13 
 



25 0   



14 
 



31 0   



15 
 



21 0   



16 
 



20 0   



17 
 



21 0   



18 
 



28 0   



19 
 



23 0   



20 
 



18 0   



21 
 



26 0   



22 
 



15 0   



23 
 



22 0   



24 
 



19 0   



25 
 



14 0   



26 
 



12 0   



27 
 



25 0   



28 
 



26 0   



29 
 



15 0   



30 
 



22 0   



31 
 



28 0   



32 
 



31 0   



33 
 



31 0   



34 
 



11 0   
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Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 
1hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



35 
 



16 0   



36 
 



23 0   



37 
 



12 0   



38 
 



14 0   



39 
 



33 0   



40 
 



34 0   



41 
 



23 0   



42 
 



29 0   



43 
 



35 0   



44 
 



42 33 e 



45 
 



36 0   



46 
 



23 0   



47 
 



38 4 e 



48 
 



30 0   



49 
 



23 0   



50 
 



25 0   



51 
 



21 0   



52 
 



31 0   



53 
 



26 0   



54 
 



21 0   



55 
 



17 0   



56 
 



28 0   



57 
 



17 0   



58 
 



23 0   



59 
 



15 0   



60 
 



26 0   



61 
 



20 0   



62 
 



39 5 e 



63 
 



27 0   



64 
 



34 0   



65 
 



41 9 e 



66 
 



34 0   



67 
 



19 0   



68 
 



25 0   
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Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 
1hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



69 
 



20 0   



70 
 



11 0   



71 
 



31 0   



72 
 



30 0   



73 
 



34 0   



74 
 



30 0   



75 
 



33 0   



76 
 



24 0   



77 
 



26 0   



78 
 



31 0   



79 
 



18 0   



80 
 



9 0   



81 
 



25 0   



82 
 



20 0   



83 
 



25 0   



84 
 



13 0   



85 
 



19 0   



86 
 



17 0   



87 
 



12 0   



88 
 



9 0   



89 
 



9 0   



90 
 



12 0   



91 
 



12 0   



92 
 



11 0   



93 
 



15 0   



94 
 



10 0   



95 
 



19 0   



96 
 



28 0   



97 
 



19 0   



98 
 



25 0   



     



Average Speed &  
Total Exceedances  



24 mph 53 hrs 5 
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Wind Tunnel Study Model Figure No. 1 
 



Proposed Configuration 



 



Date:  January 5, 2015 Warrior’s Arena – San Francisco, CA Project #1401775 
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Pedestrian Wind Hazard Conditions - Option 7 
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Office Tower Floor 5
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Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com





510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
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Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
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Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with


preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission
Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project
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site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.


 
Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 


RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for
the sole use of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is
privileged and/or confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly
prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately by replying to
this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.
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prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately by replying to
this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.
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prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately by replying to
this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Tran, Michael (PUC); Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie (PUC); Shrestha, Bimayendra; Graham, Richard (DPW)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Molly Hayes; "Clarke Miller"; "Murphy, Mary G."; Kern, Chris (CPC); Joyce Hsiao; Mary


McDonald; Paul Mitchell; Sravan Paladugu; "Jacob Nguyen"; Ed Boscacci
Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 8:24:24 PM
Attachments: image001.png


2015.01.12_GSW_Water&Sewer_Update_V3_Signed.pdf


All –
 
Per today’s call between BKF and PUC/DPW staff, please find a final (*stamped) Water and Sewer
Analysis attached to this email. In addition and in response to questions raised this morning, GSW
can confirm post-construction dewatering is still not anticipated or required for the project.
 
Please reach out with any further questions. We look forward to reviewing the first results of the
DPW analysis in three weeks’ time.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 7:20 PM
To: 'Jacob Nguyen'; 'Ed Boscacci'; Kate Aufhauser; Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie; 525GG Building
Access Requests; Shrestha, Bimayendra
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori; Jurosek, Marla; Reilly, Catherine; 'David
Carlock'; Molly Hayes; 'Graham, Richard (DPW) (richard.graham@sfdpw.org)'; Tam, Bessie; 'Clarke
Miller'; 'Murphy, Mary G.'; Kern, Chris
Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
 
Hello all,
 
Thank you all for responding to this meeting invite to follow up regarding a 12/12 meeting. Please
see agenda attached.  I’d like to clarify tomorrow’s meeting is intended to discuss questions and
comments for the 12/19 and 11/25 BKF sewer analyses reports.  I will setup another follow-up
meeting with management for all other decisions, after all technical personnel agree on a
methodology for sanitary projections.
 
Key technical personnel for tomorrow’s technical meeting:
Kate Aufhauser, GSW
Molly Hayes, GSW
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Executive Summary



The Golden State Warriors organization (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and
buildings for other uses (Project) on approximately 11-acres located in the Mission Bay South Project
Area, a redevelopment area located east of Highway I-280 in San Francisco. The 11-acre site is made up
of Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (Blocks 29-32). The proposed Event Center would serve as the new home of
the Golden State Warriors, with a maximum seating capacity of 18,500and a total area of approximately
775,000 gross square feet (GSF). The Event Center would host all the home NBA games for the Golden
State Warriors, and provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses including concerts, family
shows, conferences, conventions, cultural events and other sporting events.



In addition to Event Center, the Project would include approximately 580,000 total gross square feet in
two office buildings The Project would also include retail space of approximately 125,000 gross square
feet, of which 62,500 square feet would be used for soft goods retail and the remaining for restaurants.



In a memorandum dated September 12, 2014, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC)
asked GSW to provide anticipated average and peak water and sewer demand for the proposed Project.
BKF,  on  behalf  of  GSW,  provided  SFPUC  with  a  report  dated  November  25,  2014,  with  the  requested
information. In the report BKF used California Plumbing Code (CPC) method, which is based on fixture
count,  to  conservatively  estimate  average  and  peak  demand.  After  reviewing  the  report,  SFPUC  in  a
meeting on December 12, 2014, asked BKF to provide average and peak estimates using standard land-
use demand factors for all proposed uses except the Event Center, i.e., office, retail and restaurant uses.
In the meeting, SFPUC agreed that CPC method is appropriate and conservative for estimating average
and peak flows from Event Center. This report documents the standard demand factor methodology
requested by the SFPUC for estimating average and peak for office, retail and restaurant in conjunction
with the CPC method for Event Center.



Several peak scenarios are possible due to the temporal distribution and variety of events at the Event
Center, some of which coincide with other proposed land-uses such as office space, retail and
restaurant. It is highly unlikely that all facilities operate at full capacity at any given time. However, per
the SFPUC’s direction, BKF evaluated the scenario where all proposed uses are at full capacity. Based on
this scenario, the anticipated average and peak water demands for the proposed land-uses are listed in
the table below.



Table 1: Summary of Anticipated Water/Sewer Demand



Project Component GSF Demand Factor
(gpd/1,000 Sq.Ft.)



Average
Flow (gpm)



Peak Flow
(gpm)



Peaking
Factor



Event Center 775,000 NA 52 529 10



Office 580,000 103 41 145 3.5



Retail 62,500 172 7 26 3.5



Restaurant 62,500 300 13 46 3.5



Total (gpm) 114 746
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Sewer flow is directly related to the water consumed by a project. In general, the peak sewer demand is
less than the peak water demand, as unintended storage occurs in the pipes, grease interceptors,
manhole, etc, which is associated with open channel flow hydraulics under which these systems
operate. Because water systems operate under pressure, there is no storage associated with water in
pipes and fittings. However, to be conservative, the average and peak water demands listed in the table
above are taken directly as project sewer demand by ignoring reduction in peak.



The proposed Project peak water demand will be served by nine (9) service laterals branching from
existing low pressure water lines in the streets surrounding the Project. Unlike water, which is looped
around site and fed by single source, sewer in the Project vicinity is split between two sewersheds.



The two sewersheds include the City’s Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station located at Park P15 (MBSPS
P15), located northerly from the Project, and the Mariposa Pump Station (MPS), located southerly from
the Project. Sewer flow from Blocks 29-32 was originally planned to drain equally between two separate
sewersheds. Because the proposed Project would generate higher peak flow than the previously entitled
office space, separate discussions between the SFPUC and GSW will be needed to identify options for
splitting sewer flow between the two sewersheds.
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A. Background



The Golden State Warriors organization (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and
buildings for other uses on approximately 11-acres located in San Francisco, California (Project). The 11-
acre Project site is made up of land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (Blocks 29-32) in the Mission
Bay South Project Area, a redevelopment area located east of Highway I-280 in San Francisco. The site is
bounded by Terry A Francois Boulevard to the east, 3rd Street to the west, 16th Street to the south and
South Street to the north, and is currently vacant except for limited surface parking.



Prior  to  GSW  acquisition  of  the  Project  site,  Blocks  29-32  were  planned  to  be  developed  as  an  office
campus. The office campus was studied in the Mission Bay Environmental Impact Report prepared and
approved in 1998 (98 EIR) and would have included a gross floor area of one (1) million square feet. The
water usage from the entitled office campus was also studied as part of the 98 EIR and was estimated to
be approximately 0.15 Million Gallons per Day (MGD). The average and peak waste water generated
from the entitled office campus was studied in the Mission Bay Project Separated Sewer Analysis
prepared in 2000 and was estimated to be approximately 134 Gallons per Minute (GPM) and 402 GPM,
respectively.



The purpose of this report is to estimate future average and peak water, sewer and recycled water
demands for the proposed Project and the approach used in estimating the demand. This technical
report will assist the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) in planning for offsite
improvements, if necessary, to support the Project and future development planned for the
neighborhood.



The SFPUC memorandum dated September 12, 2014, required GSW to include the following as part of
the report:



1. Average sanitary flow projection with detailed breakdown (GPM).
2. Peak sanitary flow projection with detailed breakdown. Peak scenario should be ultimate sanitary



demand during stadium at full seating capacity including fully active concession stands during
championship game or other events that would represent the MAXIMUM demand at any point in
time for the facility (GPM).



3. Fixture counts including toilets, urinals, wash stations, concession/kitchen sinks, etc.
4. Peak potable and recycled water demands including water service sizes.
5. Preliminary sanitary sewer(s) sizes, discharge location(s) / connection(s) to the street sewer.
6. Confirmation of below-grade facilities such as basements or underground parking facilities.



These items are discussed in the following sections.
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B. Project Description



GSW proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and ancillary structures including multiple
office buildings, retail, restaurants, structure parking, plaza areas, and other amenities on Blocks 29-32.
A summary of the various components of proposed Project are included in Table A and are discussed
below.



Event Center
The  proposed  Event  Center  would  have  a  seating  capacity  of  18,500,  encompassing  a  gross  area  of
approximately 775,000 square feet. The Event Center would serve as the new home of the Golden State
Warriors. The Event Center would host all the home NBA games for the Golden State Warriors, and
provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses including concerts, family shows, conferences,
conventions, cultural events and other sporting events.



The Event Center main floor would include a full length NBA basketball court for Warriors basketball
games, which can also accommodate a stage for performances. Other supporting Event Center facilities
would include player/performer locker rooms, club and press areas, concessions, restrooms, a
commissary, and a large marshalling area. The Warriors practice facility and support offices would also
be integrated within the Event Center.



The practice facility would include two full-length NBA basketball courts with approximately 21,000
square feet of playing surface, a weight room and medical treatment facilities, locker rooms, and a
players’ lounge. The support offices would accommodate Warriors management, coaching and
operations staff, administration, finance, marketing, broadcasting, merchandising, public relations, and
ticket operations. The Event Center would be surrounded by large open plaza areas connected by
ramps.



Office, Retail and Restaurant Uses
The Project would include two office buildings, each including a tower eleven (11) stories high, on the
northwest and southwest corners of the site. The office buildings would encompass a gross combined
area of approximately 580,000 square feet. The Project would also include retail space occupying
multiple areas of the site, including the lower floors of the office buildings, within or adjacent to certain
plaza-facing areas of the Event Center.



The retail space would be approximately 125,000 square feet, of which 62,500 square feet would be
used for soft goods retail and the remaining for restaurants. Approximately 51,500 square feet of the
restaurant space would be used for sit-down type restaurant and the other 11,000 square feet would be
used for quick serve (fast casual) facilities.



Parking and Open Space
The Project would include 950 parking stalls in a parking structure with below-grade parking and at-
grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view. The total parking and loading area is
approximately 475,000 square feet.



The Project open space area would be approximately 180,000 square feet and would consist of large
plaza areas, terrace areas at various levels, landscaped areas and green roof areas. The open space at
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plaza level is approximately 140,000 square feet. The total landscape area is conservatively estimated to
be approximately 30,000 square feet (i.e., 6% of the Project area required for storm water
management). Green roof areas are proposed over the two office podiums that are approximately
40,000 square feet in area. The podiums would be at 90-feet above the street level.



Table A below provides a summary of the proposed land-uses, gross square footage, types of events,
and number of days that the events are anticipated to occur. The employment and average event
attendance figures are provided by GSW for the purpose of calculating water demand.1



1 Based on comparable operational and ticketing data from other NBA venues, and on input from third
party promoters in the Bay Area.
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Table A: Blocks 29-32 Summary of Proposed Land Uses



Project Component
Floor
Area
(GSF)



Capacity
/No. of
Seats



Event Type



No. of
Events
Per
Year



Full-time
Employees



Event
Employees



Average
Attendance



Event Center 775,000 18,500 Pre-season games 3 n/a 1000 11,000
Regular season games 41 n/a 1000 17,000
Playoffs (Maximum
possible) 16 n/a 1000 18,000



Total non-Warriors
games 161



- Concerts 30 n/a 775 12,500
15 n/a 675 3,000



- Family Shows 55 n/a 675 5,000
- Other Sporting Events 30 n/a 675 7,000
- Conventions/
Corporate Events 31 n/a 675 9,000



Practice Facility &
Training Areas (1) 21,000 Practice/training 50



Part of
management
staff below



30 n/a



Event Management &
Team Operations (1) 40,000 Ongoing team/arena



operations (Mon-Fri) 240 255 n/a n/a



Kitchen (1) 32,260 221 n/a
Part of
event staff
above



n/a



GSW Office Space (1) 25,000 240
Part of
management
staff above



n/a n/a



Office Buildings 580,000 260 2,101 n/a n/a
Retail 62,500 n/a



372
n/a



Restaurants 62,500 n/a n/a
Parking 475,000 950
Landscape Area (2) 70,000
Open Space (3) 110,000



Notes:
(1) The 775,000 GSF noted for the Event Center includes the square footage identified for these uses.
(2) Includes landscape area at all levels (i.e., approximately 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscape at plaza level and 40,000 Sq.Ft. at all other
levels for storm water management.
(3) Open Space excludes 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscaped area from roughly 140,000 Sq.Ft. (i.e., 3.2 acres) of open space at plaza level.
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C. Water Demand



Standard demand factors based on land use type were used to estimate average and peak demand for
all proposed land-uses except for the Event Center, i.e., office, retail and restaurant. Because event
centers do not operate in a consistent manner, demand was estimated using event frequency and visitor
attendance estimates specific to this Project2. The methodology used in estimating the average and
peak water demand for proposed land uses is described in the following sub-sections.



I. Average Demand Projection



Event Center
A detailed analysis of water consumed by the Event Center was completed recently to support
the  SFPUC  in  preparing  Water  Supply  Assessment  (WSA)  for  the  Project.  The  analyses  was
documented in the Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 – Water Demand Memorandum dated November
14, 2014, prepared by BKF Engineers (2014 WDM), which was approved by SFPUC. The
approved analyses estimated water consumption using end-use approach. BKF used the 2014
WDM analyses to estimate the daily average during an event with full occupancy. The daily
average demand from the Event Center was estimated to be 52 gallons per minute (GPM).



Office Buildings
A standard demand factor of 103 gallons per day (GPD) per 1,000 square feet is used for office
space in the approved 2014 WDM. In the 2014 WDM, the standard demand factor was
calculated using the SFPUC “Indoor Water Demand” calculator as a reference without adjusting
flow  rate  for  green  building  code.  Table  8  of  the  2014  WDM  attached  here  shows  the
breakdown. A copy of the SFPUC Indoor Water Demand Calculator is also provided here for
reference.



To be consistent, BKF used the same demand factor here to estimate the daily average demand
for office space.



Retail
Similar, a standard demand factor of 172 GPD per 1,000 square feet, taken from the 2014 WDM,
is used to estimate demand for retail space.



Restaurant
The proposed restaurant uses will include quick serve (fast casual) food areas and sit-down
restaurants. Standard water consumption factors were used to estimate demand for both types
of restaurant uses. A standard consumption factor of 300 GPD per 1,000 square feet taken from
Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for Convention and Event Center Project dated
January 03, 2012, was used to predict restaurant water use.



2 Note these estimates also reflect the base assumptions currently being utilized for the Project
Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR).
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II. Peak Demand Projection



Event Center
As noted previously, a standard demand factor is not available for Event Center because event
centers are unique in that they do not operate the same way as more standard land uses.
Therefore, peak water demand from the Event Center is estimated using the 2010 California
Plumbing Code (CPC) method, which is based on actual fixtures available for various end-uses.
Table E of the attachments provide detailed fixture breakdown used for this analyses.



Office, Retail and Restaurant
A peaking factor of 3.5 was applied to the average demand to estimate peak demand for
proposed office, retail, and restaurant uses.



The table below lists estimated demand for different land uses using the two methodologies.



Table B: Average and Peak Water Demand



Project Component GSF Demand Factor
(gpd/1,000 Sq.Ft.)



Average
Flow (gpm)



Peak Flow
(gpm)



Peaking
Factor



Event Center 775,000 NA 52 (i) 529 (ii) 10



Office 580,000 103 (iii) 41 145 3.5



Retail 62,500 172 (iii) 7 26 3.5



Restaurant 62,500 300 (iv) 13 46 3.5



Total (gpm) 114 746
Notes:
i) Daily average during an event at full capacity. Daily average was estimated from the Water Supply



Assessment Water Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014, approved by SFPUC.
ii) Peak water demand based on 100% usage of Event Center Fixtures.
iii) Demand  factor  taken  from  Table  8  of  Water  Demand  Memorandum  dated  November  14,  2014



(attached). The base line demand factor for office space is used here without adjustment for green
building code.



iv) Demand factor taken from Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for the Convention and Event
Center Project dated January 3, 2012 (attached).



Several peak scenarios are possible due to the temporal distribution of events at the Event
Center and the variety of events coinciding with other proposed land-uses. We evaluate such
scenarios and identified that a convention during a weekday would generate the highest peak of
all scenarios. However, per SFPUC’s direction, the peak demand was estimated assuming 100%
of Event Center fixtures are used and the offices, retail and restaurants are all at full capacity.
The total shown above assumes that all proposed uses are at their peak which is very unlikely.



III. Water Service



The proposed Project peak water demand will be served by nine (9) service laterals branching
from existing low pressure water lines in the streets surrounding the Project. Existing low
pressure water lines are located in 3rd Street and South Street, and existing high pressure water
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lines are located in 3rd Street. As part of the future 16th Street and Terry A Francois Boulevard
improvements, new 12 inch low pressure water mains will be installed in these streets. Existing
water laterals that range in size from 4 to 8-inches are located on South Street. New water
laterals  for  domestic  and fire  water  that  range in  size  from 8 to  10-inches  are  proposed along
16th Street. It is also anticipated that new fire hydrants will be required around the project site.
Figure 1, attached, shows the existing and proposed water system surrounding the site.



D. Sanitary Sewer Analyses



Sewer flow from Blocks 29-32 was originally master planned to drain equally between two separate
sewersheds. The two sewersheds include the City’s Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station located at Park
P15 (MBSPS P15), located northerly from the Project, and the Mariposa Pump Station (MPS), located
southerly from the Project. Because the project would generate higher peak than the previously entitled
office space, separate discussions will be needed to identify options for splitting sewer flow between the
two sewersheds.



I. Average and Peak Demand Projection



Since sewer flow is entirely generated from water consumed by a project, the average and peak
water demand estimated in the previous Section C can be used directly to estimate sewer flow.
In general, the peak sewer demand is less than the peak water used, as unintended storage
occurs in the pipes, grease interceptors, manhole, etc, which is associated with open channel
flow hydraulics under which these systems operate. However, the reduction in peak achieved as
a  result  of  this  is  not  considered  to  be  conservative.  The  table  below  lists  average  and  peak
sewer demand for the project.



Table C: Average and Peak Sewer Demand



Project Component GSF Demand Factor
(gpd/1,000 Sq.Ft.)



Average
Flow (gpm)



Peak Flow
(gpm)



Peaking
Factor



Event Center 775,000 NA 52 (i) 529 (ii) 10



Office 580,000 103 (iii) 41 145 3.5



Retail 62,500 172 (iii) 7 26 3.5



Restaurant 62,500 300 (iv) 13 46 3.5



Total (gpm) 114 746
Notes:
i) Daily average during an event at full capacity. Daily average was estimated from the Water Supply



Assessment Water Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014, approved by SFPUC.
ii) Peak water demand based on 100% usage of Event Center Fixtures.
iii) Demand  factor  taken  from  Table  8  of  Water  Demand  Memorandum  dated  November  14,  2014



(attached). The base line demand factor for office space is used here without adjustment for green
building code.



iv) Demand factor taken from Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for the Convention and Event
Center Project dated January 3, 2012 (attached).
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II. Sanitary Sewer Service



The Project proposes multiple laterals branching from the existing sanitary sewer lines located in
3rd Street, 16th Street and South Street. New sanitary sewer mains will  be installed in Terry A
Francois Boulevard with the new street alignment improvements. The sanitary sewer laterals
will vary in size from 6 to 12-inches. The attached Figure 2 shows the existing and proposed site
sanitary sewer system. The proposed laterals arrangement will be re-configured based on future
discussions between SFPUC and GSW on sewer flow split.



E. Recycled Water



Recycled water will be used for flushing toilets (water closet) and urinals, and for irrigation. The peak
demand for recycled water occurs when all toilets and urinals in the Event Center, office, retail and
restaurant  are  flushed  at  the  same  time.  The  peak  associated  with  such  an  event  is  estimated  to  be
approximately 567 GPM. The City’s recycled water supply is not available until 2022. However, the San
Francisco Building Code requires provisions be made in new construction to include piping for this
purpose.  Pipe  fittings  and  valves  will  be  arranged  at  the  flush  valve  water  booster  pump  to  allow  for
change over from the city water system to the recycled water system in the water entry room. The flush
valve  water  booster  pump  will  then  be  used  to  distribute  the  recycled  water  to  the  correct  fixtures
throughout the building.



Existing  8-inch recycled water  mains  are  located on 3rd Street  and South Street.  As  part  of  the future
16th Street and Terry A Francois Boulevard improvements, new 8-inch recycled water mains will be
installed in these streets. Existing 4-inch water laterals are located on South Street. New water laterals
for  recycled water  are  proposed along 16th Street  that  range in  size  from 6 to  8-inches.  The attached
Figure 1 attached shows the existing and proposed recycled water system surrounding the site.



F. Conclusion



Prior  to  GSW  acquisition  of  the  Project  site,  Blocks  29-32  were  planned  to  be  developed  as  an  office
campus. The office campus was studied in the Mission Bay Environmental Impact Report prepared and
approved  in  1998  (98  EIR)  and  would  have  included  a  gross  area  of  one  (1)  million  square  feet.  The
water usage and sewage generation from the entitled office campus was also studied as part of the 98
EIR and in the Mission Bay Project Separated Sewer Analysis prepared in 2000 (2000 SSA), respectively.
The previously estimated demands and the proposed Project demands are summarized in Table D
below.
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Table D: Summary of Average and Peak Projections



Service Type



Previously Entitled Office Proposed Project



Average Peak Average Peak



MGD GPM MGD GPM MGD GPM MGD GPM



Water 0.15 104 0.450 313 0.164 114 1.074 746



Sewer 0.164 114 1.074 746



- Mariposa PS 0.096 67 0.289 201
Unknown



- MBSPS P15 0.096 67 0.289 201



Recycled Water 0.816 567
Notes:
i) The 98 EIR and 2000 SSA use a peaking factor of three (3) to estimate peak demand.



Although the proposed Project is anticipated to increase the peak demand when compared to the peak
estimated for the entitled office campus, the Project is likely to reduce the peak loading on the existing
pump stations. That is because the events that generate the peak flow occur in the evenings when other
land uses served by the pump stations are either inactive or not at their peak usage.
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G. Attachments



Table E: Blocks 29-32 Fixture Type and Count By Landuse



Reference 1: Hunters Curve from 2010 California Plumbing Code
Reference 2: Table 8 of Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 Water Demand Memorandum
Reference 3: SFPUC Indoor Water Demand Calculator part of Non-Potable Water Calculator
Reference 4: Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for Convention and Event Center Project



Figure 1: Existing and Proposed Sanitary Sewer with Demands
Figure 2: Existing and Proposed Water and Recycled Water
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Blocks 29-32
Water Sewer Analyses



1/9/2015



Event
Center



Office Retail Restaurants
Arena
Misc.



Total



Toilet (Water Closet) 5 436 236 6 20 10 708 3,540
Urinals 4 192 76 4 10 4 286 1,144
Lavatory Faucet 1 338 192 4 20 4 558 558
Showerhead 2 40 4 4 0 0 48 96
Floor Drain 0 261 132 6 10 4 413 0
Other 3 81 46 0 0 0 127 381
General Sink Faucet 1.5 176 0 32 17 4 229 344
Pre-rinse Spray Valve 1.5 0 0 21 15 0 36 54
Pot & Pan Wash 3 6 0 21 15 0 42 126
Dishwasher 1.5 2 0 21 15 0 38 57
Service or Mop Basin 3 37 0 19 15 2 73 219
Floor Drain 0 232 0 84 64 8 388 0
Other 3 19 0 0 0 0 19 57



Laundary Commercial Washers 4 3 0 0 0 0 3 12
1,823 686 222 201 36 2,968
4,074 1,822 289 321 82 6,588



Notes:
Event Center Demand



- Event Center Total Fixture Units (WSFUs)  =  4,074 + 82  =  4,156
- Flow Rate for 4,156 WSFUs using Hunters Curve = 529 GPM (assuming 100% of fixture are in use)



Recycled Water
- Recycled water total project toilets and urinals  =  3,540 + 1,144  =  4,684
- Flow Rate for 4,684 WSFUs using Hunters Curve = 567 GPM



Restroom



Food Preparation / Cafeteria /
Concession / Club Bar / Lounge
Kitchen



Table E - Blocks 29-32 Fixture Type and Count By Landuse



Facility Type Fixture Type WSFU
Structure / Building



Total WSFU



6,588
Total Fixtures =
Total WSFUs =
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Blocks 29-32
Project Demand Memo



11/14/2014



1. Visitors
Type Baseline Rate (a) Unit No. of Units (c) Unit Ave Daily Use (c) GPD per Visitor Rate (w/ Code) (e) Unit GPD per Visitor
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 1 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 1 1 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 1 2 1.28 gal/flush 1
Misc 0 0



3 2



2. Full-Time Employees
Type Baseline Rate (a)(b) Unit No. of Units (b)(d) Unit Ave Daily Use (b)(d) GPD per Employee Rate (w/ Code) (e) Unit GPD per Employee
Showerhead 2.5 gal/min 5 min 0.3 4 2 gal/min 3
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 3 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 2 2 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 4 6 1.28 gal/flush 5
Kitchen Faucet 2.2 gal/min 0.25 min 1 1 1.8 gal/min 0
Laundry 4 gal/pound 0.5 pound 0.3 1 4 gal/pound 1



14 10



1. Full-Time Employees
Type Baseline Rate (a)(b) Unit No. of Units (b)(d) Unit Ave Daily Use (b)(d) GPD per Employee Rate (w/ Code) (e) Unit GPD per Employee
Showerhead 2.5 gal/min 5 min 0.3 4 2 gal/min 3
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 3 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 2 2 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 4 6 1.28 gal/flush 5
Kitchen Faucet 2.2 gal/min 0.25 min 1 1 1.8 gal/min 0



Sub-Total = 13 10
200 200
65 49



2. Dishwasher 11.15 gal/cycle 1 cycle 1 11 11.15 gal/cycle 11



3. HVAC/Cooling Demand (f) 0.0196 gal/sf 1000 sf 1 20 0.0196 gal/sf 20



4. Indoor Floor Cleaning (g) 0.75 gal/min 4 min/1,000 sf 0.7 2 0.75 gal/min 2



5. Misc (assumed to be 5%) 4 4
103 87



Sub-Total =



Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =
Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =



Sub-Total =



Sub-Total =



Notes:



GPD per 1,000 GSF = GPD per 1,000 GSF =



(a) Baseline flow rate for showerhead, bathroom faucet, toilet, urinals and kitchen faucet are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction(WE Table 1).



(e) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3).



Office End Uses
Baseline Adjusted for Code



Notes:



Total GPD per 1,000 GSF = Total GPD per 1,000 GSF =



(g) Indoor cleaning flow rate and time required are taken from www.tomcatequip.com. The specs for MAGNUM floor scrubber dryer recommended for sports arena are used. The suggested cleaning rate is 26,000 sf/hr but 15,000
sf/hr is used for calculations to be conservative.



Table 8 - Blocks 29-32 Water Consumption By End-Use (Baseline and Adjusted)



(a) Baseline flow rate for showerhead, bathroom faucet, toilet, urinals and kitchen faucet are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction(WE Table 1).
(b) Gallons of water used by laundry per pound of fabric is taken from webpage @ http://www.allianceforwaterefficiency.org/commercial_laundry.aspx. The equipment type is assumed to be a waher-extractor which is typical fro
small to medium size laundires. Laundry is assumed to be generated by players and event performers from showers and other activities. 30% of all the employees are assumed to be players and event performers.



(d) Duration and Average daily use of fixture flow rates are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2). Average daily use of showerhead is increased from 0.1 to 0.3.



(c) Duration and Average daily use suggested in the 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2) were increased to be specific to event uses. All visitors/spectators are assumed to use
the restrooms.



Adjusted for Code
Event Center End Uses



Baseline



Baseline Adjusted for Code



(f) Water demand for cooling is taken from SFPUC Potable Offset Investigation, April 2012. Water required is the average for 12-months.



(b) Gallons of water used by laundry per pound of fabric is taken from webpage @ http://www.allianceforwaterefficiency.org/commercial_laundry.aspx. The equipment type is assumed to be a waher-extractor which is typical fro
small to medium size laundires. Laundry is assumed to be generated by players and event performers from showers and other activities. 30% of all the employees are assumed to be players and event performers.
(c) Duration and Average daily use suggested in the 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2) were increased to be specific to event uses. All visitors/spectators are assumed to use
the restrooms.
(d) Duration and Average daily use of fixture flow rates are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2). Average daily use of showerhead is increased from 0.1 to 0.3.
(e) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3).
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Blocks 29-32
Project Demand Memo



11/14/2014



Table 8 - Blocks 29-32 Water Consumption By End-Use (Baseline and Adjusted)



1. Customer
Type Baseline Rate (a) Unit No. of Units (b) Unit Ave Daily Use (b) GPD per Customer Rate (w/ Code) (c) Unit GPD per Customer
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 0.5 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 0.4 0 0.5 gal/flush 0
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 0.6 1 1.28 gal/flush 1



1 1
10 10



142 102



2. Employee
Type Baseline Rate (a) Unit No. of Units (b) Unit Ave Daily Use (b) GPD per Employee Rate (w/ Code) (c) Unit GPD per Employee
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 3 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 2 2 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 4 6 1.28 gal/flush 5



9 6
300 300
29 21



172 123



Type Flow Rate (a)(b) Unit No. of Units (a)(b) Unit Ave Yearly Use (c) GPY per 1,000 GSF
Outdoor Hardscape Washdown 5 gal/min 30 min/1,000 sf 4 600



66,000



Parking Area Washdown 5 gal/min 30 min/1,000 sf 2 300
142,500



Indoor Floor Cleaning 0.75 gal/min 4 min/1,000 sf 221 663
513,825



Misc Cleaning (assumed to be 5%) 36,116



758,441



Project Annual Water Use (gal) =
(using harscape area of 110,000 sf)



Project Annual Water Use (gal) =



Sub-Total =
GSF/Customer =



GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =



Retail End Uses



Sub-Total =
GSF/Customer =



GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =
GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Notes:



Notes:



(c) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3).



(using parking GSF of 475,000 sf)



Baseline Adjusted for Code



Baseline Adjusted for Code



Project Annual Water Use (gal) =
(using GSF of 775,000 sf)



Total GPY =



Total GPD per 1,000 GSF =



GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Total GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Washdown & Facility Cleaning



(a) Outdoor power wash flow rate and time required are based on information gathered from local vendors (Puma Power Wash, San Francisco & Clean 'n Seal, Brentwood, CA). A similar flow rate is also provided in the 2008
Watersmart Guidebook prepared by EBMUD.
(b) Indoor cleaning flow rate and time required are taken from www.tomcatequip.com. The specs for MAGNUM floor scrubber dryer recommended for sports arena are used. The suggested cleaning rate is 26,000 sf/hr but 15,000
sf/hr is used for calculations to be conservative.
(c) Outdoor hardscape area cleaning is assumed to be occur 4 times/year. General cleaning practice is 2 to 3 times/year based information provided by local vendors. Indoor floor is assumed to be cleaned after every event.



(a) Baseline flow rate for Lavatory faucet, toilet and urinals are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction(WE Table 1).
(b) Duration and Average daily use of fixture flow rates are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2). Average daily use of "Visitor" was used for customers instead of
"Retail Customer" uses from WE Table 2 as it seemed more reasonable.
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NON-POTABLE WATER CALCULATOR
Step 2 of 7: Calculate Indoor Water Demand (Indoor Fixtures and Fittings)



Project Name: LEGEND:
Generic Estates User Input



Linked from User Input
Instructions: Default Value



Autogenerated Value



A. COMMERCIAL WATER DEMAND (No user input needed - auto-calculated from Step 1 inputs)



Total Water Demand (gpd) = (Flow Rate x Duration x Ave Daily Use x No. of FTEs) + (Flow Rate x Duration x Ave Daily Use (Transient FTE) x No. of Transient FTEs)



Fixture Type Flow Rate Unit Duration Unit Ave Daily Use
Ave Daily Use
(Transient) (6)



No. of FTEs
(MAX)



No. of Transient
FTEs (MAX)



Estimated Daily
Water Demand



(gpd)



Annual Water
Demand (gpy)



Allowable End Use for
Non-Potable?



Showerhead (1)(2)(7) 2 gpm 5 min 0.65 0 0 0 0 0 No



Lavatory Faucet (2) 0.4 gpm 0.25 min 3 0.5 0 0 0 0 No



Urinals (2)(3) 0.5 gpf 1 flush 1.74 0.4 0 0 0 0 Yes



Toilet (Water Closet) (2)(3) 1.28 gpf 1 flush 1.74 0.5 0 0 0 0 Yes



Kitchen Faucet (2)(4) 1.8 gpm 0.25 min 1 0 0 0 0 0 No



Low Flow Sprayer - Restaurants (5) 82.51 gal/emp/day 1 - 1 0 0 0 0 0 No



0 0



0 0



Notes: Key
(1) Applied to 0.5% of FTEs in General Office uses. gpm: gallons per minute
(2) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements for the Prescriptive Approach (Table 13C.5.303.2.3). gpf: gallons per flush
(3) Durations and Ave Daily Use (FTE) from 2011 SFPUC Water Demand Conservation Model (Retail Model for Non-Residential). gal/emp/day: gallons per employee per day
(4) Applied to General Office, Grocery Store, Medical Office, R&D or Laboratory, and Educational Facilities.
(5) From 2011 SFPUC Water Demand Conservation Model (Retail Model for Non-Residential), Estimated Usage for Nonresidential Low-Flow Sprayers in Restaurants.
(6) From LEED 2009 Water Use Reduction Additional Guidance (Revision 3). Updated July 14, 2011. Table 1. Non-residential Default Fixture Usage Rates
(7) Ave. Daily Use value from  2011 SFPUC Water Demand Conservation Model.



B. MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL WATER DEMAND  (No user input needed - auto-calculated from Step 1 inputs)



Total Water Demand (gpd) = Flow Rate x Duration x Ave Daily Use  x No. of Occupants



Fixture Type (Daily Use) Flow Rate Unit Duration (4) Unit No. of occupants
Total Water



Demand (gpd)
Annual Water
Demand (gpy)



Allowable End Use
for Non-Potable?



Showerhead (1) 2 gpm 8.2 min 0 0 0 No



Bathroom Faucet (2) 1.3 gpm 1.5 min 0 0 0 No



Bath (2) 25 gal/bath 1 bath 0 0 0 No



Washing Machine (3) 36.9 gal/cycle 1 0 0 0 No



Toilet (Water Closet) (1) 1.28 gpf 1 flush 0 0 0 Yes



Kitchen Faucet (1) 1.8 gpm 7.82 min 0 0 0 No



Dishwasher (3) 11.15 gal/cycle 1 0 0 0 No



0 0



If manually entering
Annual Demand for Toilet



Water, enter here (gpy):
0 0



Notes: Key
(1) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3). gpm: gallons per minute
(2) Flow rate from SFPUC 2011 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) Retail Demand  Model for New Multi-Family Residential Water Use. gal/bath: gallons per bath
(3) Flow rate based on 2010 rate used in the 2010 UWMP Conservation Model. gal/cycle: gallons per washing cycle
(4) Flow rate from SFPUC 2010 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) Retail Demand  Model for New Multi-Family Residential Water Use. gpf: gallons per flush
Ave Daily Use for faucets are represented by total average usage per person per day (min/person/day)



C. HVAC/COOLING DEMAND



Please enter monthly HVAC/Cooling Demands for each site (gal/mo.)



SITE TOTAL (gal/mo) January February March April May June July August September October November December
SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main Street 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



Total (gal/mo): 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



D. OTHER INDOOR DEMANDS THAT CAN BE MET WITH NON-POTABLE SUPPLIES
User Input Instructions:
Please include other indoor demands in your building if applicable.



Indoor Decorative Water Feature:
E.g. indoor fountains with no contact 0 gpd <--Enter the total daily demand in gallons per day for all indoor decorative water features in the building



0 no. of days <--Enter the number of days in a year the decorative water features will be operational
0 gpy



Commercial Laundry:
0 gal/load <--Typical water use is 17 gals/wash load
0 loads/day <--Enter estimated number of loads per day
0 gpd
0 no. of days <--Enter estimated number of days in a year that laundry facilities will be used
0 gpy



Other Non-Potable Demand:
<Please specify here> 0 gpd <--Enter estimated daily demand associated with use



0 no. of days <--Enter the number of days the demand will be applicable within a year
0 gpy



If Manually Entering Annual Demands for all Other
Indoor Demands, enter here (gpy): 0 gpy <--These values could be selected in Tab 7 - Project Definition to replace the values in the table above



SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main
Street



If manually entering Annual Demand for
Urinals and Toilet Water, enter here (gpy):



User's have the option to manually enter water demand estimates for the site. These estimates could be used to
override or replace the auto-calculated estimates. Tab 7 - Project Definition allows the user to choose between the
auto-calculated value and the manually entered values.



If manual entries are to be used, the user must provide inputs here and then select the "Manual Entry" option to be used in Tab 7 in order to override the automatically
calculated values.



If manual entries are to be used, the user must provide inputs here and then select the "Manual Entry" option to be used in Tab 7 in order to override the automatically
calculated values.



SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main Street



SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main Street



This Tab calculates annual indoor water demand based on water demand from domestic fixtures and fittings, using
assumed usage rates based on the building uses and occupancy profiles entered in Step 1.



TOTAL



Ave Daily Use (4)



0.65



>>> Please proceed on to Step 3: Calculate Indoor Non-Potable Supply



TOTAL



1



0.1



0.31



4.75



1



0.04



I.e. commercial laundry facilities that are operated by
designated staff and are not available for general public



use



April 2014 2. Indoor Water Demand Page 1 of 1
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ATTACHMENT A



Gallons Acre-Feet



Exhibit Space 780,506 80 62,440 293 a 18,294,920 56.14
Meeting Rooms 106,345 150 15,952 142 b 2,265,184 6.95
Offices 87,441 150 13,116 312 c 4,092,192 12.56
Other (Back-of-House) 525,678 80 42,054 355 d 14,929,170 45.81
Restaurant/Commissary/
Food Court



76,500 300 e 22,950 355 d 8,147,250 25.00



Retail 3,975 80 318 365 116,070 0.36
Bike Station 3,250 80 e 260 365 94,900 0.29



47,939,686 147.11



Gallons Acre Feet



Forecasted
Annual



Attendance f
Water



Cons mption/ SeatAttendance f
Number of Event



Da s f



Floor Area



Water
Consumption/



1,000 Sq.Ft.



Water
Consumption/



Event Day
Number of Event



Days
Annual Water Use



Convention Center



Subtotal Convention Center



Table 6
OPTION 2: FORECAST OF PROPOSED PROJECT WATER DEMAND BASED ON STANDARD CITY FACTORS



General Consumption



Annual Water Use



MATRIX Environmental Page 16 November 23, 2011



Gallons Acre-Feet



Attendance Level 1 72,230 37 2,672,510 4 10,690,040 32.80
Attendance Level 2 55,000 20 1,100,000 4 4,400,000 13.50
Attendance Level 3 35,000 10 350,000 4 1,400,000 4.30
Subtotal 67 4,122,510 16,490,040 50.60



Attendance f Consumption/ SeatAttendance f Days f



Spectator Event Attendance g
Event Center



MATRIX Environmental Page 16 November 23, 2011
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1650 Technology Drive, Suite 650
San Jose, California 95110
T: (408)467-9100
 www.bkf.com



SANITARY SEWER EXHIIBT



South Office Tower
Avg - 21 GPM
Peak - 73 GPM



North Office Tower
Avg - 20 GPM
Peak - 72 GPM



Event Center
Avg - 52 GPM



Peak - 529 GPM



Retail*
Avg - 7 GPM



Peak - 26 GPM



Restaurant*
Avg - 13 GPM
Peak - 46 GPM



* Restaurant & retail are spread
across the perimeter of the site.
























Jacob Nguyen, BKF
Ed Boscacci, BKF
Bassam Aldhafari, DPW
Bimayendra (Bimu), DPW
Richard Graham, DPW
Leslie Webster, PUC
Michael Tran, PUC
 
All is welcome to participate, but I’d like to emphasize this meeting is purely to clarify questions and
provide comments to BKF. 
 
Jacob,
Can you please bring references identified in your reports, particularly Hunter’s Curve?
 
Best,
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Tran, Michael 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:07 PM
To: Tran, Michael; 'Jacob Nguyen'; 'Ed Boscacci'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie;
525GG Building Access Requests
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori; Jurosek, Marla; Reilly, Catherine; 'David
Carlock'; 'Molly Hayes'; 'Graham, Richard (DPW) (richard.graham@sfdpw.org)'; Tam, Bessie; 'Clarke
Miller'; 'Murphy, Mary G.'; Shrestha, Bimayendra
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
When: Thursday, January 08, 2015 9:00 AM-11:00 AM (GMT-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: 525 Golden Gate Avenue, 2nd Floor Yosemite
 
 
Good afternoon,


Following up with a conversation with BKF this afternoon, I’m requesting a follow-up technical
meeting for this coming Thursday 1/8.  Meeting agenda and comments to follow.  Please forward
this invitation to appropriate parties.
 
Thanks
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 



mailto:richard.graham@sfdpw.org






From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Dan Bacon; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke


Miller; Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Mary G. Murphy
Subject: Re: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 3:31:36 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thank you both. Looping Mary Murphy in as well.


Paul:
Are you referring to the additional offsite locations you suggested just before the holiday (unfortunately
after the model was finalized)?  When does ESA require that information? Can you confirm that the
wind impact section is not delayed due to these last minute requests from UCSF/ESA, and that this
group is in agreement that the additional testing is required? Perhaps we can discuss at our 4pm today.


Dan:
Please re-send the existing conditions materials you already produced to myself and Clarke. I am having
trouble locating the files in my records.


Kate


Sent from my iPhone


> On Jan 6, 2015, at 2:27 PM, "Paul Mitchell" <PMitchell@esassoc.com> wrote:
>
> Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
>
> Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our preliminary
comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has yet to be
completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response to Dan’s
inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard conditions or will
they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will be requesting input
from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that the City has tended to
focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important factor for the City to consider
when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations experiencing the wind impact would be
used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy locations being the most critical).
>
> Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
>
>
> Paul Mitchell
> ESA | Community Development
> 550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
> San Francisco, CA 94108
> 415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
> pmitchell@esassoc.com<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com]
> Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
> To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
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> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hi Kate/Paul,
>
> Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
>
> Please note a few items.
>
> First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to modify
the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the tunnel for
subsequent follow up testing.
>
> Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing didn’t
allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor layout in the
next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the preliminary
designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard conditions on or
around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph average wind speed
and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
>
> Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have been
reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47.
>
> One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
>
> Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
>
> Best Regards,
>
> Dan
>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]
> Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
>
> Kate Aufhauser
> Project Analyst
>
> 510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
>
> kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
>
> [Golden State Warriors]<http://www.nba.com/warriors/>
>
> website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> | tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
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app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> | social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>
>
> SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>
>
>
>
> From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com]
> Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
> To: Kate Aufhauser
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hi Kate,
>
> Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
>
> Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week, so
we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into the
tunnel for further testing.
>
> Thanks
> Dan
>
> [Description: rwdi-logoWide]
>
> Dan Bacon
> Senior Project Manager/Associate
> Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
> Consulting Engineers & Scientists
> 650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8
> Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com<http://www.rwdi.com>
>
> [Description: stripegen]
> [Description: Canadas 50 best managed companies][Description: RWDI twitter news
feed]<https://twitter.com/RWDI>Follow RWDI on Twitter<https://twitter.com/RWDI>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]
> Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
> Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hello Dan –
> How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
> Thanks,
> Kate
>
> Kate Aufhauser
> Project Analyst
>
> 510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
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>
> kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
>
> [Golden State Warriors]<http://www.nba.com/warriors/>
>
> website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> | tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> | social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>
>
> SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>
>
>
>
> From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Dan:
>
> Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that raised
concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in consideration
of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of 16th/Illiniois; UCSF
hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF building at southwest
corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
>
> Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  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<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
>
> From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com]
> Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
> To: Paul Mitchell
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hi Paul,
>
> Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled to
test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we do
need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with preliminary
results early the week of January 5th.
>
> Thanks Dan
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>
>
>
> [Description: rwdi-logoWide]
>
> Dan Bacon
> Senior Project Manager/Associate
> Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
> Consulting Engineers & Scientists
> 650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8
> Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com<http://www.rwdi.com>
>
> [Description: stripegen]
> [Description: Canadas 50 best managed companies][Description: RWDI twitter news
feed]<https://twitter.com/RWDI>Follow RWDI on Twitter<https://twitter.com/RWDI>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
> Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
> Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Dan:
>
> Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission Bay,
and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the following
to your attention:
>
>
> ·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary scoping
comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address impacts of the GSW
project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene Friend Way near Third Street, and
the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t expect the project to affect conditions
considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway as that location should be located sufficiently
upwind of the project site.  However, we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-
site locations in the project site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF
vicinity, such as along Third Street at Gene Friend Way.
>
> ·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations that
you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide ESA with a map
of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.
>
> Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
>
>
> Paul Mitchell
> ESA | Community Development
> 550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
> San Francisco, CA 94108
> 415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
> pmitchell@esassoc.com<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
> RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for the sole use
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of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is privileged and/or
confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this email and delete the message without retaining
any hard or electronic copies of same. Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made
to their absence in this email or attachments.
>
> RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for the sole use
of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is privileged and/or
confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this email and delete the message without retaining
any hard or electronic copies of same. Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made
to their absence in this email or attachments.
>
> RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for the sole use
of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is privileged and/or
confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this email and delete the message without retaining
any hard or electronic copies of same. Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made
to their absence in this email or attachments.
> <image001.png>
> <image002.gif>
> <image003.gif>
> <image006.gif>
> <image007.gif>
> <150106 RWDI Preliminary Results - Warrior's Arena - 1401775.pdf>








From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Mary McDonald; Clarke Miller; Tran, Michael


(PUC); Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie (PUC)
Cc: Sravan Paladugu; Ed Boscacci; "Jacob Nguyen"; Molly Hayes
Subject: Water & Sewer Analysis Update
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 2:47:26 PM
Attachments: image003.png


2015.01.09_GSW_Water&Sewer_Update_V3.pdf


All –
Please see the attached for an updated Water & Sewer Analysis from BKF. Please share this with
other members of your team as necessary.
Thank you,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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Executive Summary



The Golden State Warriors organization (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and
buildings for other uses (Project) on approximately 11-acres located in the Mission Bay South Project
Area, a redevelopment area located east of Highway I-280 in San Francisco. The 11-acre site is made up
of Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (Blocks 29-32). The proposed Event Center would serve as the new home of
the Golden State Warriors, with a maximum seating capacity of 18,500and a total area of approximately
775,000 gross square feet (GSF). The Event Center would host all the home NBA games for the Golden
State Warriors, and provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses including concerts, family
shows, conferences, conventions, cultural events and other sporting events.



In addition to Event Center, the Project would include approximately 580,000 total gross square feet in
two office buildings The Project would also include retail space of approximately 125,000 gross square
feet, of which 62,500 square feet would be used for soft goods retail and the remaining for restaurants.



In a memorandum dated September 12, 2014, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC)
asked GSW to provide anticipated average and peak water and sewer demand for the proposed Project.
BKF,  on  behalf  of  GSW,  provided  SFPUC  with  a  report  dated  November  25,  2014,  with  the  requested
information. In the report BKF used California Plumbing Code (CPC) method, which is based on fixture
count,  to  conservatively  estimate  average  and  peak  demand.  After  reviewing  the  report,  SFPUC  in  a
meeting on December 12, 2014, asked BKF to provide average and peak estimates using standard land-
use demand factors for all proposed uses except the Event Center, i.e., office, retail and restaurant uses.
In the meeting, SFPUC agreed that CPC method is appropriate and conservative for estimating average
and peak flows from Event Center. This report documents the standard demand factor methodology
requested by the SFPUC for estimating average and peak for office, retail and restaurant in conjunction
with the CPC method for Event Center.



Several peak scenarios are possible due to the temporal distribution and variety of events at the Event
Center, some of which coincide with other proposed land-uses such as office space, retail and
restaurant. It is highly unlikely that all facilities operate at full capacity at any given time. However, per
the SFPUC’s direction, BKF evaluated the scenario where all proposed uses are at full capacity. Based on
this scenario, the anticipated average and peak water demands for the proposed land-uses are listed in
the table below.



Table 1: Summary of Anticipated Water/Sewer Demand



Project Component GSF Demand Factor
(gpd/1,000 Sq.Ft.)



Average
Flow (gpm)



Peak Flow
(gpm)



Peaking
Factor



Event Center 775,000 NA 52 529 10



Office 580,000 103 41 145 3.5



Retail 62,500 172 7 26 3.5



Restaurant 62,500 300 13 46 3.5



Total (gpm) 114 746
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Sewer flow is directly related to the water consumed by a project. In general, the peak sewer demand is
less than the peak water demand, as unintended storage occurs in the pipes, grease interceptors,
manhole, etc, which is associated with open channel flow hydraulics under which these systems
operate. Because water systems operate under pressure, there is no storage associated with water in
pipes and fittings. However, to be conservative, the average and peak water demands listed in the table
above are taken directly as project sewer demand by ignoring reduction in peak.



The proposed Project peak water demand will be served by nine (9) service laterals branching from
existing low pressure water lines in the streets surrounding the Project. Unlike water, which is looped
around site and fed by single source, sewer in the Project vicinity is split between two sewersheds.



The two sewersheds include the City’s Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station located at Park P15 (MBSPS
P15), located northerly from the Project, and the Mariposa Pump Station (MPS), located southerly from
the Project. Sewer flow from Blocks 29-32 was originally planned to drain equally between two separate
sewersheds. Because the proposed Project would generate higher peak flow than the previously entitled
office space, separate discussions between the SFPUC and GSW will be needed to identify options for
splitting sewer flow between the two sewersheds.
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A. Background



The Golden State Warriors organization (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and
buildings for other uses on approximately 11-acres located in San Francisco, California (Project). The 11-
acre Project site is made up of land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (Blocks 29-32) in the Mission
Bay South Project Area, a redevelopment area located east of Highway I-280 in San Francisco. The site is
bounded by Terry A Francois Boulevard to the east, 3rd Street to the west, 16th Street to the south and
South Street to the north, and is currently vacant except for limited surface parking.



Prior  to  GSW  acquisition  of  the  Project  site,  Blocks  29-32  were  planned  to  be  developed  as  an  office
campus. The office campus was studied in the Mission Bay Environmental Impact Report prepared and
approved in 1998 (98 EIR) and would have included a gross floor area of one (1) million square feet. The
water usage from the entitled office campus was also studied as part of the 98 EIR and was estimated to
be approximately 0.15 Million Gallons per Day (MGD). The average and peak waste water generated
from the entitled office campus was studied in the Mission Bay Project Separated Sewer Analysis
prepared in 2000 and was estimated to be approximately 134 Gallons per Minute (GPM) and 402 GPM,
respectively.



The purpose of this report is to estimate future average and peak water, sewer and recycled water
demands for the proposed Project and the approach used in estimating the demand. This technical
report will assist the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) in planning for offsite
improvements, if necessary, to support the Project and future development planned for the
neighborhood.



The SFPUC memorandum dated September 12, 2014, required GSW to include the following as part of
the report:



1. Average sanitary flow projection with detailed breakdown (GPM).
2. Peak sanitary flow projection with detailed breakdown. Peak scenario should be ultimate sanitary



demand during stadium at full seating capacity including fully active concession stands during
championship game or other events that would represent the MAXIMUM demand at any point in
time for the facility (GPM).



3. Fixture counts including toilets, urinals, wash stations, concession/kitchen sinks, etc.
4. Peak potable and recycled water demands including water service sizes.
5. Preliminary sanitary sewer(s) sizes, discharge location(s) / connection(s) to the street sewer.
6. Confirmation of below-grade facilities such as basements or underground parking facilities.



These items are discussed in the following sections.
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B. Project Description



GSW proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and ancillary structures including multiple
office buildings, retail, restaurants, structure parking, plaza areas, and other amenities on Blocks 29-32.
A summary of the various components of proposed Project are included in Table A and are discussed
below.



Event Center
The  proposed  Event  Center  would  have  a  seating  capacity  of  18,500,  encompassing  a  gross  area  of
approximately 775,000 square feet. The Event Center would serve as the new home of the Golden State
Warriors. The Event Center would host all the home NBA games for the Golden State Warriors, and
provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses including concerts, family shows, conferences,
conventions, cultural events and other sporting events.



The Event Center main floor would include a full length NBA basketball court for Warriors basketball
games, which can also accommodate a stage for performances. Other supporting Event Center facilities
would include player/performer locker rooms, club and press areas, concessions, restrooms, a
commissary, and a large marshalling area. The Warriors practice facility and support offices would also
be integrated within the Event Center.



The practice facility would include two full-length NBA basketball courts with approximately 21,000
square feet of playing surface, a weight room and medical treatment facilities, locker rooms, and a
players’ lounge. The support offices would accommodate Warriors management, coaching and
operations staff, administration, finance, marketing, broadcasting, merchandising, public relations, and
ticket operations. The Event Center would be surrounded by large open plaza areas connected by
ramps.



Office, Retail and Restaurant Uses
The Project would include two office buildings, each including a tower eleven (11) stories high, on the
northwest and southwest corners of the site. The office buildings would encompass a gross combined
area of approximately 580,000 square feet. The Project would also include retail space occupying
multiple areas of the site, including the lower floors of the office buildings, within or adjacent to certain
plaza-facing areas of the Event Center.



The retail space would be approximately 125,000 square feet, of which 62,500 square feet would be
used for soft goods retail and the remaining for restaurants. Approximately 51,500 square feet of the
restaurant space would be used for sit-down type restaurant and the other 11,000 square feet would be
used for quick serve (fast casual) facilities.



Parking and Open Space
The Project would include 950 parking stalls in a parking structure with below-grade parking and at-
grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view. The total parking and loading area is
approximately 475,000 square feet.



The Project open space area would be approximately 180,000 square feet and would consist of large
plaza areas, terrace areas at various levels, landscaped areas and green roof areas. The open space at
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plaza level is approximately 140,000 square feet. The total landscape area is conservatively estimated to
be approximately 30,000 square feet (i.e., 6% of the Project area required for storm water
management). Green roof areas are proposed over the two office podiums that are approximately
40,000 square feet in area. The podiums would be at 90-feet above the street level.



Table A below provides a summary of the proposed land-uses, gross square footage, types of events,
and number of days that the events are anticipated to occur. The employment and average event
attendance figures are provided by GSW for the purpose of calculating water demand.1



1 Based on comparable operational and ticketing data from other NBA venues, and on input from third
party promoters in the Bay Area.
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Table A: Blocks 29-32 Summary of Proposed Land Uses



Project Component
Floor
Area
(GSF)



Capacity
/No. of
Seats



Event Type



No. of
Events
Per
Year



Full-time
Employees



Event
Employees



Average
Attendance



Event Center 775,000 18,500 Pre-season games 3 n/a 1000 11,000
Regular season games 41 n/a 1000 17,000
Playoffs (Maximum
possible) 16 n/a 1000 18,000



Total non-Warriors
games 161



- Concerts 30 n/a 775 12,500
15 n/a 675 3,000



- Family Shows 55 n/a 675 5,000
- Other Sporting Events 30 n/a 675 7,000
- Conventions/
Corporate Events 31 n/a 675 9,000



Practice Facility &
Training Areas (1) 21,000 Practice/training 50



Part of
management
staff below



30 n/a



Event Management &
Team Operations (1) 40,000 Ongoing team/arena



operations (Mon-Fri) 240 255 n/a n/a



Kitchen (1) 32,260 221 n/a
Part of
event staff
above



n/a



GSW Office Space (1) 25,000 240
Part of
management
staff above



n/a n/a



Office Buildings 580,000 260 2,101 n/a n/a
Retail 62,500 n/a



372
n/a



Restaurants 62,500 n/a n/a
Parking 475,000 950
Landscape Area (2) 70,000
Open Space (3) 110,000



Notes:
(1) The 775,000 GSF noted for the Event Center includes the square footage identified for these uses.
(2) Includes landscape area at all levels (i.e., approximately 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscape at plaza level and 40,000 Sq.Ft. at all other
levels for storm water management.
(3) Open Space excludes 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscaped area from roughly 140,000 Sq.Ft. (i.e., 3.2 acres) of open space at plaza level.
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C. Water Demand



Standard demand factors based on land use type were used to estimate average and peak demand for
all proposed land-uses except for the Event Center, i.e., office, retail and restaurant. Because event
centers do not operate in a consistent manner, demand was estimated using event frequency and visitor
attendance estimates specific to this Project2. The methodology used in estimating the average and
peak water demand for proposed land uses is described in the following sub-sections.



I. Average Demand Projection



Event Center
A detailed analysis of water consumed by the Event Center was completed recently to support
the  SFPUC  in  preparing  Water  Supply  Assessment  (WSA)  for  the  Project.  The  analyses  was
documented in the Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 – Water Demand Memorandum dated November
14, 2014, prepared by BKF Engineers (2014 WDM), which was approved by SFPUC. The
approved analyses estimated water consumption using end-use approach. BKF used the 2014
WDM analyses to estimate the daily average during an event with full occupancy. The daily
average demand from the Event Center was estimated to be 52 gallons per minute (GPM).



Office Buildings
A standard demand factor of 103 gallons per day (GPD) per 1,000 square feet is used for office
space in the approved 2014 WDM. In the 2014 WDM, the standard demand factor was
calculated using the SFPUC “Indoor Water Demand” calculator as a reference without adjusting
flow  rate  for  green  building  code.  Table  8  of  the  2014  WDM  attached  here  shows  the
breakdown. A copy of the SFPUC Indoor Water Demand Calculator is also provided here for
reference.



To be consistent, BKF used the same demand factor here to estimate the daily average demand
for office space.



Retail
Similar, a standard demand factor of 172 GPD per 1,000 square feet, taken from the 2014 WDM,
is used to estimate demand for retail space.



Restaurant
The proposed restaurant uses will include quick serve (fast casual) food areas and sit-down
restaurants. Standard water consumption factors were used to estimate demand for both types
of restaurant uses. A standard consumption factor of 300 GPD per 1,000 square feet taken from
Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for Convention and Event Center Project dated
January 03, 2012, was used to predict restaurant water use.



2 Note these estimates also reflect the base assumptions currently being utilized for the Project
Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR).
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II. Peak Demand Projection



Event Center
As noted previously, a standard demand factor is not available for Event Center because event
centers are unique in that they do not operate the same way as more standard land uses.
Therefore, peak water demand from the Event Center is estimated using the 2010 California
Plumbing Code (CPC) method, which is based on actual fixtures available for various end-uses.
Table E of the attachments provide detailed fixture breakdown used for this analyses.



Office, Retail and Restaurant
A peaking factor of 3.5 was applied to the average demand to estimate peak demand for
proposed office, retail, and restaurant uses.



The table below lists estimated demand for different land uses using the two methodologies.



Table B: Average and Peak Water Demand



Project Component GSF Demand Factor
(gpd/1,000 Sq.Ft.)



Average
Flow (gpm)



Peak Flow
(gpm)



Peaking
Factor



Event Center 775,000 NA 52 (i) 529 (ii) 10



Office 580,000 103 (iii) 41 145 3.5



Retail 62,500 172 (iii) 7 26 3.5



Restaurant 62,500 300 (iv) 13 46 3.5



Total (gpm) 114 746
Notes:
i) Daily average during an event at full capacity. Daily average was estimated from the Water Supply



Assessment Water Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014, approved by SFPUC.
ii) Peak water demand based on 100% usage of Event Center Fixtures.
iii) Demand  factor  taken  from  Table  8  of  Water  Demand  Memorandum  dated  November  14,  2014



(attached). The base line demand factor for office space is used here without adjustment for green
building code.



iv) Demand factor taken from Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for the Convention and Event
Center Project dated January 3, 2012 (attached).



Several peak scenarios are possible due to the temporal distribution of events at the Event
Center and the variety of events coinciding with other proposed land-uses. We evaluate such
scenarios and identified that a convention during a weekday would generate the highest peak of
all scenarios. However, per SFPUC’s direction, the peak demand was estimated assuming 100%
of Event Center fixtures are used and the offices, retail and restaurants are all at full capacity.
The total shown above assumes that all proposed uses are at their peak which is very unlikely.



III. Water Service



The proposed Project peak water demand will be served by nine (9) service laterals branching
from existing low pressure water lines in the streets surrounding the Project. Existing low
pressure water lines are located in 3rd Street and South Street, and existing high pressure water
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lines are located in 3rd Street. As part of the future 16th Street and Terry A Francois Boulevard
improvements, new 12 inch low pressure water mains will be installed in these streets. Existing
water laterals that range in size from 4 to 8-inches are located on South Street. New water
laterals  for  domestic  and fire  water  that  range in  size  from 8 to  10-inches  are  proposed along
16th Street. It is also anticipated that new fire hydrants will be required around the project site.
Figure 1, attached, shows the existing and proposed water system surrounding the site.



D. Sanitary Sewer Analyses



Sewer flow from Blocks 29-32 was originally master planned to drain equally between two separate
sewersheds. The two sewersheds include the City’s Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station located at Park
P15 (MBSPS P15), located northerly from the Project, and the Mariposa Pump Station (MPS), located
southerly from the Project. Because the project would generate higher peak than the previously entitled
office space, separate discussions will be needed to identify options for splitting sewer flow between the
two sewersheds.



I. Average and Peak Demand Projection



Since sewer flow is entirely generated from water consumed by a project, the average and peak
water demand estimated in the previous Section C can be used directly to estimate sewer flow.
In general, the peak sewer demand is less than the peak water used, as unintended storage
occurs in the pipes, grease interceptors, manhole, etc, which is associated with open channel
flow hydraulics under which these systems operate. However, the reduction in peak achieved as
a  result  of  this  is  not  considered  to  be  conservative.  The  table  below  lists  average  and  peak
sewer demand for the project.



Table C: Average and Peak Sewer Demand



Project Component GSF Demand Factor
(gpd/1,000 Sq.Ft.)



Average
Flow (gpm)



Peak Flow
(gpm)



Peaking
Factor



Event Center 775,000 NA 52 (i) 529 (ii) 10



Office 580,000 103 (iii) 41 145 3.5



Retail 62,500 172 (iii) 7 26 3.5



Restaurant 62,500 300 (iv) 13 46 3.5



Total (gpm) 114 746
Notes:
i) Daily average during an event at full capacity. Daily average was estimated from the Water Supply



Assessment Water Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014, approved by SFPUC.
ii) Peak water demand based on 100% usage of Event Center Fixtures.
iii) Demand  factor  taken  from  Table  8  of  Water  Demand  Memorandum  dated  November  14,  2014



(attached). The base line demand factor for office space is used here without adjustment for green
building code.



iv) Demand factor taken from Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for the Convention and Event
Center Project dated January 3, 2012 (attached).
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II. Sanitary Sewer Service



The Project proposes multiple laterals branching from the existing sanitary sewer lines located in
3rd Street, 16th Street and South Street. New sanitary sewer mains will  be installed in Terry A
Francois Boulevard with the new street alignment improvements. The sanitary sewer laterals
will vary in size from 6 to 12-inches. The attached Figure 2 shows the existing and proposed site
sanitary sewer system. The proposed laterals arrangement will be re-configured based on future
discussions between SFPUC and GSW on sewer flow split.



E. Recycled Water



Recycled water will be used for flushing toilets (water closet) and urinals, and for irrigation. The peak
demand for recycled water occurs when all toilets and urinals in the Event Center, office, retail and
restaurant  are  flushed  at  the  same  time.  The  peak  associated  with  such  an  event  is  estimated  to  be
approximately 567 GPM. The City’s recycled water supply is not available until 2022. However, the San
Francisco Building Code requires provisions be made in new construction to include piping for this
purpose.  Pipe  fittings  and  valves  will  be  arranged  at  the  flush  valve  water  booster  pump  to  allow  for
change over from the city water system to the recycled water system in the water entry room. The flush
valve  water  booster  pump  will  then  be  used  to  distribute  the  recycled  water  to  the  correct  fixtures
throughout the building.



Existing  8-inch recycled water  mains  are  located on 3rd Street  and South Street.  As  part  of  the future
16th Street and Terry A Francois Boulevard improvements, new 8-inch recycled water mains will be
installed in these streets. Existing 4-inch water laterals are located on South Street. New water laterals
for  recycled water  are  proposed along 16th Street  that  range in  size  from 6 to  8-inches.  The attached
Figure 1 attached shows the existing and proposed recycled water system surrounding the site.



F. Conclusion



Prior  to  GSW  acquisition  of  the  Project  site,  Blocks  29-32  were  planned  to  be  developed  as  an  office
campus. The office campus was studied in the Mission Bay Environmental Impact Report prepared and
approved  in  1998  (98  EIR)  and  would  have  included  a  gross  area  of  one  (1)  million  square  feet.  The
water usage and sewage generation from the entitled office campus was also studied as part of the 98
EIR and in the Mission Bay Project Separated Sewer Analysis prepared in 2000 (2000 SSA), respectively.
The previously estimated demands and the proposed Project demands are summarized in Table D
below.
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Table D: Summary of Average and Peak Projections



Service Type



Previously Entitled Office Proposed Project



Average Peak Average Peak



MGD GPM MGD GPM MGD GPM MGD GPM



Water 0.15 104 0.450 313 0.164 114 1.074 746



Sewer 0.164 114 1.074 746



- Mariposa PS 0.096 67 0.289 201
Unknown



- MBSPS P15 0.096 67 0.289 201



Recycled Water 0.816 567
Notes:
i) The 98 EIR and 2000 SSA use a peaking factor of three (3) to estimate peak demand.



Although the proposed Project is anticipated to increase the peak demand when compared to the peak
estimated for the entitled office campus, the Project is likely to reduce the peak loading on the existing
pump stations. That is because the events that generate the peak flow occur in the evenings when other
land uses served by the pump stations are either inactive or not at their peak usage.
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G. Attachments



Table E: Blocks 29-32 Fixture Type and Count By Landuse



Reference 1: Hunters Curve from 2010 California Plumbing Code
Reference 2: Table 8 of Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 Water Demand Memorandum
Reference 3: SFPUC Indoor Water Demand Calculator part of Non-Potable Water Calculator
Reference 4: Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for Convention and Event Center Project



Figure 1: Existing and Proposed Sanitary Sewer with Demands
Figure 2: Existing and Proposed Water and Recycled Water
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Blocks 29-32
Water Sewer Analyses



1/9/2015



Event
Center



Office Retail Restaurants
Arena
Misc.



Total



Toilet (Water Closet) 5 436 236 6 20 10 708 3,540
Urinals 4 192 76 4 10 4 286 1,144
Lavatory Faucet 1 338 192 4 20 4 558 558
Showerhead 2 40 4 4 0 0 48 96
Floor Drain 0 261 132 6 10 4 413 0
Other 3 81 46 0 0 0 127 381
General Sink Faucet 1.5 176 0 32 17 4 229 344
Pre-rinse Spray Valve 1.5 0 0 21 15 0 36 54
Pot & Pan Wash 3 6 0 21 15 0 42 126
Dishwasher 1.5 2 0 21 15 0 38 57
Service or Mop Basin 3 37 0 19 15 2 73 219
Floor Drain 0 232 0 84 64 8 388 0
Other 3 19 0 0 0 0 19 57



Laundary Commercial Washers 4 3 0 0 0 0 3 12
1,823 686 222 201 36 2,968
4,074 1,822 289 321 82 6,588



Notes:
Event Center Demand



- Event Center Total Fixture Units (WSFUs)  =  4,074 + 82  =  4,156
- Flow Rate for 4,156 WSFUs using Hunters Curve = 529 GPM (assuming 100% of fixture are in use)



Recycled Water
- Recycled water total project toilets and urinals  =  3,540 + 1,144  =  4,684
- Flow Rate for 4,684 WSFUs using Hunters Curve = 567 GPM



Restroom



Food Preparation / Cafeteria /
Concession / Club Bar / Lounge
Kitchen



Table E - Blocks 29-32 Fixture Type and Count By Landuse



Facility Type Fixture Type WSFU
Structure / Building



Total WSFU



6,588
Total Fixtures =
Total WSFUs =
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Blocks 29-32
Project Demand Memo



11/14/2014



1. Visitors
Type Baseline Rate (a) Unit No. of Units (c) Unit Ave Daily Use (c) GPD per Visitor Rate (w/ Code) (e) Unit GPD per Visitor
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 1 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 1 1 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 1 2 1.28 gal/flush 1
Misc 0 0



3 2



2. Full-Time Employees
Type Baseline Rate (a)(b) Unit No. of Units (b)(d) Unit Ave Daily Use (b)(d) GPD per Employee Rate (w/ Code) (e) Unit GPD per Employee
Showerhead 2.5 gal/min 5 min 0.3 4 2 gal/min 3
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 3 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 2 2 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 4 6 1.28 gal/flush 5
Kitchen Faucet 2.2 gal/min 0.25 min 1 1 1.8 gal/min 0
Laundry 4 gal/pound 0.5 pound 0.3 1 4 gal/pound 1



14 10



1. Full-Time Employees
Type Baseline Rate (a)(b) Unit No. of Units (b)(d) Unit Ave Daily Use (b)(d) GPD per Employee Rate (w/ Code) (e) Unit GPD per Employee
Showerhead 2.5 gal/min 5 min 0.3 4 2 gal/min 3
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 3 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 2 2 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 4 6 1.28 gal/flush 5
Kitchen Faucet 2.2 gal/min 0.25 min 1 1 1.8 gal/min 0



Sub-Total = 13 10
200 200
65 49



2. Dishwasher 11.15 gal/cycle 1 cycle 1 11 11.15 gal/cycle 11



3. HVAC/Cooling Demand (f) 0.0196 gal/sf 1000 sf 1 20 0.0196 gal/sf 20



4. Indoor Floor Cleaning (g) 0.75 gal/min 4 min/1,000 sf 0.7 2 0.75 gal/min 2



5. Misc (assumed to be 5%) 4 4
103 87



Sub-Total =



Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =
Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =



Sub-Total =



Sub-Total =



Notes:



GPD per 1,000 GSF = GPD per 1,000 GSF =



(a) Baseline flow rate for showerhead, bathroom faucet, toilet, urinals and kitchen faucet are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction(WE Table 1).



(e) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3).



Office End Uses
Baseline Adjusted for Code



Notes:



Total GPD per 1,000 GSF = Total GPD per 1,000 GSF =



(g) Indoor cleaning flow rate and time required are taken from www.tomcatequip.com. The specs for MAGNUM floor scrubber dryer recommended for sports arena are used. The suggested cleaning rate is 26,000 sf/hr but 15,000
sf/hr is used for calculations to be conservative.



Table 8 - Blocks 29-32 Water Consumption By End-Use (Baseline and Adjusted)



(a) Baseline flow rate for showerhead, bathroom faucet, toilet, urinals and kitchen faucet are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction(WE Table 1).
(b) Gallons of water used by laundry per pound of fabric is taken from webpage @ http://www.allianceforwaterefficiency.org/commercial_laundry.aspx. The equipment type is assumed to be a waher-extractor which is typical fro
small to medium size laundires. Laundry is assumed to be generated by players and event performers from showers and other activities. 30% of all the employees are assumed to be players and event performers.



(d) Duration and Average daily use of fixture flow rates are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2). Average daily use of showerhead is increased from 0.1 to 0.3.



(c) Duration and Average daily use suggested in the 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2) were increased to be specific to event uses. All visitors/spectators are assumed to use
the restrooms.



Adjusted for Code
Event Center End Uses



Baseline



Baseline Adjusted for Code



(f) Water demand for cooling is taken from SFPUC Potable Offset Investigation, April 2012. Water required is the average for 12-months.



(b) Gallons of water used by laundry per pound of fabric is taken from webpage @ http://www.allianceforwaterefficiency.org/commercial_laundry.aspx. The equipment type is assumed to be a waher-extractor which is typical fro
small to medium size laundires. Laundry is assumed to be generated by players and event performers from showers and other activities. 30% of all the employees are assumed to be players and event performers.
(c) Duration and Average daily use suggested in the 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2) were increased to be specific to event uses. All visitors/spectators are assumed to use
the restrooms.
(d) Duration and Average daily use of fixture flow rates are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2). Average daily use of showerhead is increased from 0.1 to 0.3.
(e) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3).
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Blocks 29-32
Project Demand Memo



11/14/2014



Table 8 - Blocks 29-32 Water Consumption By End-Use (Baseline and Adjusted)



1. Customer
Type Baseline Rate (a) Unit No. of Units (b) Unit Ave Daily Use (b) GPD per Customer Rate (w/ Code) (c) Unit GPD per Customer
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 0.5 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 0.4 0 0.5 gal/flush 0
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 0.6 1 1.28 gal/flush 1



1 1
10 10



142 102



2. Employee
Type Baseline Rate (a) Unit No. of Units (b) Unit Ave Daily Use (b) GPD per Employee Rate (w/ Code) (c) Unit GPD per Employee
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 3 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 2 2 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 4 6 1.28 gal/flush 5



9 6
300 300
29 21



172 123



Type Flow Rate (a)(b) Unit No. of Units (a)(b) Unit Ave Yearly Use (c) GPY per 1,000 GSF
Outdoor Hardscape Washdown 5 gal/min 30 min/1,000 sf 4 600



66,000



Parking Area Washdown 5 gal/min 30 min/1,000 sf 2 300
142,500



Indoor Floor Cleaning 0.75 gal/min 4 min/1,000 sf 221 663
513,825



Misc Cleaning (assumed to be 5%) 36,116



758,441



Project Annual Water Use (gal) =
(using harscape area of 110,000 sf)



Project Annual Water Use (gal) =



Sub-Total =
GSF/Customer =



GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =



Retail End Uses



Sub-Total =
GSF/Customer =



GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =
GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Notes:



Notes:



(c) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3).



(using parking GSF of 475,000 sf)



Baseline Adjusted for Code



Baseline Adjusted for Code



Project Annual Water Use (gal) =
(using GSF of 775,000 sf)



Total GPY =



Total GPD per 1,000 GSF =



GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Total GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Washdown & Facility Cleaning



(a) Outdoor power wash flow rate and time required are based on information gathered from local vendors (Puma Power Wash, San Francisco & Clean 'n Seal, Brentwood, CA). A similar flow rate is also provided in the 2008
Watersmart Guidebook prepared by EBMUD.
(b) Indoor cleaning flow rate and time required are taken from www.tomcatequip.com. The specs for MAGNUM floor scrubber dryer recommended for sports arena are used. The suggested cleaning rate is 26,000 sf/hr but 15,000
sf/hr is used for calculations to be conservative.
(c) Outdoor hardscape area cleaning is assumed to be occur 4 times/year. General cleaning practice is 2 to 3 times/year based information provided by local vendors. Indoor floor is assumed to be cleaned after every event.



(a) Baseline flow rate for Lavatory faucet, toilet and urinals are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction(WE Table 1).
(b) Duration and Average daily use of fixture flow rates are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2). Average daily use of "Visitor" was used for customers instead of
"Retail Customer" uses from WE Table 2 as it seemed more reasonable.
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NON-POTABLE WATER CALCULATOR
Step 2 of 7: Calculate Indoor Water Demand (Indoor Fixtures and Fittings)



Project Name: LEGEND:
Generic Estates User Input



Linked from User Input
Instructions: Default Value



Autogenerated Value



A. COMMERCIAL WATER DEMAND (No user input needed - auto-calculated from Step 1 inputs)



Total Water Demand (gpd) = (Flow Rate x Duration x Ave Daily Use x No. of FTEs) + (Flow Rate x Duration x Ave Daily Use (Transient FTE) x No. of Transient FTEs)



Fixture Type Flow Rate Unit Duration Unit Ave Daily Use
Ave Daily Use
(Transient) (6)



No. of FTEs
(MAX)



No. of Transient
FTEs (MAX)



Estimated Daily
Water Demand



(gpd)



Annual Water
Demand (gpy)



Allowable End Use for
Non-Potable?



Showerhead (1)(2)(7) 2 gpm 5 min 0.65 0 0 0 0 0 No



Lavatory Faucet (2) 0.4 gpm 0.25 min 3 0.5 0 0 0 0 No



Urinals (2)(3) 0.5 gpf 1 flush 1.74 0.4 0 0 0 0 Yes



Toilet (Water Closet) (2)(3) 1.28 gpf 1 flush 1.74 0.5 0 0 0 0 Yes



Kitchen Faucet (2)(4) 1.8 gpm 0.25 min 1 0 0 0 0 0 No



Low Flow Sprayer - Restaurants (5) 82.51 gal/emp/day 1 - 1 0 0 0 0 0 No



0 0



0 0



Notes: Key
(1) Applied to 0.5% of FTEs in General Office uses. gpm: gallons per minute
(2) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements for the Prescriptive Approach (Table 13C.5.303.2.3). gpf: gallons per flush
(3) Durations and Ave Daily Use (FTE) from 2011 SFPUC Water Demand Conservation Model (Retail Model for Non-Residential). gal/emp/day: gallons per employee per day
(4) Applied to General Office, Grocery Store, Medical Office, R&D or Laboratory, and Educational Facilities.
(5) From 2011 SFPUC Water Demand Conservation Model (Retail Model for Non-Residential), Estimated Usage for Nonresidential Low-Flow Sprayers in Restaurants.
(6) From LEED 2009 Water Use Reduction Additional Guidance (Revision 3). Updated July 14, 2011. Table 1. Non-residential Default Fixture Usage Rates
(7) Ave. Daily Use value from  2011 SFPUC Water Demand Conservation Model.



B. MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL WATER DEMAND  (No user input needed - auto-calculated from Step 1 inputs)



Total Water Demand (gpd) = Flow Rate x Duration x Ave Daily Use  x No. of Occupants



Fixture Type (Daily Use) Flow Rate Unit Duration (4) Unit No. of occupants
Total Water



Demand (gpd)
Annual Water
Demand (gpy)



Allowable End Use
for Non-Potable?



Showerhead (1) 2 gpm 8.2 min 0 0 0 No



Bathroom Faucet (2) 1.3 gpm 1.5 min 0 0 0 No



Bath (2) 25 gal/bath 1 bath 0 0 0 No



Washing Machine (3) 36.9 gal/cycle 1 0 0 0 No



Toilet (Water Closet) (1) 1.28 gpf 1 flush 0 0 0 Yes



Kitchen Faucet (1) 1.8 gpm 7.82 min 0 0 0 No



Dishwasher (3) 11.15 gal/cycle 1 0 0 0 No



0 0



If manually entering
Annual Demand for Toilet



Water, enter here (gpy):
0 0



Notes: Key
(1) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3). gpm: gallons per minute
(2) Flow rate from SFPUC 2011 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) Retail Demand  Model for New Multi-Family Residential Water Use. gal/bath: gallons per bath
(3) Flow rate based on 2010 rate used in the 2010 UWMP Conservation Model. gal/cycle: gallons per washing cycle
(4) Flow rate from SFPUC 2010 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) Retail Demand  Model for New Multi-Family Residential Water Use. gpf: gallons per flush
Ave Daily Use for faucets are represented by total average usage per person per day (min/person/day)



C. HVAC/COOLING DEMAND



Please enter monthly HVAC/Cooling Demands for each site (gal/mo.)



SITE TOTAL (gal/mo) January February March April May June July August September October November December
SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main Street 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



Total (gal/mo): 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



D. OTHER INDOOR DEMANDS THAT CAN BE MET WITH NON-POTABLE SUPPLIES
User Input Instructions:
Please include other indoor demands in your building if applicable.



Indoor Decorative Water Feature:
E.g. indoor fountains with no contact 0 gpd <--Enter the total daily demand in gallons per day for all indoor decorative water features in the building



0 no. of days <--Enter the number of days in a year the decorative water features will be operational
0 gpy



Commercial Laundry:
0 gal/load <--Typical water use is 17 gals/wash load
0 loads/day <--Enter estimated number of loads per day
0 gpd
0 no. of days <--Enter estimated number of days in a year that laundry facilities will be used
0 gpy



Other Non-Potable Demand:
<Please specify here> 0 gpd <--Enter estimated daily demand associated with use



0 no. of days <--Enter the number of days the demand will be applicable within a year
0 gpy



If Manually Entering Annual Demands for all Other
Indoor Demands, enter here (gpy): 0 gpy <--These values could be selected in Tab 7 - Project Definition to replace the values in the table above



SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main
Street



If manually entering Annual Demand for
Urinals and Toilet Water, enter here (gpy):



User's have the option to manually enter water demand estimates for the site. These estimates could be used to
override or replace the auto-calculated estimates. Tab 7 - Project Definition allows the user to choose between the
auto-calculated value and the manually entered values.



If manual entries are to be used, the user must provide inputs here and then select the "Manual Entry" option to be used in Tab 7 in order to override the automatically
calculated values.



If manual entries are to be used, the user must provide inputs here and then select the "Manual Entry" option to be used in Tab 7 in order to override the automatically
calculated values.



SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main Street



SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main Street



This Tab calculates annual indoor water demand based on water demand from domestic fixtures and fittings, using
assumed usage rates based on the building uses and occupancy profiles entered in Step 1.



TOTAL



Ave Daily Use (4)



0.65



>>> Please proceed on to Step 3: Calculate Indoor Non-Potable Supply



TOTAL



1



0.1



0.31



4.75



1



0.04



I.e. commercial laundry facilities that are operated by
designated staff and are not available for general public



use
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ATTACHMENT A



Gallons Acre-Feet



Exhibit Space 780,506 80 62,440 293 a 18,294,920 56.14
Meeting Rooms 106,345 150 15,952 142 b 2,265,184 6.95
Offices 87,441 150 13,116 312 c 4,092,192 12.56
Other (Back-of-House) 525,678 80 42,054 355 d 14,929,170 45.81
Restaurant/Commissary/
Food Court



76,500 300 e 22,950 355 d 8,147,250 25.00



Retail 3,975 80 318 365 116,070 0.36
Bike Station 3,250 80 e 260 365 94,900 0.29



47,939,686 147.11



Gallons Acre Feet



Forecasted
Annual



Attendance f
Water



Cons mption/ SeatAttendance f
Number of Event



Da s f



Floor Area



Water
Consumption/



1,000 Sq.Ft.



Water
Consumption/



Event Day
Number of Event



Days
Annual Water Use



Convention Center



Subtotal Convention Center



Table 6
OPTION 2: FORECAST OF PROPOSED PROJECT WATER DEMAND BASED ON STANDARD CITY FACTORS



General Consumption



Annual Water Use



MATRIX Environmental Page 16 November 23, 2011



Gallons Acre-Feet



Attendance Level 1 72,230 37 2,672,510 4 10,690,040 32.80
Attendance Level 2 55,000 20 1,100,000 4 4,400,000 13.50
Attendance Level 3 35,000 10 350,000 4 1,400,000 4.30
Subtotal 67 4,122,510 16,490,040 50.60



Attendance f Consumption/ SeatAttendance f Days f



Spectator Event Attendance g
Event Center



MATRIX Environmental Page 16 November 23, 2011
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1650 Technology Drive, Suite 650
San Jose, California 95110
T: (408)467-9100
 www.bkf.com



SANITARY SEWER EXHIIBT



South Office Tower
Avg - 21 GPM
Peak - 73 GPM



North Office Tower
Avg - 20 GPM
Peak - 72 GPM



Event Center
Avg - 52 GPM



Peak - 529 GPM



Retail*
Avg - 7 GPM



Peak - 26 GPM



Restaurant*
Avg - 13 GPM
Peak - 46 GPM



* Restaurant & retail are spread
across the perimeter of the site.

























From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Cc: "Kate Aufhauser"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:41:00 PM


I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going to do the SBE,
but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I was told to keep the entire
presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the more slides the more someone talks.  We
need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10 minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone
understands the time limitations.
 
Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t want to switch
back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that takes time and makes it
confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of those, then I will have you move the
DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental Review Process slides so that I can close out with
them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the following
changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are required to comply
with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
 
Add back in the following:


¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First Source Hiring
Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF residents


 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
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I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my voicemail I
left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or expecting someone from
GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now and I’ll check in
the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
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See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could
transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more
SBE information than you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by
formatting, not content. Hope that works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
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Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the
purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam
change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits. 
I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you
would like to see it, I can forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle
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4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15
hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for
tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone
speaking should sit in the front row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a
good chance you will be called to answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have
talked about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies
(David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby
concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these
slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away
from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission
meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday
once I have them done.    Once you have made the minor comments below,
please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors
are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan
and a couple of the pretty pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but
not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still
set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened
on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at
this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a
few more sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE
program and that they look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed
the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND
to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation. 
But they need to be asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program
(don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover
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Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along
with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you
have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th


and we can mention them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10
minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either
get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to
get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-
up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with
support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to
show support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would
recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the
Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her
thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a
great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Paul Mitchell
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Dan Bacon; Kate Aufhauser; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; Bereket, Immanuel


(CII)
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:27:58 PM
Attachments: image001.png


150106 RWDI Preliminary Results - Warrior"s Arena - 1401775.pdf


Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
 
Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our
preliminary comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has
yet to be completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response
to Dan’s inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will
be requesting input from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that
the City has tended to focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important
factor for the City to consider when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations
experiencing the wind impact would be used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy
locations being the most critical).
 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate/Paul,
 
Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
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APPENDIX A:  SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING CODE SECTION 148 



Reduction of Ground-level Wind Currents in C-3 Districts 



a) Requirement and Exception. In C-3 Districts, buildings and additions to existing buildings shall 
be shaped, or other wind-baffling measures shall be adopted, so that the developments will not 
cause ground-level wind currents to exceed, more than 10 percent of the time year round, 
between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., the comfort level of 11 m.p.h. equivalent wind speed in areas of 
substantial pedestrian use and seven m.p.h. equivalent wind speed in public seating areas. 



When preexisting ambient wind speeds exceed the comfort level, or when a proposed building or 
addition may cause ambient wind speeds to exceed the comfort level, the building shall be 
designed to reduce the ambient wind speeds to meet the requirements. An exception may be 
granted, in accordance with the provisions of Section 309, allowing the building or addition to add 
to the amount of time that the comfort level is exceed by the least practical amount if (1) it can be 
shown that a building or addition cannot be shaped and other wind-baffling measures cannot be 
adopted to meet the foregoing requirements without creating an unattractive and ungainly 
building form and without unduly restricting the development potential of the building site in 
question, and (2) it is concluded that, because of the limited amount by which the comfort level is 
exceeded, the limited location in which the comfort level is exceeded, or the limited time during 
which the comfort level is exceeded, the addition is insubstantial. 



No exception shall be granted and no building or addition shall be permitted that causes 
equivalent wind speeds to reach or exceed the hazard level of 26 miles per hour for a single hour 
of the year. 



b) Definition. The term "equivalent wind speed" shall mean an hourly mean wind speed adjusted to 
incorporate the effects of gustiness or turbulence on pedestrians. 



c) Guidelines. Procedures and Methodologies for implementing this section shall be specified by 
the Office of Environmental Review of the Department of City Planning. (added by Ord. 414-85, 
App. 9/17/85) 



 











 



 



Directional Distribution (%) of Winds (Blowing From) Figure No.     App. C2 
 



San Francisco International Airport (1982 - 2012) 
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Winter 



(November - April) 



 
Summer 



(May - October) 



 
Wind Speed 



(mph) 
Probability (%) 



Summer Winter 



 
Calm 4.5 12.0 



 
1-5 9.1 20.2 



 
6-10 25.5 29.9 



 
11-15 29.2 21.5 



 
16-20 18.1 9.3 



 
>20 13.5 7.1 
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        Table 1:  Wind Comfort Results 
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Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 10% 
of Time (mph) 



Percent of Time 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 11 mph E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



1 
 



11 10   



2 
 



11 10   



3 
 



15 26 e 



4 
 



7 1   



5 
 



14 22 e 



6 
 



16 30 e 



7 
 



15 25 e 



8 
 



16 28 e 



9 
 



18 37 e 



10 
 



11 10   



11 
 



14 21 e 



12 
 



11 10   



13 
 



13 20 e 



14 
 



14 24 e 



15 
 



11 10   



16 
 



11 10   



17 
 



12 13 e 



18 
 



15 26 e 



19 
 



13 19 e 



20 
 



10 7   



21 
 



10 8   



22 
 



8 1   



23 
 



11 10   



24 
 



9 4   



25 
 



7 0   



26 
 



6 0   



27 
 



12 15 e 



28 
 



13 19 e 



29 
 



8 1   



30 
 



12 15 e 



31 
 



13 17 e 



32 
 



15 25 e 



33 
 



16 28 e 



34 
 



6 0   



35 
 



9 3   



36 
 



13 19 e 
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Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 10% 
of Time (mph) 



Percent of Time 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 11 mph E
x
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e
e
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37 
 



5 0   



38 
 



7 0   



39 
 



15 26 e 



40 
 



16 29 e 



41 
 



12 14 e 



42 
 



16 30 e 



43 
 



19 46 e 



44 
 



23 49 e 



45 
 



20 45 e 



46 
 



10 6   



47 
 



12 14 e 



48 
 



9 6   



49 
 



13 20 e 



50 
 



14 23 e 



51 
 



12 16 e 



52 
 



12 13 e 



53 
 



9 5   



54 
 



10 6   



55 
 



10 5   



56 
 



11 10   



57 
 



9 4   



58 
 



11 10   



59 
 



8 1   



60 
 



13 18 e 



61 
 



10 7   



62 
 



16 32 e 



63 
 



15 26 e 



64 
 



18 40 e 



65 
 



16 29 e 



66 
 



13 16 e 



67 
 



9 4   



68 
 



9 6   



69 
 



6 2   



70 
 



5 0   



71 
 



15 26 e 



72 
 



14 24 e 
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Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 10% 
of Time (mph) 



Percent of Time 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 11 mph E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



73 
 



16 31 e 



74 
 



14 24 e 



75 
 



15 27 e 



76 
 



12 12 e 



77 
 



12 14 e 



78 
 



13 16 e 



79 
 



9 4   



80 
 



4 0   



81 
 



7 4   



82 
 



9 5   



83 
 



12 11 e 



84 
 



7 0   



85 
 



10 7   



86 
 



7 2   



87 
 



6 0   



88 
 



5 0   



89 
 



5 0   



90 
 



6 0   



91 
 



6 0   



92 
 



6 0   



93 
 



7 1   



94 
 



5 0   



95 
 



9 3   



96 
 



13 22 e 



97 
 



9 4   



98 
 



11 10   



     



Average Speed & 
Percentages, 



Total Exceedances 
 



11 14 47 
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Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 
1hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



1 
 



28 0   



2 
 



23 0   



3 
 



32 0   



4 
 



13 0   



5 
 



25 0   



6 
 



31 0   



7 
 



32 0   



8 
 



30 0   



9 
 



37 2 e 



10 
 



27 0   



11 
 



24 0   



12 
 



21 0   



13 
 



25 0   



14 
 



31 0   



15 
 



21 0   



16 
 



20 0   



17 
 



21 0   



18 
 



28 0   



19 
 



23 0   



20 
 



18 0   



21 
 



26 0   



22 
 



15 0   



23 
 



22 0   



24 
 



19 0   



25 
 



14 0   



26 
 



12 0   



27 
 



25 0   



28 
 



26 0   



29 
 



15 0   



30 
 



22 0   



31 
 



28 0   



32 
 



31 0   



33 
 



31 0   



34 
 



11 0   
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Proposed Configuration 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 
1hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



35 
 



16 0   



36 
 



23 0   



37 
 



12 0   



38 
 



14 0   



39 
 



33 0   



40 
 



34 0   



41 
 



23 0   



42 
 



29 0   



43 
 



35 0   



44 
 



42 33 e 



45 
 



36 0   



46 
 



23 0   



47 
 



38 4 e 



48 
 



30 0   



49 
 



23 0   



50 
 



25 0   



51 
 



21 0   



52 
 



31 0   



53 
 



26 0   



54 
 



21 0   



55 
 



17 0   



56 
 



28 0   



57 
 



17 0   



58 
 



23 0   



59 
 



15 0   



60 
 



26 0   



61 
 



20 0   



62 
 



39 5 e 



63 
 



27 0   



64 
 



34 0   



65 
 



41 9 e 



66 
 



34 0   



67 
 



19 0   



68 
 



25 0   
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Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 
1hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



69 
 



20 0   



70 
 



11 0   



71 
 



31 0   



72 
 



30 0   



73 
 



34 0   



74 
 



30 0   



75 
 



33 0   



76 
 



24 0   



77 
 



26 0   



78 
 



31 0   



79 
 



18 0   



80 
 



9 0   



81 
 



25 0   



82 
 



20 0   



83 
 



25 0   



84 
 



13 0   



85 
 



19 0   



86 
 



17 0   



87 
 



12 0   



88 
 



9 0   



89 
 



9 0   



90 
 



12 0   



91 
 



12 0   



92 
 



11 0   



93 
 



15 0   



94 
 



10 0   



95 
 



19 0   



96 
 



28 0   



97 
 



19 0   



98 
 



25 0   



     



Average Speed &  
Total Exceedances  



24 mph 53 hrs 5 



 











Employee Job Title 
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Wind Tunnel Study Model Figure No. 1 
 



Proposed Configuration 



 



Date:  January 5, 2015 Warrior’s Arena – San Francisco, CA Project #1401775 
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Warriors Arena.
 
Please note a few items.
 
First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to
modify the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the
tunnel for subsequent follow up testing. 
 
Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing
didn’t allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor
layout in the next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the
preliminary designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard
conditions on or around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph
average wind speed and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
 
Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have
been reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47. 
 
One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
 
Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
 
Best Regards,
 
Dan
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com





510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Kate,
 
Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
 
Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week,
so we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into
the tunnel for further testing. 
 
Thanks
Dan
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hello Dan –
How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com
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Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that


raised concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in
consideration of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of


16th/Illiniois; UCSF hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF


building at southwest corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
 
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Hi Paul,
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Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled
to test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we
do need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with


preliminary results early the week of January 5th.
 
Thanks Dan
 
 
 


Dan Bacon 
Senior Project Manager/Associate
Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
Consulting Engineers & Scientists
650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8 
Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com


Follow RWDI on Twitter


 
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
To: Dan Bacon
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
 
Dan:
 
Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission
Bay, and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the
following to your attention:
 


·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary
scoping comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address
impacts of the GSW project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene
Friend Way near Third Street, and the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t
expect the project to affect conditions considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus
gateway as that location should be located sufficiently upwind of the project site.  However,
we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-site locations in the project



http://www.rwdi.com/
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site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF vicinity, such as along
Third Street at Gene Friend Way.


·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations
that you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide
ESA with a map of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.


 
Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 


RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for
the sole use of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is
privileged and/or confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly
prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately by replying to
this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.
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the sole use of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is
privileged and/or confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly
prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately by replying to
this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.
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prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately by replying to
this email and delete the message without retaining any hard or electronic copies of same.
Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made to their absence in this
email or attachments.
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Mary McDonald; Clarke Miller; Tran, Michael


(PUC); Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie (PUC)
Cc: Sravan Paladugu; Ed Boscacci; "Jacob Nguyen"; Molly Hayes
Subject: Water & Sewer Analysis Update
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 2:47:26 PM
Attachments: image003.png


2015.01.09_GSW_Water&Sewer_Update_V3.pdf


All –
Please see the attached for an updated Water & Sewer Analysis from BKF. Please share this with
other members of your team as necessary.
Thank you,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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Executive Summary



The Golden State Warriors organization (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and
buildings for other uses (Project) on approximately 11-acres located in the Mission Bay South Project
Area, a redevelopment area located east of Highway I-280 in San Francisco. The 11-acre site is made up
of Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (Blocks 29-32). The proposed Event Center would serve as the new home of
the Golden State Warriors, with a maximum seating capacity of 18,500and a total area of approximately
775,000 gross square feet (GSF). The Event Center would host all the home NBA games for the Golden
State Warriors, and provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses including concerts, family
shows, conferences, conventions, cultural events and other sporting events.



In addition to Event Center, the Project would include approximately 580,000 total gross square feet in
two office buildings The Project would also include retail space of approximately 125,000 gross square
feet, of which 62,500 square feet would be used for soft goods retail and the remaining for restaurants.



In a memorandum dated September 12, 2014, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC)
asked GSW to provide anticipated average and peak water and sewer demand for the proposed Project.
BKF,  on  behalf  of  GSW,  provided  SFPUC  with  a  report  dated  November  25,  2014,  with  the  requested
information. In the report BKF used California Plumbing Code (CPC) method, which is based on fixture
count,  to  conservatively  estimate  average  and  peak  demand.  After  reviewing  the  report,  SFPUC  in  a
meeting on December 12, 2014, asked BKF to provide average and peak estimates using standard land-
use demand factors for all proposed uses except the Event Center, i.e., office, retail and restaurant uses.
In the meeting, SFPUC agreed that CPC method is appropriate and conservative for estimating average
and peak flows from Event Center. This report documents the standard demand factor methodology
requested by the SFPUC for estimating average and peak for office, retail and restaurant in conjunction
with the CPC method for Event Center.



Several peak scenarios are possible due to the temporal distribution and variety of events at the Event
Center, some of which coincide with other proposed land-uses such as office space, retail and
restaurant. It is highly unlikely that all facilities operate at full capacity at any given time. However, per
the SFPUC’s direction, BKF evaluated the scenario where all proposed uses are at full capacity. Based on
this scenario, the anticipated average and peak water demands for the proposed land-uses are listed in
the table below.



Table 1: Summary of Anticipated Water/Sewer Demand



Project Component GSF Demand Factor
(gpd/1,000 Sq.Ft.)



Average
Flow (gpm)



Peak Flow
(gpm)



Peaking
Factor



Event Center 775,000 NA 52 529 10



Office 580,000 103 41 145 3.5



Retail 62,500 172 7 26 3.5



Restaurant 62,500 300 13 46 3.5



Total (gpm) 114 746
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Sewer flow is directly related to the water consumed by a project. In general, the peak sewer demand is
less than the peak water demand, as unintended storage occurs in the pipes, grease interceptors,
manhole, etc, which is associated with open channel flow hydraulics under which these systems
operate. Because water systems operate under pressure, there is no storage associated with water in
pipes and fittings. However, to be conservative, the average and peak water demands listed in the table
above are taken directly as project sewer demand by ignoring reduction in peak.



The proposed Project peak water demand will be served by nine (9) service laterals branching from
existing low pressure water lines in the streets surrounding the Project. Unlike water, which is looped
around site and fed by single source, sewer in the Project vicinity is split between two sewersheds.



The two sewersheds include the City’s Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station located at Park P15 (MBSPS
P15), located northerly from the Project, and the Mariposa Pump Station (MPS), located southerly from
the Project. Sewer flow from Blocks 29-32 was originally planned to drain equally between two separate
sewersheds. Because the proposed Project would generate higher peak flow than the previously entitled
office space, separate discussions between the SFPUC and GSW will be needed to identify options for
splitting sewer flow between the two sewersheds.
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A. Background



The Golden State Warriors organization (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and
buildings for other uses on approximately 11-acres located in San Francisco, California (Project). The 11-
acre Project site is made up of land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (Blocks 29-32) in the Mission
Bay South Project Area, a redevelopment area located east of Highway I-280 in San Francisco. The site is
bounded by Terry A Francois Boulevard to the east, 3rd Street to the west, 16th Street to the south and
South Street to the north, and is currently vacant except for limited surface parking.



Prior  to  GSW  acquisition  of  the  Project  site,  Blocks  29-32  were  planned  to  be  developed  as  an  office
campus. The office campus was studied in the Mission Bay Environmental Impact Report prepared and
approved in 1998 (98 EIR) and would have included a gross floor area of one (1) million square feet. The
water usage from the entitled office campus was also studied as part of the 98 EIR and was estimated to
be approximately 0.15 Million Gallons per Day (MGD). The average and peak waste water generated
from the entitled office campus was studied in the Mission Bay Project Separated Sewer Analysis
prepared in 2000 and was estimated to be approximately 134 Gallons per Minute (GPM) and 402 GPM,
respectively.



The purpose of this report is to estimate future average and peak water, sewer and recycled water
demands for the proposed Project and the approach used in estimating the demand. This technical
report will assist the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) in planning for offsite
improvements, if necessary, to support the Project and future development planned for the
neighborhood.



The SFPUC memorandum dated September 12, 2014, required GSW to include the following as part of
the report:



1. Average sanitary flow projection with detailed breakdown (GPM).
2. Peak sanitary flow projection with detailed breakdown. Peak scenario should be ultimate sanitary



demand during stadium at full seating capacity including fully active concession stands during
championship game or other events that would represent the MAXIMUM demand at any point in
time for the facility (GPM).



3. Fixture counts including toilets, urinals, wash stations, concession/kitchen sinks, etc.
4. Peak potable and recycled water demands including water service sizes.
5. Preliminary sanitary sewer(s) sizes, discharge location(s) / connection(s) to the street sewer.
6. Confirmation of below-grade facilities such as basements or underground parking facilities.



These items are discussed in the following sections.
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B. Project Description



GSW proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and ancillary structures including multiple
office buildings, retail, restaurants, structure parking, plaza areas, and other amenities on Blocks 29-32.
A summary of the various components of proposed Project are included in Table A and are discussed
below.



Event Center
The  proposed  Event  Center  would  have  a  seating  capacity  of  18,500,  encompassing  a  gross  area  of
approximately 775,000 square feet. The Event Center would serve as the new home of the Golden State
Warriors. The Event Center would host all the home NBA games for the Golden State Warriors, and
provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses including concerts, family shows, conferences,
conventions, cultural events and other sporting events.



The Event Center main floor would include a full length NBA basketball court for Warriors basketball
games, which can also accommodate a stage for performances. Other supporting Event Center facilities
would include player/performer locker rooms, club and press areas, concessions, restrooms, a
commissary, and a large marshalling area. The Warriors practice facility and support offices would also
be integrated within the Event Center.



The practice facility would include two full-length NBA basketball courts with approximately 21,000
square feet of playing surface, a weight room and medical treatment facilities, locker rooms, and a
players’ lounge. The support offices would accommodate Warriors management, coaching and
operations staff, administration, finance, marketing, broadcasting, merchandising, public relations, and
ticket operations. The Event Center would be surrounded by large open plaza areas connected by
ramps.



Office, Retail and Restaurant Uses
The Project would include two office buildings, each including a tower eleven (11) stories high, on the
northwest and southwest corners of the site. The office buildings would encompass a gross combined
area of approximately 580,000 square feet. The Project would also include retail space occupying
multiple areas of the site, including the lower floors of the office buildings, within or adjacent to certain
plaza-facing areas of the Event Center.



The retail space would be approximately 125,000 square feet, of which 62,500 square feet would be
used for soft goods retail and the remaining for restaurants. Approximately 51,500 square feet of the
restaurant space would be used for sit-down type restaurant and the other 11,000 square feet would be
used for quick serve (fast casual) facilities.



Parking and Open Space
The Project would include 950 parking stalls in a parking structure with below-grade parking and at-
grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view. The total parking and loading area is
approximately 475,000 square feet.



The Project open space area would be approximately 180,000 square feet and would consist of large
plaza areas, terrace areas at various levels, landscaped areas and green roof areas. The open space at
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plaza level is approximately 140,000 square feet. The total landscape area is conservatively estimated to
be approximately 30,000 square feet (i.e., 6% of the Project area required for storm water
management). Green roof areas are proposed over the two office podiums that are approximately
40,000 square feet in area. The podiums would be at 90-feet above the street level.



Table A below provides a summary of the proposed land-uses, gross square footage, types of events,
and number of days that the events are anticipated to occur. The employment and average event
attendance figures are provided by GSW for the purpose of calculating water demand.1



1 Based on comparable operational and ticketing data from other NBA venues, and on input from third
party promoters in the Bay Area.
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Table A: Blocks 29-32 Summary of Proposed Land Uses



Project Component
Floor
Area
(GSF)



Capacity
/No. of
Seats



Event Type



No. of
Events
Per
Year



Full-time
Employees



Event
Employees



Average
Attendance



Event Center 775,000 18,500 Pre-season games 3 n/a 1000 11,000
Regular season games 41 n/a 1000 17,000
Playoffs (Maximum
possible) 16 n/a 1000 18,000



Total non-Warriors
games 161



- Concerts 30 n/a 775 12,500
15 n/a 675 3,000



- Family Shows 55 n/a 675 5,000
- Other Sporting Events 30 n/a 675 7,000
- Conventions/
Corporate Events 31 n/a 675 9,000



Practice Facility &
Training Areas (1) 21,000 Practice/training 50



Part of
management
staff below



30 n/a



Event Management &
Team Operations (1) 40,000 Ongoing team/arena



operations (Mon-Fri) 240 255 n/a n/a



Kitchen (1) 32,260 221 n/a
Part of
event staff
above



n/a



GSW Office Space (1) 25,000 240
Part of
management
staff above



n/a n/a



Office Buildings 580,000 260 2,101 n/a n/a
Retail 62,500 n/a



372
n/a



Restaurants 62,500 n/a n/a
Parking 475,000 950
Landscape Area (2) 70,000
Open Space (3) 110,000



Notes:
(1) The 775,000 GSF noted for the Event Center includes the square footage identified for these uses.
(2) Includes landscape area at all levels (i.e., approximately 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscape at plaza level and 40,000 Sq.Ft. at all other
levels for storm water management.
(3) Open Space excludes 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscaped area from roughly 140,000 Sq.Ft. (i.e., 3.2 acres) of open space at plaza level.
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C. Water Demand



Standard demand factors based on land use type were used to estimate average and peak demand for
all proposed land-uses except for the Event Center, i.e., office, retail and restaurant. Because event
centers do not operate in a consistent manner, demand was estimated using event frequency and visitor
attendance estimates specific to this Project2. The methodology used in estimating the average and
peak water demand for proposed land uses is described in the following sub-sections.



I. Average Demand Projection



Event Center
A detailed analysis of water consumed by the Event Center was completed recently to support
the  SFPUC  in  preparing  Water  Supply  Assessment  (WSA)  for  the  Project.  The  analyses  was
documented in the Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 – Water Demand Memorandum dated November
14, 2014, prepared by BKF Engineers (2014 WDM), which was approved by SFPUC. The
approved analyses estimated water consumption using end-use approach. BKF used the 2014
WDM analyses to estimate the daily average during an event with full occupancy. The daily
average demand from the Event Center was estimated to be 52 gallons per minute (GPM).



Office Buildings
A standard demand factor of 103 gallons per day (GPD) per 1,000 square feet is used for office
space in the approved 2014 WDM. In the 2014 WDM, the standard demand factor was
calculated using the SFPUC “Indoor Water Demand” calculator as a reference without adjusting
flow  rate  for  green  building  code.  Table  8  of  the  2014  WDM  attached  here  shows  the
breakdown. A copy of the SFPUC Indoor Water Demand Calculator is also provided here for
reference.



To be consistent, BKF used the same demand factor here to estimate the daily average demand
for office space.



Retail
Similar, a standard demand factor of 172 GPD per 1,000 square feet, taken from the 2014 WDM,
is used to estimate demand for retail space.



Restaurant
The proposed restaurant uses will include quick serve (fast casual) food areas and sit-down
restaurants. Standard water consumption factors were used to estimate demand for both types
of restaurant uses. A standard consumption factor of 300 GPD per 1,000 square feet taken from
Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for Convention and Event Center Project dated
January 03, 2012, was used to predict restaurant water use.



2 Note these estimates also reflect the base assumptions currently being utilized for the Project
Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR).
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II. Peak Demand Projection



Event Center
As noted previously, a standard demand factor is not available for Event Center because event
centers are unique in that they do not operate the same way as more standard land uses.
Therefore, peak water demand from the Event Center is estimated using the 2010 California
Plumbing Code (CPC) method, which is based on actual fixtures available for various end-uses.
Table E of the attachments provide detailed fixture breakdown used for this analyses.



Office, Retail and Restaurant
A peaking factor of 3.5 was applied to the average demand to estimate peak demand for
proposed office, retail, and restaurant uses.



The table below lists estimated demand for different land uses using the two methodologies.



Table B: Average and Peak Water Demand



Project Component GSF Demand Factor
(gpd/1,000 Sq.Ft.)



Average
Flow (gpm)



Peak Flow
(gpm)



Peaking
Factor



Event Center 775,000 NA 52 (i) 529 (ii) 10



Office 580,000 103 (iii) 41 145 3.5



Retail 62,500 172 (iii) 7 26 3.5



Restaurant 62,500 300 (iv) 13 46 3.5



Total (gpm) 114 746
Notes:
i) Daily average during an event at full capacity. Daily average was estimated from the Water Supply



Assessment Water Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014, approved by SFPUC.
ii) Peak water demand based on 100% usage of Event Center Fixtures.
iii) Demand  factor  taken  from  Table  8  of  Water  Demand  Memorandum  dated  November  14,  2014



(attached). The base line demand factor for office space is used here without adjustment for green
building code.



iv) Demand factor taken from Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for the Convention and Event
Center Project dated January 3, 2012 (attached).



Several peak scenarios are possible due to the temporal distribution of events at the Event
Center and the variety of events coinciding with other proposed land-uses. We evaluate such
scenarios and identified that a convention during a weekday would generate the highest peak of
all scenarios. However, per SFPUC’s direction, the peak demand was estimated assuming 100%
of Event Center fixtures are used and the offices, retail and restaurants are all at full capacity.
The total shown above assumes that all proposed uses are at their peak which is very unlikely.



III. Water Service



The proposed Project peak water demand will be served by nine (9) service laterals branching
from existing low pressure water lines in the streets surrounding the Project. Existing low
pressure water lines are located in 3rd Street and South Street, and existing high pressure water
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lines are located in 3rd Street. As part of the future 16th Street and Terry A Francois Boulevard
improvements, new 12 inch low pressure water mains will be installed in these streets. Existing
water laterals that range in size from 4 to 8-inches are located on South Street. New water
laterals  for  domestic  and fire  water  that  range in  size  from 8 to  10-inches  are  proposed along
16th Street. It is also anticipated that new fire hydrants will be required around the project site.
Figure 1, attached, shows the existing and proposed water system surrounding the site.



D. Sanitary Sewer Analyses



Sewer flow from Blocks 29-32 was originally master planned to drain equally between two separate
sewersheds. The two sewersheds include the City’s Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station located at Park
P15 (MBSPS P15), located northerly from the Project, and the Mariposa Pump Station (MPS), located
southerly from the Project. Because the project would generate higher peak than the previously entitled
office space, separate discussions will be needed to identify options for splitting sewer flow between the
two sewersheds.



I. Average and Peak Demand Projection



Since sewer flow is entirely generated from water consumed by a project, the average and peak
water demand estimated in the previous Section C can be used directly to estimate sewer flow.
In general, the peak sewer demand is less than the peak water used, as unintended storage
occurs in the pipes, grease interceptors, manhole, etc, which is associated with open channel
flow hydraulics under which these systems operate. However, the reduction in peak achieved as
a  result  of  this  is  not  considered  to  be  conservative.  The  table  below  lists  average  and  peak
sewer demand for the project.



Table C: Average and Peak Sewer Demand



Project Component GSF Demand Factor
(gpd/1,000 Sq.Ft.)



Average
Flow (gpm)



Peak Flow
(gpm)



Peaking
Factor



Event Center 775,000 NA 52 (i) 529 (ii) 10



Office 580,000 103 (iii) 41 145 3.5



Retail 62,500 172 (iii) 7 26 3.5



Restaurant 62,500 300 (iv) 13 46 3.5



Total (gpm) 114 746
Notes:
i) Daily average during an event at full capacity. Daily average was estimated from the Water Supply



Assessment Water Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014, approved by SFPUC.
ii) Peak water demand based on 100% usage of Event Center Fixtures.
iii) Demand  factor  taken  from  Table  8  of  Water  Demand  Memorandum  dated  November  14,  2014



(attached). The base line demand factor for office space is used here without adjustment for green
building code.



iv) Demand factor taken from Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for the Convention and Event
Center Project dated January 3, 2012 (attached).
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II. Sanitary Sewer Service



The Project proposes multiple laterals branching from the existing sanitary sewer lines located in
3rd Street, 16th Street and South Street. New sanitary sewer mains will  be installed in Terry A
Francois Boulevard with the new street alignment improvements. The sanitary sewer laterals
will vary in size from 6 to 12-inches. The attached Figure 2 shows the existing and proposed site
sanitary sewer system. The proposed laterals arrangement will be re-configured based on future
discussions between SFPUC and GSW on sewer flow split.



E. Recycled Water



Recycled water will be used for flushing toilets (water closet) and urinals, and for irrigation. The peak
demand for recycled water occurs when all toilets and urinals in the Event Center, office, retail and
restaurant  are  flushed  at  the  same  time.  The  peak  associated  with  such  an  event  is  estimated  to  be
approximately 567 GPM. The City’s recycled water supply is not available until 2022. However, the San
Francisco Building Code requires provisions be made in new construction to include piping for this
purpose.  Pipe  fittings  and  valves  will  be  arranged  at  the  flush  valve  water  booster  pump  to  allow  for
change over from the city water system to the recycled water system in the water entry room. The flush
valve  water  booster  pump  will  then  be  used  to  distribute  the  recycled  water  to  the  correct  fixtures
throughout the building.



Existing  8-inch recycled water  mains  are  located on 3rd Street  and South Street.  As  part  of  the future
16th Street and Terry A Francois Boulevard improvements, new 8-inch recycled water mains will be
installed in these streets. Existing 4-inch water laterals are located on South Street. New water laterals
for  recycled water  are  proposed along 16th Street  that  range in  size  from 6 to  8-inches.  The attached
Figure 1 attached shows the existing and proposed recycled water system surrounding the site.



F. Conclusion



Prior  to  GSW  acquisition  of  the  Project  site,  Blocks  29-32  were  planned  to  be  developed  as  an  office
campus. The office campus was studied in the Mission Bay Environmental Impact Report prepared and
approved  in  1998  (98  EIR)  and  would  have  included  a  gross  area  of  one  (1)  million  square  feet.  The
water usage and sewage generation from the entitled office campus was also studied as part of the 98
EIR and in the Mission Bay Project Separated Sewer Analysis prepared in 2000 (2000 SSA), respectively.
The previously estimated demands and the proposed Project demands are summarized in Table D
below.
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Table D: Summary of Average and Peak Projections



Service Type



Previously Entitled Office Proposed Project



Average Peak Average Peak



MGD GPM MGD GPM MGD GPM MGD GPM



Water 0.15 104 0.450 313 0.164 114 1.074 746



Sewer 0.164 114 1.074 746



- Mariposa PS 0.096 67 0.289 201
Unknown



- MBSPS P15 0.096 67 0.289 201



Recycled Water 0.816 567
Notes:
i) The 98 EIR and 2000 SSA use a peaking factor of three (3) to estimate peak demand.



Although the proposed Project is anticipated to increase the peak demand when compared to the peak
estimated for the entitled office campus, the Project is likely to reduce the peak loading on the existing
pump stations. That is because the events that generate the peak flow occur in the evenings when other
land uses served by the pump stations are either inactive or not at their peak usage.
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G. Attachments



Table E: Blocks 29-32 Fixture Type and Count By Landuse



Reference 1: Hunters Curve from 2010 California Plumbing Code
Reference 2: Table 8 of Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 Water Demand Memorandum
Reference 3: SFPUC Indoor Water Demand Calculator part of Non-Potable Water Calculator
Reference 4: Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for Convention and Event Center Project



Figure 1: Existing and Proposed Sanitary Sewer with Demands
Figure 2: Existing and Proposed Water and Recycled Water
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Blocks 29-32
Water Sewer Analyses



1/9/2015



Event
Center



Office Retail Restaurants
Arena
Misc.



Total



Toilet (Water Closet) 5 436 236 6 20 10 708 3,540
Urinals 4 192 76 4 10 4 286 1,144
Lavatory Faucet 1 338 192 4 20 4 558 558
Showerhead 2 40 4 4 0 0 48 96
Floor Drain 0 261 132 6 10 4 413 0
Other 3 81 46 0 0 0 127 381
General Sink Faucet 1.5 176 0 32 17 4 229 344
Pre-rinse Spray Valve 1.5 0 0 21 15 0 36 54
Pot & Pan Wash 3 6 0 21 15 0 42 126
Dishwasher 1.5 2 0 21 15 0 38 57
Service or Mop Basin 3 37 0 19 15 2 73 219
Floor Drain 0 232 0 84 64 8 388 0
Other 3 19 0 0 0 0 19 57



Laundary Commercial Washers 4 3 0 0 0 0 3 12
1,823 686 222 201 36 2,968
4,074 1,822 289 321 82 6,588



Notes:
Event Center Demand



- Event Center Total Fixture Units (WSFUs)  =  4,074 + 82  =  4,156
- Flow Rate for 4,156 WSFUs using Hunters Curve = 529 GPM (assuming 100% of fixture are in use)



Recycled Water
- Recycled water total project toilets and urinals  =  3,540 + 1,144  =  4,684
- Flow Rate for 4,684 WSFUs using Hunters Curve = 567 GPM



Restroom



Food Preparation / Cafeteria /
Concession / Club Bar / Lounge
Kitchen



Table E - Blocks 29-32 Fixture Type and Count By Landuse



Facility Type Fixture Type WSFU
Structure / Building



Total WSFU



6,588
Total Fixtures =
Total WSFUs =











pala


Text Box


REFERENCE 1











Blocks 29-32
Project Demand Memo



11/14/2014



1. Visitors
Type Baseline Rate (a) Unit No. of Units (c) Unit Ave Daily Use (c) GPD per Visitor Rate (w/ Code) (e) Unit GPD per Visitor
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 1 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 1 1 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 1 2 1.28 gal/flush 1
Misc 0 0



3 2



2. Full-Time Employees
Type Baseline Rate (a)(b) Unit No. of Units (b)(d) Unit Ave Daily Use (b)(d) GPD per Employee Rate (w/ Code) (e) Unit GPD per Employee
Showerhead 2.5 gal/min 5 min 0.3 4 2 gal/min 3
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 3 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 2 2 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 4 6 1.28 gal/flush 5
Kitchen Faucet 2.2 gal/min 0.25 min 1 1 1.8 gal/min 0
Laundry 4 gal/pound 0.5 pound 0.3 1 4 gal/pound 1



14 10



1. Full-Time Employees
Type Baseline Rate (a)(b) Unit No. of Units (b)(d) Unit Ave Daily Use (b)(d) GPD per Employee Rate (w/ Code) (e) Unit GPD per Employee
Showerhead 2.5 gal/min 5 min 0.3 4 2 gal/min 3
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 3 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 2 2 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 4 6 1.28 gal/flush 5
Kitchen Faucet 2.2 gal/min 0.25 min 1 1 1.8 gal/min 0



Sub-Total = 13 10
200 200
65 49



2. Dishwasher 11.15 gal/cycle 1 cycle 1 11 11.15 gal/cycle 11



3. HVAC/Cooling Demand (f) 0.0196 gal/sf 1000 sf 1 20 0.0196 gal/sf 20



4. Indoor Floor Cleaning (g) 0.75 gal/min 4 min/1,000 sf 0.7 2 0.75 gal/min 2



5. Misc (assumed to be 5%) 4 4
103 87



Sub-Total =



Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =
Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =



Sub-Total =



Sub-Total =



Notes:



GPD per 1,000 GSF = GPD per 1,000 GSF =



(a) Baseline flow rate for showerhead, bathroom faucet, toilet, urinals and kitchen faucet are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction(WE Table 1).



(e) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3).



Office End Uses
Baseline Adjusted for Code



Notes:



Total GPD per 1,000 GSF = Total GPD per 1,000 GSF =



(g) Indoor cleaning flow rate and time required are taken from www.tomcatequip.com. The specs for MAGNUM floor scrubber dryer recommended for sports arena are used. The suggested cleaning rate is 26,000 sf/hr but 15,000
sf/hr is used for calculations to be conservative.



Table 8 - Blocks 29-32 Water Consumption By End-Use (Baseline and Adjusted)



(a) Baseline flow rate for showerhead, bathroom faucet, toilet, urinals and kitchen faucet are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction(WE Table 1).
(b) Gallons of water used by laundry per pound of fabric is taken from webpage @ http://www.allianceforwaterefficiency.org/commercial_laundry.aspx. The equipment type is assumed to be a waher-extractor which is typical fro
small to medium size laundires. Laundry is assumed to be generated by players and event performers from showers and other activities. 30% of all the employees are assumed to be players and event performers.



(d) Duration and Average daily use of fixture flow rates are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2). Average daily use of showerhead is increased from 0.1 to 0.3.



(c) Duration and Average daily use suggested in the 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2) were increased to be specific to event uses. All visitors/spectators are assumed to use
the restrooms.



Adjusted for Code
Event Center End Uses



Baseline



Baseline Adjusted for Code



(f) Water demand for cooling is taken from SFPUC Potable Offset Investigation, April 2012. Water required is the average for 12-months.



(b) Gallons of water used by laundry per pound of fabric is taken from webpage @ http://www.allianceforwaterefficiency.org/commercial_laundry.aspx. The equipment type is assumed to be a waher-extractor which is typical fro
small to medium size laundires. Laundry is assumed to be generated by players and event performers from showers and other activities. 30% of all the employees are assumed to be players and event performers.
(c) Duration and Average daily use suggested in the 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2) were increased to be specific to event uses. All visitors/spectators are assumed to use
the restrooms.
(d) Duration and Average daily use of fixture flow rates are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2). Average daily use of showerhead is increased from 0.1 to 0.3.
(e) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3).
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Blocks 29-32
Project Demand Memo



11/14/2014



Table 8 - Blocks 29-32 Water Consumption By End-Use (Baseline and Adjusted)



1. Customer
Type Baseline Rate (a) Unit No. of Units (b) Unit Ave Daily Use (b) GPD per Customer Rate (w/ Code) (c) Unit GPD per Customer
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 0.5 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 0.4 0 0.5 gal/flush 0
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 0.6 1 1.28 gal/flush 1



1 1
10 10



142 102



2. Employee
Type Baseline Rate (a) Unit No. of Units (b) Unit Ave Daily Use (b) GPD per Employee Rate (w/ Code) (c) Unit GPD per Employee
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 3 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 2 2 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 4 6 1.28 gal/flush 5



9 6
300 300
29 21



172 123



Type Flow Rate (a)(b) Unit No. of Units (a)(b) Unit Ave Yearly Use (c) GPY per 1,000 GSF
Outdoor Hardscape Washdown 5 gal/min 30 min/1,000 sf 4 600



66,000



Parking Area Washdown 5 gal/min 30 min/1,000 sf 2 300
142,500



Indoor Floor Cleaning 0.75 gal/min 4 min/1,000 sf 221 663
513,825



Misc Cleaning (assumed to be 5%) 36,116



758,441



Project Annual Water Use (gal) =
(using harscape area of 110,000 sf)



Project Annual Water Use (gal) =



Sub-Total =
GSF/Customer =



GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =



Retail End Uses



Sub-Total =
GSF/Customer =



GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =
GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Notes:



Notes:



(c) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3).



(using parking GSF of 475,000 sf)



Baseline Adjusted for Code



Baseline Adjusted for Code



Project Annual Water Use (gal) =
(using GSF of 775,000 sf)



Total GPY =



Total GPD per 1,000 GSF =



GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Total GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Washdown & Facility Cleaning



(a) Outdoor power wash flow rate and time required are based on information gathered from local vendors (Puma Power Wash, San Francisco & Clean 'n Seal, Brentwood, CA). A similar flow rate is also provided in the 2008
Watersmart Guidebook prepared by EBMUD.
(b) Indoor cleaning flow rate and time required are taken from www.tomcatequip.com. The specs for MAGNUM floor scrubber dryer recommended for sports arena are used. The suggested cleaning rate is 26,000 sf/hr but 15,000
sf/hr is used for calculations to be conservative.
(c) Outdoor hardscape area cleaning is assumed to be occur 4 times/year. General cleaning practice is 2 to 3 times/year based information provided by local vendors. Indoor floor is assumed to be cleaned after every event.



(a) Baseline flow rate for Lavatory faucet, toilet and urinals are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction(WE Table 1).
(b) Duration and Average daily use of fixture flow rates are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2). Average daily use of "Visitor" was used for customers instead of
"Retail Customer" uses from WE Table 2 as it seemed more reasonable.
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NON-POTABLE WATER CALCULATOR
Step 2 of 7: Calculate Indoor Water Demand (Indoor Fixtures and Fittings)



Project Name: LEGEND:
Generic Estates User Input



Linked from User Input
Instructions: Default Value



Autogenerated Value



A. COMMERCIAL WATER DEMAND (No user input needed - auto-calculated from Step 1 inputs)



Total Water Demand (gpd) = (Flow Rate x Duration x Ave Daily Use x No. of FTEs) + (Flow Rate x Duration x Ave Daily Use (Transient FTE) x No. of Transient FTEs)



Fixture Type Flow Rate Unit Duration Unit Ave Daily Use
Ave Daily Use
(Transient) (6)



No. of FTEs
(MAX)



No. of Transient
FTEs (MAX)



Estimated Daily
Water Demand



(gpd)



Annual Water
Demand (gpy)



Allowable End Use for
Non-Potable?



Showerhead (1)(2)(7) 2 gpm 5 min 0.65 0 0 0 0 0 No



Lavatory Faucet (2) 0.4 gpm 0.25 min 3 0.5 0 0 0 0 No



Urinals (2)(3) 0.5 gpf 1 flush 1.74 0.4 0 0 0 0 Yes



Toilet (Water Closet) (2)(3) 1.28 gpf 1 flush 1.74 0.5 0 0 0 0 Yes



Kitchen Faucet (2)(4) 1.8 gpm 0.25 min 1 0 0 0 0 0 No



Low Flow Sprayer - Restaurants (5) 82.51 gal/emp/day 1 - 1 0 0 0 0 0 No



0 0



0 0



Notes: Key
(1) Applied to 0.5% of FTEs in General Office uses. gpm: gallons per minute
(2) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements for the Prescriptive Approach (Table 13C.5.303.2.3). gpf: gallons per flush
(3) Durations and Ave Daily Use (FTE) from 2011 SFPUC Water Demand Conservation Model (Retail Model for Non-Residential). gal/emp/day: gallons per employee per day
(4) Applied to General Office, Grocery Store, Medical Office, R&D or Laboratory, and Educational Facilities.
(5) From 2011 SFPUC Water Demand Conservation Model (Retail Model for Non-Residential), Estimated Usage for Nonresidential Low-Flow Sprayers in Restaurants.
(6) From LEED 2009 Water Use Reduction Additional Guidance (Revision 3). Updated July 14, 2011. Table 1. Non-residential Default Fixture Usage Rates
(7) Ave. Daily Use value from  2011 SFPUC Water Demand Conservation Model.



B. MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL WATER DEMAND  (No user input needed - auto-calculated from Step 1 inputs)



Total Water Demand (gpd) = Flow Rate x Duration x Ave Daily Use  x No. of Occupants



Fixture Type (Daily Use) Flow Rate Unit Duration (4) Unit No. of occupants
Total Water



Demand (gpd)
Annual Water
Demand (gpy)



Allowable End Use
for Non-Potable?



Showerhead (1) 2 gpm 8.2 min 0 0 0 No



Bathroom Faucet (2) 1.3 gpm 1.5 min 0 0 0 No



Bath (2) 25 gal/bath 1 bath 0 0 0 No



Washing Machine (3) 36.9 gal/cycle 1 0 0 0 No



Toilet (Water Closet) (1) 1.28 gpf 1 flush 0 0 0 Yes



Kitchen Faucet (1) 1.8 gpm 7.82 min 0 0 0 No



Dishwasher (3) 11.15 gal/cycle 1 0 0 0 No



0 0



If manually entering
Annual Demand for Toilet



Water, enter here (gpy):
0 0



Notes: Key
(1) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3). gpm: gallons per minute
(2) Flow rate from SFPUC 2011 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) Retail Demand  Model for New Multi-Family Residential Water Use. gal/bath: gallons per bath
(3) Flow rate based on 2010 rate used in the 2010 UWMP Conservation Model. gal/cycle: gallons per washing cycle
(4) Flow rate from SFPUC 2010 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) Retail Demand  Model for New Multi-Family Residential Water Use. gpf: gallons per flush
Ave Daily Use for faucets are represented by total average usage per person per day (min/person/day)



C. HVAC/COOLING DEMAND



Please enter monthly HVAC/Cooling Demands for each site (gal/mo.)



SITE TOTAL (gal/mo) January February March April May June July August September October November December
SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main Street 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



Total (gal/mo): 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



D. OTHER INDOOR DEMANDS THAT CAN BE MET WITH NON-POTABLE SUPPLIES
User Input Instructions:
Please include other indoor demands in your building if applicable.



Indoor Decorative Water Feature:
E.g. indoor fountains with no contact 0 gpd <--Enter the total daily demand in gallons per day for all indoor decorative water features in the building



0 no. of days <--Enter the number of days in a year the decorative water features will be operational
0 gpy



Commercial Laundry:
0 gal/load <--Typical water use is 17 gals/wash load
0 loads/day <--Enter estimated number of loads per day
0 gpd
0 no. of days <--Enter estimated number of days in a year that laundry facilities will be used
0 gpy



Other Non-Potable Demand:
<Please specify here> 0 gpd <--Enter estimated daily demand associated with use



0 no. of days <--Enter the number of days the demand will be applicable within a year
0 gpy



If Manually Entering Annual Demands for all Other
Indoor Demands, enter here (gpy): 0 gpy <--These values could be selected in Tab 7 - Project Definition to replace the values in the table above



SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main
Street



If manually entering Annual Demand for
Urinals and Toilet Water, enter here (gpy):



User's have the option to manually enter water demand estimates for the site. These estimates could be used to
override or replace the auto-calculated estimates. Tab 7 - Project Definition allows the user to choose between the
auto-calculated value and the manually entered values.



If manual entries are to be used, the user must provide inputs here and then select the "Manual Entry" option to be used in Tab 7 in order to override the automatically
calculated values.



If manual entries are to be used, the user must provide inputs here and then select the "Manual Entry" option to be used in Tab 7 in order to override the automatically
calculated values.



SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main Street



SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main Street



This Tab calculates annual indoor water demand based on water demand from domestic fixtures and fittings, using
assumed usage rates based on the building uses and occupancy profiles entered in Step 1.



TOTAL



Ave Daily Use (4)



0.65



>>> Please proceed on to Step 3: Calculate Indoor Non-Potable Supply



TOTAL



1



0.1



0.31



4.75



1



0.04



I.e. commercial laundry facilities that are operated by
designated staff and are not available for general public



use



April 2014 2. Indoor Water Demand Page 1 of 1
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ATTACHMENT A



Gallons Acre-Feet



Exhibit Space 780,506 80 62,440 293 a 18,294,920 56.14
Meeting Rooms 106,345 150 15,952 142 b 2,265,184 6.95
Offices 87,441 150 13,116 312 c 4,092,192 12.56
Other (Back-of-House) 525,678 80 42,054 355 d 14,929,170 45.81
Restaurant/Commissary/
Food Court



76,500 300 e 22,950 355 d 8,147,250 25.00



Retail 3,975 80 318 365 116,070 0.36
Bike Station 3,250 80 e 260 365 94,900 0.29



47,939,686 147.11



Gallons Acre Feet



Forecasted
Annual



Attendance f
Water



Cons mption/ SeatAttendance f
Number of Event



Da s f



Floor Area



Water
Consumption/



1,000 Sq.Ft.



Water
Consumption/



Event Day
Number of Event



Days
Annual Water Use



Convention Center



Subtotal Convention Center



Table 6
OPTION 2: FORECAST OF PROPOSED PROJECT WATER DEMAND BASED ON STANDARD CITY FACTORS



General Consumption



Annual Water Use



MATRIX Environmental Page 16 November 23, 2011



Gallons Acre-Feet



Attendance Level 1 72,230 37 2,672,510 4 10,690,040 32.80
Attendance Level 2 55,000 20 1,100,000 4 4,400,000 13.50
Attendance Level 3 35,000 10 350,000 4 1,400,000 4.30
Subtotal 67 4,122,510 16,490,040 50.60



Attendance f Consumption/ SeatAttendance f Days f



Spectator Event Attendance g
Event Center



MATRIX Environmental Page 16 November 23, 2011
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1650 Technology Drive, Suite 650
San Jose, California 95110
T: (408)467-9100
 www.bkf.com



SANITARY SEWER EXHIIBT



South Office Tower
Avg - 21 GPM
Peak - 73 GPM



North Office Tower
Avg - 20 GPM
Peak - 72 GPM



Event Center
Avg - 52 GPM



Peak - 529 GPM



Retail*
Avg - 7 GPM



Peak - 26 GPM



Restaurant*
Avg - 13 GPM
Peak - 46 GPM



* Restaurant & retail are spread
across the perimeter of the site.

























From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Dan Bacon; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke


Miller; Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Mary G. Murphy
Subject: Re: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 3:31:34 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thank you both. Looping Mary Murphy in as well.


Paul:
Are you referring to the additional offsite locations you suggested just before the holiday (unfortunately
after the model was finalized)?  When does ESA require that information? Can you confirm that the
wind impact section is not delayed due to these last minute requests from UCSF/ESA, and that this
group is in agreement that the additional testing is required? Perhaps we can discuss at our 4pm today.


Dan:
Please re-send the existing conditions materials you already produced to myself and Clarke. I am having
trouble locating the files in my records.


Kate


Sent from my iPhone


> On Jan 6, 2015, at 2:27 PM, "Paul Mitchell" <PMitchell@esassoc.com> wrote:
>
> Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
>
> Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our preliminary
comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has yet to be
completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response to Dan’s
inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard conditions or will
they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will be requesting input
from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that the City has tended to
focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important factor for the City to consider
when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations experiencing the wind impact would be
used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy locations being the most critical).
>
> Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
>
>
> Paul Mitchell
> ESA | Community Development
> 550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
> San Francisco, CA 94108
> 415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
> pmitchell@esassoc.com<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com]
> Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
> To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
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> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hi Kate/Paul,
>
> Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
>
> Please note a few items.
>
> First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to modify
the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the tunnel for
subsequent follow up testing.
>
> Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing didn’t
allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor layout in the
next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the preliminary
designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard conditions on or
around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph average wind speed
and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
>
> Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have been
reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47.
>
> One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
>
> Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
>
> Best Regards,
>
> Dan
>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]
> Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
>
> Kate Aufhauser
> Project Analyst
>
> 510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
>
> kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
>
> [Golden State Warriors]<http://www.nba.com/warriors/>
>
> website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> | tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
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app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> | social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>
>
> SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>
>
>
>
> From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com]
> Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
> To: Kate Aufhauser
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hi Kate,
>
> Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
>
> Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week, so
we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into the
tunnel for further testing.
>
> Thanks
> Dan
>
> [Description: rwdi-logoWide]
>
> Dan Bacon
> Senior Project Manager/Associate
> Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
> Consulting Engineers & Scientists
> 650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8
> Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com<http://www.rwdi.com>
>
> [Description: stripegen]
> [Description: Canadas 50 best managed companies][Description: RWDI twitter news
feed]<https://twitter.com/RWDI>Follow RWDI on Twitter<https://twitter.com/RWDI>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]
> Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
> Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hello Dan –
> How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
> Thanks,
> Kate
>
> Kate Aufhauser
> Project Analyst
>
> 510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
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>
> kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
>
> [Golden State Warriors]<http://www.nba.com/warriors/>
>
> website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> | tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> | social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>
>
> SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>
>
>
>
> From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Dan:
>
> Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that raised
concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in consideration
of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of 16th/Illiniois; UCSF
hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF building at southwest
corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
>
> Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  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<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
>
> From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com]
> Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
> To: Paul Mitchell
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hi Paul,
>
> Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled to
test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we do
need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with preliminary
results early the week of January 5th.
>
> Thanks Dan
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>
>
>
> [Description: rwdi-logoWide]
>
> Dan Bacon
> Senior Project Manager/Associate
> Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
> Consulting Engineers & Scientists
> 650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8
> Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com<http://www.rwdi.com>
>
> [Description: stripegen]
> [Description: Canadas 50 best managed companies][Description: RWDI twitter news
feed]<https://twitter.com/RWDI>Follow RWDI on Twitter<https://twitter.com/RWDI>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
> Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
> Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Dan:
>
> Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission Bay,
and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the following
to your attention:
>
>
> ·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary scoping
comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address impacts of the GSW
project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene Friend Way near Third Street, and
the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t expect the project to affect conditions
considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway as that location should be located sufficiently
upwind of the project site.  However, we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-
site locations in the project site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF
vicinity, such as along Third Street at Gene Friend Way.
>
> ·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations that
you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide ESA with a map
of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.
>
> Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
>
>
> Paul Mitchell
> ESA | Community Development
> 550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
> San Francisco, CA 94108
> 415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
> pmitchell@esassoc.com<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
> RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for the sole use
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of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is privileged and/or
confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this email and delete the message without retaining
any hard or electronic copies of same. Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made
to their absence in this email or attachments.
>
> RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for the sole use
of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is privileged and/or
confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this email and delete the message without retaining
any hard or electronic copies of same. Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made
to their absence in this email or attachments.
>
> RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for the sole use
of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is privileged and/or
confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this email and delete the message without retaining
any hard or electronic copies of same. Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made
to their absence in this email or attachments.
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: Arrival  Distributions
Date: Saturday, January 10, 2015 8:49:35 AM
Attachments: image001.png


The numbers are consistent with the (a comparable table is shown below).  The issue raised by UCSF remains though that
there is only 1% of people arriving within the typical PM peak hour period (before 6 PM).
 
 


Arrivals   GS Warrior Arrivals
Time Period Start time: 7:30 PM


2 hours prior to start 5:00 PM 5:30 PM 0% 0%
1½ hours prior to start 5:30 PM 6:00 PM 1% 1%
1 hour prior to start 6:00 PM 6:30 PM 11% 12%
½ hour prior to start 6:30 PM 7:00 PM 20% 32%
Event start time 7:00 PM 7:30 PM 34% 66%
½ hour after start 7:30 PM 8:00 PM 34% 100%


 TOTAL 100%  
 
 
I spoke with Tim on Thursday.  He said that he does not have any data for Staples Center but that he mentioned it as a
potential example.  I understand that AECOM working for someone affected by the proposed new arena in downtown
Sacramento raised the same issue as part of the Sacramento arena EIR, that F&P had based the arrivals on the existing King’s
arena and therefore was not applicable.  I am not sure what the outcome of the comment was, perhaps Brian Boxer can let us
know the details.
 
On the other hand, I feel  we have raised the issue sufficiently and if the sponsor wants to move forward with this data, we are
OK as well.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Saturday, January 10, 2015 8:14 AM
To: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: FW: Arrival Distributions
 
Hi-
I don’t have the Travel Demand memo with me at home.  Brett and/Jose, please confirm that the numbers in the attached
table match the numbers in our memo.   It looks like they do from my memory….
 
Thank you.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 9, 2015 5:19 PM
To: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett
(CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Arrival Distributions
 
All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please see the attached analysis.
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Highlights to note:


-        Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data (actuals, not projections), provided by Icon Venue
Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.


o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between Kings games (7:00pm start) and Warriors games
(7:30pm start).


-        Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for another new, downtown, California arena.
o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly comparable neighborhood context.


-        Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our assumptions.
o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, and by 7:30pm than fans arriving per


time-adjusted league data.
 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions made to date, and therefore no change to the
transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Ed Boscacci
To: Webster, Leslie (PUC); Tran, Michael (PUC); Jacob Nguyen; "Kate Aufhauser"; Aldhafari, Bassam;


CMiller@stradasf.com
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori (PUC); Jurosek, Marla (PUC); Reilly, Catherine


(CII); Shrestha, Bimayendra; "Dorinda Shipman"; Sravan Paladugu
Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:45:41 PM


Leslie,
 
Sounds like my voice mail on dewatering may have been garbled. To clarify, the following are the
anticipated dewatering
flows rates provided by Dorinda Shipman of Langan.
 
 
Estimated discharge volumes:
Based on Langan groundwater modeling to date:


 Construction discharge rate will start at 1,750 gpm and likely last 3 to 4 days.
 By the end of first week, discharge rate will reduce to approx. 300 gpm
 By the end of second week, discharge rate will reduce to approx. 100 gpm
 By the end of the 45-day construction dewatering period, discharge rate will


reduce to approx. 30 to 40 gpm.
 


From: Webster, Leslie [mailto:LWebster@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 9:05 AM
To: Tran, Michael; Jacob Nguyen; Ed Boscacci; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Aldhafari, Bassam;
CMiller@stradasf.com
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori; Jurosek, Marla; Reilly, Catherine;
Shrestha, Bimayendra
Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
 
Hello all,
 
Below are the items that I committed to follow up on after our 1/8 meeting.
 
Capacity charge: A description of the capacity charge is in section 10 of this manual, available on the
SFPUC web site, along with links and contacts for further information. There may be other
requirements in the manual that would be useful to you as well.
 
Discussions with the Regional Board: I discussed this with the PUC regulatory team and they would
like to have stormwater modeling results prior to starting discussions with the Regional Board. I have
a call in to Beth Goldstein to discuss her scope of work to determine if her modeling effort will give
us the information that we will need.
 
Additionally, I received a voicemail from Ed Boscacci on Friday requesting that we discuss
dewatering with the Regional Board as well. I apologize if this was already resolved, but I wanted to
know if dewatering water to be sent to the sanitary or the storm system? If it will be directed to the
sanitary, then dewatering flows should be included in the ‘worst case scenario’ in the BKF Sanitary
TM (per Ed, estimated 1 week in November, 750 gpm). 
 



mailto:EBOSCACCI@BKF.com

mailto:lwebster@sfwater.org

mailto:mitran@sfwater.org

mailto:jnguyen@bkf.com

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:bassam.aldhafari@sfdpw.org

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:wallis.lee@sfdpw.org

mailto:iqbalbhai.dhapa@sfdpw.org

mailto:MWong@sfwater.org

mailto:lregler@sfwater.org

mailto:mjurosek@sfwater.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:bimayendra.shrestha@sfdpw.org

mailto:dshipman@Langan.com

mailto:spaladugu@bkf.com

http://sfwater.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=4748

http://sfwater.org/index.aspx?page=574





Please let me know if you have further questions.
 
Best,
Leslie
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Tran, Michael 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:07 PM
To: 'Jacob Nguyen'; Ed Boscacci; Kate Aufhauser; Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie; 525GG Building
Access Requests; Tran, Michael
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori; Jurosek, Marla; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
When: Thursday, January 08, 2015 9:00 AM-11:00 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: 525 Golden Gate Avenue, 2nd Floor Yosemite
 
 
Good afternoon,
 
Following up with a conversation with BKF this afternoon, I’m requesting a follow-up technical meeting
for this coming Thursday 1/8.  Meeting agenda and comments to follow.  Please forward this invitation
to appropriate parties.
 
Thanks
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 


Confidentiality Notice: This email (including any attachment) is intended only for the individual or entity to which it is addressed and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are not authorized to intercept, read, print, retain, copy, forward, or disseminate this communication. If you have
received this communication in error, please reply to the sender or call  650-482-6300, and then please delete this message from your
inbox as well as any copies. Thank you, BKF Engineers








From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Dan Bacon; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke


Miller; Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Mary G. Murphy
Subject: Re: RWDI GSW Wind Study
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 3:31:36 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thank you both. Looping Mary Murphy in as well.


Paul:
Are you referring to the additional offsite locations you suggested just before the holiday (unfortunately
after the model was finalized)?  When does ESA require that information? Can you confirm that the
wind impact section is not delayed due to these last minute requests from UCSF/ESA, and that this
group is in agreement that the additional testing is required? Perhaps we can discuss at our 4pm today.


Dan:
Please re-send the existing conditions materials you already produced to myself and Clarke. I am having
trouble locating the files in my records.


Kate


Sent from my iPhone


> On Jan 6, 2015, at 2:27 PM, "Paul Mitchell" <PMitchell@esassoc.com> wrote:
>
> Catherine/Chris:  The sponsor’s wind consultant (RWDI) submitted the attached preliminary wind
results appendix to ESA for review, so I am including you on this as well.  Please see my comments to
Dan (RWDI)/Kate below as well.
>
> Dan (RWDI)/Kate:  ESA will review your preliminary wind results appendix and provide our preliminary
comments shortly.  It appears, however, that there is additional testing/analysis that has yet to be
completed, the results of which ESA will review once it is available from you.  In response to Dan’s
inquiry regarding “Will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard conditions or will
they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9” this is a question that ESA will be requesting input
from OCII/Planning Department to help answer.  While our experience is that the City has tended to
focus on reducing project wind impacts on off-site locations, an important factor for the City to consider
when weighing in would be how much the on-site locations experiencing the wind impact would be
used by pedestrians year round (with pedestrian-heavy locations being the most critical).
>
> Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
>
>
> Paul Mitchell
> ESA | Community Development
> 550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
> San Francisco, CA 94108
> 415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
> pmitchell@esassoc.com<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com]
> Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:10 PM
> To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
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> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu; Paul Mitchell
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hi Kate/Paul,
>
> Please find attached our preliminary pedestrian results based on the San Francisco Criteria for the
Warriors Arena.
>
> Please note a few items.
>
> First off, due to our tunnel schedule and timing to get these results completed, the information
attached does not include the sensors that were requested off site.  We simply ran out of time to modify
the model before testing.  The idea is we will test these locations when we go back into the tunnel for
subsequent follow up testing.
>
> Second point is we did not test the existing conditions using the current sensor layout this time
around.  Considering we have the existing results from previous testing, we felt again, that timing didn’t
allow at this time.  We will include an existing configuration test, using the current sensor layout in the
next round of testing.  Of note, the test results for the existing conditions based of the preliminary
designs of the arena and original sensor layout showed there were no wind hazard conditions on or
around the site and there were 64 exceedences for wind comfort, with a 12 mph average wind speed
and 16% of time exceeding 11 mph.
>
> Based on the attached results there is only one location ( Sensor 9) that exceeds the hazard criteria
off site and four locations (Sensors 44, 47, 62, and 65) on site.  The wind comfort conditions have been
reduced from 64 exceedences in the original existing conditions, down to 47.
>
> One question we have for ESA is; “will the City require the development to eliminate all five hazard
conditions or will they only be focused on the one location, sensor 9? “
>
> Please review the results and let us know when you would like to set up a conference call to discuss.
>
> Best Regards,
>
> Dan
>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]
> Sent: January-05-15 5:17 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> OK, great. I’ll keep an eye out for the memo. I agree, better to get the bulk of the testing done than
to delay for 1-2 additional sensors. I’ll confer with Paul re: best course of action for those.
>
> Kate Aufhauser
> Project Analyst
>
> 510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
>
> kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
>
> [Golden State Warriors]<http://www.nba.com/warriors/>
>
> website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> | tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets





app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> | social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>
>
> SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>
>
>
>
> From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com]
> Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:22 PM
> To: Kate Aufhauser
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree; Frank Kriksic; Hanqing Wu
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hi Kate,
>
> Testing was completed over the holidays and the analysis was completed.  We are just running
through our final QA checks and hope to have preliminary results out to the team by the end of
tomorrow for review and discussion.
>
> Unfortunately, this round of testing did not include the last minute sensor locations as requested by
Paul at ESA.  Model changes would have delayed getting the model tested and results out this week, so
we decided to go ahead with what we had ready and will add those sensors when we go back into the
tunnel for further testing.
>
> Thanks
> Dan
>
> [Description: rwdi-logoWide]
>
> Dan Bacon
> Senior Project Manager/Associate
> Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
> Consulting Engineers & Scientists
> 650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8
> Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com<http://www.rwdi.com>
>
> [Description: stripegen]
> [Description: Canadas 50 best managed companies][Description: RWDI twitter news
feed]<https://twitter.com/RWDI>Follow RWDI on Twitter<https://twitter.com/RWDI>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]
> Sent: January-05-15 12:22 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kyla Rowntree
> Subject: FW: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hello Dan –
> How are the tests coming along? Are we still on track to deliver the memo this week?
> Thanks,
> Kate
>
> Kate Aufhauser
> Project Analyst
>
> 510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
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>
> kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
>
> [Golden State Warriors]<http://www.nba.com/warriors/>
>
> website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> | tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> | social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>
>
> SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>
>
>
>
> From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 4:29 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu; Kern,
Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Dan:
>
> Thanks for giving ESA the opportunity to review your map of proposed wind test points.  Chuck
Bennett has reviewed your wind test point figure (attached), and we have identified some additional
recommended off-site test point locations (also attached – see street map and accompanying aerial
photo).  These were identified 1) in consideration of scoping comments received from UCSF that raised
concerns of potential project wind effects on Gene Friend Way, and 16th near 4th), 2) in consideration
of other existing off-site buildings (i.e., the Fibrogen building on southeast corner of 16th/Illiniois; UCSF
hospital with tower on 16th west of Third), and future buildings (i.e., future UCSF building at southwest
corner of 16th/Third Street corner).
>
> Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the above; we are happy to discuss.  I am
cc:ing City Planning and OCII staff on this email as well.  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<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
>
> From: Dan Bacon [mailto:Dan.Bacon@rwdi.com]
> Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:45 PM
> To: Paul Mitchell
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett; Jill Bond; Kyla Rowntree; Hanqing Wu
> Subject: RE: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Hi Paul,
>
> Please see attached our current sensor plan locations for the study of GSW.  Unfortunately we are
limited on how far we can go on our study disc, limitations on hooking up sensors on the outer study
disc and accuracy as we get close to the wind tunnel wall.  Hopefully the attached plan provides
sufficient coverage for providing information on UCSF.  Our model is complete and we are scheduled to
test early next week, so if you could provide feedback soon that would be appreciated.  Ideally we do
need to test Monday in order to have enough time to run our analysis and provide ESA with preliminary
results early the week of January 5th.
>
> Thanks Dan
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>
>
>
> [Description: rwdi-logoWide]
>
> Dan Bacon
> Senior Project Manager/Associate
> Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.
> Consulting Engineers & Scientists
> 650 Woodlawn Road West, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1K 1B8
> Tel: (519) 823-1311 ext 2245  Fax: (519) 823-1316  Web: www.rwdi.com<http://www.rwdi.com>
>
> [Description: stripegen]
> [Description: Canadas 50 best managed companies][Description: RWDI twitter news
feed]<https://twitter.com/RWDI>Follow RWDI on Twitter<https://twitter.com/RWDI>
>
>
>
>
>
> From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
> Sent: December-23-14 4:05 PM
> To: Dan Bacon
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Chuck Bennett
> Subject: RWDI GSW Wind Study
>
> Dan:
>
> Kate Aufhauser from the Warriors gave me your contact details.  As you may know, our firm is
preparing the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Warriors project in Mission Bay,
and we will be relying on your wind technical study to inform the Wind section of the SEIR.  We
understand you are currently analyzing the project in your wind tunnel.  I wanted to bring the following
to your attention:
>
>
> ·         We have just received the University of California at San Francisco (UCSF) preliminary scoping
comments on the SEIR, and they have requested that the wind study address impacts of the GSW
project on UCSF facilities heavily used by pedestrians, such as Gene Friend Way near Third Street, and
the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway.  We wouldn’t expect the project to affect conditions
considerably at the 16th/4th Street UCSF campus gateway as that location should be located sufficiently
upwind of the project site.  However, we want to confirm your study is addressing wind effects at off-
site locations in the project site vicinity, including but not limited to those in the immediate UCSF
vicinity, such as along Third Street at Gene Friend Way.
>
> ·         Towards that end, we assume you already have established the wind test point locations that
you are studying. In advance of receiving your report, is it possible for RWDI to provide ESA with a map
of the wind test point locations that you are analyzing.
>
> Thanks in advance, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
>
>
> Paul Mitchell
> ESA | Community Development
> 550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
> San Francisco, CA 94108
> 415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
> pmitchell@esassoc.com<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
> RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for the sole use
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of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is privileged and/or
confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this email and delete the message without retaining
any hard or electronic copies of same. Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made
to their absence in this email or attachments.
>
> RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for the sole use
of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is privileged and/or
confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this email and delete the message without retaining
any hard or electronic copies of same. Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made
to their absence in this email or attachments.
>
> RWDI - One of Canada's 50 Best Managed CompaniesThis communication is intended for the sole use
of the party to whom it was addressed and may contain information that is privileged and/or
confidential. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this email and delete the message without retaining
any hard or electronic copies of same. Outgoing emails are scanned for viruses, but no warranty is made
to their absence in this email or attachments.
> <image001.png>
> <image002.gif>
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> <image007.gif>
> <150106 RWDI Preliminary Results - Warrior's Arena - 1401775.pdf>








From: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: OCII Commission Meeting, January 6, 2015
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 1:48:53 PM


Catherine,
 
Can you please provide the following information so we are able to finalize the meeting minutes?
 
Thanks,
 
Claudia
 


From: Beth Celani [mailto:bethcel@comcast.net] 
Sent: Friday, January 09, 2015 1:48 PM
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: RE: OCII Commission Meeting, January 6, 2015
 
Hi, Claudia. Pls ask Catherine Reilly for the correct spelling and titles/companies for the following
people:
 
Gail/Gayle? Hunter, Vice President, Golden State Warriors Public Affairs and Event Management
David Maneca, Lead Architect, (name of company)
 
Thx.
 


From: Guerra, Claudia (CII) [mailto:claudia.guerra@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 10:14 AM
To: Beth Celani
Cc: Nguyen, Lucinda (CII); Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: OCII Commission Meeting, January 6, 2015
 
Here’s the information for the January 6, 2015, Commission Meeting.
 
Video is posted at: http://sanfrancisco.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=169&clip_id=21718
 
Attached are as follows:


 


1. Agenda


2. Attendance  –  Commissioner Singh absent


3. Roll Call Votes


4. Speaker Cards


5. OCII Commission meeting started at 1:04 pm  


6. OCII Commission meeting ended at 3:44 pm     
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7. Presenters names and titles (please see roll call sheet)


8. Minutes Deadline:  Need Minutes by Friday, January 9, 2015


 


Please let me know if you need additional information.
 
Thank you for your help.  Happy Holidays!
 
Claudia
 
Claudia Guerra
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 claudia.guerra@sfgov.org
 
 
Claudia Guerra
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 claudia.guerra@sfgov.org
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Lauren Weingartner; "Leah DiCarlo"; Jesse Blout; Kristin Kontz
Subject: [Agenda] SD Package Launch
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 8:57:36 PM
Attachments: image002.png


Items for review during our time tomorrow morning:
 


1)       Documentation strategy
a.       1 SD/BC package total (multiple chapters), or 1 package per structure/area?
b.      For either, agree on which structures/areas should be treated independently


                                                               i.      Particular emphasis on strategy for landscape, parking, retail
2)       Design progress


a.       “Drop dead” date for the design progress to represent in graphics
                                                               i.      What site plans, elevations, etc. to use as backgrounds
                                                             ii.       Goal: Avoid the iteration we had on the Major Phase, even though design


will continue to progress concurrently
b.      GSW Proposal: 100% SD package


                                                               i.      Defined package of coordinated designs
                                                             ii.       Submitted to GSW week of 12/22 (very recent)


c.        Alternative Proposal: Design progress as represented in the Major Phase?
                                                               i.      Negates the need for revision on several graphics


3)       Content review
a.       “Project Data” summary
b.      OCII preferences for narrative content (design narrative, structural narrative, etc.)
c.        Addressing minor changes to D4D and other plans
d.      Deferrals (signage, art?)


4)       Schedule
 
 


 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Webster, Leslie
To: Tran, Michael (PUC); "Jacob Nguyen"; "Ed Boscacci"; "Kate Aufhauser"; Aldhafari, Bassam;


CMiller@stradasf.com
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori (PUC); Jurosek, Marla (PUC); Reilly, Catherine


(CII); Shrestha, Bimayendra
Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 9:05:18 AM


Hello all,
 
Below are the items that I committed to follow up on after our 1/8 meeting.
 
Capacity charge: A description of the capacity charge is in section 10 of this manual, available on the
SFPUC web site, along with links and contacts for further information. There may be other
requirements in the manual that would be useful to you as well.
 
Discussions with the Regional Board: I discussed this with the PUC regulatory team and they would
like to have stormwater modeling results prior to starting discussions with the Regional Board. I have
a call in to Beth Goldstein to discuss her scope of work to determine if her modeling effort will give
us the information that we will need.
 
Additionally, I received a voicemail from Ed Boscacci on Friday requesting that we discuss
dewatering with the Regional Board as well. I apologize if this was already resolved, but I wanted to
know if dewatering water to be sent to the sanitary or the storm system? If it will be directed to the
sanitary, then dewatering flows should be included in the ‘worst case scenario’ in the BKF Sanitary
TM (per Ed, estimated 1 week in November, 750 gpm). 
 
Please let me know if you have further questions.
 
Best,
Leslie
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Tran, Michael 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:07 PM
To: 'Jacob Nguyen'; Ed Boscacci; Kate Aufhauser; Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie; 525GG Building
Access Requests; Tran, Michael
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori; Jurosek, Marla; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
When: Thursday, January 08, 2015 9:00 AM-11:00 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: 525 Golden Gate Avenue, 2nd Floor Yosemite
 
 
Good afternoon,
 
Following up with a conversation with BKF this afternoon, I’m requesting a follow-up technical meeting
for this coming Thursday 1/8.  Meeting agenda and comments to follow.  Please forward this invitation
to appropriate parties.
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Thanks
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 








From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: Arrival  Distributions
Date: Saturday, January 10, 2015 8:49:37 AM
Attachments: image001.png


The numbers are consistent with the (a comparable table is shown below).  The issue raised by UCSF remains though that
there is only 1% of people arriving within the typical PM peak hour period (before 6 PM).
 
 


Arrivals   GS Warrior Arrivals
Time Period Start time: 7:30 PM


2 hours prior to start 5:00 PM 5:30 PM 0% 0%
1½ hours prior to start 5:30 PM 6:00 PM 1% 1%
1 hour prior to start 6:00 PM 6:30 PM 11% 12%
½ hour prior to start 6:30 PM 7:00 PM 20% 32%
Event start time 7:00 PM 7:30 PM 34% 66%
½ hour after start 7:30 PM 8:00 PM 34% 100%


 TOTAL 100%  
 
 
I spoke with Tim on Thursday.  He said that he does not have any data for Staples Center but that he mentioned it as a
potential example.  I understand that AECOM working for someone affected by the proposed new arena in downtown
Sacramento raised the same issue as part of the Sacramento arena EIR, that F&P had based the arrivals on the existing King’s
arena and therefore was not applicable.  I am not sure what the outcome of the comment was, perhaps Brian Boxer can let us
know the details.
 
On the other hand, I feel  we have raised the issue sufficiently and if the sponsor wants to move forward with this data, we are
OK as well.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Saturday, January 10, 2015 8:14 AM
To: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: FW: Arrival Distributions
 
Hi-
I don’t have the Travel Demand memo with me at home.  Brett and/Jose, please confirm that the numbers in the attached
table match the numbers in our memo.   It looks like they do from my memory….
 
Thank you.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 9, 2015 5:19 PM
To: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett
(CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Arrival Distributions
 
All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please see the attached analysis.
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Highlights to note:


-        Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data (actuals, not projections), provided by Icon Venue
Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.


o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between Kings games (7:00pm start) and Warriors games
(7:30pm start).


-        Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for another new, downtown, California arena.
o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly comparable neighborhood context.


-        Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our assumptions.
o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, and by 7:30pm than fans arriving per


time-adjusted league data.
 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions made to date, and therefore no change to the
transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Cc: "Kate Aufhauser"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:41:00 PM


I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going to do the SBE,
but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I was told to keep the entire
presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the more slides the more someone talks.  We
need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10 minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone
understands the time limitations.
 
Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t want to switch
back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that takes time and makes it
confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of those, then I will have you move the
DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental Review Process slides so that I can close out with
them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the following
changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are required to comply
with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
 
Add back in the following:


¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First Source Hiring
Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF residents


 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
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I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my voicemail I
left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or expecting someone from
GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now and I’ll check in
the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
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See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could
transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more
SBE information than you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by
formatting, not content. Hope that works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets

http://www.nba.com/warriors/app

http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect

http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014

mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com

http://www.tinyurl.com/WTA-Mailing-List

http://www.sfmta.com/

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com





 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the
purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam
change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits. 
I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you
would like to see it, I can forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle
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4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15
hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for
tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone
speaking should sit in the front row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a
good chance you will be called to answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have
talked about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies
(David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby
concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these
slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away
from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission
meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday
once I have them done.    Once you have made the minor comments below,
please resend the PPT since I need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors
are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan
and a couple of the pretty pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but
not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still
set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened
on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at
this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a
few more sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE
program and that they look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed
the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND
to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation. 
But they need to be asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program
(don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover
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Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along
with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you
have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th


and we can mention them as part of the presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10
minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either
get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to
get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-
up overhead (have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me, with
support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to
show support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would
recommend asking Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the
Commission expects her to be there for MB items and they will want to hear her
thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a
great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
To: José I. Farrán; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: Arrival  Distributions
Date: Saturday, January 10, 2015 9:02:48 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Without concrete evidence to the contrary, what percentage could we use before 6pm, you know?  Anyway, I think we
should call Tim (he is the one that raised this to me in the first place) quickly touch base about this.  Do you all want to call
him or just me?  Maybe he has something more concrete than just ‘this doesn’t seem right given all the retail/restaurant the
development will have’. 
 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Saturday, January 10, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: Arrival Distributions
 
The numbers are consistent with the (a comparable table is shown below).  The issue raised by UCSF remains though that
there is only 1% of people arriving within the typical PM peak hour period (before 6 PM).
 
 


Arrivals  GS Warrior Arrivals
Time Period Start time: 7:30 PM


2 hours prior to start 5:00 PM 5:30 PM 0% 0%
1½ hours prior to start 5:30 PM 6:00 PM 1% 1%
1 hour prior to start 6:00 PM 6:30 PM 11% 12%
½ hour prior to start 6:30 PM 7:00 PM 20% 32%
Event start time 7:00 PM 7:30 PM 34% 66%
½ hour after start 7:30 PM 8:00 PM 34% 100%


 TOTAL 100%  
 
 
I spoke with Tim on Thursday.  He said that he does not have any data for Staples Center but that he mentioned it as a
potential example.  I understand that AECOM working for someone affected by the proposed new arena in downtown
Sacramento raised the same issue as part of the Sacramento arena EIR, that F&P had based the arrivals on the existing King’s
arena and therefore was not applicable.  I am not sure what the outcome of the comment was, perhaps Brian Boxer can let us
know the details.
 
On the other hand, I feel  we have raised the issue sufficiently and if the sponsor wants to move forward with this data, we are
OK as well.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Saturday, January 10, 2015 8:14 AM
To: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: FW: Arrival Distributions
 
Hi-
I don’t have the Travel Demand memo with me at home.  Brett and/Jose, please confirm that the numbers in the attached
table match the numbers in our memo.   It looks like they do from my memory….
 
Thank you.
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 9, 2015 5:19 PM
To: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett
(CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Arrival Distributions
 
All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please see the attached analysis.
 
Highlights to note:


-          Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data (actuals, not projections), provided by Icon Venue
Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.


o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between Kings games (7:00pm start) and Warriors games
(7:30pm start).


-          Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for another new, downtown, California arena.
o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly comparable neighborhood context.


-          Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our assumptions.
o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, and by 7:30pm than fans arriving per


time-adjusted league data.
 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions made to date, and therefore no change to the
transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII); Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: FW: OCII Public Hearing/Warriors Arena/1.6.2015
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 9:07:00 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/
 
From: dennismackenzie@roundthediamond.com [mailto:dennismackenzie@roundthediamond.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 11:37 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Taupier, Anne (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: OCII Public Hearing/Warriors Arena/1.6.2015
 
 
January 4, 2015
 
Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency Commission
 
Honorable Edwin M. Lee, Mayor
 
Honorable Mara Rosales, Chair
Honorable Miguel Bustos, Commissioner
Honorable Marily Mondejar, Commissioner
Honorable Darshan Singh, Commissioner
 
Ms. Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director
 
C/o Ms. Claudia Guerra, Commission Secretary
City Hall, Room 416
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
 
 
Re:                      Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure
                                                   Successor Agency Commission
                                Public Hearing / Tuesday, January 6, 2015 - 1:00pm
Agenda Item, 5b: Workshop on the Major Phase for the Golden State Warriors Event Center And Mixed-
Use              
                           Development on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area.
 
                  San Francisco – Warriors Arena & Event Center / Round The Diamond Proposals©
                     Warriors Arena High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom©
                                    Arena Astronomy & Education Roof-Top Observatory Deck©
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Dear Chair Rosales and Commissioners,
 
I am respectfully requesting that the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure consider this
proposed Warriors Multi-Purpose Arena as an opportunity to invest in our entire City and County of San
Francisco Community; including schools, students, families, and local businesses now - and for future generations
to come. 
 
I am asking that the OCII work together with all other San Francisco public service and Government agencies and
officials, the Golden State Warriors and local private sector business and non-profit organizations and leaders in
order to initiate and establish a “Public-Private Non-Profit Foundation” specifically dedicated to raise funds to
support the successful design, construction, implementation and long-term operations of a professional sports,
business and educational public-private partnership that has ‘never been done before’.  That is to say, to create
and build a Model Warriors Arena High School Classroom will be well worth the investment necessary to provide
interdependent and mutually beneficial, Year-Round education and jobs/career development Programs
strategically located inside this visionary, state-of-the-art Warriors Arena and Event Center.  This facility can
inspire and attract a wide variety of newly evolving businesses through cooperative sports and education ventures
and events within the Warrior’s Arena and Site location in Mission Bay.
Please review my enclosed letter I presented to the SF Planning Commission on 12/18/14 and others I’ve shared
with you, the OEWD and other SF Agencies.  The letter I gave to the Mission Bay CAC on 9/17/14 outlines some
of the local, national and international goals, objectives and benefits - including how the evolution of an Arena
Classroom can serve as a magnet to attract and meet schools from other districts, colleges and universities,
teachers, business and government leaders in order to mutually share, learn and connect with our Community, all
year-round.  At the same time, San Francisco can enhance and expand our capacity to creatively assist in
developing new business opportunities and healthy cultural Sister-City relationships through creation of cross-
cultural sports and education, jobs, and career development and business exchange programs from around the
state, country and throughout the Americas.  Some of these updates can be reviewed on my Website:
RoundTheDiamond.com.
 
I look forward to working with the Golden State Warriors and San Francisco’s public agencies, private sector
business and community leaders in the most beneficial capacity possible.
 
Thank you once again for your time, consideration, and support.
 
Sincerely,
Dennis MacKenzie
 
CC:
Golden State Warriors;
Mr. Joseph Lacob, CEO and Governor, Co-Executive Chairman
Mr. Peter Guber, Co-Executive Chairman
  C/o Mr. Rick Welts, President and Chief Operating Officer
 
San Francisco Office of Economic & Workforce Development
Warriors San Francisco Sports & Entertainment Center Project Team;
  C/o Mr. John Gavin, Mr. Adam Van Der Water, Ms. Anne Taupin
 
San Francisco Planning Commission and Director of Planning;
  C/o Mr. Jonas P. Ionin, Commission Secretary
 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors;
C/o Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
 
San Francisco Unified School District; Teachers, Coaches, A.D's, Principals and Administrators
Mr. Richard A. Carranza, Superintendent, SFUSD
San Francisco Board of Education; C/o Ms. Esther V. Casco, Executive Assistant







United Educators of San Francisco; C/o Mr. Dennis Kelly President
 
Mr. Andres Roemer, Consul General of Mexico, San Francisco
 
**************
December 17, 2014
 
San Francisco Planning Commission
Ms. Cindy Wu, President
Mr. Rodney Fong, Vice President
Mr. Michael Antonini, Commissioner
Mr. Rich Hillis, Commissioner 
Ms. Christine D. Johnson, Commissioner
Ms. Kathrin Moore, Commissioner
Mr. Dennis Richards, Commissioner
 
Mr. John Rahaim, Director of Planning
 
C/o Mr. Jonas P. Ionin, Commission Secretary
Commission Chambers, Room 400
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
 
Re:          SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING COMMISSION / HEARING & AGENDA
                             Thursday, December 18, 2014 / 12 pm / Regular
Meeting                                             
  Agenda Item: F.8  REGULAR CALENDAR 2014.1441OFA   (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-
9159)


EVENT CENTER AND MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT AT MISSION
BAY SOUTH BLOCKS
29, 30, 31, & 32: LOT 001 IN ASSESSORS BLOCK 8722 - Informational
Presentation, GSW Arena LLC (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-
purpose event center, two 11-story office buildings containing 503,900
leasable s.f. office space, public open space, a parking facility and visitor-
serving retail uses on an approximately 11-acre site in Mission Bay
Redevelopment Plan Area (MBS blocks 29, 30, 31 and 32). The event center
would host the Golden State Warriors NBA basketball team during the NBA
season, as well as provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses,
including concerts, cultural events, family shows, conferences and
conventions. The site is located in the Mission Bay South Plan Area’s
Commercial-Industrial District and HZ-5 Height District. The office
buildings will be brought to a subsequent Planning Commission hearing for
and Design Review approval in accord with Resolution 14702. Office
allocation pursuant to Planning Code Sections 321 and 322 (the Annual
Office Development Limitation program) has already been allocated to the
site.


Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational
San Francisco - Warriors Arena & Event Center / Round The Diamond Proposal©:
                     Arena High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom©
                            Arena Roof-Top Astronomy & Education Observatory Deck©
Dear President Wu and Commissioners,



http://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2014.1441OFA.pdf





Please review the long-time proposal materials and communications I’ve provided to you
and all San Francisco public officials and agencies over the past 5 years, requesting that the
Golden State Warriors and City and County of San Francisco leaders collaborate in
partnership to include the construction of my Arena High School-College Career Pathway &
Field Study Classroom© proposal as a model facility inside the Warrior Arena and Event
Center and Mixed-Use Development project in San Francisco’s Mission Bay neighborhood.
I am writing to ask that you consider the long-term comprehensive benefits that a model
education and career development Classroom integrated within the original design and
construction of this proposed Warriors professional Basketball Arena and Event Center can
have for all our students, schools, families and non-profit organizations - all Year-Round; as
well as for the future health and well-being of all our diverse and cross-cultural socio-
economic communities and business sectors.  I trust the implementation of this Classroom
can provide wide-spread, comprehensive incentives and numerous positive influences,
opportunities and benefits for San Francisco, Oakland and our entire Bay Area Community -
all Year-Round.
As you consider the potential benefits and challenges in building this Warrior’s new Arena
and Events Center, I respectfully ask that you offer your support for the inclusion of this
Arena High School Classroom, and ask your staff to study the numerous potential
opportunities available in order to enhance and expand San Francisco’s capacity to initiate,
create and develop new and innovative public-private partnerships that can benefit the
Golden State Warriors professional basketball team and organization – as well as all of San
Francisco as a whole.
I’ve also shared with you in the past the idea and possibility that this Warriors Arena offers
the potential opportunity to create entertaining, inspiring and educational career guidance
and development programs through the construction of a Roof-Top Astronomy Education &
Observatory Deck© within this new Mission Bay site.  If the Arena roof-top deck location is
not feasible, maybe the Warriors along with local business leaders and officials could
consider a more effective and productive location for an Astronomy program on a roof-top
of an office building or other location within the Warriors Mission Bay site.
As you move forward in this early phase of your discussions and consider different ideas
and concepts, I respectfully ask the Warriors and all city and business leaders consider the
potential positive benefits that may be available and worthy of your efforts to consider.  For
example, as I’ve stated in my earlier proposal updates there could be local, state, national
and international, Cross-Cultural Sports & Education Exchange Programs© developed
utilizing this Warriors Arena Classroom as a model - and magnet - facility.  If the
comprehensive socio-economic, education, jobs and business growth possible through
creation of a sports, education and business exchange program associated with this Arena
were studied and explored, I believe this could provide numerous valuable, comprehensive
and long range benefits utilized through the successful inclusion and evolution of this model
Classroom within the new Warriors Arena.
I want to take this opportunity to thank the Golden State Warriors, the Planning Commission
and all the San Francisco public-service government Agencies and officials working in
effective collaboration on this effort to build a state-of-the-art, visionary and model San
Francisco Home for the Warriors Arena and Event Center in Mission Bay.
I look forward to working with the Warriors and all City and County of San Francisco
officials in order to build a truly model Sports & Education Facility worthy of local, state
and international respect and emulation – for generations to come.
Thank you once again for your time, consideration, and support.
Sincerely,
Dennis G. MacKenzie 







******************
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Tran, Michael (PUC); "Kate Aufhauser"; Webster, Leslie (PUC)
Cc: "David Carlock"; "Molly Hayes"; "Clarke Miller"; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 7:53:29 AM


I am staying home with a cold today but will have my cell if you need anything from
me during the meeting. Thanks (510 282 9907)


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Tran, Michael"
Date:01/07/2015 7:21 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Jacob Nguyen' ,'Ed Boscacci' ,'Kate Aufhauser' ,"Aldhafari, Bassam" ,"Webster,
Leslie (PUC)" ,"525GG BUILDING ACCESS REQUESTS (PUC)"
<525ggbldgaccess@sfwater.org>,"Shrestha, Bimayendra"
Cc: "Lee, Wallis" ,"Dhapa, Iqbalbhai" ,"Wong, Manfred" ,"Regler, Lori (PUC)"
,"Jurosek, Marla (PUC)" ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,'David Carlock' ,'Molly Hayes'
,"Graham, Richard (DPW)" ,"Tam, Bessie (PUC)" ,'Clarke Miller' ,"'Murphy, Mary G.'"
,"Kern, Chris (CPC)"
Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates
Followup


Hello all,
 
Thank you all for responding to this meeting invite to follow up regarding a 12/12 meeting. Please
see agenda attached.  I’d like to clarify tomorrow’s meeting is intended to discuss questions and
comments for the 12/19 and 11/25 BKF sewer analyses reports.  I will setup another follow-up
meeting with management for all other decisions, after all technical personnel agree on a
methodology for sanitary projections.
 
Key technical personnel for tomorrow’s technical meeting:
Kate Aufhauser, GSW
Molly Hayes, GSW
Jacob Nguyen, BKF
Ed Boscacci, BKF
Bassam Aldhafari, DPW
Bimayendra (Bimu), DPW
Richard Graham, DPW
Leslie Webster, PUC
Michael Tran, PUC
 
All is welcome to participate, but I’d like to emphasize this meeting is purely to clarify questions and
provide comments to BKF. 
 
Jacob,
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Can you please bring references identified in your reports, particularly Hunter’s Curve?
 
Best,
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Tran, Michael 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:07 PM
To: Tran, Michael; 'Jacob Nguyen'; 'Ed Boscacci'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie;
525GG Building Access Requests
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori; Jurosek, Marla; Reilly, Catherine; 'David
Carlock'; 'Molly Hayes'; 'Graham, Richard (DPW) (richard.graham@sfdpw.org)'; Tam, Bessie; 'Clarke
Miller'; 'Murphy, Mary G.'; Shrestha, Bimayendra
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
When: Thursday, January 08, 2015 9:00 AM-11:00 AM (GMT-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: 525 Golden Gate Avenue, 2nd Floor Yosemite
 
 
Good afternoon,


Following up with a conversation with BKF this afternoon, I’m requesting a follow-up technical
meeting for this coming Thursday 1/8.  Meeting agenda and comments to follow.  Please forward
this invitation to appropriate parties.
 
Thanks
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 








From: Miller, Erin
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo


Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24:36 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the purposes of this
introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam change but
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didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits.  I’m guessing
that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can
forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
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To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
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Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past
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         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 







 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tran, Michael (PUC); "Kate Aufhauser"; Webster, Leslie (PUC)
Cc: "David Carlock"; "Molly Hayes"; "Clarke Miller"; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 7:53:29 AM


I am staying home with a cold today but will have my cell if you need anything from
me during the meeting. Thanks (510 282 9907)


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Tran, Michael"
Date:01/07/2015 7:21 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Jacob Nguyen' ,'Ed Boscacci' ,'Kate Aufhauser' ,"Aldhafari, Bassam" ,"Webster,
Leslie (PUC)" ,"525GG BUILDING ACCESS REQUESTS (PUC)"
<525ggbldgaccess@sfwater.org>,"Shrestha, Bimayendra"
Cc: "Lee, Wallis" ,"Dhapa, Iqbalbhai" ,"Wong, Manfred" ,"Regler, Lori (PUC)"
,"Jurosek, Marla (PUC)" ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,'David Carlock' ,'Molly Hayes'
,"Graham, Richard (DPW)" ,"Tam, Bessie (PUC)" ,'Clarke Miller' ,"'Murphy, Mary G.'"
,"Kern, Chris (CPC)"
Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates
Followup


Hello all,
 
Thank you all for responding to this meeting invite to follow up regarding a 12/12 meeting. Please
see agenda attached.  I’d like to clarify tomorrow’s meeting is intended to discuss questions and
comments for the 12/19 and 11/25 BKF sewer analyses reports.  I will setup another follow-up
meeting with management for all other decisions, after all technical personnel agree on a
methodology for sanitary projections.
 
Key technical personnel for tomorrow’s technical meeting:
Kate Aufhauser, GSW
Molly Hayes, GSW
Jacob Nguyen, BKF
Ed Boscacci, BKF
Bassam Aldhafari, DPW
Bimayendra (Bimu), DPW
Richard Graham, DPW
Leslie Webster, PUC
Michael Tran, PUC
 
All is welcome to participate, but I’d like to emphasize this meeting is purely to clarify questions and
provide comments to BKF. 
 
Jacob,



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY

mailto:mitran@sfwater.org

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:lwebster@sfwater.org

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:mhayes@warriors.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org





Can you please bring references identified in your reports, particularly Hunter’s Curve?
 
Best,
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Tran, Michael 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:07 PM
To: Tran, Michael; 'Jacob Nguyen'; 'Ed Boscacci'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie;
525GG Building Access Requests
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori; Jurosek, Marla; Reilly, Catherine; 'David
Carlock'; 'Molly Hayes'; 'Graham, Richard (DPW) (richard.graham@sfdpw.org)'; Tam, Bessie; 'Clarke
Miller'; 'Murphy, Mary G.'; Shrestha, Bimayendra
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
When: Thursday, January 08, 2015 9:00 AM-11:00 AM (GMT-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: 525 Golden Gate Avenue, 2nd Floor Yosemite
 
 
Good afternoon,


Following up with a conversation with BKF this afternoon, I’m requesting a follow-up technical
meeting for this coming Thursday 1/8.  Meeting agenda and comments to follow.  Please forward
this invitation to appropriate parties.
 
Thanks
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII); Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: FW: OCII Public Hearing/Warriors Arena/1.6.2015
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 9:07:00 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/
 
From: dennismackenzie@roundthediamond.com [mailto:dennismackenzie@roundthediamond.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 11:37 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Taupier, Anne (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: OCII Public Hearing/Warriors Arena/1.6.2015
 
 
January 4, 2015
 
Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency Commission
 
Honorable Edwin M. Lee, Mayor
 
Honorable Mara Rosales, Chair
Honorable Miguel Bustos, Commissioner
Honorable Marily Mondejar, Commissioner
Honorable Darshan Singh, Commissioner
 
Ms. Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director
 
C/o Ms. Claudia Guerra, Commission Secretary
City Hall, Room 416
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
 
 
Re:                      Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure
                                                   Successor Agency Commission
                                Public Hearing / Tuesday, January 6, 2015 - 1:00pm
Agenda Item, 5b: Workshop on the Major Phase for the Golden State Warriors Event Center And Mixed-
Use              
                           Development on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area.
 
                  San Francisco – Warriors Arena & Event Center / Round The Diamond Proposals©
                     Warriors Arena High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom©
                                    Arena Astronomy & Education Roof-Top Observatory Deck©
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Dear Chair Rosales and Commissioners,
 
I am respectfully requesting that the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure consider this
proposed Warriors Multi-Purpose Arena as an opportunity to invest in our entire City and County of San
Francisco Community; including schools, students, families, and local businesses now - and for future generations
to come. 
 
I am asking that the OCII work together with all other San Francisco public service and Government agencies and
officials, the Golden State Warriors and local private sector business and non-profit organizations and leaders in
order to initiate and establish a “Public-Private Non-Profit Foundation” specifically dedicated to raise funds to
support the successful design, construction, implementation and long-term operations of a professional sports,
business and educational public-private partnership that has ‘never been done before’.  That is to say, to create
and build a Model Warriors Arena High School Classroom will be well worth the investment necessary to provide
interdependent and mutually beneficial, Year-Round education and jobs/career development Programs
strategically located inside this visionary, state-of-the-art Warriors Arena and Event Center.  This facility can
inspire and attract a wide variety of newly evolving businesses through cooperative sports and education ventures
and events within the Warrior’s Arena and Site location in Mission Bay.
Please review my enclosed letter I presented to the SF Planning Commission on 12/18/14 and others I’ve shared
with you, the OEWD and other SF Agencies.  The letter I gave to the Mission Bay CAC on 9/17/14 outlines some
of the local, national and international goals, objectives and benefits - including how the evolution of an Arena
Classroom can serve as a magnet to attract and meet schools from other districts, colleges and universities,
teachers, business and government leaders in order to mutually share, learn and connect with our Community, all
year-round.  At the same time, San Francisco can enhance and expand our capacity to creatively assist in
developing new business opportunities and healthy cultural Sister-City relationships through creation of cross-
cultural sports and education, jobs, and career development and business exchange programs from around the
state, country and throughout the Americas.  Some of these updates can be reviewed on my Website:
RoundTheDiamond.com.
 
I look forward to working with the Golden State Warriors and San Francisco’s public agencies, private sector
business and community leaders in the most beneficial capacity possible.
 
Thank you once again for your time, consideration, and support.
 
Sincerely,
Dennis MacKenzie
 
CC:
Golden State Warriors;
Mr. Joseph Lacob, CEO and Governor, Co-Executive Chairman
Mr. Peter Guber, Co-Executive Chairman
  C/o Mr. Rick Welts, President and Chief Operating Officer
 
San Francisco Office of Economic & Workforce Development
Warriors San Francisco Sports & Entertainment Center Project Team;
  C/o Mr. John Gavin, Mr. Adam Van Der Water, Ms. Anne Taupin
 
San Francisco Planning Commission and Director of Planning;
  C/o Mr. Jonas P. Ionin, Commission Secretary
 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors;
C/o Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
 
San Francisco Unified School District; Teachers, Coaches, A.D's, Principals and Administrators
Mr. Richard A. Carranza, Superintendent, SFUSD
San Francisco Board of Education; C/o Ms. Esther V. Casco, Executive Assistant







United Educators of San Francisco; C/o Mr. Dennis Kelly President
 
Mr. Andres Roemer, Consul General of Mexico, San Francisco
 
**************
December 17, 2014
 
San Francisco Planning Commission
Ms. Cindy Wu, President
Mr. Rodney Fong, Vice President
Mr. Michael Antonini, Commissioner
Mr. Rich Hillis, Commissioner 
Ms. Christine D. Johnson, Commissioner
Ms. Kathrin Moore, Commissioner
Mr. Dennis Richards, Commissioner
 
Mr. John Rahaim, Director of Planning
 
C/o Mr. Jonas P. Ionin, Commission Secretary
Commission Chambers, Room 400
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
 
Re:          SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING COMMISSION / HEARING & AGENDA
                             Thursday, December 18, 2014 / 12 pm / Regular
Meeting                                             
  Agenda Item: F.8  REGULAR CALENDAR 2014.1441OFA   (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-
9159)


EVENT CENTER AND MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT AT MISSION
BAY SOUTH BLOCKS
29, 30, 31, & 32: LOT 001 IN ASSESSORS BLOCK 8722 - Informational
Presentation, GSW Arena LLC (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-
purpose event center, two 11-story office buildings containing 503,900
leasable s.f. office space, public open space, a parking facility and visitor-
serving retail uses on an approximately 11-acre site in Mission Bay
Redevelopment Plan Area (MBS blocks 29, 30, 31 and 32). The event center
would host the Golden State Warriors NBA basketball team during the NBA
season, as well as provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses,
including concerts, cultural events, family shows, conferences and
conventions. The site is located in the Mission Bay South Plan Area’s
Commercial-Industrial District and HZ-5 Height District. The office
buildings will be brought to a subsequent Planning Commission hearing for
and Design Review approval in accord with Resolution 14702. Office
allocation pursuant to Planning Code Sections 321 and 322 (the Annual
Office Development Limitation program) has already been allocated to the
site.


Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational
San Francisco - Warriors Arena & Event Center / Round The Diamond Proposal©:
                     Arena High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom©
                            Arena Roof-Top Astronomy & Education Observatory Deck©
Dear President Wu and Commissioners,



http://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2014.1441OFA.pdf





Please review the long-time proposal materials and communications I’ve provided to you
and all San Francisco public officials and agencies over the past 5 years, requesting that the
Golden State Warriors and City and County of San Francisco leaders collaborate in
partnership to include the construction of my Arena High School-College Career Pathway &
Field Study Classroom© proposal as a model facility inside the Warrior Arena and Event
Center and Mixed-Use Development project in San Francisco’s Mission Bay neighborhood.
I am writing to ask that you consider the long-term comprehensive benefits that a model
education and career development Classroom integrated within the original design and
construction of this proposed Warriors professional Basketball Arena and Event Center can
have for all our students, schools, families and non-profit organizations - all Year-Round; as
well as for the future health and well-being of all our diverse and cross-cultural socio-
economic communities and business sectors.  I trust the implementation of this Classroom
can provide wide-spread, comprehensive incentives and numerous positive influences,
opportunities and benefits for San Francisco, Oakland and our entire Bay Area Community -
all Year-Round.
As you consider the potential benefits and challenges in building this Warrior’s new Arena
and Events Center, I respectfully ask that you offer your support for the inclusion of this
Arena High School Classroom, and ask your staff to study the numerous potential
opportunities available in order to enhance and expand San Francisco’s capacity to initiate,
create and develop new and innovative public-private partnerships that can benefit the
Golden State Warriors professional basketball team and organization – as well as all of San
Francisco as a whole.
I’ve also shared with you in the past the idea and possibility that this Warriors Arena offers
the potential opportunity to create entertaining, inspiring and educational career guidance
and development programs through the construction of a Roof-Top Astronomy Education &
Observatory Deck© within this new Mission Bay site.  If the Arena roof-top deck location is
not feasible, maybe the Warriors along with local business leaders and officials could
consider a more effective and productive location for an Astronomy program on a roof-top
of an office building or other location within the Warriors Mission Bay site.
As you move forward in this early phase of your discussions and consider different ideas
and concepts, I respectfully ask the Warriors and all city and business leaders consider the
potential positive benefits that may be available and worthy of your efforts to consider.  For
example, as I’ve stated in my earlier proposal updates there could be local, state, national
and international, Cross-Cultural Sports & Education Exchange Programs© developed
utilizing this Warriors Arena Classroom as a model - and magnet - facility.  If the
comprehensive socio-economic, education, jobs and business growth possible through
creation of a sports, education and business exchange program associated with this Arena
were studied and explored, I believe this could provide numerous valuable, comprehensive
and long range benefits utilized through the successful inclusion and evolution of this model
Classroom within the new Warriors Arena.
I want to take this opportunity to thank the Golden State Warriors, the Planning Commission
and all the San Francisco public-service government Agencies and officials working in
effective collaboration on this effort to build a state-of-the-art, visionary and model San
Francisco Home for the Warriors Arena and Event Center in Mission Bay.
I look forward to working with the Warriors and all City and County of San Francisco
officials in order to build a truly model Sports & Education Facility worthy of local, state
and international respect and emulation – for generations to come.
Thank you once again for your time, consideration, and support.
Sincerely,
Dennis G. MacKenzie 







******************
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Miller, Erin (MTA); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:02:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now and I’ll check in the morning
if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could transition
seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more SBE information than
you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:TEllington@warriors.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:john.gavin@sfgov.org

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets

http://www.nba.com/warriors/app

http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect

http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014







From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the purposes of this
introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam change but
didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
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Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits.  I’m guessing
that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can
forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 



http://www.tinyurl.com/WTA-Mailing-List

http://www.sfmta.com/

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com





Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)
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Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great







holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Moy, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: call to Ken Rich
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 1:11:25 PM


 
Hi Catherine,
 
I have not yet prodded Ken about arrangements for reimbursement for work on Warriors ..  have
you heard anything since we late emailed?  If not, I will leave him a  message.. 
 
Thanks
 
Barbara
 
 
 
 


 
Barbara L. Moy
Manager, Infrastructure Task Force
 


    Bureau of Street Use & Mapping  |  San Francisco Public Works  |  City and County of San Francisco 
    30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200  |  San Francisco, CA 94102|  (415) 558-4050  |  sfpublicworks.org ·
twitter.com/sfpublicworks
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From: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
To: darsingh@aol.com; mara@rosaleslawpartners.com; marily88@gmail.com; Miguelmbustos@gmail.com
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Bryan, Robert (CAT); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Subject: FW: OCII Public Hearing/Warriors Arena/1.6.2015
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 9:31:20 AM


Dear Commissions,
 
We received an email from Mr. Dennis MacKenzie in regards to the OCII Public Hearing, January 6,
2015 for the Warriors Arena. I am forwarding his email at his request (see below).
 
We will provide a hard copy of this email  and place them in your packets for tomorrow’s meeting.
 
Best,
 
Claudia  
 
Claudia Guerra
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 claudia.guerra@sfgov.org
 
 
 
From: dennismackenzie@roundthediamond.com [mailto:dennismackenzie@roundthediamond.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 11:03 PM
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: OCII Public Hearing/Warriors Arena/1.6.2015
 
Ms. Guerra,


Please forward this email to the OCII Commissioners and Executive Director regarding the OCII Public Hearing
on January 6, 2015, Agenda Item #5b.


Thank you very much,
Dennis MacKenzie


*************
January 4, 2015
 
Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency Commission
 
Honorable Edwin M. Lee, Mayor
 
Honorable Mara Rosales, Chair
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Honorable Miguel Bustos, Commissioner
Honorable Marily Mondejar, Commissioner
Honorable Darshan Singh, Commissioner
 
Ms. Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director
 
C/o Ms. Claudia Guerra, Commission Secretary
City Hall, Room 416
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
 
 
Re:                      Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure
                                                   Successor Agency Commission
                                Public Hearing / Tuesday, January 6, 2015 - 1:00pm
Agenda Item, 5b: Workshop on the Major Phase for the Golden State Warriors Event Center And Mixed-
Use              
                           Development on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area.
 
                  San Francisco – Warriors Arena & Event Center / Round The Diamond Proposals©
                     Warriors Arena High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom©
                                    Arena Astronomy & Education Roof-Top Observatory Deck©
 
 
Dear Chair Rosales and Commissioners,
 
I am respectfully requesting that the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure consider this
proposed Warriors Multi-Purpose Arena as an opportunity to invest in our entire City and County of San
Francisco Community; including schools, students, families, and local businesses now - and for future generations
to come. 
 
I am asking that the OCII work together with all other San Francisco public service and Government agencies and
officials, the Golden State Warriors and local private sector business and non-profit organizations and leaders in
order to initiate and establish a “Public-Private Non-Profit Foundation” specifically dedicated to raise funds to
support the successful design, construction, implementation and long-term operations of a professional sports,
business and educational public-private partnership that has ‘never been done before’.  That is to say, to create
and build a Model Warriors Arena High School Classroom will be well worth the investment necessary to provide
interdependent and mutually beneficial, Year-Round education and jobs/career development Programs
strategically located inside this visionary, state-of-the-art Warriors Arena and Event Center.  This facility can
inspire and attract a wide variety of newly evolving businesses through cooperative sports and education ventures
and events within the Warrior’s Arena and Site location in Mission Bay.
Please review my enclosed letter I presented to the SF Planning Commission on 12/18/14 and others I’ve shared
with you, the OEWD and other SF Agencies.  The letter I gave to the Mission Bay CAC on 9/17/14 outlines some
of the local, national and international goals, objectives and benefits - including how the evolution of an Arena
Classroom can serve as a magnet to attract and meet schools from other districts, colleges and universities,
teachers, business and government leaders in order to mutually share, learn and connect with our Community, all
year-round.  At the same time, San Francisco can enhance and expand our capacity to creatively assist in
developing new business opportunities and healthy cultural Sister-City relationships through creation of cross-
cultural sports and education, jobs, and career development and business exchange programs from around the
state, country and throughout the Americas.  Some of these updates can be reviewed on my Website:
RoundTheDiamond.com.
 
I look forward to working with the Golden State Warriors and San Francisco’s public agencies, private sector
business and community leaders in the most beneficial capacity possible.
 
Thank you once again for your time, consideration, and support.
 







Sincerely,
Dennis MacKenzie
 
CC:
Golden State Warriors;
Mr. Joseph Lacob, CEO and Governor, Co-Executive Chairman
Mr. Peter Guber, Co-Executive Chairman
  C/o Mr. Rick Welts, President and Chief Operating Officer
 
San Francisco Office of Economic & Workforce Development
Warriors San Francisco Sports & Entertainment Center Project Team;
  C/o Mr. John Gavin, Mr. Adam Van Der Water, Ms. Anne Taupin
 
San Francisco Planning Commission and Director of Planning;
  C/o Mr. Jonas P. Ionin, Commission Secretary
 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors;
C/o Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
 
San Francisco Unified School District; Teachers, Coaches, A.D's, Principals and Administrators
Mr. Richard A. Carranza, Superintendent, SFUSD
San Francisco Board of Education; C/o Ms. Esther V. Casco, Executive Assistant
United Educators of San Francisco; C/o Mr. Dennis Kelly President
 
Mr. Andres Roemer, Consul General of Mexico, San Francisco
 
**************
December 17, 2014
 
San Francisco Planning Commission
Ms. Cindy Wu, President
Mr. Rodney Fong, Vice President
Mr. Michael Antonini, Commissioner
Mr. Rich Hillis, Commissioner 
Ms. Christine D. Johnson, Commissioner
Ms. Kathrin Moore, Commissioner
Mr. Dennis Richards, Commissioner
 
Mr. John Rahaim, Director of Planning
 
C/o Mr. Jonas P. Ionin, Commission Secretary
Commission Chambers, Room 400
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
 
Re:          SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING COMMISSION / HEARING & AGENDA
                             Thursday, December 18, 2014 / 12 pm / Regular
Meeting                                             
  Agenda Item: F.8  REGULAR CALENDAR 2014.1441OFA   (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-
9159)


EVENT CENTER AND MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT AT MISSION
BAY SOUTH BLOCKS
29, 30, 31, & 32: LOT 001 IN ASSESSORS BLOCK 8722 - Informational



http://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2014.1441OFA.pdf





Presentation, GSW Arena LLC (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-
purpose event center, two 11-story office buildings containing 503,900
leasable s.f. office space, public open space, a parking facility and visitor-
serving retail uses on an approximately 11-acre site in Mission Bay
Redevelopment Plan Area (MBS blocks 29, 30, 31 and 32). The event center
would host the Golden State Warriors NBA basketball team during the NBA
season, as well as provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses,
including concerts, cultural events, family shows, conferences and
conventions. The site is located in the Mission Bay South Plan Area’s
Commercial-Industrial District and HZ-5 Height District. The office
buildings will be brought to a subsequent Planning Commission hearing for
and Design Review approval in accord with Resolution 14702. Office
allocation pursuant to Planning Code Sections 321 and 322 (the Annual
Office Development Limitation program) has already been allocated to the
site.


Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational
San Francisco - Warriors Arena & Event Center / Round The Diamond Proposal©:
                     Arena High School-College Career Pathway & Field Study Classroom©
                            Arena Roof-Top Astronomy & Education Observatory Deck©
Dear President Wu and Commissioners,
Please review the long-time proposal materials and communications I’ve provided to you
and all San Francisco public officials and agencies over the past 5 years, requesting that the
Golden State Warriors and City and County of San Francisco leaders collaborate in
partnership to include the construction of my Arena High School-College Career Pathway &
Field Study Classroom© proposal as a model facility inside the Warrior Arena and Event
Center and Mixed-Use Development project in San Francisco’s Mission Bay neighborhood.
I am writing to ask that you consider the long-term comprehensive benefits that a model
education and career development Classroom integrated within the original design and
construction of this proposed Warriors professional Basketball Arena and Event Center can
have for all our students, schools, families and non-profit organizations - all Year-Round; as
well as for the future health and well-being of all our diverse and cross-cultural socio-
economic communities and business sectors.  I trust the implementation of this Classroom
can provide wide-spread, comprehensive incentives and numerous positive influences,
opportunities and benefits for San Francisco, Oakland and our entire Bay Area Community -
all Year-Round.
As you consider the potential benefits and challenges in building this Warrior’s new Arena
and Events Center, I respectfully ask that you offer your support for the inclusion of this
Arena High School Classroom, and ask your staff to study the numerous potential
opportunities available in order to enhance and expand San Francisco’s capacity to initiate,
create and develop new and innovative public-private partnerships that can benefit the
Golden State Warriors professional basketball team and organization – as well as all of San
Francisco as a whole.
I’ve also shared with you in the past the idea and possibility that this Warriors Arena offers
the potential opportunity to create entertaining, inspiring and educational career guidance
and development programs through the construction of a Roof-Top Astronomy Education &
Observatory Deck© within this new Mission Bay site.  If the Arena roof-top deck location is
not feasible, maybe the Warriors along with local business leaders and officials could
consider a more effective and productive location for an Astronomy program on a roof-top
of an office building or other location within the Warriors Mission Bay site.
As you move forward in this early phase of your discussions and consider different ideas







and concepts, I respectfully ask the Warriors and all city and business leaders consider the
potential positive benefits that may be available and worthy of your efforts to consider.  For
example, as I’ve stated in my earlier proposal updates there could be local, state, national
and international, Cross-Cultural Sports & Education Exchange Programs© developed
utilizing this Warriors Arena Classroom as a model - and magnet - facility.  If the
comprehensive socio-economic, education, jobs and business growth possible through
creation of a sports, education and business exchange program associated with this Arena
were studied and explored, I believe this could provide numerous valuable, comprehensive
and long range benefits utilized through the successful inclusion and evolution of this model
Classroom within the new Warriors Arena.
I want to take this opportunity to thank the Golden State Warriors, the Planning Commission
and all the San Francisco public-service government Agencies and officials working in
effective collaboration on this effort to build a state-of-the-art, visionary and model San
Francisco Home for the Warriors Arena and Event Center in Mission Bay.
I look forward to working with the Warriors and all City and County of San Francisco
officials in order to build a truly model Sports & Education Facility worthy of local, state
and international respect and emulation – for generations to come.
Thank you once again for your time, consideration, and support.
Sincerely,
Dennis G. MacKenzie 


******************
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Miller, Erin (MTA); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:02:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now and I’ll check in the morning
if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could transition
seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more SBE information than
you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the purposes of this
introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam change but
didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
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Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits.  I’m guessing
that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can
forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 



http://www.tinyurl.com/WTA-Mailing-List

http://www.sfmta.com/

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com





Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)
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Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great







holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tran, Michael
To: "Jacob Nguyen"; "Ed Boscacci"; "Kate Aufhauser"; Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie (PUC); 525GG BUILDING


ACCESS REQUESTS (PUC); Shrestha, Bimayendra
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori (PUC); Jurosek, Marla (PUC); Reilly, Catherine


(CII); "David Carlock"; "Molly Hayes"; Graham, Richard (DPW); Tam, Bessie (PUC); "Clarke Miller"; "Murphy,
Mary G."; Kern, Chris (CPC)


Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 7:21:19 PM
Attachments: 2015.01.08 Blocks 29-32 Warriors Sanitary Flow Projections Agenda.doc


Hello all,
 
Thank you all for responding to this meeting invite to follow up regarding a 12/12 meeting. Please
see agenda attached.  I’d like to clarify tomorrow’s meeting is intended to discuss questions and
comments for the 12/19 and 11/25 BKF sewer analyses reports.  I will setup another follow-up
meeting with management for all other decisions, after all technical personnel agree on a
methodology for sanitary projections.
 
Key technical personnel for tomorrow’s technical meeting:
Kate Aufhauser, GSW
Molly Hayes, GSW
Jacob Nguyen, BKF
Ed Boscacci, BKF
Bassam Aldhafari, DPW
Bimayendra (Bimu), DPW
Richard Graham, DPW
Leslie Webster, PUC
Michael Tran, PUC
 
All is welcome to participate, but I’d like to emphasize this meeting is purely to clarify questions and
provide comments to BKF. 
 
Jacob,
Can you please bring references identified in your reports, particularly Hunter’s Curve?
 
Best,
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Tran, Michael 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:07 PM
To: Tran, Michael; 'Jacob Nguyen'; 'Ed Boscacci'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie;
525GG Building Access Requests
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori; Jurosek, Marla; Reilly, Catherine; 'David
Carlock'; 'Molly Hayes'; 'Graham, Richard (DPW) (richard.graham@sfdpw.org)'; Tam, Bessie; 'Clarke
Miller'; 'Murphy, Mary G.'; Shrestha, Bimayendra
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
When: Thursday, January 08, 2015 9:00 AM-11:00 AM (GMT-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: 525 Golden Gate Avenue, 2nd Floor Yosemite
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Wastewater Enterprise



525 Golden Gate Avenue



San Francisco, CA 94102


January 8, 2015


Meeting Agenda



Warriors Stadium at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32


Sanitary Sewer Flow Projections


1. Introductions



2. December 19, 2014 BKF Memorandum



a. Discussion and comments



3. November 25, 2014 BKF Memorandum



a. Recap, discussion and comments


4. Sanitary Sewer Routing 



a. Mission Bay Master Plan – split at Campus Lane



b. Focus Northerly to Mission Bay Sanitary



c. Focus Southerly to Mariposa Pump Station


5. January 1, 2015 Stormwater Memorandum


a. Discussion



b. Results of Volumetric Testing



6. Additional questions and comments



7. Next Steps
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Good afternoon,


Following up with a conversation with BKF this afternoon, I’m requesting a follow-up technical
meeting for this coming Thursday 1/8.  Meeting agenda and comments to follow.  Please forward
this invitation to appropriate parties.
 
Thanks
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Miller, Erin (MTA); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:59:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks for sending over.  I just want to clarify.  I was planning on presenting the portions that I had
sent in my PPT.  It appears that some of those slides have been changed.  I was also going to keep
the two PPT separate so that it was clear what was a staff presentation and what was a GSW
presentation so there was some arms length between the two.  Since we are late in the game, we
can leave as is or I can just delete the slides that I am planning on presentation.  I have already
provided Tiffany with my proposed PPT, so will need to see if I can get the ok to replace the slides.
 
I am at my desk if someone would like to talk.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:42 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Apologies – I forgot one minor change. Please use this attached deck instead.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: 'Miller, Erin'; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
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Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could transition
seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more SBE information than
you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
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Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the purposes of this
introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam change but
didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits.  I’m guessing
that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can
forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero
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3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tran, Michael (PUC); Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie (PUC); Shrestha, Bimayendra; Graham, Richard (DPW)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Molly Hayes; "Clarke Miller"; "Murphy, Mary G."; Kern, Chris (CPC); Joyce Hsiao; Mary


McDonald; Paul Mitchell; Sravan Paladugu; "Jacob Nguyen"; Ed Boscacci
Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 8:24:21 PM
Attachments: image001.png


2015.01.12_GSW_Water&Sewer_Update_V3_Signed.pdf


All –
 
Per today’s call between BKF and PUC/DPW staff, please find a final (*stamped) Water and Sewer
Analysis attached to this email. In addition and in response to questions raised this morning, GSW
can confirm post-construction dewatering is still not anticipated or required for the project.
 
Please reach out with any further questions. We look forward to reviewing the first results of the
DPW analysis in three weeks’ time.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 7:20 PM
To: 'Jacob Nguyen'; 'Ed Boscacci'; Kate Aufhauser; Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie; 525GG Building
Access Requests; Shrestha, Bimayendra
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori; Jurosek, Marla; Reilly, Catherine; 'David
Carlock'; Molly Hayes; 'Graham, Richard (DPW) (richard.graham@sfdpw.org)'; Tam, Bessie; 'Clarke
Miller'; 'Murphy, Mary G.'; Kern, Chris
Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
 
Hello all,
 
Thank you all for responding to this meeting invite to follow up regarding a 12/12 meeting. Please
see agenda attached.  I’d like to clarify tomorrow’s meeting is intended to discuss questions and
comments for the 12/19 and 11/25 BKF sewer analyses reports.  I will setup another follow-up
meeting with management for all other decisions, after all technical personnel agree on a
methodology for sanitary projections.
 
Key technical personnel for tomorrow’s technical meeting:
Kate Aufhauser, GSW
Molly Hayes, GSW



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:mitran@sfwater.org

mailto:bassam.aldhafari@sfdpw.org

mailto:lwebster@sfwater.org

mailto:bimayendra.shrestha@sfdpw.org

mailto:richard.graham@sfdpw.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:mhayes@warriors.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com

mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:spaladugu@bkf.com

mailto:jnguyen@bkf.com

mailto:EBOSCACCI@BKF.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets

http://www.nba.com/warriors/app

http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect

http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014
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Executive Summary



The Golden State Warriors organization (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and
buildings for other uses (Project) on approximately 11-acres located in the Mission Bay South Project
Area, a redevelopment area located east of Highway I-280 in San Francisco. The 11-acre site is made up
of Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (Blocks 29-32). The proposed Event Center would serve as the new home of
the Golden State Warriors, with a maximum seating capacity of 18,500and a total area of approximately
775,000 gross square feet (GSF). The Event Center would host all the home NBA games for the Golden
State Warriors, and provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses including concerts, family
shows, conferences, conventions, cultural events and other sporting events.



In addition to Event Center, the Project would include approximately 580,000 total gross square feet in
two office buildings The Project would also include retail space of approximately 125,000 gross square
feet, of which 62,500 square feet would be used for soft goods retail and the remaining for restaurants.



In a memorandum dated September 12, 2014, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC)
asked GSW to provide anticipated average and peak water and sewer demand for the proposed Project.
BKF,  on  behalf  of  GSW,  provided  SFPUC  with  a  report  dated  November  25,  2014,  with  the  requested
information. In the report BKF used California Plumbing Code (CPC) method, which is based on fixture
count,  to  conservatively  estimate  average  and  peak  demand.  After  reviewing  the  report,  SFPUC  in  a
meeting on December 12, 2014, asked BKF to provide average and peak estimates using standard land-
use demand factors for all proposed uses except the Event Center, i.e., office, retail and restaurant uses.
In the meeting, SFPUC agreed that CPC method is appropriate and conservative for estimating average
and peak flows from Event Center. This report documents the standard demand factor methodology
requested by the SFPUC for estimating average and peak for office, retail and restaurant in conjunction
with the CPC method for Event Center.



Several peak scenarios are possible due to the temporal distribution and variety of events at the Event
Center, some of which coincide with other proposed land-uses such as office space, retail and
restaurant. It is highly unlikely that all facilities operate at full capacity at any given time. However, per
the SFPUC’s direction, BKF evaluated the scenario where all proposed uses are at full capacity. Based on
this scenario, the anticipated average and peak water demands for the proposed land-uses are listed in
the table below.



Table 1: Summary of Anticipated Water/Sewer Demand



Project Component GSF Demand Factor
(gpd/1,000 Sq.Ft.)



Average
Flow (gpm)



Peak Flow
(gpm)



Peaking
Factor



Event Center 775,000 NA 52 529 10



Office 580,000 103 41 145 3.5



Retail 62,500 172 7 26 3.5



Restaurant 62,500 300 13 46 3.5



Total (gpm) 114 746
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Sewer flow is directly related to the water consumed by a project. In general, the peak sewer demand is
less than the peak water demand, as unintended storage occurs in the pipes, grease interceptors,
manhole, etc, which is associated with open channel flow hydraulics under which these systems
operate. Because water systems operate under pressure, there is no storage associated with water in
pipes and fittings. However, to be conservative, the average and peak water demands listed in the table
above are taken directly as project sewer demand by ignoring reduction in peak.



The proposed Project peak water demand will be served by nine (9) service laterals branching from
existing low pressure water lines in the streets surrounding the Project. Unlike water, which is looped
around site and fed by single source, sewer in the Project vicinity is split between two sewersheds.



The two sewersheds include the City’s Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station located at Park P15 (MBSPS
P15), located northerly from the Project, and the Mariposa Pump Station (MPS), located southerly from
the Project. Sewer flow from Blocks 29-32 was originally planned to drain equally between two separate
sewersheds. Because the proposed Project would generate higher peak flow than the previously entitled
office space, separate discussions between the SFPUC and GSW will be needed to identify options for
splitting sewer flow between the two sewersheds.
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A. Background



The Golden State Warriors organization (GSW) proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and
buildings for other uses on approximately 11-acres located in San Francisco, California (Project). The 11-
acre Project site is made up of land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (Blocks 29-32) in the Mission
Bay South Project Area, a redevelopment area located east of Highway I-280 in San Francisco. The site is
bounded by Terry A Francois Boulevard to the east, 3rd Street to the west, 16th Street to the south and
South Street to the north, and is currently vacant except for limited surface parking.



Prior  to  GSW  acquisition  of  the  Project  site,  Blocks  29-32  were  planned  to  be  developed  as  an  office
campus. The office campus was studied in the Mission Bay Environmental Impact Report prepared and
approved in 1998 (98 EIR) and would have included a gross floor area of one (1) million square feet. The
water usage from the entitled office campus was also studied as part of the 98 EIR and was estimated to
be approximately 0.15 Million Gallons per Day (MGD). The average and peak waste water generated
from the entitled office campus was studied in the Mission Bay Project Separated Sewer Analysis
prepared in 2000 and was estimated to be approximately 134 Gallons per Minute (GPM) and 402 GPM,
respectively.



The purpose of this report is to estimate future average and peak water, sewer and recycled water
demands for the proposed Project and the approach used in estimating the demand. This technical
report will assist the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) in planning for offsite
improvements, if necessary, to support the Project and future development planned for the
neighborhood.



The SFPUC memorandum dated September 12, 2014, required GSW to include the following as part of
the report:



1. Average sanitary flow projection with detailed breakdown (GPM).
2. Peak sanitary flow projection with detailed breakdown. Peak scenario should be ultimate sanitary



demand during stadium at full seating capacity including fully active concession stands during
championship game or other events that would represent the MAXIMUM demand at any point in
time for the facility (GPM).



3. Fixture counts including toilets, urinals, wash stations, concession/kitchen sinks, etc.
4. Peak potable and recycled water demands including water service sizes.
5. Preliminary sanitary sewer(s) sizes, discharge location(s) / connection(s) to the street sewer.
6. Confirmation of below-grade facilities such as basements or underground parking facilities.



These items are discussed in the following sections.
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B. Project Description



GSW proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and ancillary structures including multiple
office buildings, retail, restaurants, structure parking, plaza areas, and other amenities on Blocks 29-32.
A summary of the various components of proposed Project are included in Table A and are discussed
below.



Event Center
The  proposed  Event  Center  would  have  a  seating  capacity  of  18,500,  encompassing  a  gross  area  of
approximately 775,000 square feet. The Event Center would serve as the new home of the Golden State
Warriors. The Event Center would host all the home NBA games for the Golden State Warriors, and
provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses including concerts, family shows, conferences,
conventions, cultural events and other sporting events.



The Event Center main floor would include a full length NBA basketball court for Warriors basketball
games, which can also accommodate a stage for performances. Other supporting Event Center facilities
would include player/performer locker rooms, club and press areas, concessions, restrooms, a
commissary, and a large marshalling area. The Warriors practice facility and support offices would also
be integrated within the Event Center.



The practice facility would include two full-length NBA basketball courts with approximately 21,000
square feet of playing surface, a weight room and medical treatment facilities, locker rooms, and a
players’ lounge. The support offices would accommodate Warriors management, coaching and
operations staff, administration, finance, marketing, broadcasting, merchandising, public relations, and
ticket operations. The Event Center would be surrounded by large open plaza areas connected by
ramps.



Office, Retail and Restaurant Uses
The Project would include two office buildings, each including a tower eleven (11) stories high, on the
northwest and southwest corners of the site. The office buildings would encompass a gross combined
area of approximately 580,000 square feet. The Project would also include retail space occupying
multiple areas of the site, including the lower floors of the office buildings, within or adjacent to certain
plaza-facing areas of the Event Center.



The retail space would be approximately 125,000 square feet, of which 62,500 square feet would be
used for soft goods retail and the remaining for restaurants. Approximately 51,500 square feet of the
restaurant space would be used for sit-down type restaurant and the other 11,000 square feet would be
used for quick serve (fast casual) facilities.



Parking and Open Space
The Project would include 950 parking stalls in a parking structure with below-grade parking and at-
grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view. The total parking and loading area is
approximately 475,000 square feet.



The Project open space area would be approximately 180,000 square feet and would consist of large
plaza areas, terrace areas at various levels, landscaped areas and green roof areas. The open space at
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plaza level is approximately 140,000 square feet. The total landscape area is conservatively estimated to
be approximately 30,000 square feet (i.e., 6% of the Project area required for storm water
management). Green roof areas are proposed over the two office podiums that are approximately
40,000 square feet in area. The podiums would be at 90-feet above the street level.



Table A below provides a summary of the proposed land-uses, gross square footage, types of events,
and number of days that the events are anticipated to occur. The employment and average event
attendance figures are provided by GSW for the purpose of calculating water demand.1



1 Based on comparable operational and ticketing data from other NBA venues, and on input from third
party promoters in the Bay Area.
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Table A: Blocks 29-32 Summary of Proposed Land Uses



Project Component
Floor
Area
(GSF)



Capacity
/No. of
Seats



Event Type



No. of
Events
Per
Year



Full-time
Employees



Event
Employees



Average
Attendance



Event Center 775,000 18,500 Pre-season games 3 n/a 1000 11,000
Regular season games 41 n/a 1000 17,000
Playoffs (Maximum
possible) 16 n/a 1000 18,000



Total non-Warriors
games 161



- Concerts 30 n/a 775 12,500
15 n/a 675 3,000



- Family Shows 55 n/a 675 5,000
- Other Sporting Events 30 n/a 675 7,000
- Conventions/
Corporate Events 31 n/a 675 9,000



Practice Facility &
Training Areas (1) 21,000 Practice/training 50



Part of
management
staff below



30 n/a



Event Management &
Team Operations (1) 40,000 Ongoing team/arena



operations (Mon-Fri) 240 255 n/a n/a



Kitchen (1) 32,260 221 n/a
Part of
event staff
above



n/a



GSW Office Space (1) 25,000 240
Part of
management
staff above



n/a n/a



Office Buildings 580,000 260 2,101 n/a n/a
Retail 62,500 n/a



372
n/a



Restaurants 62,500 n/a n/a
Parking 475,000 950
Landscape Area (2) 70,000
Open Space (3) 110,000



Notes:
(1) The 775,000 GSF noted for the Event Center includes the square footage identified for these uses.
(2) Includes landscape area at all levels (i.e., approximately 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscape at plaza level and 40,000 Sq.Ft. at all other
levels for storm water management.
(3) Open Space excludes 30,000 Sq.Ft. of landscaped area from roughly 140,000 Sq.Ft. (i.e., 3.2 acres) of open space at plaza level.
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C. Water Demand



Standard demand factors based on land use type were used to estimate average and peak demand for
all proposed land-uses except for the Event Center, i.e., office, retail and restaurant. Because event
centers do not operate in a consistent manner, demand was estimated using event frequency and visitor
attendance estimates specific to this Project2. The methodology used in estimating the average and
peak water demand for proposed land uses is described in the following sub-sections.



I. Average Demand Projection



Event Center
A detailed analysis of water consumed by the Event Center was completed recently to support
the  SFPUC  in  preparing  Water  Supply  Assessment  (WSA)  for  the  Project.  The  analyses  was
documented in the Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 – Water Demand Memorandum dated November
14, 2014, prepared by BKF Engineers (2014 WDM), which was approved by SFPUC. The
approved analyses estimated water consumption using end-use approach. BKF used the 2014
WDM analyses to estimate the daily average during an event with full occupancy. The daily
average demand from the Event Center was estimated to be 52 gallons per minute (GPM).



Office Buildings
A standard demand factor of 103 gallons per day (GPD) per 1,000 square feet is used for office
space in the approved 2014 WDM. In the 2014 WDM, the standard demand factor was
calculated using the SFPUC “Indoor Water Demand” calculator as a reference without adjusting
flow  rate  for  green  building  code.  Table  8  of  the  2014  WDM  attached  here  shows  the
breakdown. A copy of the SFPUC Indoor Water Demand Calculator is also provided here for
reference.



To be consistent, BKF used the same demand factor here to estimate the daily average demand
for office space.



Retail
Similar, a standard demand factor of 172 GPD per 1,000 square feet, taken from the 2014 WDM,
is used to estimate demand for retail space.



Restaurant
The proposed restaurant uses will include quick serve (fast casual) food areas and sit-down
restaurants. Standard water consumption factors were used to estimate demand for both types
of restaurant uses. A standard consumption factor of 300 GPD per 1,000 square feet taken from
Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for Convention and Event Center Project dated
January 03, 2012, was used to predict restaurant water use.



2 Note these estimates also reflect the base assumptions currently being utilized for the Project
Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR).
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II. Peak Demand Projection



Event Center
As noted previously, a standard demand factor is not available for Event Center because event
centers are unique in that they do not operate the same way as more standard land uses.
Therefore, peak water demand from the Event Center is estimated using the 2010 California
Plumbing Code (CPC) method, which is based on actual fixtures available for various end-uses.
Table E of the attachments provide detailed fixture breakdown used for this analyses.



Office, Retail and Restaurant
A peaking factor of 3.5 was applied to the average demand to estimate peak demand for
proposed office, retail, and restaurant uses.



The table below lists estimated demand for different land uses using the two methodologies.



Table B: Average and Peak Water Demand



Project Component GSF Demand Factor
(gpd/1,000 Sq.Ft.)



Average
Flow (gpm)



Peak Flow
(gpm)



Peaking
Factor



Event Center 775,000 NA 52 (i) 529 (ii) 10



Office 580,000 103 (iii) 41 145 3.5



Retail 62,500 172 (iii) 7 26 3.5



Restaurant 62,500 300 (iv) 13 46 3.5



Total (gpm) 114 746
Notes:
i) Daily average during an event at full capacity. Daily average was estimated from the Water Supply



Assessment Water Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014, approved by SFPUC.
ii) Peak water demand based on 100% usage of Event Center Fixtures.
iii) Demand  factor  taken  from  Table  8  of  Water  Demand  Memorandum  dated  November  14,  2014



(attached). The base line demand factor for office space is used here without adjustment for green
building code.



iv) Demand factor taken from Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for the Convention and Event
Center Project dated January 3, 2012 (attached).



Several peak scenarios are possible due to the temporal distribution of events at the Event
Center and the variety of events coinciding with other proposed land-uses. We evaluate such
scenarios and identified that a convention during a weekday would generate the highest peak of
all scenarios. However, per SFPUC’s direction, the peak demand was estimated assuming 100%
of Event Center fixtures are used and the offices, retail and restaurants are all at full capacity.
The total shown above assumes that all proposed uses are at their peak which is very unlikely.



III. Water Service



The proposed Project peak water demand will be served by nine (9) service laterals branching
from existing low pressure water lines in the streets surrounding the Project. Existing low
pressure water lines are located in 3rd Street and South Street, and existing high pressure water
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lines are located in 3rd Street. As part of the future 16th Street and Terry A Francois Boulevard
improvements, new 12 inch low pressure water mains will be installed in these streets. Existing
water laterals that range in size from 4 to 8-inches are located on South Street. New water
laterals  for  domestic  and fire  water  that  range in  size  from 8 to  10-inches  are  proposed along
16th Street. It is also anticipated that new fire hydrants will be required around the project site.
Figure 1, attached, shows the existing and proposed water system surrounding the site.



D. Sanitary Sewer Analyses



Sewer flow from Blocks 29-32 was originally master planned to drain equally between two separate
sewersheds. The two sewersheds include the City’s Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station located at Park
P15 (MBSPS P15), located northerly from the Project, and the Mariposa Pump Station (MPS), located
southerly from the Project. Because the project would generate higher peak than the previously entitled
office space, separate discussions will be needed to identify options for splitting sewer flow between the
two sewersheds.



I. Average and Peak Demand Projection



Since sewer flow is entirely generated from water consumed by a project, the average and peak
water demand estimated in the previous Section C can be used directly to estimate sewer flow.
In general, the peak sewer demand is less than the peak water used, as unintended storage
occurs in the pipes, grease interceptors, manhole, etc, which is associated with open channel
flow hydraulics under which these systems operate. However, the reduction in peak achieved as
a  result  of  this  is  not  considered  to  be  conservative.  The  table  below  lists  average  and  peak
sewer demand for the project.



Table C: Average and Peak Sewer Demand



Project Component GSF Demand Factor
(gpd/1,000 Sq.Ft.)



Average
Flow (gpm)



Peak Flow
(gpm)



Peaking
Factor



Event Center 775,000 NA 52 (i) 529 (ii) 10



Office 580,000 103 (iii) 41 145 3.5



Retail 62,500 172 (iii) 7 26 3.5



Restaurant 62,500 300 (iv) 13 46 3.5



Total (gpm) 114 746
Notes:
i) Daily average during an event at full capacity. Daily average was estimated from the Water Supply



Assessment Water Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014, approved by SFPUC.
ii) Peak water demand based on 100% usage of Event Center Fixtures.
iii) Demand  factor  taken  from  Table  8  of  Water  Demand  Memorandum  dated  November  14,  2014



(attached). The base line demand factor for office space is used here without adjustment for green
building code.



iv) Demand factor taken from Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for the Convention and Event
Center Project dated January 3, 2012 (attached).
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II. Sanitary Sewer Service



The Project proposes multiple laterals branching from the existing sanitary sewer lines located in
3rd Street, 16th Street and South Street. New sanitary sewer mains will  be installed in Terry A
Francois Boulevard with the new street alignment improvements. The sanitary sewer laterals
will vary in size from 6 to 12-inches. The attached Figure 2 shows the existing and proposed site
sanitary sewer system. The proposed laterals arrangement will be re-configured based on future
discussions between SFPUC and GSW on sewer flow split.



E. Recycled Water



Recycled water will be used for flushing toilets (water closet) and urinals, and for irrigation. The peak
demand for recycled water occurs when all toilets and urinals in the Event Center, office, retail and
restaurant  are  flushed  at  the  same  time.  The  peak  associated  with  such  an  event  is  estimated  to  be
approximately 567 GPM. The City’s recycled water supply is not available until 2022. However, the San
Francisco Building Code requires provisions be made in new construction to include piping for this
purpose.  Pipe  fittings  and  valves  will  be  arranged  at  the  flush  valve  water  booster  pump  to  allow  for
change over from the city water system to the recycled water system in the water entry room. The flush
valve  water  booster  pump  will  then  be  used  to  distribute  the  recycled  water  to  the  correct  fixtures
throughout the building.



Existing  8-inch recycled water  mains  are  located on 3rd Street  and South Street.  As  part  of  the future
16th Street and Terry A Francois Boulevard improvements, new 8-inch recycled water mains will be
installed in these streets. Existing 4-inch water laterals are located on South Street. New water laterals
for  recycled water  are  proposed along 16th Street  that  range in  size  from 6 to  8-inches.  The attached
Figure 1 attached shows the existing and proposed recycled water system surrounding the site.



F. Conclusion



Prior  to  GSW  acquisition  of  the  Project  site,  Blocks  29-32  were  planned  to  be  developed  as  an  office
campus. The office campus was studied in the Mission Bay Environmental Impact Report prepared and
approved  in  1998  (98  EIR)  and  would  have  included  a  gross  area  of  one  (1)  million  square  feet.  The
water usage and sewage generation from the entitled office campus was also studied as part of the 98
EIR and in the Mission Bay Project Separated Sewer Analysis prepared in 2000 (2000 SSA), respectively.
The previously estimated demands and the proposed Project demands are summarized in Table D
below.
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Table D: Summary of Average and Peak Projections



Service Type



Previously Entitled Office Proposed Project



Average Peak Average Peak



MGD GPM MGD GPM MGD GPM MGD GPM



Water 0.15 104 0.450 313 0.164 114 1.074 746



Sewer 0.164 114 1.074 746



- Mariposa PS 0.096 67 0.289 201
Unknown



- MBSPS P15 0.096 67 0.289 201



Recycled Water 0.816 567
Notes:
i) The 98 EIR and 2000 SSA use a peaking factor of three (3) to estimate peak demand.



Although the proposed Project is anticipated to increase the peak demand when compared to the peak
estimated for the entitled office campus, the Project is likely to reduce the peak loading on the existing
pump stations. That is because the events that generate the peak flow occur in the evenings when other
land uses served by the pump stations are either inactive or not at their peak usage.
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G. Attachments



Table E: Blocks 29-32 Fixture Type and Count By Landuse



Reference 1: Hunters Curve from 2010 California Plumbing Code
Reference 2: Table 8 of Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 Water Demand Memorandum
Reference 3: SFPUC Indoor Water Demand Calculator part of Non-Potable Water Calculator
Reference 4: Table 6 of LADPW Water Supply Assessment for Convention and Event Center Project



Figure 1: Existing and Proposed Sanitary Sewer with Demands
Figure 2: Existing and Proposed Water and Recycled Water
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Blocks 29-32
Water Sewer Analyses



1/9/2015



Event
Center



Office Retail Restaurants
Arena
Misc.



Total



Toilet (Water Closet) 5 436 236 6 20 10 708 3,540
Urinals 4 192 76 4 10 4 286 1,144
Lavatory Faucet 1 338 192 4 20 4 558 558
Showerhead 2 40 4 4 0 0 48 96
Floor Drain 0 261 132 6 10 4 413 0
Other 3 81 46 0 0 0 127 381
General Sink Faucet 1.5 176 0 32 17 4 229 344
Pre-rinse Spray Valve 1.5 0 0 21 15 0 36 54
Pot & Pan Wash 3 6 0 21 15 0 42 126
Dishwasher 1.5 2 0 21 15 0 38 57
Service or Mop Basin 3 37 0 19 15 2 73 219
Floor Drain 0 232 0 84 64 8 388 0
Other 3 19 0 0 0 0 19 57



Laundary Commercial Washers 4 3 0 0 0 0 3 12
1,823 686 222 201 36 2,968
4,074 1,822 289 321 82 6,588



Notes:
Event Center Demand



- Event Center Total Fixture Units (WSFUs)  =  4,074 + 82  =  4,156
- Flow Rate for 4,156 WSFUs using Hunters Curve = 529 GPM (assuming 100% of fixture are in use)



Recycled Water
- Recycled water total project toilets and urinals  =  3,540 + 1,144  =  4,684
- Flow Rate for 4,684 WSFUs using Hunters Curve = 567 GPM



Restroom



Food Preparation / Cafeteria /
Concession / Club Bar / Lounge
Kitchen



Table E - Blocks 29-32 Fixture Type and Count By Landuse



Facility Type Fixture Type WSFU
Structure / Building



Total WSFU



6,588
Total Fixtures =
Total WSFUs =
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Blocks 29-32
Project Demand Memo



11/14/2014



1. Visitors
Type Baseline Rate (a) Unit No. of Units (c) Unit Ave Daily Use (c) GPD per Visitor Rate (w/ Code) (e) Unit GPD per Visitor
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 1 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 1 1 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 1 2 1.28 gal/flush 1
Misc 0 0



3 2



2. Full-Time Employees
Type Baseline Rate (a)(b) Unit No. of Units (b)(d) Unit Ave Daily Use (b)(d) GPD per Employee Rate (w/ Code) (e) Unit GPD per Employee
Showerhead 2.5 gal/min 5 min 0.3 4 2 gal/min 3
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 3 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 2 2 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 4 6 1.28 gal/flush 5
Kitchen Faucet 2.2 gal/min 0.25 min 1 1 1.8 gal/min 0
Laundry 4 gal/pound 0.5 pound 0.3 1 4 gal/pound 1



14 10



1. Full-Time Employees
Type Baseline Rate (a)(b) Unit No. of Units (b)(d) Unit Ave Daily Use (b)(d) GPD per Employee Rate (w/ Code) (e) Unit GPD per Employee
Showerhead 2.5 gal/min 5 min 0.3 4 2 gal/min 3
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 3 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 2 2 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 4 6 1.28 gal/flush 5
Kitchen Faucet 2.2 gal/min 0.25 min 1 1 1.8 gal/min 0



Sub-Total = 13 10
200 200
65 49



2. Dishwasher 11.15 gal/cycle 1 cycle 1 11 11.15 gal/cycle 11



3. HVAC/Cooling Demand (f) 0.0196 gal/sf 1000 sf 1 20 0.0196 gal/sf 20



4. Indoor Floor Cleaning (g) 0.75 gal/min 4 min/1,000 sf 0.7 2 0.75 gal/min 2



5. Misc (assumed to be 5%) 4 4
103 87



Sub-Total =



Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =
Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =



Sub-Total =



Sub-Total =



Notes:



GPD per 1,000 GSF = GPD per 1,000 GSF =



(a) Baseline flow rate for showerhead, bathroom faucet, toilet, urinals and kitchen faucet are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction(WE Table 1).



(e) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3).



Office End Uses
Baseline Adjusted for Code



Notes:



Total GPD per 1,000 GSF = Total GPD per 1,000 GSF =



(g) Indoor cleaning flow rate and time required are taken from www.tomcatequip.com. The specs for MAGNUM floor scrubber dryer recommended for sports arena are used. The suggested cleaning rate is 26,000 sf/hr but 15,000
sf/hr is used for calculations to be conservative.



Table 8 - Blocks 29-32 Water Consumption By End-Use (Baseline and Adjusted)



(a) Baseline flow rate for showerhead, bathroom faucet, toilet, urinals and kitchen faucet are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction(WE Table 1).
(b) Gallons of water used by laundry per pound of fabric is taken from webpage @ http://www.allianceforwaterefficiency.org/commercial_laundry.aspx. The equipment type is assumed to be a waher-extractor which is typical fro
small to medium size laundires. Laundry is assumed to be generated by players and event performers from showers and other activities. 30% of all the employees are assumed to be players and event performers.



(d) Duration and Average daily use of fixture flow rates are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2). Average daily use of showerhead is increased from 0.1 to 0.3.



(c) Duration and Average daily use suggested in the 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2) were increased to be specific to event uses. All visitors/spectators are assumed to use
the restrooms.



Adjusted for Code
Event Center End Uses



Baseline



Baseline Adjusted for Code



(f) Water demand for cooling is taken from SFPUC Potable Offset Investigation, April 2012. Water required is the average for 12-months.



(b) Gallons of water used by laundry per pound of fabric is taken from webpage @ http://www.allianceforwaterefficiency.org/commercial_laundry.aspx. The equipment type is assumed to be a waher-extractor which is typical fro
small to medium size laundires. Laundry is assumed to be generated by players and event performers from showers and other activities. 30% of all the employees are assumed to be players and event performers.
(c) Duration and Average daily use suggested in the 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2) were increased to be specific to event uses. All visitors/spectators are assumed to use
the restrooms.
(d) Duration and Average daily use of fixture flow rates are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2). Average daily use of showerhead is increased from 0.1 to 0.3.
(e) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3).
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Blocks 29-32
Project Demand Memo



11/14/2014



Table 8 - Blocks 29-32 Water Consumption By End-Use (Baseline and Adjusted)



1. Customer
Type Baseline Rate (a) Unit No. of Units (b) Unit Ave Daily Use (b) GPD per Customer Rate (w/ Code) (c) Unit GPD per Customer
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 0.5 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 0.4 0 0.5 gal/flush 0
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 0.6 1 1.28 gal/flush 1



1 1
10 10



142 102



2. Employee
Type Baseline Rate (a) Unit No. of Units (b) Unit Ave Daily Use (b) GPD per Employee Rate (w/ Code) (c) Unit GPD per Employee
Lavatory Faucet 0.5 gal/min 0.25 min 3 0 0.4 gal/min 0
Urinals 1 gal/flush 1 flush 2 2 0.5 gal/flush 1
Toilet (Water Closet) 1.6 gal/flush 1 flush 4 6 1.28 gal/flush 5



9 6
300 300
29 21



172 123



Type Flow Rate (a)(b) Unit No. of Units (a)(b) Unit Ave Yearly Use (c) GPY per 1,000 GSF
Outdoor Hardscape Washdown 5 gal/min 30 min/1,000 sf 4 600



66,000



Parking Area Washdown 5 gal/min 30 min/1,000 sf 2 300
142,500



Indoor Floor Cleaning 0.75 gal/min 4 min/1,000 sf 221 663
513,825



Misc Cleaning (assumed to be 5%) 36,116



758,441



Project Annual Water Use (gal) =
(using harscape area of 110,000 sf)



Project Annual Water Use (gal) =



Sub-Total =
GSF/Customer =



GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =



Retail End Uses



Sub-Total =
GSF/Customer =



GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Sub-Total =



GSF/Employee =
GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Notes:



Notes:



(c) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3).



(using parking GSF of 475,000 sf)



Baseline Adjusted for Code



Baseline Adjusted for Code



Project Annual Water Use (gal) =
(using GSF of 775,000 sf)



Total GPY =



Total GPD per 1,000 GSF =



GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Total GPD per 1,000 GSF =



Washdown & Facility Cleaning



(a) Outdoor power wash flow rate and time required are based on information gathered from local vendors (Puma Power Wash, San Francisco & Clean 'n Seal, Brentwood, CA). A similar flow rate is also provided in the 2008
Watersmart Guidebook prepared by EBMUD.
(b) Indoor cleaning flow rate and time required are taken from www.tomcatequip.com. The specs for MAGNUM floor scrubber dryer recommended for sports arena are used. The suggested cleaning rate is 26,000 sf/hr but 15,000
sf/hr is used for calculations to be conservative.
(c) Outdoor hardscape area cleaning is assumed to be occur 4 times/year. General cleaning practice is 2 to 3 times/year based information provided by local vendors. Indoor floor is assumed to be cleaned after every event.



(a) Baseline flow rate for Lavatory faucet, toilet and urinals are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction(WE Table 1).
(b) Duration and Average daily use of fixture flow rates are taken from 2009 LEED Reference Guide For Green Building Design and Construction (WE Table 2). Average daily use of "Visitor" was used for customers instead of
"Retail Customer" uses from WE Table 2 as it seemed more reasonable.
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NON-POTABLE WATER CALCULATOR
Step 2 of 7: Calculate Indoor Water Demand (Indoor Fixtures and Fittings)



Project Name: LEGEND:
Generic Estates User Input



Linked from User Input
Instructions: Default Value



Autogenerated Value



A. COMMERCIAL WATER DEMAND (No user input needed - auto-calculated from Step 1 inputs)



Total Water Demand (gpd) = (Flow Rate x Duration x Ave Daily Use x No. of FTEs) + (Flow Rate x Duration x Ave Daily Use (Transient FTE) x No. of Transient FTEs)



Fixture Type Flow Rate Unit Duration Unit Ave Daily Use
Ave Daily Use
(Transient) (6)



No. of FTEs
(MAX)



No. of Transient
FTEs (MAX)



Estimated Daily
Water Demand



(gpd)



Annual Water
Demand (gpy)



Allowable End Use for
Non-Potable?



Showerhead (1)(2)(7) 2 gpm 5 min 0.65 0 0 0 0 0 No



Lavatory Faucet (2) 0.4 gpm 0.25 min 3 0.5 0 0 0 0 No



Urinals (2)(3) 0.5 gpf 1 flush 1.74 0.4 0 0 0 0 Yes



Toilet (Water Closet) (2)(3) 1.28 gpf 1 flush 1.74 0.5 0 0 0 0 Yes



Kitchen Faucet (2)(4) 1.8 gpm 0.25 min 1 0 0 0 0 0 No



Low Flow Sprayer - Restaurants (5) 82.51 gal/emp/day 1 - 1 0 0 0 0 0 No



0 0



0 0



Notes: Key
(1) Applied to 0.5% of FTEs in General Office uses. gpm: gallons per minute
(2) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements for the Prescriptive Approach (Table 13C.5.303.2.3). gpf: gallons per flush
(3) Durations and Ave Daily Use (FTE) from 2011 SFPUC Water Demand Conservation Model (Retail Model for Non-Residential). gal/emp/day: gallons per employee per day
(4) Applied to General Office, Grocery Store, Medical Office, R&D or Laboratory, and Educational Facilities.
(5) From 2011 SFPUC Water Demand Conservation Model (Retail Model for Non-Residential), Estimated Usage for Nonresidential Low-Flow Sprayers in Restaurants.
(6) From LEED 2009 Water Use Reduction Additional Guidance (Revision 3). Updated July 14, 2011. Table 1. Non-residential Default Fixture Usage Rates
(7) Ave. Daily Use value from  2011 SFPUC Water Demand Conservation Model.



B. MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL WATER DEMAND  (No user input needed - auto-calculated from Step 1 inputs)



Total Water Demand (gpd) = Flow Rate x Duration x Ave Daily Use  x No. of Occupants



Fixture Type (Daily Use) Flow Rate Unit Duration (4) Unit No. of occupants
Total Water



Demand (gpd)
Annual Water
Demand (gpy)



Allowable End Use
for Non-Potable?



Showerhead (1) 2 gpm 8.2 min 0 0 0 No



Bathroom Faucet (2) 1.3 gpm 1.5 min 0 0 0 No



Bath (2) 25 gal/bath 1 bath 0 0 0 No



Washing Machine (3) 36.9 gal/cycle 1 0 0 0 No



Toilet (Water Closet) (1) 1.28 gpf 1 flush 0 0 0 Yes



Kitchen Faucet (1) 1.8 gpm 7.82 min 0 0 0 No



Dishwasher (3) 11.15 gal/cycle 1 0 0 0 No



0 0



If manually entering
Annual Demand for Toilet



Water, enter here (gpy):
0 0



Notes: Key
(1) Flow rate based on maximum flow rate prescribed by 2011 SF Green Building Requirements (Table 13C.5.303.2.3). gpm: gallons per minute
(2) Flow rate from SFPUC 2011 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) Retail Demand  Model for New Multi-Family Residential Water Use. gal/bath: gallons per bath
(3) Flow rate based on 2010 rate used in the 2010 UWMP Conservation Model. gal/cycle: gallons per washing cycle
(4) Flow rate from SFPUC 2010 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) Retail Demand  Model for New Multi-Family Residential Water Use. gpf: gallons per flush
Ave Daily Use for faucets are represented by total average usage per person per day (min/person/day)



C. HVAC/COOLING DEMAND



Please enter monthly HVAC/Cooling Demands for each site (gal/mo.)



SITE TOTAL (gal/mo) January February March April May June July August September October November December
SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main Street 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



Total (gal/mo): 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



D. OTHER INDOOR DEMANDS THAT CAN BE MET WITH NON-POTABLE SUPPLIES
User Input Instructions:
Please include other indoor demands in your building if applicable.



Indoor Decorative Water Feature:
E.g. indoor fountains with no contact 0 gpd <--Enter the total daily demand in gallons per day for all indoor decorative water features in the building



0 no. of days <--Enter the number of days in a year the decorative water features will be operational
0 gpy



Commercial Laundry:
0 gal/load <--Typical water use is 17 gals/wash load
0 loads/day <--Enter estimated number of loads per day
0 gpd
0 no. of days <--Enter estimated number of days in a year that laundry facilities will be used
0 gpy



Other Non-Potable Demand:
<Please specify here> 0 gpd <--Enter estimated daily demand associated with use



0 no. of days <--Enter the number of days the demand will be applicable within a year
0 gpy



If Manually Entering Annual Demands for all Other
Indoor Demands, enter here (gpy): 0 gpy <--These values could be selected in Tab 7 - Project Definition to replace the values in the table above



SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main
Street



If manually entering Annual Demand for
Urinals and Toilet Water, enter here (gpy):



User's have the option to manually enter water demand estimates for the site. These estimates could be used to
override or replace the auto-calculated estimates. Tab 7 - Project Definition allows the user to choose between the
auto-calculated value and the manually entered values.



If manual entries are to be used, the user must provide inputs here and then select the "Manual Entry" option to be used in Tab 7 in order to override the automatically
calculated values.



If manual entries are to be used, the user must provide inputs here and then select the "Manual Entry" option to be used in Tab 7 in order to override the automatically
calculated values.



SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main Street



SITE: Generic Estates -- 101 Main Street



This Tab calculates annual indoor water demand based on water demand from domestic fixtures and fittings, using
assumed usage rates based on the building uses and occupancy profiles entered in Step 1.



TOTAL



Ave Daily Use (4)



0.65



>>> Please proceed on to Step 3: Calculate Indoor Non-Potable Supply



TOTAL



1



0.1



0.31



4.75



1



0.04



I.e. commercial laundry facilities that are operated by
designated staff and are not available for general public



use



April 2014 2. Indoor Water Demand Page 1 of 1
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ATTACHMENT A



Gallons Acre-Feet



Exhibit Space 780,506 80 62,440 293 a 18,294,920 56.14
Meeting Rooms 106,345 150 15,952 142 b 2,265,184 6.95
Offices 87,441 150 13,116 312 c 4,092,192 12.56
Other (Back-of-House) 525,678 80 42,054 355 d 14,929,170 45.81
Restaurant/Commissary/
Food Court



76,500 300 e 22,950 355 d 8,147,250 25.00



Retail 3,975 80 318 365 116,070 0.36
Bike Station 3,250 80 e 260 365 94,900 0.29



47,939,686 147.11



Gallons Acre Feet



Forecasted
Annual



Attendance f
Water



Cons mption/ SeatAttendance f
Number of Event



Da s f



Floor Area



Water
Consumption/



1,000 Sq.Ft.



Water
Consumption/



Event Day
Number of Event



Days
Annual Water Use



Convention Center



Subtotal Convention Center



Table 6
OPTION 2: FORECAST OF PROPOSED PROJECT WATER DEMAND BASED ON STANDARD CITY FACTORS



General Consumption



Annual Water Use



MATRIX Environmental Page 16 November 23, 2011



Gallons Acre-Feet



Attendance Level 1 72,230 37 2,672,510 4 10,690,040 32.80
Attendance Level 2 55,000 20 1,100,000 4 4,400,000 13.50
Attendance Level 3 35,000 10 350,000 4 1,400,000 4.30
Subtotal 67 4,122,510 16,490,040 50.60



Attendance f Consumption/ SeatAttendance f Days f



Spectator Event Attendance g
Event Center



MATRIX Environmental Page 16 November 23, 2011
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1650 Technology Drive, Suite 650
San Jose, California 95110
T: (408)467-9100
 www.bkf.com



SANITARY SEWER EXHIIBT



South Office Tower
Avg - 21 GPM
Peak - 73 GPM



North Office Tower
Avg - 20 GPM
Peak - 72 GPM



Event Center
Avg - 52 GPM



Peak - 529 GPM



Retail*
Avg - 7 GPM



Peak - 26 GPM



Restaurant*
Avg - 13 GPM
Peak - 46 GPM



* Restaurant & retail are spread
across the perimeter of the site.
























Jacob Nguyen, BKF
Ed Boscacci, BKF
Bassam Aldhafari, DPW
Bimayendra (Bimu), DPW
Richard Graham, DPW
Leslie Webster, PUC
Michael Tran, PUC
 
All is welcome to participate, but I’d like to emphasize this meeting is purely to clarify questions and
provide comments to BKF. 
 
Jacob,
Can you please bring references identified in your reports, particularly Hunter’s Curve?
 
Best,
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Tran, Michael 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:07 PM
To: Tran, Michael; 'Jacob Nguyen'; 'Ed Boscacci'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie;
525GG Building Access Requests
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori; Jurosek, Marla; Reilly, Catherine; 'David
Carlock'; 'Molly Hayes'; 'Graham, Richard (DPW) (richard.graham@sfdpw.org)'; Tam, Bessie; 'Clarke
Miller'; 'Murphy, Mary G.'; Shrestha, Bimayendra
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
When: Thursday, January 08, 2015 9:00 AM-11:00 AM (GMT-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: 525 Golden Gate Avenue, 2nd Floor Yosemite
 
 
Good afternoon,


Following up with a conversation with BKF this afternoon, I’m requesting a follow-up technical
meeting for this coming Thursday 1/8.  Meeting agenda and comments to follow.  Please forward
this invitation to appropriate parties.
 
Thanks
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 



mailto:richard.graham@sfdpw.org






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Miller, Erin (MTA); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:59:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks for sending over.  I just want to clarify.  I was planning on presenting the portions that I had
sent in my PPT.  It appears that some of those slides have been changed.  I was also going to keep
the two PPT separate so that it was clear what was a staff presentation and what was a GSW
presentation so there was some arms length between the two.  Since we are late in the game, we
can leave as is or I can just delete the slides that I am planning on presentation.  I have already
provided Tiffany with my proposed PPT, so will need to see if I can get the ok to replace the slides.
 
I am at my desk if someone would like to talk.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:42 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout;
Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Apologies – I forgot one minor change. Please use this attached deck instead.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: 'Miller, Erin'; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:TEllington@warriors.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:john.gavin@sfgov.org

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com
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http://www.nba.com/warriors/app

http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect

http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014







Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could transition
seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more SBE information than
you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
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Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the purposes of this
introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam change but
didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits.  I’m guessing
that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can
forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero
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3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tran, Michael
To: "Jacob Nguyen"; "Ed Boscacci"; "Kate Aufhauser"; Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie (PUC); 525GG BUILDING


ACCESS REQUESTS (PUC); Shrestha, Bimayendra
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori (PUC); Jurosek, Marla (PUC); Reilly, Catherine


(CII); "David Carlock"; "Molly Hayes"; Graham, Richard (DPW); Tam, Bessie (PUC); "Clarke Miller"; "Murphy,
Mary G."; Kern, Chris (CPC)


Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 7:21:16 PM
Attachments: 2015.01.08 Blocks 29-32 Warriors Sanitary Flow Projections Agenda.doc


Hello all,
 
Thank you all for responding to this meeting invite to follow up regarding a 12/12 meeting. Please
see agenda attached.  I’d like to clarify tomorrow’s meeting is intended to discuss questions and
comments for the 12/19 and 11/25 BKF sewer analyses reports.  I will setup another follow-up
meeting with management for all other decisions, after all technical personnel agree on a
methodology for sanitary projections.
 
Key technical personnel for tomorrow’s technical meeting:
Kate Aufhauser, GSW
Molly Hayes, GSW
Jacob Nguyen, BKF
Ed Boscacci, BKF
Bassam Aldhafari, DPW
Bimayendra (Bimu), DPW
Richard Graham, DPW
Leslie Webster, PUC
Michael Tran, PUC
 
All is welcome to participate, but I’d like to emphasize this meeting is purely to clarify questions and
provide comments to BKF. 
 
Jacob,
Can you please bring references identified in your reports, particularly Hunter’s Curve?
 
Best,
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Tran, Michael 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:07 PM
To: Tran, Michael; 'Jacob Nguyen'; 'Ed Boscacci'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Aldhafari, Bassam; Webster, Leslie;
525GG Building Access Requests
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori; Jurosek, Marla; Reilly, Catherine; 'David
Carlock'; 'Molly Hayes'; 'Graham, Richard (DPW) (richard.graham@sfdpw.org)'; Tam, Bessie; 'Clarke
Miller'; 'Murphy, Mary G.'; Shrestha, Bimayendra
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
When: Thursday, January 08, 2015 9:00 AM-11:00 AM (GMT-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: 525 Golden Gate Avenue, 2nd Floor Yosemite
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Wastewater Enterprise



525 Golden Gate Avenue



San Francisco, CA 94102


January 8, 2015


Meeting Agenda



Warriors Stadium at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32


Sanitary Sewer Flow Projections


1. Introductions



2. December 19, 2014 BKF Memorandum



a. Discussion and comments



3. November 25, 2014 BKF Memorandum



a. Recap, discussion and comments


4. Sanitary Sewer Routing 



a. Mission Bay Master Plan – split at Campus Lane



b. Focus Northerly to Mission Bay Sanitary



c. Focus Southerly to Mariposa Pump Station


5. January 1, 2015 Stormwater Memorandum


a. Discussion



b. Results of Volumetric Testing



6. Additional questions and comments



7. Next Steps
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Good afternoon,


Following up with a conversation with BKF this afternoon, I’m requesting a follow-up technical
meeting for this coming Thursday 1/8.  Meeting agenda and comments to follow.  Please forward
this invitation to appropriate parties.
 
Thanks
Michael Tran
Cell: 415-850-8187
 








From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo


Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:44:23 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
2014.12.16_OCII-Planning_Hearings_Deck_ForPrint&Pres.pdf
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Apologies – I forgot one minor change. Please use this attached deck instead.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: 'Miller, Erin'; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could transition
seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more SBE information than
you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us
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Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 



GSW Event Center and Mixed-Use Development 
Informational Presentation to the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure 



January 6, 2015 











GSW Project Site 



• Blocks 29-32  - 11 acres of 
vacant property located within 
the Mission Bay South  



• The Golden State Warriors 
(GSW) and salesforce.com 
entered into a purchase 
agreement in April 2014 for 
Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 



WARRIORS EVENT 
CENTER SITE  
(BLOCKS 29-32) 











OCII/City Coordination 



• OCII is working closely with the Office of Economic and 
Workforce Development (OEWD), Planning 
Department, and SFMTA on design 



 



• Other City partners include: 
o Port, DPW, PUC, DBI, DPH, Police, Fire, Entertainment 



Commission  











Major Phase Submission Requirements 



• Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (“OPA”) and 
Interagency Cooperation Agreement requires third party developers to 
submit plans for development in “Major Phases”  



• Major Phase submissions should include information on: 



o Land use and development intensity 



o Height, bulk, and massing of buildings 



o Location and design of open space 



o Infrastructure improvements triggered by the proposed Project 



• Major Phases do not propose schematic designs (façade, landscaping, 
etc.) for individual buildings 











Previous Major Phase Submissions 



• Alexandria Real Estate Equities (ARE) 



oApproved June 20, 2006 



• Salesforce.com 



oApproved September 20, 2011 



 



• The Golden State Warriors’ Major Phase submittal 
supplants previous Major Phase approvals for Blocks 
29-32.  











Project Benefits 



• San Francisco’s first ever multi-purpose 



arena – a civic landmark for cultural, 



sport, and entertainment activities. 



• Significant new property tax increment 



for the construction of public 



infrastructure and affordable housing 



• Triggers construction of adjacent Bay 



Front Park (“P22”). 



• Creates over 4,000 construction and 



permanent jobs with strong 



commitments to local contracting and 



local hiring 











Project Elements 



• Approximately 18,000 seat multi-



purpose Event Center 



• Approximately 500,000 leasable sf of 



office 



• Up to 61,000 leasable sf of retail 



• 3.2 acres of plazas and public space 



(approx. 30% of the site) 



• Approximately 950 Parking spaces (on 



three underground levels) 











Key Design Goals 



• Create a vibrant, urban environment well-integrated into the 
Mission Bay neighborhood 



• Contribute to the vitality of Mission Bay’s street life and 
activate the pedestrian realm 



• Provide a mix of uses to ensure the Project site is active all 
day and all year  



• Construct a new outdoor civic amenity for the whole city in 
the Third St. main plaza 



 











Sustainable Design 



Project Goals: 



• LEED Gold campus 
certification 



• Zero waste facility 



• No net additional GHG 
emissions 



• Compliance with CalGreen, 
SF Green Building Code, and 
NBA Sustainability 
Requirements 



Project Strategies: 



• Travel demand strategies (bike and EV 
parking, TMA shuttle program support, 
transit information app for fans) 



• Green roofs and planters for stormwater 
treatment 



• Zero-waste procurement and operations 
planning 



• Energy-efficient HVAC and mechanical 
equipment 



• Currently exploring options for solar 
installations on-site 























Main 
Plaza Event Center 



+135’ 



Office 
+160’ 



Bayfront Terrace 
+122’ 



Office 
+160’ 



Southeast 
Plaza 



Bay Front 
Park 



Site Plan 



+90’ 



+90’ 



Food Hall 
+39’ 



Gatehouse 
+32’ 











Pedestrian 
Access 



• Porous, organic design 
welcomes pedestrians 
to the site 



• All major pedestrian 
pathways lined with 
landscaping and/or 
retail for visual interest 
and activation 



 Open path of travel 



 Path through building 



 interior 



 



LEGEND 











Bike 
Access 
• Permanent Class 1 



spaces: over 400 



• Temporary Class 1 
spaces: up to 100 



• Class 2 spaces available 
on-site: approx. 75 



LEGEND 











Transit Access 



• Additional near-term transit projects: 



o Central Subway 



o Caltrain Electrification 



o Transbay Terminal Completion 



o Ferry Building Expansion 



o Blue Greenway  



o Port Cycletrack 











Auto Access 



• 2 curb cuts on-site 



• 16th St. driveway: main 
auto access, separate 
truck access to secure 
loading area 



• South St. driveway: all 
retail traffic 



• Additional employee 
parking available at 450 
South St. garage (no 
event parking) 











Public Art 



• Project subject to the Redevelopment Plan’s Art Requirement 



(1.0%) 



• GSW intends to hire a consultant in 2015 to design and develop 



a public arts program 



• A proposal will be presented during Schematic Design review 











Northwest plaza 



Main plaza 



Atrium 



Pedestrian 
Path 



Bayfront 
Overlook 



Southeast 
plaza 



Public Open Space (3.2 
acres, over 30% of site) 



Private Open Space 



Public Open Space 











Height and Bulk 



View from Northwest 



Event Center 
+135’ 



Office 
+160’ 



+90’ 



Bayfront Terrace 
+122’ 



Office 
+ 160’ 



Main Plaza 
+10’ 



+90’ 



Food Hall 
+39’ 



Gatehouse 
+32’ 











Height and Bulk 



View from Northeast 



Event Center 
+135’ 



Office 
+160’ 



+90’ 



Bayfront Terrace 
+122’ 



Office 
+ 160’ 



Food Hall 
+39’ 



+90’ 



Bayfront Overlook 
+26’ 











Height and Bulk 



View from Southeast 



Event Center 
+135’ 



Office 
+160’ 



+90’ 



Bayfront Terrace 
+122’ 



Office 
+ 160’ 



Food Hall 
+39’ 



Bayfront Overlook 
+26’ 



+90’ 











Height and Bulk 



View from Southwest 



Event Center 
+135’ 



Office 
+160’ 



+90’ 



Bayfront Terrace 
+122’ 



Office 
+ 160’ 



Main Plaza 
+10’ 



+90’ Gatehouse 
+32’ 
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Proposed Amendments to D4D 



• Design for Development (“D4D”) regulates design in Mission Bay 



• The D4D did not contemplate an event center on Blocks 29-32 



• Major Phase approval must include approval of a package of D4D 
amendments addressing the unique requirements of an event center: 



o Height and bulk 



o Building massing 



o Number of towers and tower separation 



• The project is consistent with the Redevelopment Plan and will not 
exceed the 160’ height limit 











Transportation Management Plan (TMP) 



• Working with SFMTA and the community to develop a project-
specific Transportation Management Plan (TMP) to complement the 
Mission Bay TMP 



• Goals: 



o Maximize the safety and convenience of event center patrons 



o Promote sustainable and efficient transportation options for daily employees 
and event center visitors 



o Reduce impacts on neighborhood streets and transit network 



• TMP goals will be monitored and the document will be modified to 
reflect operational conditions after the building’s opening 



 











Transportation Analysis Process 











Mode Split Estimates(1) 



Mode 
GSW Peak Event 



Attendees (2) 



SF Giants  



(2000) 



SF Giants  



(2012) 



Sacramento 



Kings 



Transit 35% 39% 44% 26% 



Auto 53% 49% 38% 74% 



Bike 
8% 



Included in Other 2% Not reported separately 



Walk 7% 11% Not reported separately 



Other (3) 4%  5% 5% Not reported separately 



(1) Calculated by Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting. Does not include additional Travel Demand strategies 



proposed by the Warriors to direct more fans towards non-auto modes of travel.  



(2) Average Weekday basketball game, 6-8pm.  



(3) For the Blocks 29-32 project, “Other” includes: Taxi, TMA  shuttle, TNC (Uber, Lyft), pedicab 











Transit Service 
Assumptions 



• Supplemental Muni service 



• 3 Muni Special Event 
shuttle routes 



• Additional rail service  



• Capital improvements 
(lengthening platform) 











Event Parking Assumptions 



• On-site: approximately 950 stalls 



o Approx. 20 minute post-event egress  



o Includes valet area for Retail 
 



• Off-site/Satellite:  



o Office parking 



 Ex: 450 South Street 



o Event parking  



 Ex: Lot A and other underutilized existing garages 
 



• Street parking: heavily discouraged 



o Limited meter hours (shorter than event duration) 



o Special Event pricing 











Transportation Management Plan 



• TMP will address: 
o 16th Street Reconfiguration 



o Parking Control Officers 



o Transit Staging 



o Drop-off Staging 



o Temporary Street Closures 



o Travel Demand Strategies 



 



• The EIR will also address transportation issues and identify any 
additional mitigation measures 











CAC & Community Outreach 



• Discussed GSW Project with CAC at 6 meetings, as well as a Saturday 
workshop and EIR Scoping Meeting 
 



• Workshop with Planning Commission – Dec 18, 2014 
 



• Outreach to other key stakeholders, including: 
o UCSF, Giants, life science community, neighborhood leaders, SF Bicycle Coalition, SF Walk, 



local residents and businesses 
 



• Comments received fall into the following categories: 
o Design and Massing 



o Traffic Congestion and Parking 



o Event Management 



o Construction Impacts 











Equal Opportunity Programs 



• GSW will comply with OCII’s Equal Opportunity 



Program for architectural and engineering (A&E) 



services 



 



• GSW has undertaken an extensive outreach process 



working with OCII staff to fill approx. 50 professional 



service opportunities 











Equal Opportunity Programs 
May 2014 Request for Qualifications (RFQ) released for 49 A&E disciplines 



June 2014 RFQ pre-submittal conference  



July 2014 Qualifications reviewed by GSW team 



August 2014 Request for Proposal (RFP) sent to shortlisted firms for Group 1 



disciplines 



September 2014 Proposals reviewed by GSW team 



Fall 2014 SBE interviews for Group 1 disciplines (beginning September) 



Fall 2014 SBE contracts awarded for Group 1 disciplines (beginning October) 



Winter/Spring 2015 RFPs distributed for Group 2 disciplines 



Group 1 disciplines: Required for early-stage design (e.g., MEP engineering, structural 



engineering, sustainability, parking, and others) 



Group 2 disciplines: Required for late-stage design (e.g., art consulting, testing and 



inspection, building maintenance, and others) 











Request for Qualifications (RFQ) 



146 



384 



525 



# RFQ responses from SBEs



# RFQ responses



# Firms that received the RFQ











Request for Proposal (RFP) 



22% (38) 



48% (85) 



14% (25) 



10% 
(18) 



6% (11) 



Total Shortlisted Firms: 177 



Non-SBE



SBE



MBE



WBE



MBE/WBE



14% (14) 



53% (53) 



16% (16) 



12% (12) 



5% (5) 



Total Unique Shortlisted Firms: 100 



Non-SBE



SBE



MBE



WBE



MBE/WBE











Representative Awarded A&E Consultants 



Discipline Prime Consultant SBE Consultant 



Design Architect, Office & Retail Pfau Long (LBE) / AE3 (MBE) - 



Architect of Record, Office & Retail Kendall Heaton Associates MEI Architects (MBE-WBE) 



Civil Engineering BKF 
Telamon Engineering Consultants 



(MBE-WBE) 



Geotechnical Engineering Langan  Divis Consulting (SBE) 



Fire, Life Safety, & CFD Analysis, Code 



Consultant 
 - Howe Engineers (SBE) 



MEP Engineering Smith Seckman Reid SJ Engineers (MBE) 



Survey  - Martin M. Ron Associates (SBE) 











Projected Small Business Participation  



• To date GSW has awarded 
roles to SBEs in 19 disciplines. 
Fees for those committed 
disciplines account for 45% of 
overall anticipated project 
A&E fees. Projected final 
participation is 50%.  



• The Project also anticipates 
meeting the 50% SBE 
construction subcontracting 
participation goal, and the 
50% local construction 
workforce hiring goal.  



50% 



35% 



20% 



0%



20%



40%



60%



80%



100%



SBE - Small
Business



Enterprise



MBE - Minority-
Owned Business



Enterprise



WBE - Women-
Owned Business



Enterprise



Total Projected A&E Fees 











CEQA Environmental Review 



• OCII is preparing a Subsequent Environmental Impact Report 
(SEIR) as Lead Agency 



 



• OCII has contracted with the SF Planning Department to help 
prepare the SEIR 



 



• Commission approval of the DforD amendments, Major Phase 
and Schematic Designs cannot occur until the SEIR is certified – 
anticipated to occur in late summer/early fall 2015 











Next Steps for Design Review/SEIR 



• CAC Review of Schematic Designs – early 2015 



• OCII/Planning Commission Review of SDs – spring 2015 



• Release of Draft SEIR – spring 2015 



• OCII Commission Certification of Final SEIR – late summer/ fall 2015 



• OCII Commission Approval of Design for Development, Major Phase, 
Schematic Designs – after SEIR certification 



• Planning Commission Approval of Office Schematic Designs – after SEIR 
certification  











Other Next Steps 



• Design development of Park P22 with Port 



• Finalize TMP with SFMTA 



• Fiscal analysis by OEWD of City revenues and costs for project 



• Coordination with Police and DPW/Maintenance Association for event 
management (crowd control and trash pick-up) 



• Subdivision Mapping and Infrastructure Plan amendments through 
DPW/PUC 



• Entertainment Commission permits 











Thank You 











Appendix 











Key Dimensions 



• South St. Tower: 
20,000 ft2 floor 
plate area 



• South St. Tower to 
Event Center: 55’ 



• 16th St. Tower: 
20,000 ft2 floor 
plate area 



• 16th St. Tower to 
Event Center: 35’ 











Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D) Proposed Change to D4D Explanation for Change 



Height       



  The Event Center would exceed the 90-foot Base Height 



on Blocks 30 and 32. 



Allow maximum Base Height on Blocks 30 and 



32 of 135 feet above the Terry Francois 



Boulevard curb. 



Unique size requirements of an Event Center 



building. 



Geotechnical conditions render further 



excavation for Event Center footprint infeasible. 



  The proposed Event Center is 135 feet, but there are only 



two height classifications for Commercial Industrial uses 



in the D4D, 90 feet and 160 feet. 



Establish a 135 foot height classification for an 



Event Center use on the site. 



See above. 



  The number of 160-foot towers allowed in Height Zone-5 



would be exceeded by one (i.e., 4 vs. allowed 3). 



Allow one additional 160-foot tower in Height 



Zone-5. 



Allows for smaller podium footprints for 



Office/R&D buildings, therefore allowing for the 



development of a public plaza similar in size to 



Union Square’s central plaza. 



  The 160-foot office buildings would exceed the allocated 



floorplate square footage allowed for that height 



category. 



Increase allocation of 160-foot Tower Height 



floorplate. 



See above. 



  Separation from the 160-foot towers and the Event 



Center would be less than the required 100-foot 



separation between towers. 



Establish a new minimum standard separation 



between any 160-foot tower and the Event 



Center. 



Unique bulk requirements of an Event Center 



building  



Bulk The portions of the Event Center above 90 feet would 



exceed the existing bulk controls for 



commercial/industrial buildings that limit the maximum 



floor plate above 90 feet to 20,000 square feet, with a 



maximum length of 200 feet.  



Establish a 135-foot height bulk allowance for 



an Event Center on the site. 



Unique bulk requirements of an Event Center 



building  



  



D4D Comparison Summary 











Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D) Proposed Change to D4D Explanation for Change 



Setbacks The parking levels would encroach into the required 5-foot 



setback along the eastern side of Third Street.  



Allow below-grade encroachment into the 5-foot 



setback along Third Street between South Street 



and Sixteenth Street  



Avoids the need for additional above grade parking.  



  A portion of the southeastern curved edge of the Event 



Center would encroach into the 20-foot setback along the 



northern side of Sixteenth Street.  



Allow encroachment of an Event Center into the 



20-foot setback.  



Unique floor plate requirements and curved form of 



an Event Center building  



  



Streetwall Minimum streetwall requirement along Third and Sixteenth 



Streets will not be met since less than 70% of the block 



length will not have a continuous building façade built to 



the property line or back of required setback.  



Establish a lower required percentage for the 



streetwall along Third and Sixteenth Streets. 



Third Street is intentionally not conceived as a 



streetwall, but rather designed as a porous 



pedestrian plaza to accommodate pedestrian flows; 



provide graceful access to the Event Center, main 



plaza, and retail; and deliver a prominent civic 



amenity akin to Union Square’s central plaza or the 



main plaza of Rockefeller Center.  



  The corners of the buildings at the intersections of Third 



Street with South and Sixteenth Streets, the east-west mid-



block break at Third Street, and at the intersections of 



Sixteenth Street with Terry Francois Boulevard and the 



north-south mid-block break do not hold the corner with a 



height of at least 15 feet for the required distance of 50 



feet from the intersection. 



Amend the requirement to allow plazas and other 



setbacks for pedestrian movement and staging. 



Safety and convenience of Event Center guests and 



daily site users encourages the creation of 



additional open space at site perimeter. 



  Maximum streetwall height of 90 feet will not be met since 



the Event Center is 135 feet tall. 



Establish a 135-foot streetwall height limit for an 



Event Center on the site. 



Unique size requirements of an Event Center 



building. 



Geotechnical conditions render further excavation 



for Event Center footprint infeasible. 



D4D Comparison Summary 











Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D) Proposed Change to D4D Explanation for Change 



View Corridors/ 



Public Right of Ways 



The Gatehouse along Third Street and the Event Center  



would encroach within the east-west and north-south view 



corridors and public right of ways (i.e., private varas).  



Amend the requirement to allow for alternative 



opportunities for public access to/through the 



site and to locations for public views of Bay. 



The Gatehouse provides an urban edge for the 



Project and helps activate the Main Plaza. Other 



elements represent design strategies to offer multi-



layered visual interest at the termination of the 



view corridors. 



Parking The D4D does not contemplate an off-street parking 



standard for a multi-purpose Event Center.  



  



Include a new parking standard for the Event 



Center that promotes shared parking with the 



retail and office uses, as well as limits parking 



to promote the use of transit.  Also, as part of 



this standard, allow off-site parking for the 



Event Center to be further than 600 feet from 



the entrance of the Event Center. 



Operational and economic feasibility of Event 



Center and other land uses on site. 



  While the Project meets the current requirement for 



secured bicycle parking standard, the current standard 



did not anticipate the growth of bicycle use as a primary 



mode of transportation.   



Allow a higher number of on-site bicycle 



parking. 



Owner preference to encourage biking and other 



non-auto transportation choices.  



Loading  The D4D does not contemplate a loading standard for a 



multi-purpose Event Center.  



Include a standard for Event Center loading 



areas that reflects the increased intensity of 



demand from standard commercial buildings. 



Unique loading requirements of an operational 



Event Center building  



Signage The D4D does not contemplate signage standards for a 



multi-purpose Event Center.  



  



Amendments to be determined during 



schematic designs. 



Operational and economic feasibility of Event 



Center and activation of the site. 



D4D Comparison Summary 










Mission Bay Blocks 29-32


GSW Event Center and Mixed-Use Development


Informational Presentation to the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure


January 6, 2015








GSW Project Site


Blocks 29-32  - 11 acres of vacant property located within the Mission Bay South 


The Golden State Warriors (GSW) and salesforce.com entered into a purchase agreement in April 2014 for Mission Bay Blocks 29-32





WARRIORS EVENT CENTER SITE 


(BLOCKS 29-32)
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OCII/City Coordination


OCII is working closely with the Office of Economic and Workforce Development (OEWD), Planning Department, and SFMTA on design





Other City partners include:


Port, DPW, PUC, DBI, DPH, Police, Fire, Entertainment Commission 








Major Phase Submission Requirements


Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (“OPA”) and Interagency Cooperation Agreement requires third party developers to submit plans for development in “Major Phases” 


Major Phase submissions should include information on:


Land use and development intensity


Height, bulk, and massing of buildings


Location and design of open space


Infrastructure improvements triggered by the proposed Project


Major Phases do not propose schematic designs (façade, landscaping, etc.) for individual buildings
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Previous Major Phase Submissions


Alexandria Real Estate Equities (ARE)


Approved June 20, 2006


Salesforce.com


Approved September 20, 2011





The Golden State Warriors’ Major Phase submittal supplants previous Major Phase approvals for Blocks 29-32. 
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Project Benefits


San Francisco’s first ever multi-purpose arena – a civic landmark for cultural, sport, and entertainment activities.


Significant new property tax increment for the construction of public infrastructure and affordable housing


Triggers construction of adjacent Bay Front Park (“P22”).


Creates over 4,000 construction and permanent jobs with strong commitments to local contracting and local hiring
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Project Elements


Approximately 18,000 seat multi-purpose Event Center


Approximately 500,000 leasable sf of office


Up to 61,000 leasable sf of retail


3.2 acres of plazas and public space (approx. 30% of the site)


Approximately 950 Parking spaces (on three underground levels)
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Key Design Goals


Create a vibrant, urban environment well-integrated into the Mission Bay neighborhood


Contribute to the vitality of Mission Bay’s street life and activate the pedestrian realm


Provide a mix of uses to ensure the Project site is active all day and all year 


Construct a new outdoor civic amenity for the whole city in the Third St. main plaza
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Sustainable Design


Project Goals:


LEED Gold campus certification


Zero waste facility


No net additional GHG emissions


Compliance with CalGreen, SF Green Building Code, and NBA Sustainability Requirements


Project Strategies:


Travel demand strategies (bike and EV parking, TMA shuttle program support, transit information app for fans)


Green roofs and planters for stormwater treatment


Zero-waste procurement and operations planning


Energy-efficient HVAC and mechanical equipment


Currently exploring options for solar installations on-site
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Main
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Southeast


Plaza


Bay Front Park


Site Plan
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Pedestrian Access


Porous, organic design welcomes pedestrians to the site


All major pedestrian pathways lined with landscaping and/or retail for visual interest and activation


	Open path of travel


	Path through building 	interior





LEGEND
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Bike Access





Permanent Class 1 spaces: over 400


Temporary Class 1 spaces: up to 100


Class 2 spaces available on-site: approx. 75


LEGEND
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Transit Access








Additional near-term transit projects:


Central Subway


Caltrain Electrification


Transbay Terminal Completion


Ferry Building Expansion


Blue Greenway 


Port Cycletrack
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Auto Access


2 curb cuts on-site


16th St. driveway: main auto access, separate truck access to secure loading area


South St. driveway: all retail traffic


Additional employee parking available at 450 South St. garage (no event parking)
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Public Art


Project subject to the Redevelopment Plan’s Art Requirement (1.0%)


GSW intends to hire a consultant in 2015 to design and develop a public arts program


A proposal will be presented during Schematic Design review
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Northwest plaza


Main plaza


Atrium


Pedestrian Path


Bayfront Overlook


Southeast plaza





Public Open Space (3.2 acres, over 30% of site)


Private Open Space


Public Open Space
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Height and Bulk


View from Northwest


Event Center


+135’


Office
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+90’
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Height and Bulk


View from Northeast


Event Center


+135’
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Bayfront Overlook
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Height and Bulk


View from Southeast


Event Center
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Height and Bulk


View from Southwest


Event Center
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Image Courtesy of MANICA Architecture.  Rendering by steelblue
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Proposed Amendments to D4D


Design for Development (“D4D”) regulates design in Mission Bay


The D4D did not contemplate an event center on Blocks 29-32


Major Phase approval must include approval of a package of D4D amendments addressing the unique requirements of an event center:


Height and bulk


Building massing


Number of towers and tower separation


The project is consistent with the Redevelopment Plan and will not exceed the 160’ height limit
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Transportation Management Plan (TMP)


Working with SFMTA and the community to develop a project-specific Transportation Management Plan (TMP) to complement the Mission Bay TMP


Goals:


Maximize the safety and convenience of event center patrons


Promote sustainable and efficient transportation options for daily employees and event center visitors


Reduce impacts on neighborhood streets and transit network


TMP goals will be monitored and the document will be modified to reflect operational conditions after the building’s opening
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Transportation Analysis Process











Mode Split Estimates(1)


			Mode			GSW Peak Event Attendees (2)						SF Giants 
(2000)			SF Giants 
(2012)			Sacramento Kings


			Transit			35%						39%			44%			26%


			Auto			53%						49%			38%			74%


			Bike			8%						Included in Other			2%			Not reported separately


			Walk									7%			11%			Not reported separately


			Other (3)			4% 						5%			5%			Not reported separately





Calculated by Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting. Does not include additional Travel Demand strategies proposed by the Warriors to direct more fans towards non-auto modes of travel. 


Average Weekday basketball game, 6-8pm. 


For the Blocks 29-32 project, “Other” includes: Taxi, TMA  shuttle, TNC (Uber, Lyft), pedicab








GSW v. Giants:


GSW bike = Giants bike (good comp)


Simply won’t get as many people walking from downtown offices or the Ferry Building/dock





GSW v. Sacramento:


We’ll have much greater transit ridership 





“We are having conversations with some of the pedicab operators to understand their needs for safe staging, and the guest demand they might serve”





TNC = Transportation Network Company


30





Transit Service Assumptions


Supplemental Muni service


3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes


Additional rail service 


Capital improvements (lengthening platform)











Outlines special event service as discussed to date with Muni





Based on relieving excess pressure on the T-line, mostly using existing capital (extra buses)





Effort will involve some capital investment – good for the whole network, not just GSW 
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Event Parking Assumptions


On-site: approximately 950 stalls


Approx. 20 minute post-event egress 


Includes valet area for Retail





Off-site/Satellite: 


Office parking


Ex: 450 South Street


Event parking 


Ex: Lot A and other underutilized existing garages





Street parking: heavily discouraged


Limited meter hours (shorter than event duration)


Special Event pricing








Catherine: say we’re in conversations with folks re: parking structures in the area; different responses from people
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Transportation Management Plan


TMP will address:


16th Street Reconfiguration


Parking Control Officers


Transit Staging


Drop-off Staging


Temporary Street Closures


Travel Demand Strategies





The EIR will also address transportation issues and identify any additional mitigation measures








CAC & Community Outreach


Discussed GSW Project with CAC at 6 meetings, as well as a Saturday workshop and EIR Scoping Meeting





Workshop with Planning Commission – Dec 18, 2014





Outreach to other key stakeholders, including:


UCSF, Giants, life science community, neighborhood leaders, SF Bicycle Coalition, SF Walk, local residents and businesses





Comments received fall into the following categories:


Design and Massing


Traffic Congestion and Parking


Event Management


Construction Impacts
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Equal Opportunity Programs


GSW will comply with OCII’s Equal Opportunity Program for architectural and engineering (A&E) services





GSW has undertaken an extensive outreach process working with OCII staff to fill approx. 50 professional service opportunities








Equal Opportunity Programs


			May 2014			Request for Qualifications (RFQ) released for 49 A&E disciplines


			June 2014			RFQ pre-submittal conference 


			July 2014			Qualifications reviewed by GSW team


			August 2014			Request for Proposal (RFP) sent to shortlisted firms for Group 1 disciplines


			September 2014			Proposals reviewed by GSW team


			Fall 2014			SBE interviews for Group 1 disciplines (beginning September)


			Fall 2014			SBE contracts awarded for Group 1 disciplines (beginning October)


			Winter/Spring 2015			RFPs distributed for Group 2 disciplines





Group 1 disciplines: Required for early-stage design (e.g., MEP engineering, structural engineering, sustainability, parking, and others)


Group 2 disciplines: Required for late-stage design (e.g., art consulting, testing and inspection, building maintenance, and others)
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Request for Qualifications (RFQ)
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Column1	


# RFQ responses from SBEs	# RFQ responses 	# Firms that received the RFQ	146	384	525	





Request for Proposal (RFP)
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Total Shortlisted Firms: 177


Total Shortlisted Firms	22% (38)


48% (85)


14% (25)


10% (18)


6% (11)


Non-SBE	SBE	MBE	WBE	MBE/WBE	38	85	25	18	11	


Total Unique Shortlisted Firms: 100	14% (14)


53% (53)


16% (16)


12% (12)


5% (5)


Non-SBE	SBE	MBE	WBE	MBE/WBE	14	53	16	12	5	


Representative Awarded A&E Consultants





			Discipline			Prime Consultant			SBE Consultant


			Design Architect, Office & Retail			Pfau Long (LBE) / AE3 (MBE)			-


			Architect of Record, Office & Retail			Kendall Heaton Associates			MEI Architects (MBE-WBE)


			Civil Engineering			BKF			Telamon Engineering Consultants (MBE-WBE)


			Geotechnical Engineering			Langan 			Divis Consulting (SBE)


			Fire, Life Safety, & CFD Analysis, Code Consultant			 -			Howe Engineers (SBE)


			MEP Engineering			Smith Seckman Reid			SJ Engineers (MBE)


			Survey			 -			Martin M. Ron Associates (SBE)
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Projected Small Business Participation 


To date GSW has awarded roles to SBEs in 19 disciplines. Fees for those committed disciplines account for 45% of overall anticipated project A&E fees. Projected final participation is 50%. 


The Project also anticipates meeting the 50% SBE construction subcontracting participation goal, and the 50% local construction workforce hiring goal. 


Total Projected A&E Fees
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Total A	&	E Fees	


SBE - Small Business Enterprise	MBE - Minority-Owned Business Enterprise	WBE - Women-Owned Business Enterprise	0.5	0.35	0.2	








CEQA Environmental Review


OCII is preparing a Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) as Lead Agency





OCII has contracted with the SF Planning Department to help prepare the SEIR





Commission approval of the DforD amendments, Major Phase and Schematic Designs cannot occur until the SEIR is certified – anticipated to occur in late summer/early fall 2015
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Next Steps for Design Review/SEIR


CAC Review of Schematic Designs – early 2015


OCII/Planning Commission Review of SDs – spring 2015


Release of Draft SEIR – spring 2015


OCII Commission Certification of Final SEIR – late summer/ fall 2015


OCII Commission Approval of Design for Development, Major Phase, Schematic Designs – after SEIR certification


Planning Commission Approval of Office Schematic Designs – after SEIR certification 
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Other Next Steps


Design development of Park P22 with Port


Finalize TMP with SFMTA


Fiscal analysis by OEWD of City revenues and costs for project


Coordination with Police and DPW/Maintenance Association for event management (crowd control and trash pick-up)


Subdivision Mapping and Infrastructure Plan amendments through DPW/PUC


Entertainment Commission permits











Thank You








Appendix








Key Dimensions





South St. Tower: 20,000 ft2 floor plate area


South St. Tower to Event Center: 55’


16th St. Tower: 20,000 ft2 floor plate area


16th St. Tower to Event Center: 35’








			Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D)						Proposed Change to D4D			Explanation for Change


			Height			 			 			 


			 			The Event Center would exceed the 90-foot Base Height on Blocks 30 and 32.			Allow maximum Base Height on Blocks 30 and 32 of 135 feet above the Terry Francois Boulevard curb.			Unique size requirements of an Event Center building.
Geotechnical conditions render further excavation for Event Center footprint infeasible.


			 			The proposed Event Center is 135 feet, but there are only two height classifications for Commercial Industrial uses in the D4D, 90 feet and 160 feet.			Establish a 135 foot height classification for an Event Center use on the site.			See above.


			 			The number of 160-foot towers allowed in Height Zone-5 would be exceeded by one (i.e., 4 vs. allowed 3).			Allow one additional 160-foot tower in Height Zone-5.			Allows for smaller podium footprints for Office/R&D buildings, therefore allowing for the development of a public plaza similar in size to Union Square’s central plaza.


			 			The 160-foot office buildings would exceed the allocated floorplate square footage allowed for that height category.			Increase allocation of 160-foot Tower Height floorplate.			See above.


			 			Separation from the 160-foot towers and the Event Center would be less than the required 100-foot separation between towers.			Establish a new minimum standard separation between any 160-foot tower and the Event Center.			Unique bulk requirements of an Event Center building 


			Bulk			The portions of the Event Center above 90 feet would exceed the existing bulk controls for commercial/industrial buildings that limit the maximum floor plate above 90 feet to 20,000 square feet, with a maximum length of 200 feet. 			Establish a 135-foot height bulk allowance for an Event Center on the site.			Unique bulk requirements of an Event Center building 
 





D4D Comparison Summary








			Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D)						Proposed Change to D4D			Explanation for Change


			Setbacks			The parking levels would encroach into the required 5-foot setback along the eastern side of Third Street. 			Allow below-grade encroachment into the 5-foot setback along Third Street between South Street and Sixteenth Street 			Avoids the need for additional above grade parking. 


			 			A portion of the southeastern curved edge of the Event Center would encroach into the 20-foot setback along the northern side of Sixteenth Street. 			Allow encroachment of an Event Center into the 20-foot setback. 			Unique floor plate requirements and curved form of an Event Center building 
 


			Streetwall			Minimum streetwall requirement along Third and Sixteenth Streets will not be met since less than 70% of the block length will not have a continuous building façade built to the property line or back of required setback. 			Establish a lower required percentage for the streetwall along Third and Sixteenth Streets.			Third Street is intentionally not conceived as a streetwall, but rather designed as a porous pedestrian plaza to accommodate pedestrian flows; provide graceful access to the Event Center, main plaza, and retail; and deliver a prominent civic amenity akin to Union Square’s central plaza or the main plaza of Rockefeller Center. 


			 			The corners of the buildings at the intersections of Third Street with South and Sixteenth Streets, the east-west mid-block break at Third Street, and at the intersections of Sixteenth Street with Terry Francois Boulevard and the north-south mid-block break do not hold the corner with a height of at least 15 feet for the required distance of 50 feet from the intersection.			Amend the requirement to allow plazas and other setbacks for pedestrian movement and staging.			Safety and convenience of Event Center guests and daily site users encourages the creation of additional open space at site perimeter.


			 			Maximum streetwall height of 90 feet will not be met since the Event Center is 135 feet tall.			Establish a 135-foot streetwall height limit for an Event Center on the site.			Unique size requirements of an Event Center building.
Geotechnical conditions render further excavation for Event Center footprint infeasible.





D4D Comparison Summary








			Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D)						Proposed Change to D4D			Explanation for Change


			View Corridors/ Public Right of Ways			The Gatehouse along Third Street and the Event Center  would encroach within the east-west and north-south view corridors and public right of ways (i.e., private varas). 			Amend the requirement to allow for alternative opportunities for public access to/through the site and to locations for public views of Bay.			The Gatehouse provides an urban edge for the Project and helps activate the Main Plaza. Other elements represent design strategies to offer multi-layered visual interest at the termination of the view corridors.


			Parking			The D4D does not contemplate an off-street parking standard for a multi-purpose Event Center. 
 			Include a new parking standard for the Event Center that promotes shared parking with the retail and office uses, as well as limits parking to promote the use of transit.  Also, as part of this standard, allow off-site parking for the Event Center to be further than 600 feet from the entrance of the Event Center.			Operational and economic feasibility of Event Center and other land uses on site.


			 			While the Project meets the current requirement for secured bicycle parking standard, the current standard did not anticipate the growth of bicycle use as a primary mode of transportation.  			Allow a higher number of on-site bicycle parking.			Owner preference to encourage biking and other non-auto transportation choices. 


			Loading 			The D4D does not contemplate a loading standard for a multi-purpose Event Center. 			Include a standard for Event Center loading areas that reflects the increased intensity of demand from standard commercial buildings.			Unique loading requirements of an operational Event Center building 


			Signage			The D4D does not contemplate signage standards for a multi-purpose Event Center. 
 			Amendments to be determined during schematic designs.			Operational and economic feasibility of Event Center and activation of the site.
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the purposes of this
introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 



http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014

mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com

http://www.tinyurl.com/WTA-Mailing-List

http://www.sfmta.com/

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets

http://www.nba.com/warriors/app

http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect

http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam change but
didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits.  I’m guessing
that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can
forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 



http://www.tinyurl.com/WTA-Mailing-List

http://www.sfmta.com/
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Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/
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Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com
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         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for







MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Gavin, John (MYR) (ECN); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter


(MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting TO BE RESCHEDULED
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:56:40 PM


I’m also off on Friday (but 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: Winslow, David (CPC)
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:42 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR) (ECN); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert,
Peter (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting TO BE RESCHEDULED


I am out Thursday and Friday. First thing Wed morning is about all I got open.


David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco


415-575-9159 |david.winslow@sfgov.org


_____________________________________________
From: Gavin, John (MYR) (ECN)
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:26 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Reilly,
Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting TO BE RESCHEDULED


Team,


Adam and I decided to reschedule tomorrow’s 11AM meeting until later this week.  What
time(s) on Friday work best for everyone?


Morning?


Afternoon?


Early evening?
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-----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 (CII); Gavin, John (MYR); Chin,
Karen (CAT); Hussain, Lila (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting
When: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 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#








From: Joyce Hsiao
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran; Chris Sanchez
Subject: GSW, qualitative analysis of impacts without TSP
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 3:15:24 PM


Hi Chris and Brett,
We have discussed the additional analysis of GSW impacts without the transit service
plan with respect to the AQ and noise analyses.  For both of these sections, it
appears to us that a qualitative analysis would not be sufficient.


For AQ, based on the mitigation approach we are using (i.e., offsets), we would
need to model the increases in emissions without the TSP so that we can specify the
degree of offsets required to achieve LTS, and the Warriors can be aware of the
increased amount of their mitigation obligation.


For Noise, we will need the operational traffic volumes without the TSP in order to
determine impacts. While we don't expect this noise impact to be significant, we
have no way of assuring qualitatively that an increase in traffic volumes would be
below established quantitative thresholds. So that means we will need the numbers
for both scenarios.


Thus, we will need José and Luba to provide the traffic numbers for these analyses.
Based on yesterday's meeting, José and Luba will not be working on this scenario
until after they complete their Feb 9 deliverable, at which time, the CEQA team can
begin developing what assumptions to use for the "without TSP" scenario. We did
not establish a schedule for this part of the work yet.


This means that the Jan 26 deliverable will have yet more unanticipated holes in the
AQ and Noise sections, and unless we plan for an interim deliverable, we will not be
able to submit these the first draft of these impacts until the Screencheck Draft.


Please let me know if you want to discuss this further.


Thanks,
Joyce
-- 
Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com
** Note: I will be out of the office from January 13 through 20, 2015 with limited access to email.**
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo


Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:49:39 PM
Attachments: image004.png


image001.png
2014.12.16_OCII-Planning_Hearings_Deck_v8_Final.pdf
2014.12.16_OCII-Planning_Hearings_Deck_v8_Final.pptx


Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so we could transition
seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and back). We included more SBE information than
you’d originally provided but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
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Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 



GSW Event Center and Mixed-Use Development 
Informational Presentation to the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure 



January 6, 2015 











GSW Project Site 



• Blocks 29-32  - 11 acres of 
vacant property located within 
the Mission Bay South  



• The Golden State Warriors 
(GSW) and salesforce.com 
entered into a purchase 
agreement in April 2014 for 
Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 



WARRIORS EVENT 
CENTER SITE  
(BLOCKS 29-32) 











OCII/City Coordination 



• OCII is working closely with the Office of Economic and 
Workforce Development (OEWD), Planning 
Department, and SFMTA on design 



 



• Other City partners include: 
o Port, DPW, PUC, DBI, DPH, Police, Fire, Entertainment 



Commission  











Major Phase Submission Requirements 



• Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (“OPA”) and 
Interagency Cooperation Agreement requires third party developers to 
submit plans for development in “Major Phases”  



• Major Phase submissions should include information on: 



o Land use and development intensity 



o Height, bulk, and massing of buildings 



o Location and design of open space 



o Infrastructure improvements triggered by the proposed Project 



• Major Phases do not propose schematic designs (façade, landscaping, 
etc.) for individual buildings 











Previous Major Phase Submissions 



• Alexandria Real Estate Equities (ARE) 



oApproved June 20, 2006 



• Salesforce.com 



oApproved September 20, 2011 



 



• The Golden State Warriors’ Major Phase submittal 
supplants previous Major Phase approvals for Blocks 
29-32.  











Project Benefits 



• San Francisco’s first ever multi-purpose 



arena – a civic landmark for cultural, 



sport, and entertainment activities. 



• Significant new property tax increment 



for the construction of public 



infrastructure and affordable housing 



• Triggers construction of adjacent Bay 



Front Park (“P22”). 



• Creates over 4,000 construction and 



permanent jobs with strong 



commitments to local contracting and 



local hiring 











Project Elements 



• Approximately 18,000 seat multi-



purpose Event Center 



• Approximately 500,000 leasable sf of 



office 



• Up to 61,000 leasable sf of retail 



• 3.2 acres of plazas and public space 



(approx. 30% of the site) 



• Approximately 950 Parking spaces (on 



three underground levels) 











Key Design Goals 



• Create a vibrant, urban environment well-integrated into the 
Mission Bay neighborhood 



• Contribute to the vitality of Mission Bay’s street life and 
activate the pedestrian realm 



• Provide a mix of uses to ensure the Project site is active all 
day and all year  



• Construct a new outdoor civic amenity for the whole city in 
the Third St. main plaza 



 











Sustainable Design 



Project Goals: 



• LEED Gold campus 
certification 



• Zero waste facility 



• No net additional GHG 
emissions 



• Compliance with CalGreen, 
SF Green Building Code, and 
NBA Sustainability 
Requirements 



Project Strategies: 



• Travel demand strategies (bike and EV 
parking, TMA shuttle program support, 
transit information app for fans) 



• Green roofs and planters for stormwater 
treatment 



• Zero-waste procurement and operations 
planning 



• Energy-efficient HVAC and mechanical 
equipment 



• Currently exploring options for solar 
installations on-site 
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Pedestrian 
Access 



• Porous, organic design 
welcomes pedestrians 
to the site 



• All major pedestrian 
pathways lined with 
landscaping and/or 
retail for visual interest 
and activation 



 Open path of travel 



 Path through building 



 interior 



 



LEGEND 











Bike 
Access 
• Permanent Class 1 



spaces: over 400 



• Temporary Class 1 
spaces: up to 100 



• Class 2 spaces available 
on-site: approx. 75 



LEGEND 











Transit Access 



• Additional near-term transit projects: 



o Central Subway 



o Caltrain Electrification 



o Transbay Terminal Completion 



o Ferry Building Expansion 



o Blue Greenway  



o Port Cycletrack 











Auto Access 



• 2 curb cuts on-site 



• 16th St. driveway: main 
auto access, separate 
truck access to secure 
loading area 



• South St. driveway: all 
retail traffic 



• Additional employee 
parking available at 450 
South St. garage (no 
event parking) 











Public Art 



• Project subject to the Redevelopment Plan’s Art Requirement 



(1.0%) 



• GSW intends to hire a consultant in 2015 to design and develop 



a public arts program 



• A proposal will be presented during Schematic Design review 
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Public Open Space (3.2 
acres, over 30% of site) 



Private Open Space 



Public Open Space 











Height and Bulk 
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Height and Bulk 



View from Northeast 
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Height and Bulk 



View from Southeast 
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Height and Bulk 



View from Southwest 
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Proposed Amendments to D4D 



• Design for Development (“D4D”) regulates design in Mission Bay 



• The D4D did not contemplate an event center on Blocks 29-32 



• Major Phase approval must include approval of a package of D4D 
amendments addressing the unique requirements of an event center: 



o Height and bulk 



o Building massing 



o Number of towers and tower separation 



• The project is consistent with the Redevelopment Plan and will not 
exceed the 160’ height limit 











Transportation Management Plan (TMP) 



• Working with SFMTA and the community to develop a project-
specific Transportation Management Plan (TMP) to complement the 
Mission Bay TMP 



• Goals: 



o Maximize the safety and convenience of event center patrons 



o Promote sustainable and efficient transportation options for daily employees 
and event center visitors 



o Reduce impacts on neighborhood streets and transit network 



• TMP goals will be monitored and the document will be modified to 
reflect operational conditions after the building’s opening 



 











Transportation Analysis Process 











Mode Split Estimates(1) 



Mode 
GSW Peak Event 



Attendees (2) 



SF Giants  



(2000) 



SF Giants  



(2012) 



Sacramento 



Kings 



Transit 35% 39% 44% 26% 



Auto 53% 49% 38% 74% 



Bike 
8% 



Included in Other 2% Not reported separately 



Walk 7% 11% Not reported separately 



Other (3) 4%  5% 5% Not reported separately 



(1) Calculated by Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting. Does not include additional Travel Demand strategies 



proposed by the Warriors to direct more fans towards non-auto modes of travel.  



(2) Average Weekday basketball game, 6-8pm.  



(3) For the Blocks 29-32 project, “Other” includes: Taxi, TMA  shuttle, TNC (Uber, Lyft), pedicab 











Transit Service 
Assumptions 



• Supplemental Muni service 



• 3 Muni Special Event 
shuttle routes 



• Additional rail service  



• Capital improvements 
(lengthening platform) 











Event Parking Assumptions 



• On-site: approximately 950 stalls 



o Approx. 20 minute post-event egress  



o Includes valet area for Retail 
 



• Off-site/Satellite:  



o Office parking 



 Ex: 450 South Street 



o Event parking  



 Ex: Lot A and other underutilized existing garages 
 



• Street parking: heavily discouraged 



o Limited meter hours (shorter than event duration) 



o Special Event pricing 











Transportation Management Plan 



• TMP will address: 
o 16th Street Reconfiguration 



o Parking Control Officers 



o Transit Staging 



o Drop-off Staging 



o Temporary Street Closures 



o Travel Demand Strategies 



 



• The EIR will also address transportation issues and identify any 
additional mitigation measures 











CAC & Community Outreach 



• Discussed GSW Project with CAC at 6 meetings, as well as a Saturday 
workshop and EIR Scoping Meeting 
 



• Workshop with Planning Commission – Dec 18, 2014 
 



• Outreach to other key stakeholders, including: 
o UCSF, Giants, life science community, neighborhood leaders, SF Bicycle Coalition, SF Walk, 



local residents and businesses 
 



• Comments received fall into the following categories: 
o Design and Massing 



o Traffic Congestion and Parking 



o Event Management 



o Construction Impacts 











Equal Opportunity Programs 



• GSW will comply with OCII’s Equal Opportunity 



Program for architectural and engineering (A&E) 



services 



 



• GSW has undertaken an extensive outreach process 



working with OCII staff to fill approx. 50 professional 



service opportunities 











Equal Opportunity Programs 
May 2014 Request for Qualifications (RFQ) released for 49 A&E disciplines 



June 2014 RFQ pre-submittal conference  



July 2014 Qualifications reviewed by GSW team 



August 2014 Request for Proposal (RFP) sent to shortlisted firms for Group 1 



disciplines 



September 2014 Proposals reviewed by GSW team 



Fall 2014 SBE interviews for Group 1 disciplines (beginning September) 



Fall 2014 SBE contracts awarded for Group 1 disciplines (beginning October) 



Winter/Spring 2015 RFPs distributed for Group 2 disciplines 



Group 1 disciplines: Required for early-stage design (e.g., MEP engineering, structural 



engineering, sustainability, parking, and others) 



Group 2 disciplines: Required for late-stage design (e.g., art consulting, testing and 



inspection, building maintenance, and others) 











Request for Qualifications (RFQ) 



146 



384 



525 



# RFQ responses from SBEs



# RFQ responses



# Firms that received the RFQ











Request for Proposal (RFP) 



22% (38) 



48% (85) 



14% (25) 



10% 
(18) 



6% (11) 



Total Shortlisted Firms: 177 



Non-SBE



SBE



MBE



WBE



MBE/WBE



14% (14) 



53% (53) 



16% (16) 



12% (12) 



5% (5) 



Total Unique Shortlisted Firms: 100 



Non-SBE



SBE



MBE



WBE



MBE/WBE











Representative Awarded A&E Consultants 



Discipline Prime Consultant SBE Consultant 



Design Architect, Office & Retail Pfau Long (LBE) / AE3 (MBE) - 



Architect of Record, Office & Retail Kendall Heaton Associates MEI Architects (MBE-WBE) 



Civil Engineering BKF 
Telamon Engineering Consultants 



(MBE-WBE) 



Geotechnical Engineering Langan  Divis Consulting (SBE) 



Fire, Life Safety, & CFD Analysis, Code 



Consultant 
 - Howe Engineers (SBE) 



MEP Engineering Smith Seckman Reid SJ Engineers (MBE) 



Survey  - Martin M. Ron Associates (SBE) 











Projected Small Business Participation  



• GSW has awarded roles to 
SBEs in 18 disciplines. Fees 
for those committed 
disciplines account for 43% of 
overall anticipated project 
A&E fees. Projected final 
participation is 50%.  



• The Project also anticipates 
meeting the 50% SBE 
construction subcontracting 
participation goal, and the 
50% local construction 
workforce hiring goal.  
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CEQA Environmental Review 



• OCII is preparing a Subsequent Environmental Impact Report 
(SEIR) as Lead Agency 



 



• OCII has contracted with the SF Planning Department to help 
prepare the SEIR 



 



• Commission approval of the DforD amendments, Major Phase 
and Schematic Designs cannot occur until the SEIR is certified – 
anticipated to occur in late summer/early fall 2015 











Next Steps for Design Review/SEIR 



• CAC Review of Schematic Designs – early 2015 



• OCII/Planning Commission Review of SDs – spring 2015 



• Release of Draft SEIR – spring 2015 



• OCII Commission Certification of Final SEIR – late summer/ fall 2015 



• OCII Commission Approval of Design for Development, Major Phase, 
Schematic Designs – after SEIR certification 



• Planning Commission Approval of Office Schematic Designs – after SEIR 
certification  











Other Next Steps 



• Design development of Park P22 with Port 



• Finalize TMP with SFMTA 



• Fiscal analysis by OEWD of City revenues and costs for project 



• Coordination with Police and DPW/Maintenance Association for event 
management (crowd control and trash pick-up) 



• Subdivision Mapping and Infrastructure Plan amendments through 
DPW/PUC 



• Entertainment Commission permits 











Thank You 
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Key Dimensions 



• South St. Tower: 
20,000 ft2 floor 
plate area 



• South St. Tower to 
Event Center: 55’ 



• 16th St. Tower: 
20,000 ft2 floor 
plate area 



• 16th St. Tower to 
Event Center: 35’ 











Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D) Proposed Change to D4D Explanation for Change 



Height       



  The Event Center would exceed the 90-foot Base Height 



on Blocks 30 and 32. 



Allow maximum Base Height on Blocks 30 and 



32 of 135 feet above the Terry Francois 



Boulevard curb. 



Unique size requirements of an Event Center 



building. 



Geotechnical conditions render further 



excavation for Event Center footprint infeasible. 



  The proposed Event Center is 135 feet, but there are only 



two height classifications for Commercial Industrial uses 



in the D4D, 90 feet and 160 feet. 



Establish a 135 foot height classification for an 



Event Center use on the site. 



See above. 



  The number of 160-foot towers allowed in Height Zone-5 



would be exceeded by one (i.e., 4 vs. allowed 3). 



Allow one additional 160-foot tower in Height 



Zone-5. 



Allows for smaller podium footprints for 



Office/R&D buildings, therefore allowing for the 



development of a public plaza similar in size to 



Union Square’s central plaza. 



  The 160-foot office buildings would exceed the allocated 



floorplate square footage allowed for that height 



category. 



Increase allocation of 160-foot Tower Height 



floorplate. 



See above. 



  Separation from the 160-foot towers and the Event 



Center would be less than the required 100-foot 



separation between towers. 



Establish a new minimum standard separation 



between any 160-foot tower and the Event 



Center. 



Unique bulk requirements of an Event Center 



building  



Bulk The portions of the Event Center above 90 feet would 



exceed the existing bulk controls for 



commercial/industrial buildings that limit the maximum 



floor plate above 90 feet to 20,000 square feet, with a 



maximum length of 200 feet.  



Establish a 135-foot height bulk allowance for 



an Event Center on the site. 



Unique bulk requirements of an Event Center 



building  



  



D4D Comparison Summary 











Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D) Proposed Change to D4D Explanation for Change 



Setbacks The parking levels would encroach into the required 5-foot 



setback along the eastern side of Third Street.  



Allow below-grade encroachment into the 5-foot 



setback along Third Street between South Street 



and Sixteenth Street  



Avoids the need for additional above grade parking.  



  A portion of the southeastern curved edge of the Event 



Center would encroach into the 20-foot setback along the 



northern side of Sixteenth Street.  



Allow encroachment of an Event Center into the 



20-foot setback.  



Unique floor plate requirements and curved form of 



an Event Center building  



  



Streetwall Minimum streetwall requirement along Third and Sixteenth 



Streets will not be met since less than 70% of the block 



length will not have a continuous building façade built to 



the property line or back of required setback.  



Establish a lower required percentage for the 



streetwall along Third and Sixteenth Streets. 



Third Street is intentionally not conceived as a 



streetwall, but rather designed as a porous 



pedestrian plaza to accommodate pedestrian flows; 



provide graceful access to the Event Center, main 



plaza, and retail; and deliver a prominent civic 



amenity akin to Union Square’s central plaza or the 



main plaza of Rockefeller Center.  



  The corners of the buildings at the intersections of Third 



Street with South and Sixteenth Streets, the east-west mid-



block break at Third Street, and at the intersections of 



Sixteenth Street with Terry Francois Boulevard and the 



north-south mid-block break do not hold the corner with a 



height of at least 15 feet for the required distance of 50 



feet from the intersection. 



Amend the requirement to allow plazas and other 



setbacks for pedestrian movement and staging. 



Safety and convenience of Event Center guests and 



daily site users encourages the creation of 



additional open space at site perimeter. 



  Maximum streetwall height of 90 feet will not be met since 



the Event Center is 135 feet tall. 



Establish a 135-foot streetwall height limit for an 



Event Center on the site. 



Unique size requirements of an Event Center 



building. 



Geotechnical conditions render further excavation 



for Event Center footprint infeasible. 



D4D Comparison Summary 











Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D) Proposed Change to D4D Explanation for Change 



View Corridors/ 



Public Right of Ways 



The Gatehouse along Third Street and the Event Center  



would encroach within the east-west and north-south view 



corridors and public right of ways (i.e., private varas).  



Amend the requirement to allow for alternative 



opportunities for public access to/through the 



site and to locations for public views of Bay. 



The Gatehouse provides an urban edge for the 



Project and helps activate the Main Plaza. Other 



elements represent design strategies to offer multi-



layered visual interest at the termination of the 



view corridors. 



Parking The D4D does not contemplate an off-street parking 



standard for a multi-purpose Event Center.  



  



Include a new parking standard for the Event 



Center that promotes shared parking with the 



retail and office uses, as well as limits parking 



to promote the use of transit.  Also, as part of 



this standard, allow off-site parking for the 



Event Center to be further than 600 feet from 



the entrance of the Event Center. 



Operational and economic feasibility of Event 



Center and other land uses on site. 



  While the Project meets the current requirement for 



secured bicycle parking standard, the current standard 



did not anticipate the growth of bicycle use as a primary 



mode of transportation.   



Allow a higher number of on-site bicycle 



parking. 



Owner preference to encourage biking and other 



non-auto transportation choices.  



Loading  The D4D does not contemplate a loading standard for a 



multi-purpose Event Center.  



Include a standard for Event Center loading 



areas that reflects the increased intensity of 



demand from standard commercial buildings. 



Unique loading requirements of an operational 



Event Center building  



Signage The D4D does not contemplate signage standards for a 



multi-purpose Event Center.  



  



Amendments to be determined during 



schematic designs. 



Operational and economic feasibility of Event 



Center and activation of the site. 



D4D Comparison Summary 










Mission Bay Blocks 29-32


GSW Event Center and Mixed-Use Development


Informational Presentation to the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure


January 6, 2015








GSW Project Site


Blocks 29-32  - 11 acres of vacant property located within the Mission Bay South 


The Golden State Warriors (GSW) and salesforce.com entered into a purchase agreement in April 2014 for Mission Bay Blocks 29-32





WARRIORS EVENT CENTER SITE 


(BLOCKS 29-32)
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OCII/City Coordination


OCII is working closely with the Office of Economic and Workforce Development (OEWD), Planning Department, and SFMTA on design





Other City partners include:


Port, DPW, PUC, DBI, DPH, Police, Fire, Entertainment Commission 








Major Phase Submission Requirements


Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (“OPA”) and Interagency Cooperation Agreement requires third party developers to submit plans for development in “Major Phases” 


Major Phase submissions should include information on:


Land use and development intensity


Height, bulk, and massing of buildings


Location and design of open space


Infrastructure improvements triggered by the proposed Project


Major Phases do not propose schematic designs (façade, landscaping, etc.) for individual buildings
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Previous Major Phase Submissions


Alexandria Real Estate Equities (ARE)


Approved June 20, 2006


Salesforce.com


Approved September 20, 2011





The Golden State Warriors’ Major Phase submittal supplants previous Major Phase approvals for Blocks 29-32. 
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Project Benefits


San Francisco’s first ever multi-purpose arena – a civic landmark for cultural, sport, and entertainment activities.


Significant new property tax increment for the construction of public infrastructure and affordable housing


Triggers construction of adjacent Bay Front Park (“P22”).


Creates over 4,000 construction and permanent jobs with strong commitments to local contracting and local hiring
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Project Elements


Approximately 18,000 seat multi-purpose Event Center


Approximately 500,000 leasable sf of office


Up to 61,000 leasable sf of retail


3.2 acres of plazas and public space (approx. 30% of the site)


Approximately 950 Parking spaces (on three underground levels)
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Key Design Goals


Create a vibrant, urban environment well-integrated into the Mission Bay neighborhood


Contribute to the vitality of Mission Bay’s street life and activate the pedestrian realm


Provide a mix of uses to ensure the Project site is active all day and all year 


Construct a new outdoor civic amenity for the whole city in the Third St. main plaza
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Sustainable Design


Project Goals:


LEED Gold campus certification


Zero waste facility


No net additional GHG emissions


Compliance with CalGreen, SF Green Building Code, and NBA Sustainability Requirements


Project Strategies:


Travel demand strategies (bike and EV parking, TMA shuttle program support, transit information app for fans)


Green roofs and planters for stormwater treatment


Zero-waste procurement and operations planning


Energy-efficient HVAC and mechanical equipment


Currently exploring options for solar installations on-site
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Pedestrian Access


Porous, organic design welcomes pedestrians to the site


All major pedestrian pathways lined with landscaping and/or retail for visual interest and activation


	Open path of travel


	Path through building 	interior





LEGEND
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Bike Access





Permanent Class 1 spaces: over 400


Temporary Class 1 spaces: up to 100


Class 2 spaces available on-site: approx. 75


LEGEND
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Transit Access








Additional near-term transit projects:


Central Subway


Caltrain Electrification


Transbay Terminal Completion


Ferry Building Expansion


Blue Greenway 


Port Cycletrack








MANICA’S SLIDES





15








Auto Access


2 curb cuts on-site


16th St. driveway: main auto access, separate truck access to secure loading area


South St. driveway: all retail traffic


Additional employee parking available at 450 South St. garage (no event parking)
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Public Art


Project subject to the Redevelopment Plan’s Art Requirement (1.0%)


GSW intends to hire a consultant in 2015 to design and develop a public arts program


A proposal will be presented during Schematic Design review








MANICA’S SLIDES





17








Northwest plaza


Main plaza


Atrium


Pedestrian Path


Bayfront Overlook


Southeast plaza





Public Open Space (3.2 acres, over 30% of site)


Private Open Space


Public Open Space











MANICA’S SLIDES





18








Height and Bulk
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Height and Bulk
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Height and Bulk
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Height and Bulk
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Proposed Amendments to D4D


Design for Development (“D4D”) regulates design in Mission Bay


The D4D did not contemplate an event center on Blocks 29-32


Major Phase approval must include approval of a package of D4D amendments addressing the unique requirements of an event center:


Height and bulk


Building massing


Number of towers and tower separation


The project is consistent with the Redevelopment Plan and will not exceed the 160’ height limit
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Transportation Management Plan (TMP)


Working with SFMTA and the community to develop a project-specific Transportation Management Plan (TMP) to complement the Mission Bay TMP


Goals:


Maximize the safety and convenience of event center patrons


Promote sustainable and efficient transportation options for daily employees and event center visitors


Reduce impacts on neighborhood streets and transit network


TMP goals will be monitored and the document will be modified to reflect operational conditions after the building’s opening
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Transportation Analysis Process











Mode Split Estimates(1)


			Mode			GSW Peak Event Attendees (2)						SF Giants 
(2000)			SF Giants 
(2012)			Sacramento Kings


			Transit			35%						39%			44%			26%


			Auto			53%						49%			38%			74%


			Bike			8%						Included in Other			2%			Not reported separately


			Walk									7%			11%			Not reported separately


			Other (3)			4% 						5%			5%			Not reported separately





Calculated by Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting. Does not include additional Travel Demand strategies proposed by the Warriors to direct more fans towards non-auto modes of travel. 


Average Weekday basketball game, 6-8pm. 


For the Blocks 29-32 project, “Other” includes: Taxi, TMA  shuttle, TNC (Uber, Lyft), pedicab








GSW v. Giants:


GSW bike = Giants bike (good comp)


Simply won’t get as many people walking from downtown offices or the Ferry Building/dock





GSW v. Sacramento:


We’ll have much greater transit ridership 





“We are having conversations with some of the pedicab operators to understand their needs for safe staging, and the guest demand they might serve”





TNC = Transportation Network Company
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Transit Service Assumptions


Supplemental Muni service


3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes


Additional rail service 


Capital improvements (lengthening platform)











Outlines special event service as discussed to date with Muni





Based on relieving excess pressure on the T-line, mostly using existing capital (extra buses)





Effort will involve some capital investment – good for the whole network, not just GSW 
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Event Parking Assumptions


On-site: approximately 950 stalls


Approx. 20 minute post-event egress 


Includes valet area for Retail





Off-site/Satellite: 


Office parking


Ex: 450 South Street


Event parking 


Ex: Lot A and other underutilized existing garages





Street parking: heavily discouraged


Limited meter hours (shorter than event duration)


Special Event pricing








Catherine: say we’re in conversations with folks re: parking structures in the area; different responses from people
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Transportation Management Plan


TMP will address:


16th Street Reconfiguration


Parking Control Officers


Transit Staging


Drop-off Staging


Temporary Street Closures


Travel Demand Strategies





The EIR will also address transportation issues and identify any additional mitigation measures








CAC & Community Outreach


Discussed GSW Project with CAC at 6 meetings, as well as a Saturday workshop and EIR Scoping Meeting





Workshop with Planning Commission – Dec 18, 2014





Outreach to other key stakeholders, including:


UCSF, Giants, life science community, neighborhood leaders, SF Bicycle Coalition, SF Walk, local residents and businesses





Comments received fall into the following categories:


Design and Massing


Traffic Congestion and Parking


Event Management


Construction Impacts
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Equal Opportunity Programs


GSW will comply with OCII’s Equal Opportunity Program for architectural and engineering (A&E) services





GSW has undertaken an extensive outreach process working with OCII staff to fill approx. 50 professional service opportunities








Equal Opportunity Programs


			May 2014			Request for Qualifications (RFQ) released for 49 A&E disciplines


			June 2014			RFQ pre-submittal conference 


			July 2014			Qualifications reviewed by GSW team


			August 2014			Request for Proposal (RFP) sent to shortlisted firms for Group 1 disciplines


			September 2014			Proposals reviewed by GSW team


			Fall 2014			SBE interviews for Group 1 disciplines (beginning September)


			Fall 2014			SBE contracts awarded for Group 1 disciplines (beginning October)


			Winter/Spring 2015			RFPs distributed for Group 2 disciplines





Group 1 disciplines: Required for early-stage design (e.g., MEP engineering, structural engineering, sustainability, parking, and others)


Group 2 disciplines: Required for late-stage design (e.g., art consulting, testing and inspection, building maintenance, and others)
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Request for Qualifications (RFQ)
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Column1	


# RFQ responses from SBEs	# RFQ responses 	# Firms that received the RFQ	146	384	525	





Request for Proposal (RFP)
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Total Shortlisted Firms: 177


Total Shortlisted Firms	22% (38)


48% (85)


14% (25)


10% (18)


6% (11)


Non-SBE	SBE	MBE	WBE	MBE/WBE	38	85	25	18	11	


Total Unique Shortlisted Firms: 100	14% (14)


53% (53)


16% (16)


12% (12)


5% (5)


Non-SBE	SBE	MBE	WBE	MBE/WBE	14	53	16	12	5	


Representative Awarded A&E Consultants





			Discipline			Prime Consultant			SBE Consultant


			Design Architect, Office & Retail			Pfau Long (LBE) / AE3 (MBE)			-


			Architect of Record, Office & Retail			Kendall Heaton Associates			MEI Architects (MBE-WBE)


			Civil Engineering			BKF			Telamon Engineering Consultants (MBE-WBE)


			Geotechnical Engineering			Langan 			Divis Consulting (SBE)


			Fire, Life Safety, & CFD Analysis, Code Consultant			 -			Howe Engineers (SBE)


			MEP Engineering			Smith Seckman Reid			SJ Engineers (MBE)


			Survey			 -			Martin M. Ron Associates (SBE)
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Projected Small Business Participation 


GSW has awarded roles to SBEs in 18 disciplines. Fees for those committed disciplines account for 43% of overall anticipated project A&E fees. Projected final participation is 50%. 


The Project also anticipates meeting the 50% SBE construction subcontracting participation goal, and the 50% local construction workforce hiring goal. 


Total A&E Fees
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Total A	&	E Fees	


SBE - Small Business Enterprise	MBE - Minority-Owned Business Enterprise	WBE - Women-Owned Business Enterprise	0.5	0.35	0.2	








CEQA Environmental Review


OCII is preparing a Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) as Lead Agency





OCII has contracted with the SF Planning Department to help prepare the SEIR





Commission approval of the DforD amendments, Major Phase and Schematic Designs cannot occur until the SEIR is certified – anticipated to occur in late summer/early fall 2015
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Next Steps for Design Review/SEIR


CAC Review of Schematic Designs – early 2015


OCII/Planning Commission Review of SDs – spring 2015


Release of Draft SEIR – spring 2015


OCII Commission Certification of Final SEIR – late summer/ fall 2015


OCII Commission Approval of Design for Development, Major Phase, Schematic Designs – after SEIR certification


Planning Commission Approval of Office Schematic Designs – after SEIR certification 
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Other Next Steps


Design development of Park P22 with Port


Finalize TMP with SFMTA


Fiscal analysis by OEWD of City revenues and costs for project


Coordination with Police and DPW/Maintenance Association for event management (crowd control and trash pick-up)


Subdivision Mapping and Infrastructure Plan amendments through DPW/PUC


Entertainment Commission permits











Thank You








Appendix








Key Dimensions





South St. Tower: 20,000 ft2 floor plate area


South St. Tower to Event Center: 55’


16th St. Tower: 20,000 ft2 floor plate area


16th St. Tower to Event Center: 35’








			Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D)						Proposed Change to D4D			Explanation for Change


			Height			 			 			 


			 			The Event Center would exceed the 90-foot Base Height on Blocks 30 and 32.			Allow maximum Base Height on Blocks 30 and 32 of 135 feet above the Terry Francois Boulevard curb.			Unique size requirements of an Event Center building.
Geotechnical conditions render further excavation for Event Center footprint infeasible.


			 			The proposed Event Center is 135 feet, but there are only two height classifications for Commercial Industrial uses in the D4D, 90 feet and 160 feet.			Establish a 135 foot height classification for an Event Center use on the site.			See above.


			 			The number of 160-foot towers allowed in Height Zone-5 would be exceeded by one (i.e., 4 vs. allowed 3).			Allow one additional 160-foot tower in Height Zone-5.			Allows for smaller podium footprints for Office/R&D buildings, therefore allowing for the development of a public plaza similar in size to Union Square’s central plaza.


			 			The 160-foot office buildings would exceed the allocated floorplate square footage allowed for that height category.			Increase allocation of 160-foot Tower Height floorplate.			See above.


			 			Separation from the 160-foot towers and the Event Center would be less than the required 100-foot separation between towers.			Establish a new minimum standard separation between any 160-foot tower and the Event Center.			Unique bulk requirements of an Event Center building 


			Bulk			The portions of the Event Center above 90 feet would exceed the existing bulk controls for commercial/industrial buildings that limit the maximum floor plate above 90 feet to 20,000 square feet, with a maximum length of 200 feet. 			Establish a 135-foot height bulk allowance for an Event Center on the site.			Unique bulk requirements of an Event Center building 
 





D4D Comparison Summary








			Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D)						Proposed Change to D4D			Explanation for Change


			Setbacks			The parking levels would encroach into the required 5-foot setback along the eastern side of Third Street. 			Allow below-grade encroachment into the 5-foot setback along Third Street between South Street and Sixteenth Street 			Avoids the need for additional above grade parking. 


			 			A portion of the southeastern curved edge of the Event Center would encroach into the 20-foot setback along the northern side of Sixteenth Street. 			Allow encroachment of an Event Center into the 20-foot setback. 			Unique floor plate requirements and curved form of an Event Center building 
 


			Streetwall			Minimum streetwall requirement along Third and Sixteenth Streets will not be met since less than 70% of the block length will not have a continuous building façade built to the property line or back of required setback. 			Establish a lower required percentage for the streetwall along Third and Sixteenth Streets.			Third Street is intentionally not conceived as a streetwall, but rather designed as a porous pedestrian plaza to accommodate pedestrian flows; provide graceful access to the Event Center, main plaza, and retail; and deliver a prominent civic amenity akin to Union Square’s central plaza or the main plaza of Rockefeller Center. 


			 			The corners of the buildings at the intersections of Third Street with South and Sixteenth Streets, the east-west mid-block break at Third Street, and at the intersections of Sixteenth Street with Terry Francois Boulevard and the north-south mid-block break do not hold the corner with a height of at least 15 feet for the required distance of 50 feet from the intersection.			Amend the requirement to allow plazas and other setbacks for pedestrian movement and staging.			Safety and convenience of Event Center guests and daily site users encourages the creation of additional open space at site perimeter.


			 			Maximum streetwall height of 90 feet will not be met since the Event Center is 135 feet tall.			Establish a 135-foot streetwall height limit for an Event Center on the site.			Unique size requirements of an Event Center building.
Geotechnical conditions render further excavation for Event Center footprint infeasible.





D4D Comparison Summary








			Inconsistencies with Existing Design for Development (D4D)						Proposed Change to D4D			Explanation for Change


			View Corridors/ Public Right of Ways			The Gatehouse along Third Street and the Event Center  would encroach within the east-west and north-south view corridors and public right of ways (i.e., private varas). 			Amend the requirement to allow for alternative opportunities for public access to/through the site and to locations for public views of Bay.			The Gatehouse provides an urban edge for the Project and helps activate the Main Plaza. Other elements represent design strategies to offer multi-layered visual interest at the termination of the view corridors.


			Parking			The D4D does not contemplate an off-street parking standard for a multi-purpose Event Center. 
 			Include a new parking standard for the Event Center that promotes shared parking with the retail and office uses, as well as limits parking to promote the use of transit.  Also, as part of this standard, allow off-site parking for the Event Center to be further than 600 feet from the entrance of the Event Center.			Operational and economic feasibility of Event Center and other land uses on site.


			 			While the Project meets the current requirement for secured bicycle parking standard, the current standard did not anticipate the growth of bicycle use as a primary mode of transportation.  			Allow a higher number of on-site bicycle parking.			Owner preference to encourage biking and other non-auto transportation choices. 


			Loading 			The D4D does not contemplate a loading standard for a multi-purpose Event Center. 			Include a standard for Event Center loading areas that reflects the increased intensity of demand from standard commercial buildings.			Unique loading requirements of an operational Event Center building 


			Signage			The D4D does not contemplate signage standards for a multi-purpose Event Center. 
 			Amendments to be determined during schematic designs.			Operational and economic feasibility of Event Center and activation of the site.





D4D Comparison Summary
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(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the purposes of this
introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam change but
didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits.  I’m guessing
that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can
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forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
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To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets

http://www.nba.com/warriors/app

http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect

http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Moy, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:01:13 PM


Hi Catherine.
 
Happy New Year. !!!   hope you took some time off.  I did and my brain is  totally cleared out.
 
As you might have noticed I invited you to the follow up meeting with the GSW team .. they selected
Friday 1/30.
 
Do you have any word from OEWD about City reimbursement  or payment of fees etc?  they want us
to do some schedule review and the costs are rising.
 
I am happy to call Ken Rich myself if that would help.
 
Thanks
 
Barbara
 
Barbara L. Moy
Manager, Infrastructure Task Force
____________________________________________________
Public Works - Bureau of Street Use and Mapping
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
Direct: (415) 558-4050 | 
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller, Erin (MTA); David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo


Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:20:03 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png


Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation for the purposes of this
introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam change but
didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits.  I’m guessing
that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can
forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 
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1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
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Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover
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Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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) (ECN); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter


(MTA); Hussain, Lila (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting TO BE RESCHEDULED
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:27:00 PM


12-1. 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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) (ECN)
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:26 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Reilly,
Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting TO BE RESCHEDULED


Team,


Adam and I decided to reschedule tomorrow’s 11AM meeting until later this week.  What
time(s) on Friday work best for everyone?


Morning?


Afternoon?


Early evening?


-jg


-----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 (CII); Gavin, John (MYR); Chin,
Karen (CAT); Hussain, Lila (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting
When: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 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: Gavin, John (MYR) (ECN)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII);


Hussain, Lila (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting TO BE RESCHEDULED
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:26:07 PM


Team,


Adam and I decided to reschedule tomorrow’s 11AM meeting until later this week.  What
time(s) on Friday work best for everyone?


Morning?


Afternoon?


Early evening?


-jg


-----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 (CII); Gavin, John (MYR); Chin,
Karen (CAT); Hussain, Lila (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting
When: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 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: Theo Ellington
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:18:04 PM


Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Theo Ellington
Date:01/05/2015 2:44 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII


Waiting to hear back from her.
 
Other speakers are in place.
 
TE
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
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Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
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sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 







Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Oerth, Sally (CII)
Subject: RE: Memo
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 4:35:00 PM


Sounds great – I started the memo before I left so not starting from scratch.   The GSW went well,
but probably shouldn’t have used my voice so much.  Sadly was supposed to start a dance class
tonight, and decided not fainting the first day would be a good thing.
 
Hope your sick child unsicks herself soon 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/
 


From: Oerth, Sally (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 4:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Memo
 
If you think it’s close and you can get it to me tomorrow morning, we should keep going. If not,  I


think we need to get it to Tiffany by Fri a.m. at the very latest to keep it on for the 20th , so if you
and I can finalize on Thursday, we could still be fine.  Let’s check in on it tomorrow and see how
you’re feeling and then decide. 
 
_____________________________________
Sally Oerth
Deputy Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103


Phone: 415.749.2580
Fax: 415.749.2585


 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 4:20 PM
To: Oerth, Sally (CII)
Subject: Memo
 
Sally – I have to head home since I am not feeling great.  I will finish up my memo first thing
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tomorrow and get to you before my meetings start at 11AM.  If the items needs to be pulled
because I won’t get the memo to you until tomorrow, let me 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/
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Benson, Brad (PRT); Strong, Brian; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: RE: Mission Creek Sea Level Rise Study
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 5:38:01 PM


Brad:
 


Is there a time set for the 9th?  I would like to better understand this and am available all afternoon. 
Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 3:44 PM
To: Benson, Brad (PRT); Strong, Brian; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Mission Creek Sea Level Rise Study
 
That all sounds great, Brad, and thanks for the quick response. 
 
#1/#2 - Please let me know what time you are meeting on the 9th and if I can join I would love to
(want to see how we can make this easy for everyone so have some suggestions on how to minimize
the extra work).  
 
#3 - For contacts, I would start with the following:
 


-          ARE/Uber – Steve Richardson - (let me know if he doesn’t response and I can see if he
would like to pass onto another staff person)
Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc.
1700 Owens St., Suite 590
San Francisco, CA 94158
O 415.554.8848
M 650.222.0045
srichardson@are.com
www.are.com
 


 
-          UCSF – Start with Kevin Beauchamp


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
 


I will need to track down who would be the best to talk with the properties to the north (Old Navy
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and 500 TFB) since I do not work with them as much (will get that to you after the holiday).  But, ARE
and UCSF, along with the Warriors covers the groups that will be developing in the area along the
waterfront.  I will leave up to you if you would like me to sit in on those meetings – I am available,
but also fine with you taking the lead on the outreach.  Thank you for outreaching already to the
Warriors.
 
#4 - Finally, I would love to sit in on the messaging meeting when you have it scheduled. 
 
In the meantime have a great holiday and see you in the new year!


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


From: Benson, Brad (PRT) 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 3:28 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Strong, Brian; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Mission Creek Sea Level Rise Study
 
Hi Catherine:
 
I want to acknowledge these concerns.  When I spoke with Seth after our last TAC meeting, it would
probably have gone better if you were there.
 
Here is where we are:
 


1.        Street elevations.  The project is using inundation maps that are based on the SFPUC
inundation maps, which include elevations shot by Lidar before several of the more recent
Mission Bay streets were built, so these areas show 1-2 feet lower on the SFPUC maps,
which is probably not going to affect flooding outcomes with 36” of sea level rise and a 100
Year storm, but should be corrected anyway.  I told Seth that I am pursuing a meeting with
SFPUC staff to see if we can get the as-builts and planned elevations shown on the maps. 
That internal meeting is tentatively scheduled for January 9.  Would you like to attend?
 


2.        Buildings.  Not all of the constructed and planned buildings in Mission Bay are shown, and
we agreed in the TAC meeting that they would be added.
 


3.        Outreach.  When I spoke with Seth, he recommended that we perform additional direct
outreach to UCSF, Uber and some of the property owners to the north and south of the
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Warriors facility.  Can you please supply me with contacts for these folks?  If you would like
to  attend these meetings, I’d be happy to coordinate with or through you.  I met with Jesse
Blout and Kate Aufhauser to go over the Mission Creek presentation.   Jesse expressed
concern about the timing of our planned public release (March), and concern about at least
one of the shoreline improvement alternatives in the presentation, which I need to discuss
in more detail with you and Adam.  I told Jesse we are eager to get their comments and
feedback.
 


4.        Messaging.  We agreed at the TAC that we need to convene a specific smaller group
discussion (including Port, Planning and the Mayor’s Office) to discuss messaging before any
report release.  There was a good suggestion from David Behar that we call this an
“imagination exercise” to differentiate it from a real public planning process.  You are
welcome to join that discussion.


 
I owe Seth a follow up call to assure him that we will follow up on these points.  In the meantime, I
will ask the project team to remove FOCIL and MBDG from the slides.  I think the bottom line is that
until we are all comfortable with the trajectory of this, we will have to keep refining our approach
until people are comfortable.
 
Thank you, Catherine.
 
Best,
Brad
 
Brad Benson
Director of Special Projects
 
Port of San Francisco│City and County of San Francisco
Pier 1, The Embarcadero, San Francisco, CA 941111
Direct: 415.274.0498│Cell: 415.819.1759
Email: brad.benson@sfport.com
Web: http://www.sfport.com/
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 6:55 PM
To: Benson, Brad (PRT); Strong, Brian; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Mission Creek Study
 
Sorry I was not able to attend last week’s update on the Mission Creek Study.  I talked with Seth
Hamalian at MBDG who was able to attend and he mentioned that it appears there is still some in
consistencies in the manner data being presented in the graphics – such as some existing Mission
Bay buildings not being shown at the correct elevations and not depicting the ultimate elevation of
Mission Bay at the elevation that it will be per the adopted grading plans, while the future
development on SWL 337 is shown at the proposed eventual elevation vs. its existing conditions. 
 
Let me know if it would be useful to meet with the consultants to help find a way to have the data
shown in a consistent manner that reflects the proposed and adopted plans, while recognizing that
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there is limited budget.  The simplest would be to ignore the current conditions in Mission Bay since
they are in flux with all the development and simply show the elevations at buildout with a footnote
that it is not existing conditions, but rather conditions that will be in place in 50 years, which would
be consistent with the SWL337 approach.  This would also be consistent with the approach we
discussed at the last meeting – ie, to have a generalized overlay that shows what will be for study
purposes and footnote that we have not done a study at the same level as the PUC so the exact
boundaries will need to be studied further in the future when funding is available.
 
For now, Seth has requested that FOCIL and MDBG’s names be removed from the report due to the
concerns on the data being presented. 
 
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 (CII)
To: Theo Ellington
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:18:04 PM


Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Theo Ellington
Date:01/05/2015 2:44 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII


Waiting to hear back from her.
 
Other speakers are in place.
 
TE
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
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Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
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sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 







Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Gavin, John (MYR) (ECN); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter


(MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting TO BE RESCHEDULED
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:41:36 PM


I am out Thursday and Friday. First thing Wed morning is about all I got open.


David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco


415-575-9159 |david.winslow@sfgov.org


_____________________________________________
From: Gavin, John (MYR) (ECN)
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:26 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Reilly,
Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting TO BE RESCHEDULED


Team,


Adam and I decided to reschedule tomorrow’s 11AM meeting until later this week.  What
time(s) on Friday work best for everyone?


Morning?


Afternoon?


Early evening?


-jg


-----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 (CII); Gavin, John (MYR); Chin,
Karen (CAT); Hussain, Lila (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting
When: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 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: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Meeting in Executive Conference Room
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 5:52:04 PM


Thanks and thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Guerra, Claudia (CII)"
Date:01/06/2015 5:29 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: Warriors Meeting in Executive Conference Room


Catherine,
 
Tiffany is okay with you using her executive conference room tomorrow.
 
Hope you feel better.
 
Claudia
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Rich, Ken (MYR)
Subject: RE: Monday 9:30 warriors meeting
Date: Sunday, January 04, 2015 6:26:38 PM


Same here


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
Date:01/04/2015 5:21 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Rich, Ken (MYR)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: Re: Monday 9:30 warriors meeting


See you then.  


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625


On Jan 4, 2015, at 3:43 PM, Rich, Ken (MYR) <ken.rich@sfgov.org> wrote:


Happy New Year Adam and Catherine - 


Just confirming we will meet at 9:30 like normal.


Ken


_________________________
Ken Rich
Director of Development
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
415/554-5194
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); "Kate Aufhauser"; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17:17 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam change
but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII


Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits.  I’m guessing
that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can
forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
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(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
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should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)
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         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I







can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Jacob Nguyen; "Sekhri, Neil"; "Clarke Miller"; "David Ron"; "Molly Hayes"; "Kate Aufhauser"; "David Kelly";


"bmagrath@gibsondunn.com"; "Ben Ron"
Cc: "David Carlock"; "Peter Bryan"
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:14:34 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I could do Tuesday before 11am. I would need to check about Friday am, but can
make it in the afternoon.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Jacob Nguyen
Date:01/05/2015 11:17 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "'Sekhri, Neil'" ,'Clarke Miller' ,'David Ron' ,'Molly Hayes' ,'Kate Aufhauser' ,'David
Kelly' ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"'bmagrath@gibsondunn.com'" ,'Ben Ron'
Cc: 'David Carlock' ,'Peter Bryan'
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap


I’m available Tuesday (1/27) and Friday (1/30) as well.
 
Thanks,
Jacob Nguyen, PE
Associate
BKF Engineers
1650 Technology Drive, Ste. 650
San Jose, CA 95110
408-467-9143 (office)
408-315-9550 (cell)
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 1:44 PM
To: David Ron; Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Sekhri, Neil; bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
I’m available the mornings of Tuesday (1/27) and Friday (1/30).
Thanks for coordinating, Molly.
Clarke
 


From: David Ron [mailto:David@martinron.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
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Hi Molly,
 
We are available during all of those times.
 
Thanks,
 
David Ron, P.L.S.
 
Martin M. Ron Associates, Inc.
Land Surveyors
859 Harrison Street, Suite 200
San Francisco, CA 94107
(415) 543-4500 x 102
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 12:46 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron; David Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
All,
 
Mission Bay Task Force and DPW have availability on:
 
Tuesday 1/27 – Morning
Wednesday 1/28 – 2:30 pm
Friday 1/30 – Morning
 
Please send me your availability during these dates at your earliest convenience, so I can schedule a
meeting.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:32 PM
To: Molly Hayes; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Miller, Don; javier.rivera@sfdpw.org; ben@martinron.com;
barbara.moy@sfdpw.org; david@martinron.com
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: GSW Meeting Recap
 
Hello all,
 
Thanks for this morning’s productive meeting. Minutes are attached for this group’s review. Action
items from the notes are also copied below.
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Group consensus was to look at the week  of 1/26 for our next full check-in. Please send Molly your
availability for 1/27, 1/28, and 1/30 of that week so we can hold a time well in advance.
 
Best,
Kate
 
Next steps:


-          Molly to:


o    Set up discussions with the SFFD


o    Coordinate 3D/isometric representation of the plans reviewed today (for GSW
internal use)


o    Update process schedule as needed


o    Discuss no. of parcels (re: permitting) with Tony, Jeremy, DBI


-          Jacob and/or Martin Ron to:


o    Modify exhibits to reflect the points above


o    confirm schedule of initial tentative map submittals


-          Neil to:


o    Supply schedule of easements


o    Estimate date for submission of first draft PIA


-          Don & Barbara to:


o    Add in public review periods at a more granular level


o    Confirm vacating utilities easements does not require SFPUC Board approval


 
 
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to you
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in error, please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete this
message.


Confidentiality Notice: This email (including any attachment) is intended only for the individual or entity to which it is addressed and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are not authorized to intercept, read, print, retain, copy, forward, or disseminate this communication. If you have
received this communication in error, please reply to the sender or call  650-482-6300, and then please delete this message from your
inbox as well as any copies. Thank you, BKF Engineers








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Oerth, Sally (CII); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors PowerPoint
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:35:00 AM


Yes, there will be a PPT from both myself and the GSW.  Sally has reviewed the PPT and the GSW are
making a few minor changes.  Once I get their PPT and I will put both it and mine into the
Commission folder and let you know they are available to load.  I will also make sure we have 10
copies of both by mid-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/
 


From: Guerra, Claudia (CII) 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 9:50 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Oerth, Sally (CII); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Subject: Warriors PowerPoint
 
Catherine,
 
Will you be providing a PowerPoint presentation tomorrow????  If so, can you let know me where it
is saved so we can save a copy to our thumb drive?
 
Also, will the Warrior Team be providing a presentation as well?  We will need a copy in advance so
we can be prepped at our meeting.  Can you help us secure this information?  Thank you!
 
Claudia
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Oerth, Sally (CII); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors PowerPoint
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:35:00 AM


Yes, there will be a PPT from both myself and the GSW.  Sally has reviewed the PPT and the GSW are
making a few minor changes.  Once I get their PPT and I will put both it and mine into the
Commission folder and let you know they are available to load.  I will also make sure we have 10
copies of both by mid-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/
 


From: Guerra, Claudia (CII) 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 9:50 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Oerth, Sally (CII); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Subject: Warriors PowerPoint
 
Catherine,
 
Will you be providing a PowerPoint presentation tomorrow????  If so, can you let know me where it
is saved so we can save a copy to our thumb drive?
 
Also, will the Warrior Team be providing a presentation as well?  We will need a copy in advance so
we can be prepped at our meeting.  Can you help us secure this information?  Thank you!
 
Claudia
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From: Miller, Erin
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; David Manica; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo


Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:10:55 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits.  I’m guessing
that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can
forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
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Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
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From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)
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          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!







 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Jacob Nguyen; "Sekhri, Neil"; "Clarke Miller"; "David Ron"; "Molly Hayes"; "Kate Aufhauser"; "David Kelly";


"bmagrath@gibsondunn.com"; "Ben Ron"
Cc: "David Carlock"; "Peter Bryan"
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:14:34 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I could do Tuesday before 11am. I would need to check about Friday am, but can
make it in the afternoon.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Jacob Nguyen
Date:01/05/2015 11:17 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "'Sekhri, Neil'" ,'Clarke Miller' ,'David Ron' ,'Molly Hayes' ,'Kate Aufhauser' ,'David
Kelly' ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"'bmagrath@gibsondunn.com'" ,'Ben Ron'
Cc: 'David Carlock' ,'Peter Bryan'
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap


I’m available Tuesday (1/27) and Friday (1/30) as well.
 
Thanks,
Jacob Nguyen, PE
Associate
BKF Engineers
1650 Technology Drive, Ste. 650
San Jose, CA 95110
408-467-9143 (office)
408-315-9550 (cell)
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 1:44 PM
To: David Ron; Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Sekhri, Neil; bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
I’m available the mornings of Tuesday (1/27) and Friday (1/30).
Thanks for coordinating, Molly.
Clarke
 


From: David Ron [mailto:David@martinron.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
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Hi Molly,
 
We are available during all of those times.
 
Thanks,
 
David Ron, P.L.S.
 
Martin M. Ron Associates, Inc.
Land Surveyors
859 Harrison Street, Suite 200
San Francisco, CA 94107
(415) 543-4500 x 102
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 12:46 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron; David Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
All,
 
Mission Bay Task Force and DPW have availability on:
 
Tuesday 1/27 – Morning
Wednesday 1/28 – 2:30 pm
Friday 1/30 – Morning
 
Please send me your availability during these dates at your earliest convenience, so I can schedule a
meeting.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:32 PM
To: Molly Hayes; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Miller, Don; javier.rivera@sfdpw.org; ben@martinron.com;
barbara.moy@sfdpw.org; david@martinron.com
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: GSW Meeting Recap
 
Hello all,
 
Thanks for this morning’s productive meeting. Minutes are attached for this group’s review. Action
items from the notes are also copied below.
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Group consensus was to look at the week  of 1/26 for our next full check-in. Please send Molly your
availability for 1/27, 1/28, and 1/30 of that week so we can hold a time well in advance.
 
Best,
Kate
 
Next steps:


-          Molly to:


o    Set up discussions with the SFFD


o    Coordinate 3D/isometric representation of the plans reviewed today (for GSW
internal use)


o    Update process schedule as needed


o    Discuss no. of parcels (re: permitting) with Tony, Jeremy, DBI


-          Jacob and/or Martin Ron to:


o    Modify exhibits to reflect the points above


o    confirm schedule of initial tentative map submittals


-          Neil to:


o    Supply schedule of easements


o    Estimate date for submission of first draft PIA


-          Don & Barbara to:


o    Add in public review periods at a more granular level


o    Confirm vacating utilities easements does not require SFPUC Board approval


 
 
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to you
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in error, please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete this
message.


Confidentiality Notice: This email (including any attachment) is intended only for the individual or entity to which it is addressed and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are not authorized to intercept, read, print, retain, copy, forward, or disseminate this communication. If you have
received this communication in error, please reply to the sender or call  650-482-6300, and then please delete this message from your
inbox as well as any copies. Thank you, BKF Engineers








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); "Kate Aufhauser"; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17:17 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major Phase. I cam change
but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt already been vetted.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII


Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with different splits.  I’m guessing
that there may be a strategic reason for using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can
forward it to you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
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(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
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should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)
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         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I







can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Oerth, Sally (CII)
Subject: RE: Block 40 Commission Memo
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 8:48:00 AM


They made some last minute unexpected changes to the PPT that I saw at the end of the day.  All
back to what we started with.  They were trying to be too helpful.  All good, except for me not
having a voice. 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: Oerth, Sally (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 8:47 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Block 40 Commission Memo
 
Ok. What's the GSW stuff?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 5, 2015, at 7:43 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I will not get you the memo first thing as planned.  I will get it to you as soon as I can
tomorrow, but ran into some last minute GSW stuff and do not want to stay any later
tonight.
 
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: Jacob Nguyen
To: "Sekhri, Neil"; "Clarke Miller"; "David Ron"; "Molly Hayes"; "Kate Aufhauser"; "David Kelly"; Reilly, Catherine


(CII); "bmagrath@gibsondunn.com"; "Ben Ron"
Cc: "David Carlock"; "Peter Bryan"
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:17:51 AM
Attachments: image001.png


I’m available Tuesday (1/27) and Friday (1/30) as well.
 
Thanks,
Jacob Nguyen, PE
Associate
BKF Engineers
1650 Technology Drive, Ste. 650
San Jose, CA 95110
408-467-9143 (office)
408-315-9550 (cell)
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 1:44 PM
To: David Ron; Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Sekhri, Neil; bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
I’m available the mornings of Tuesday (1/27) and Friday (1/30).
Thanks for coordinating, Molly.
Clarke
 


From: David Ron [mailto:David@martinron.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
Hi Molly,
 
We are available during all of those times.
 
Thanks,
 
David Ron, P.L.S.
 
Martin M. Ron Associates, Inc.
Land Surveyors
859 Harrison Street, Suite 200
San Francisco, CA 94107
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(415) 543-4500 x 102
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 12:46 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron; David Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
All,
 
Mission Bay Task Force and DPW have availability on:
 
Tuesday 1/27 – Morning
Wednesday 1/28 – 2:30 pm
Friday 1/30 – Morning
 
Please send me your availability during these dates at your earliest convenience, so I can schedule a
meeting.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:32 PM
To: Molly Hayes; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Miller, Don; javier.rivera@sfdpw.org; ben@martinron.com;
barbara.moy@sfdpw.org; david@martinron.com
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: GSW Meeting Recap
 
Hello all,
 
Thanks for this morning’s productive meeting. Minutes are attached for this group’s review. Action
items from the notes are also copied below.
 
Group consensus was to look at the week  of 1/26 for our next full check-in. Please send Molly your
availability for 1/27, 1/28, and 1/30 of that week so we can hold a time well in advance.
 
Best,
Kate
 
Next steps:


-          Molly to:


o    Set up discussions with the SFFD


o    Coordinate 3D/isometric representation of the plans reviewed today (for GSW
internal use)
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o    Update process schedule as needed


o    Discuss no. of parcels (re: permitting) with Tony, Jeremy, DBI


-          Jacob and/or Martin Ron to:


o    Modify exhibits to reflect the points above


o    confirm schedule of initial tentative map submittals


-          Neil to:


o    Supply schedule of easements


o    Estimate date for submission of first draft PIA


-          Don & Barbara to:


o    Add in public review periods at a more granular level


o    Confirm vacating utilities easements does not require SFPUC Board approval


 
 
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


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.


Confidentiality Notice: This email (including any attachment) is intended only for the individual or entity to which it is addressed and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are not authorized to intercept, read, print, retain, copy, forward, or disseminate this communication. If you have
received this communication in error, please reply to the sender or call  650-482-6300, and then please delete this message from your
inbox as well as any copies. Thank you, BKF Engineers
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45:53 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
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questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)
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         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,







with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Albert, Peter
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Great job despite sore throat! Some notes:
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 2:28:30 PM


You handled TMP overview very well: covered our core issues succinctly and
accurately.


- I appreciate "Last Mile" focus: that's how we uptick transit ridership (BART,
Caltrain, Ferry, etcetera) without overwhelming Muni.


- Slide covering Outreach lists "SF Walk" : please correct to "Walk SF"


(My own notes)


Supporting statements:


Jim Lazarus - hit transportation points well


MB Resident (female) - great outreach


Shaman Walton - Warriors support community


Ace Washington (Fillmore res, wants CAC for his area, says we're in state of
emergency, didn't specify how he supports this project)


Dennis MacKenzie - build classroom in Arena


Leah Pidmenter: Bayview res, likes Arena for events, parks for families


Harris Edgely - hard to get excited since Western Addition sees business closing:
losing African American pop. Western Add CAC failed. 


Close of comments:


Bruce Agid's Pts:)
- Advance the 55
- 10 extended into MB
- F line (possible extend south to MB)
- Rincon Hill Muni service
- Central Subway opening


Corinne Woods's comments
Chair of MB CAC, former Pier 30-32 CAC
- very collaborative process
- same issues as ballpark, 30-32: traffic congestion needs to be adequately funded:
transportation, trash clean-up, etc
- Arena shouldn't take over nghbrhd: ensure park belongs to everyone
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Paul Takayama:  UCSF
- working w Warriors on traffic, parking, access, security
- UCSF Hospital opens Feb 1 2015
- 3000 employees, 183 beds, pediatric ER
- concern about traffic, crowd mgmt when Giants game overlapping Arena event


Paolo C-Schwartz: praised responsiveness, thinks bike plan still has ways to go.
Praises proposed completion of bike infrastructure.  Concerned that TMP mode share
& parking is too low: 2%.  Neighborhood is 5%
Hope SEIR will see bike mode & accommodation go up.


Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA. 94103
415.701.4328


Sent from my iPhone








From: Sekhri, Neil
To: Clarke Miller; David Ron; Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; "Jacob Nguyen"; Reilly, Catherine (CII);


bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:10:41 AM
Attachments: image001.png


I’m available all of those times.
 
Neil  Sekhri
Of Counsel


GIBSON DUNN


Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP
555 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-0921
Tel +1 415.393.8334 • Fax +1 415.374.8435  
NSekhri@gibsondunn.com • www.gibsondunn.com
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 1:44 PM
To: David Ron; Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Sekhri, Neil; bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
I’m available the mornings of Tuesday (1/27) and Friday (1/30).
Thanks for coordinating, Molly.
Clarke
 


From: David Ron [mailto:David@martinron.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
Hi Molly,
 
We are available during all of those times.
 
Thanks,
 
David Ron, P.L.S.
 
Martin M. Ron Associates, Inc.
Land Surveyors
859 Harrison Street, Suite 200
San Francisco, CA 94107
(415) 543-4500 x 102
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From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 12:46 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron; David Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
All,
 
Mission Bay Task Force and DPW have availability on:
 
Tuesday 1/27 – Morning
Wednesday 1/28 – 2:30 pm
Friday 1/30 – Morning
 
Please send me your availability during these dates at your earliest convenience, so I can schedule a
meeting.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:32 PM
To: Molly Hayes; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Miller, Don; javier.rivera@sfdpw.org; ben@martinron.com;
barbara.moy@sfdpw.org; david@martinron.com
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: GSW Meeting Recap
 
Hello all,
 
Thanks for this morning’s productive meeting. Minutes are attached for this group’s review. Action
items from the notes are also copied below.
 
Group consensus was to look at the week  of 1/26 for our next full check-in. Please send Molly your
availability for 1/27, 1/28, and 1/30 of that week so we can hold a time well in advance.
 
Best,
Kate
 
Next steps:


-          Molly to:
o    Set up discussions with the SFFD
o    Coordinate 3D/isometric representation of the plans reviewed today (for GSW


internal use)
o    Update process schedule as needed
o    Discuss no. of parcels (re: permitting) with Tony, Jeremy, DBI


-          Jacob and/or Martin Ron to:
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o    Modify exhibits to reflect the points above
o    confirm schedule of initial tentative map submittals


-          Neil to:
o    Supply schedule of easements
o    Estimate date for submission of first draft PIA


-          Don & Barbara to:
o    Add in public review periods at a more granular level
o    Confirm vacating utilities easements does not require SFPUC Board approval


 
 
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


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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From: Clarke Miller
To: David Ron; Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; "Jacob Nguyen"; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Sekhri, Neil;


bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
Date: Sunday, January 04, 2015 1:48:11 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I’m available the mornings of Tuesday (1/27) and Friday (1/30).
Thanks for coordinating, Molly.
Clarke
 


From: David Ron [mailto:David@martinron.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
Hi Molly,
 
We are available during all of those times.
 
Thanks,
 
David Ron, P.L.S.
 
Martin M. Ron Associates, Inc.
Land Surveyors
859 Harrison Street, Suite 200
San Francisco, CA 94107
(415) 543-4500 x 102
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 12:46 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron; David Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
All,
 
Mission Bay Task Force and DPW have availability on:
 
Tuesday 1/27 – Morning
Wednesday 1/28 – 2:30 pm
Friday 1/30 – Morning
 
Please send me your availability during these dates at your earliest convenience, so I can schedule a



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:David@martinron.com

mailto:mhayes@warriors.com

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:DKelly@warriors.com

mailto:jnguyen@bkf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:NSekhri@gibsondunn.com

mailto:bmagrath@gibsondunn.com

mailto:Ben@martinron.com

mailto:DCarlock@warriors.com

mailto:peter.bryan@clarkconstruction.com

mailto:[mailto:mhayes@warriors.com]

mailto:bmagrath@gibsondunn.com







meeting.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:32 PM
To: Molly Hayes; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Miller, Don; javier.rivera@sfdpw.org; ben@martinron.com;
barbara.moy@sfdpw.org; david@martinron.com
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: GSW Meeting Recap
 
Hello all,
 
Thanks for this morning’s productive meeting. Minutes are attached for this group’s review. Action
items from the notes are also copied below.
 
Group consensus was to look at the week  of 1/26 for our next full check-in. Please send Molly your
availability for 1/27, 1/28, and 1/30 of that week so we can hold a time well in advance.
 
Best,
Kate
 
Next steps:


-          Molly to:
o    Set up discussions with the SFFD
o    Coordinate 3D/isometric representation of the plans reviewed today (for GSW


internal use)
o    Update process schedule as needed
o    Discuss no. of parcels (re: permitting) with Tony, Jeremy, DBI


-          Jacob and/or Martin Ron to:
o    Modify exhibits to reflect the points above
o    confirm schedule of initial tentative map submittals


-          Neil to:
o    Supply schedule of easements
o    Estimate date for submission of first draft PIA


-          Don & Barbara to:
o    Add in public review periods at a more granular level
o    Confirm vacating utilities easements does not require SFPUC Board approval


 
 
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
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kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Theo Ellington
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:44:58 PM


Waiting to hear back from her.
 
Other speakers are in place.
 
TE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
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          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);


Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Arrival Distributions
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:19:05 PM
Attachments: image003.png


2015.01.09_Arrival_Distribution_GSW-Icon-Variance.xlsx


All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please see the attached analysis.
 
Highlights to note:


-          Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data (actuals, not projections),
provided by Icon Venue Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.


o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between Kings games (7:00pm start)
and Warriors games (7:30pm start).


-          Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for another new, downtown,
California arena.


o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly comparable neighborhood
context.


-          Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our assumptions.
o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, and by 7:30pm


than fans arriving per time-adjusted league data.
 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions made to date, and therefore no
change to the transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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Sheet1





						Incremental Arrivals


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			9%			12%			-3%


						6:30-7:00pm			22%			20%			2%


						7:00-7:30pm			32%			34%			-2%


						7:30-8:30pm			37%			34%			3%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			9%			12%			-3%


						By 7:00pm			31%			32%			-1%


						By 7:30pm			63%			66%			-3%


						By 8:30pm			100%			100%			0%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source: Icon Venue Group, as cited in the Sacramento EIR.
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From: Molly Hayes
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jacob Nguyen; "Sekhri, Neil"; "Clarke Miller"; "David Ron"; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly;


"bmagrath@gibsondunn.com"; "Ben Ron"
Cc: David Carlock; "Peter Bryan"
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:17:19 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Okay, please let me know about Friday AM when you find out. Due to conflicts, it now appears the
Friday AM will work best for the group. I’ll keep everyone informed once I have a time confirmed
with DPW.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:15 PM
To: Jacob Nguyen; 'Sekhri, Neil'; 'Clarke Miller'; 'David Ron'; Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly;
'bmagrath@gibsondunn.com'; 'Ben Ron'
Cc: David Carlock; 'Peter Bryan'
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
I could do Tuesday before 11am. I would need to check about Friday am, but can make it in
the afternoon.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Jacob Nguyen
Date:01/05/2015 11:17 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "'Sekhri, Neil'" ,'Clarke Miller' ,'David Ron' ,'Molly Hayes' ,'Kate Aufhauser' ,'David
Kelly' ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"'bmagrath@gibsondunn.com'" ,'Ben Ron'
Cc: 'David Carlock' ,'Peter Bryan'
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
I’m available Tuesday (1/27) and Friday (1/30) as well.
 
Thanks,
Jacob Nguyen, PE
Associate
BKF Engineers
1650 Technology Drive, Ste. 650
San Jose, CA 95110
408-467-9143 (office)
408-315-9550 (cell)
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 04, 2015 1:44 PM
To: David Ron; Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Sekhri, Neil; bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap



mailto:mhayes@warriors.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:jnguyen@bkf.com

mailto:NSekhri@gibsondunn.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:David@martinron.com

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:DKelly@warriors.com

mailto:bmagrath@gibsondunn.com

mailto:Ben@martinron.com

mailto:DCarlock@warriors.com

mailto:peter.bryan@clarkconstruction.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:bmagrath@gibsondunn.com







 
I’m available the mornings of Tuesday (1/27) and Friday (1/30).
Thanks for coordinating, Molly.
Clarke
 


From: David Ron [mailto:David@martinron.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
Hi Molly,
 
We are available during all of those times.
 
Thanks,
 
David Ron, P.L.S.
 
Martin M. Ron Associates, Inc.
Land Surveyors
859 Harrison Street, Suite 200
San Francisco, CA 94107
(415) 543-4500 x 102
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2014 12:46 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Ben Ron; David Ron
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Recap
 
All,
 
Mission Bay Task Force and DPW have availability on:
 
Tuesday 1/27 – Morning
Wednesday 1/28 – 2:30 pm
Friday 1/30 – Morning
 
Please send me your availability during these dates at your earliest convenience, so I can schedule a
meeting.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
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Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:32 PM
To: Molly Hayes; David Kelly; 'Jacob Nguyen'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Sekhri, Neil;
bmagrath@gibsondunn.com; Miller, Don; javier.rivera@sfdpw.org; ben@martinron.com;
barbara.moy@sfdpw.org; david@martinron.com
Cc: David Carlock; Peter Bryan; Clarke Miller
Subject: GSW Meeting Recap
 
Hello all,
 
Thanks for this morning’s productive meeting. Minutes are attached for this group’s review. Action
items from the notes are also copied below.
 
Group consensus was to look at the week  of 1/26 for our next full check-in. Please send Molly your
availability for 1/27, 1/28, and 1/30 of that week so we can hold a time well in advance.
 
Best,
Kate
 
Next steps:


-          Molly to:


o    Set up discussions with the SFFD


o    Coordinate 3D/isometric representation of the plans reviewed today (for GSW
internal use)


o    Update process schedule as needed


o    Discuss no. of parcels (re: permitting) with Tony, Jeremy, DBI


-          Jacob and/or Martin Ron to:


o    Modify exhibits to reflect the points above


o    confirm schedule of initial tentative map submittals


-          Neil to:


o    Supply schedule of easements


o    Estimate date for submission of first draft PIA


-          Don & Barbara to:


o    Add in public review periods at a more granular level


o    Confirm vacating utilities easements does not require SFPUC Board approval


 
 
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


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.


 


Confidentiality Notice: This email (including any attachment) is intended only for the individual or entity to which it is addressed and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are not authorized to intercept, read, print, retain, copy, forward, or disseminate this communication. If you have
received this communication in error, please reply to the sender or call  650-482-6300, and then please delete this message from your
inbox as well as any copies. Thank you, BKF Engineers
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);


Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Arrival Distributions
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:19:05 PM
Attachments: image003.png


2015.01.09_Arrival_Distribution_GSW-Icon-Variance.xlsx


All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please see the attached analysis.
 
Highlights to note:


-          Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data (actuals, not projections),
provided by Icon Venue Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.


o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between Kings games (7:00pm start)
and Warriors games (7:30pm start).


-          Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for another new, downtown,
California arena.


o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly comparable neighborhood
context.


-          Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our assumptions.
o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, and by 7:30pm


than fans arriving per time-adjusted league data.
 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions made to date, and therefore no
change to the transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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						Incremental Arrivals


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance
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						7:30-8:30pm			37%			34%			3%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			9%			12%			-3%


						By 7:00pm			31%			32%			-1%


						By 7:30pm			63%			66%			-3%


						By 8:30pm			100%			100%			0%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source: Icon Venue Group, as cited in the Sacramento EIR.
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From: Theo Ellington
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:44:58 PM


Waiting to hear back from her.
 
Other speakers are in place.
 
TE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo
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          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Redmond, Michael (POL)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: "pmitchell@esassoc.com"; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:08:02 PM
Attachments: Warriors.docx


Adam,
 
Attached are the responses, sorry for the delay.
 
Mike
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:31
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: 'pmitchell@esassoc.com'; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Commander:


I hope you had a good holiday break.  Just checking in to see if you will be able to supply responses
to the attached questions on the Warriors arena for the environmental review team by COB today.


Best,


Adam
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: 'pmitchell@esassoc.com'; 'Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org)'; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Commander:


Good to see you last week.  I look forward to reconvening with the Warriors in the new year. 
Attached please find an SFPD specific data request for the Warriors arena in Mission Bay.  Paul
Mitchell of ESA has organized the specific questions and your prior responses for the old site at Piers
30-32.  Can you look through and update as necessary.  In order to maintain our tight environmental


review schedule we need SFPD’s response on or before January 5th.
 
Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 4:41 PM
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1. For AT&T Ballpark, you previously indicated that a MOU is maintained between the CCSF and the SF Giants (e.g., for providing police support at games/events).  Would you recommend a similar agreement be in place for the proposed arena for all events that would take place at the proposed Warriors arena at Mission Bay?


			The SFPD would recommend a similar agreement be in place for the proposed arena for all events that would take place there. This agreement would have to be with the Warriors and/or company that will operate the arena (management company). The MOU would not have to specify number of personnel for particular event(s), but note a public safety agreement.











1. Given the type of proposed development at Mission Bay (event center, retail/restaurant uses, office uses), would the SFPD require additional police personnel, equipment, or facilities (besides the new Public Safety Building in Mission Bay, scheduled to open in early 2015) to maintain adequate levels of protection and enforcement in the project area, either directly as a result of the project or as a result of this project in conjunction with other Citywide growth?   If the answer is “Yes,” are there SFPD plans for increases in police personnel or equipment to accommodate the project and other citywide growth?





			With the development of Mission Bay and the addition of the Warriors Arena I believe the area will need additional personnel to police the area. The department is in the midst of a strong hiring plan and by the time the arena open’s the staffing level at Southern Station (police district the arena will be located) and the SFPD as a whole will be at full staffing.  The Mission Bay area as well as the surrounding area of the arena will have adequate levels of officers to police the area and make it safe.


  


The department would have no increase in equipment needs. The location of the new Public Safety Building adds to the safety of the Mission Bay neighborhood and the arena. 














 





1. [bookmark: _GoBack]Based on the preliminary design of the proposed development at Mission Bay (which is proposed to include a SFPD command center), does SFPD foresee any special needs, or can you make specific recommendations, for the project and site that would enhance safety?





			I would recommend:


1) Adequate lighting around the venue and surrounding neighborhood.


2) Signage in regards to parking, traffic flow, security (Leaving valuables in vehicles).


3) Parking lot owner’s contract with the SFPD for extra police presence (Bicycle Officers/Imperial Parking does this for SF Giants Games).


4) Number of retail stores and type of store(s). Security plans developed for those stores to include private security and work with the SFPD.


5) Discuss outside venue’s that will be serving alcohol on the site, if any. Put the owners in contact with SFPD Alcohol Liaison Unit to discuss safety plans and hours of operation.


6) Mission Bay Community Benefit District to include all the commercial establishments.


7) Community Ambassador Program.























4. Given the anticipated growth in the project area (both with and without the proposed project), traffic volumes in the project vicinity are expected to increase.  Are there any concerns and/or recommendations from SFPD regarding accessibility through the project area?  Similar to the SFFD’s practice, does SFPD ever need to use the center section of 3rd Street (i.e., the section used by the MUNI trolley lines) for use by emergency response vehicles to the project vicinity (e.g. during period of heavy traffic).





			Concerns:


1) 3rd Street Traffic will be very heavy during events due to it only being two lanes in each direction.


2) Games and/or Events on similar night at the arena and AT&T Park.


3) The building growth of the area (vertical) and population increases in the Mission Bay area.


4) The full opening of UCSF Hospital sites.


Recommendations:
1) Comprehensive traffic plan between MTA, DPT, SFPD, UC PD (especially on days where the arena and AT&T have events).


2) Consult with DPT as to strategic fixed post assignments to run traffic signals for optimum traffic flow (before and after the events) especially to freeways.


3) Conduct a large social media campaign to use public transportation to reduce traffic. 





			The SFPD would use the center section of 3rd Street if necessary to respond to an emergency.


The SFPD also uses motorcycles (Honda Bikes,  Full size motorcycles) as well as bicycles to police such events where there is an impact on traffic flow. 











 





5. Does SFPD have concerns regarding response times during those occasions when events are occurring simultaneously at the Warrior’s site at Mission Bay and AT&T Park? Please describe.





			There are no concerns regarding response times when multiple events are occurring. We will have personnel assigned to each event to police each event.











 








6. What are the average response times for Priority A and B calls that serve the Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 vicinity?  (If possible, please provide at least one full year of statistics; 3 full years would be preferable)





			The response times for the area will have no bearing on any event at the arena. The officers working the events at the arena are dedicated to the policing of the arena and not used for any other purpose. 
Response will be determined by the number of officers and area of coverage once the operations/security plans are developed.








 





7. If possible, please provide a count of the number and type of Police Department responses within the district the project site is located in.  How many of each of Priority A, B, and C calls did the SFPD receive in?  (If possible, please provide at least one full year of statistics; 3 full years would be preferable)?





			Request has been put into our Crime Analysis Unit.














 


8. Is the crime rate for the Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 vicinity high, low, or average relative to the District as a whole?  To the City as a whole?





			 The crime rate for the impact area is low compared to the rest of the Police District as well as the city.











 


9. Please describe any mutual assistance police protection agreements in which the City participates (e.g. UCSF police in Mission Bay?).





			SFPD has full police responsibilities within the City and County of San Francisco. We will have discussions with UCSF police as to how we can support each other during events as the arena opens.














 


10. Does the SFPD have any current plans for new police stations in or near the Mission Bay project area (aside from the new Public Safety Building in Mission Bay)  





			There are no plans for any other police facility in or near the Mission Bay.


















To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Adam:
 
As discussed, please forward the attached Data Request to Commander Michael Redmond at the
SFPD (Michael.Redmond@sfgov.org).  Please note that Commander Redmond is the same contact
that we previously used for the GSW project at the Piers 30-32 site, and he was very helpful in
providing information and describing potential police impacts for that site.  SFPD Deputy Chief
Hector Sainez,
Operations Bureau indicated Commander Michael Redmond will continue to the be appropriate
SFPD contact to respond to questions.  Since we are under a severely tight schedule in preparing the
EIR, please have Commander Redmond respond to the attached questions on or before January 5,
2015.  Thanks very much for your help in advance, and please call me with any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
-----------------------
 
Commander Michael Redmond:
 
If you recall, you assisted me a few months back in answering some questions regarding potential
impacts of the Golden State Warriors Arena project on the SFPD – when the project was proposed
at Piers 30-32 .  As you may know, the Warriors have now shifted the location of their proposed


arena to Mission Bay (a site bounded by South Street, 3rd Street, 16th Street, and Terry A. Francois
Blvd). Consequently, our firm is now working with the City Planning Department and the Office of
Investment and Infrastructure to prepare an Environmental Impact Report for the Warriors Arena
project at the new Mission Bay site.
 
I have attached a number of questions for you to respond to regarding potential impacts of the
project on the SFPD.  You will see that the questions are similar to those I previously asked of you for
the previous Warriors Arena proposal at the Piers 30-32 site, and I also included your previous
answers you gave (in red), so you have some context for how you previously responded to those
questions.
 
Since we are under a severely tight schedule in preparing the EIR, please respond to the attached
questions by January 5, 2015.  Please let me know if I can be any help to you in providing additional
information or clarification.  Thanks very much for your help in advance, and please call me with 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
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From: Redmond, Michael (POL)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: "pmitchell@esassoc.com"; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:08:02 PM
Attachments: Warriors.docx


Adam,
 
Attached are the responses, sorry for the delay.
 
Mike
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:31
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: 'pmitchell@esassoc.com'; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Commander:


I hope you had a good holiday break.  Just checking in to see if you will be able to supply responses
to the attached questions on the Warriors arena for the environmental review team by COB today.


Best,


Adam
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: 'pmitchell@esassoc.com'; 'Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org)'; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Commander:


Good to see you last week.  I look forward to reconvening with the Warriors in the new year. 
Attached please find an SFPD specific data request for the Warriors arena in Mission Bay.  Paul
Mitchell of ESA has organized the specific questions and your prior responses for the old site at Piers
30-32.  Can you look through and update as necessary.  In order to maintain our tight environmental


review schedule we need SFPD’s response on or before January 5th.
 
Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 4:41 PM
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1. For AT&T Ballpark, you previously indicated that a MOU is maintained between the CCSF and the SF Giants (e.g., for providing police support at games/events).  Would you recommend a similar agreement be in place for the proposed arena for all events that would take place at the proposed Warriors arena at Mission Bay?


			The SFPD would recommend a similar agreement be in place for the proposed arena for all events that would take place there. This agreement would have to be with the Warriors and/or company that will operate the arena (management company). The MOU would not have to specify number of personnel for particular event(s), but note a public safety agreement.











1. Given the type of proposed development at Mission Bay (event center, retail/restaurant uses, office uses), would the SFPD require additional police personnel, equipment, or facilities (besides the new Public Safety Building in Mission Bay, scheduled to open in early 2015) to maintain adequate levels of protection and enforcement in the project area, either directly as a result of the project or as a result of this project in conjunction with other Citywide growth?   If the answer is “Yes,” are there SFPD plans for increases in police personnel or equipment to accommodate the project and other citywide growth?





			With the development of Mission Bay and the addition of the Warriors Arena I believe the area will need additional personnel to police the area. The department is in the midst of a strong hiring plan and by the time the arena open’s the staffing level at Southern Station (police district the arena will be located) and the SFPD as a whole will be at full staffing.  The Mission Bay area as well as the surrounding area of the arena will have adequate levels of officers to police the area and make it safe.


  


The department would have no increase in equipment needs. The location of the new Public Safety Building adds to the safety of the Mission Bay neighborhood and the arena. 














 





1. [bookmark: _GoBack]Based on the preliminary design of the proposed development at Mission Bay (which is proposed to include a SFPD command center), does SFPD foresee any special needs, or can you make specific recommendations, for the project and site that would enhance safety?





			I would recommend:


1) Adequate lighting around the venue and surrounding neighborhood.


2) Signage in regards to parking, traffic flow, security (Leaving valuables in vehicles).


3) Parking lot owner’s contract with the SFPD for extra police presence (Bicycle Officers/Imperial Parking does this for SF Giants Games).


4) Number of retail stores and type of store(s). Security plans developed for those stores to include private security and work with the SFPD.


5) Discuss outside venue’s that will be serving alcohol on the site, if any. Put the owners in contact with SFPD Alcohol Liaison Unit to discuss safety plans and hours of operation.


6) Mission Bay Community Benefit District to include all the commercial establishments.


7) Community Ambassador Program.























4. Given the anticipated growth in the project area (both with and without the proposed project), traffic volumes in the project vicinity are expected to increase.  Are there any concerns and/or recommendations from SFPD regarding accessibility through the project area?  Similar to the SFFD’s practice, does SFPD ever need to use the center section of 3rd Street (i.e., the section used by the MUNI trolley lines) for use by emergency response vehicles to the project vicinity (e.g. during period of heavy traffic).





			Concerns:


1) 3rd Street Traffic will be very heavy during events due to it only being two lanes in each direction.


2) Games and/or Events on similar night at the arena and AT&T Park.


3) The building growth of the area (vertical) and population increases in the Mission Bay area.


4) The full opening of UCSF Hospital sites.


Recommendations:
1) Comprehensive traffic plan between MTA, DPT, SFPD, UC PD (especially on days where the arena and AT&T have events).


2) Consult with DPT as to strategic fixed post assignments to run traffic signals for optimum traffic flow (before and after the events) especially to freeways.


3) Conduct a large social media campaign to use public transportation to reduce traffic. 





			The SFPD would use the center section of 3rd Street if necessary to respond to an emergency.


The SFPD also uses motorcycles (Honda Bikes,  Full size motorcycles) as well as bicycles to police such events where there is an impact on traffic flow. 











 





5. Does SFPD have concerns regarding response times during those occasions when events are occurring simultaneously at the Warrior’s site at Mission Bay and AT&T Park? Please describe.





			There are no concerns regarding response times when multiple events are occurring. We will have personnel assigned to each event to police each event.











 








6. What are the average response times for Priority A and B calls that serve the Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 vicinity?  (If possible, please provide at least one full year of statistics; 3 full years would be preferable)





			The response times for the area will have no bearing on any event at the arena. The officers working the events at the arena are dedicated to the policing of the arena and not used for any other purpose. 
Response will be determined by the number of officers and area of coverage once the operations/security plans are developed.








 





7. If possible, please provide a count of the number and type of Police Department responses within the district the project site is located in.  How many of each of Priority A, B, and C calls did the SFPD receive in?  (If possible, please provide at least one full year of statistics; 3 full years would be preferable)?





			Request has been put into our Crime Analysis Unit.














 


8. Is the crime rate for the Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 vicinity high, low, or average relative to the District as a whole?  To the City as a whole?





			 The crime rate for the impact area is low compared to the rest of the Police District as well as the city.











 


9. Please describe any mutual assistance police protection agreements in which the City participates (e.g. UCSF police in Mission Bay?).





			SFPD has full police responsibilities within the City and County of San Francisco. We will have discussions with UCSF police as to how we can support each other during events as the arena opens.














 


10. Does the SFPD have any current plans for new police stations in or near the Mission Bay project area (aside from the new Public Safety Building in Mission Bay)  





			There are no plans for any other police facility in or near the Mission Bay.


















To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Adam:
 
As discussed, please forward the attached Data Request to Commander Michael Redmond at the
SFPD (Michael.Redmond@sfgov.org).  Please note that Commander Redmond is the same contact
that we previously used for the GSW project at the Piers 30-32 site, and he was very helpful in
providing information and describing potential police impacts for that site.  SFPD Deputy Chief
Hector Sainez,
Operations Bureau indicated Commander Michael Redmond will continue to the be appropriate
SFPD contact to respond to questions.  Since we are under a severely tight schedule in preparing the
EIR, please have Commander Redmond respond to the attached questions on or before January 5,
2015.  Thanks very much for your help in advance, and please call me with any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
-----------------------
 
Commander Michael Redmond:
 
If you recall, you assisted me a few months back in answering some questions regarding potential
impacts of the Golden State Warriors Arena project on the SFPD – when the project was proposed
at Piers 30-32 .  As you may know, the Warriors have now shifted the location of their proposed


arena to Mission Bay (a site bounded by South Street, 3rd Street, 16th Street, and Terry A. Francois
Blvd). Consequently, our firm is now working with the City Planning Department and the Office of
Investment and Infrastructure to prepare an Environmental Impact Report for the Warriors Arena
project at the new Mission Bay site.
 
I have attached a number of questions for you to respond to regarding potential impacts of the
project on the SFPD.  You will see that the questions are similar to those I previously asked of you for
the previous Warriors Arena proposal at the Piers 30-32 site, and I also included your previous
answers you gave (in red), so you have some context for how you previously responded to those
questions.
 
Since we are under a severely tight schedule in preparing the EIR, please respond to the attached
questions by January 5, 2015.  Please let me know if I can be any help to you in providing additional
information or clarification.  Thanks very much for your help in advance, and please call me with any
questions.



mailto:Michael.Redmond@sfgov.org

mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com





 
 
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: Kate Aufhauser
To: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);


Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Arrival Distributions
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:19:05 PM
Attachments: image003.png


2015.01.09_Arrival_Distribution_GSW-Icon-Variance.xlsx


All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please see the attached analysis.
 
Highlights to note:


-          Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data (actuals, not projections),
provided by Icon Venue Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.


o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between Kings games (7:00pm start)
and Warriors games (7:30pm start).


-          Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for another new, downtown,
California arena.


o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly comparable neighborhood
context.


-          Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our assumptions.
o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, and by 7:30pm


than fans arriving per time-adjusted league data.
 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions made to date, and therefore no
change to the transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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						Incremental Arrivals


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			9%			12%			-3%


						6:30-7:00pm			22%			20%			2%


						7:00-7:30pm			32%			34%			-2%


						7:30-8:30pm			37%			34%			3%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			9%			12%			-3%


						By 7:00pm			31%			32%			-1%


						By 7:30pm			63%			66%			-3%


						By 8:30pm			100%			100%			0%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source: Icon Venue Group, as cited in the Sacramento EIR.
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From: Kit Chang
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: next warriors cac meeting
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 1:34:58 PM


Hello Catherine,
When is the next CAC meeting for Mission Bay development?
Are there any update on construction start of P19 greenspace on TFB and Mission Rock Blvd?
Thanks!
 


  


Kit Chang
Project Manager
(415) 863-1820 Ext. 180
Fax: (415) 863-7488
http://www.nibbi.com


NIBBI BROTHERS
GENERAL
CONTRACTORS
 


San Francisco Office:
180 Hubbell Street
San Francisco, CA
94107
(415) 863-1820


Oakland Office:
562 14th St.
Oakland, CA 94612
(510) 608-4872


    
NIBBI BROTHERS
GENERAL CONTRACTORS
180 HUBBELL STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107
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From: Albert, Peter
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; David Manica; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo


Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:08:35 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Great, I’ll look for the copy from Kate (a pdf?) and  make sure I’m familiar with the ultimate updates
on the TMP.
 
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
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Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo







          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I
can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: MB Blk 40
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 6:14:38 PM


I think they have them since they included them in their ppt. When are they getting
the copies to you? I am afraid they have sent them to the printer and if they wait
until i get in tomorrow it will be too late (thru in the towel and admited i may be sick
and went home). Really sorry. This one has been sliding thru the cracks with gsw
and some other work stuff. Not my proudest work. :(


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Winslow, David (CPC)"
Date:01/06/2015 6:08 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: RE: MB Blk 40


What I think should happen is you send the architect the images for them to include in the package they are going to
send to be reproduced and sent to us.
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 6:04 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: MB Blk 40
 
Damn! I didn't do this. I can send over some to include as a separate attachment. Sorry.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Winslow, David (CPC)"
Date:12/23/2014 5:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: MB Blk 40
 
One more minor detail. Please request that Kilroy include a couple of images from the original
proposal in their packet for comparison. Need not be more than a couple of the renderings.
 
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslow@sfgov.org
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:44:39 PM


Kate:
 
Below are comments received from OCII/Planning staff on the administrative draft Project
Description that will require a response/information from the sponsor.  Since we are submitting the
revised Project Description as part of the administrative draft SEIR, responses you provide by
January 20, 2014 can be included in the revised Project Description we will submit to the City. 
 


·         Building Heights:  Catherine Reilly commented on the administrative draft SEIR Project
Description questioning how building heights should be presented in the SEIR, and indicated
that OCII usually measures heights of buildings from the sidewalk.  Currently, it is stated in
the Initial Study and administrative draft SEIR Project Description that building heights are
measured from the San Francisco datum. I think we can continue to use reference to the SF
datum when discussing the existing site elevation. However, Catherine’s recommendation of
measuring proposed building heights from the sidewalk may be appropriate as you wouldn’t
need to account for the incremental distance between curb and the SF datum when
measuring the building heights. Catherine’s recommendation raises a new issue however, of
needing to accurately calculate building heights from a sloped site (I believe Blocks 29-32
varies by about 2 feet between the east and west sides).  The Mission Bay South D for D
document defines building heights as being measured from finished grade, with stipulations
for accounting for slope, as follows:.


 
“Building Height:  Building height is the vertical distance between finished grade and the top of a
building. The allowable height of a building is specified by the Height Zone in which the building
is located. Building top is defined as the top of the finished roof in the case of a flat roof, and the
average height of the rise in the case of a pitched or stepped roof (See Figs. 7 & 8 on p.21). On a
sloping site, this measurement is taken at the median grade height for each building face. Total
building height is calculated by determining the average height of all individual building faces.
Exemptions to building height include:
• Mechanical equipment and appurtenances necessary to the operation or maintenance of the


building.
• Enclosed space related to the recreational and/or community use of the roof, not to exceed 20


feet in height above the roof level.
• Ornamental and symbolic features of buildings, including towers, spires, cupolas, domes,


where such features are not used for human occupancy”
 


ESA is requesting that the sponsor to please coordinate with OCII to reach consensus for
how all Warriors site/elevation plans that identify building heights will be presented in the
SEIR (including accounting for slope), after which you can provide all future graphics for
inclusion in the SEIR in accordance with that direction, and we can revise the administrative
draft SEIR Project Description accordingly (tables, figures, text).  Please let me know if this
approach is agreeable to you.
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·         Bird Safe Design Measures:  Chris Kern has requested the sponsor describe specific bird-


safe design elements proposed to reduce the potential effects of the proposed buildings,
signage and lighting on birds.  FYI, in reviewing the prior Project Description for Piers 30-32,
the discussion of bird safe design measures was limited to an acknowledgement of the
proposed use of fritted glass to reduce the potential risk of bird strikes – we assume this is
also applicable to the Mission Bay site.  If available, are there any other specific measures
your engineer/architects may be able to identify to reduce the potential effects of the
proposed buildings, signage and lighting on birds?


·         Soil-Cement Cut off Wall.  In the administrative draft Project Description, under
Construction, we make reference to the a soil-cement cut off wall (based on information
from your engineer).  Can you please explain what this feature consists of (dimensions,
materials, etc.) and its proposed use.


 
Thanks, and please call with any questions.


 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:11:17 PM
Attachments: 141230_DraftGSW Major Phase OCII010615 - mta01.pdf


Catherine,
 
So sorry that I got to this late, but I found some information in the slides that I think is incorrect.  See
attached:
 


·         Slide 10 refers to a survey of Giants trips that is from 2000.  I have a survey that is from
2007.  Perhaps there was a reason behind the decision to use the 2000 version, but just in
case, I made notes in red.


·         Slide 11 states that there are 3 Muni special service shuttles, and there are 5.  I made notes
in red, unless there have been changes I’m not aware of.


Feel free to touch base with me if you have questions.
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set up for tomorrow. Folks
ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front
row, as well as Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to answer a
question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the others we have talked
about?)
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Transit Service Assumptions
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I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the hardcopies (David it
should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if there are aby concerns,
questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout
,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly. Most of these slides are
already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling and away from email
12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII commission meeting and
changes to the PPT.  I will send out my slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done. 
  Once you have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I need to get
internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since the monitors are very poor
in the room.  If you want to bring a couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty
pictures, it may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)
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         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is (David should still set the
stage in his presentation since I won’t be giving any context)


         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has happened on the site in
the past


         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to expect at this point (ie
skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission, but include a few more
sentences about how well the GSW have been doing with the SBE program and that they
look forward to continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM TO STAND to be
recognized – alternatively, David can do this as part of his presentation.  But they need to be
asked to stand at some point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the Art program (don’t need a
slide)


          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to amend the D4D


          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public process along with comments
to date


          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the memo.  If you have any
updates to the SBE numbers, please let me know on Monday the 5th and we can mention
them as part of the presentation.


          CEQA process – per memo


          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later than 10 minutes before the
meeting starts at 1PM (the person with the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I







can load it, or be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard copy of the
PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead (have had some issues with the computer
recently). Anyone speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with me,
with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The subs that are there to show
support can sit further back so that there is room for the public.  I would recommend asking
Corinne Woods come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be there for
MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks and have a great
holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:44:36 PM


Kate:
 
Below are comments received from OCII/Planning staff on the administrative draft Project
Description that will require a response/information from the sponsor.  Since we are submitting the
revised Project Description as part of the administrative draft SEIR, responses you provide by
January 20, 2014 can be included in the revised Project Description we will submit to the City. 
 


·         Building Heights:  Catherine Reilly commented on the administrative draft SEIR Project
Description questioning how building heights should be presented in the SEIR, and indicated
that OCII usually measures heights of buildings from the sidewalk.  Currently, it is stated in
the Initial Study and administrative draft SEIR Project Description that building heights are
measured from the San Francisco datum. I think we can continue to use reference to the SF
datum when discussing the existing site elevation. However, Catherine’s recommendation of
measuring proposed building heights from the sidewalk may be appropriate as you wouldn’t
need to account for the incremental distance between curb and the SF datum when
measuring the building heights. Catherine’s recommendation raises a new issue however, of
needing to accurately calculate building heights from a sloped site (I believe Blocks 29-32
varies by about 2 feet between the east and west sides).  The Mission Bay South D for D
document defines building heights as being measured from finished grade, with stipulations
for accounting for slope, as follows:.


 
“Building Height:  Building height is the vertical distance between finished grade and the top of a
building. The allowable height of a building is specified by the Height Zone in which the building
is located. Building top is defined as the top of the finished roof in the case of a flat roof, and the
average height of the rise in the case of a pitched or stepped roof (See Figs. 7 & 8 on p.21). On a
sloping site, this measurement is taken at the median grade height for each building face. Total
building height is calculated by determining the average height of all individual building faces.
Exemptions to building height include:
• Mechanical equipment and appurtenances necessary to the operation or maintenance of the


building.
• Enclosed space related to the recreational and/or community use of the roof, not to exceed 20


feet in height above the roof level.
• Ornamental and symbolic features of buildings, including towers, spires, cupolas, domes,


where such features are not used for human occupancy”
 


ESA is requesting that the sponsor to please coordinate with OCII to reach consensus for
how all Warriors site/elevation plans that identify building heights will be presented in the
SEIR (including accounting for slope), after which you can provide all future graphics for
inclusion in the SEIR in accordance with that direction, and we can revise the administrative
draft SEIR Project Description accordingly (tables, figures, text).  Please let me know if this
approach is agreeable to you.
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·         Bird Safe Design Measures:  Chris Kern has requested the sponsor describe specific bird-


safe design elements proposed to reduce the potential effects of the proposed buildings,
signage and lighting on birds.  FYI, in reviewing the prior Project Description for Piers 30-32,
the discussion of bird safe design measures was limited to an acknowledgement of the
proposed use of fritted glass to reduce the potential risk of bird strikes – we assume this is
also applicable to the Mission Bay site.  If available, are there any other specific measures
your engineer/architects may be able to identify to reduce the potential effects of the
proposed buildings, signage and lighting on birds?


·         Soil-Cement Cut off Wall.  In the administrative draft Project Description, under
Construction, we make reference to the a soil-cement cut off wall (based on information
from your engineer).  Can you please explain what this feature consists of (dimensions,
materials, etc.) and its proposed use.


 
Thanks, and please call with any questions.


 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);


Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David Carlock; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Arrival Distributions
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:19:09 PM
Attachments: image003.png


2015.01.09_Arrival_Distribution_GSW-Icon-Variance.xlsx


All –
 
As follow-up to Wednesday’s discussion about arrival distribution, please see the attached analysis.
 
Highlights to note:


-          Our previously-supplied numbers are supported by league data (actuals, not projections),
provided by Icon Venue Group and used in the Sacramento EIR.


o    Data is time-adjusted to reflect the difference between Kings games (7:00pm start)
and Warriors games (7:30pm start).


-          Use of this league data has therefore been deemed defensible for another new, downtown,
California arena.


o    The Sacramento and SF venues/EIRs address a highly comparable neighborhood
context.


-          Compared to this league data, we are being conservative in our assumptions.
o    We show more cumulative GSW fans arriving by 6:30pm, by 7:00pm, and by 7:30pm


than fans arriving per time-adjusted league data.
 
GSW believes this provides substantial evidence for the assumptions made to date, and therefore no
change to the transportation analysis and/or the draft schedule is required.  
                                                                                                                                                                
Thank you and enjoy your weekend!
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/

http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets

http://www.nba.com/warriors/app

http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect

http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014





Sheet1





						Incremental Arrivals


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			9%			12%			-3%


						6:30-7:00pm			22%			20%			2%


						7:00-7:30pm			32%			34%			-2%


						7:30-8:30pm			37%			34%			3%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			9%			12%			-3%


						By 7:00pm			31%			32%			-1%


						By 7:30pm			63%			66%			-3%


						By 8:30pm			100%			100%			0%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source: Icon Venue Group, as cited in the Sacramento EIR.
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From: Winslow, David (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB Blk 40
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 9:52:16 AM


Should be okay. They are printing tomorrow AM. I have a call in to Todd about this. Get well.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 6:15 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: MB Blk 40
 
I think they have them since they included them in their ppt. When are they getting the copies
to you? I am afraid they have sent them to the printer and if they wait until i get in tomorrow
it will be too late (thru in the towel and admited i may be sick and went home). Really sorry.
This one has been sliding thru the cracks with gsw and some other work stuff. Not my
proudest work. :(
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Winslow, David (CPC)"
Date:01/06/2015 6:08 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: RE: MB Blk 40
 
What I think should happen is you send the architect the images for them to include in the package they are going to
send to be reproduced and sent to us.
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 6:04 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: MB Blk 40
 
Damn! I didn't do this. I can send over some to include as a separate attachment. Sorry.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Winslow, David (CPC)"
Date:12/23/2014 5:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: MB Blk 40
 
One more minor detail. Please request that Kilroy include a couple of images from the original
proposal in their packet for comparison. Need not be more than a couple of the renderings.
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David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslow@sfgov.org
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:15:21 PM


Commander Redmond:
 
Thanks for providing this information; we also looking forward to receiving the crime data your
crime analysis unit is assembling.
 
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: Redmond, Michael (POL) [mailto:michael.redmond@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:08 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Adam,
 
Attached are the responses, sorry for the delay.
 
Mike
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:31
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: 'pmitchell@esassoc.com'; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Commander:


I hope you had a good holiday break.  Just checking in to see if you will be able to supply responses
to the attached questions on the Warriors arena for the environmental review team by COB today.


Best,


Adam
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: 'pmitchell@esassoc.com'; 'Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org)'; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
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Commander:


Good to see you last week.  I look forward to reconvening with the Warriors in the new year. 
Attached please find an SFPD specific data request for the Warriors arena in Mission Bay.  Paul
Mitchell of ESA has organized the specific questions and your prior responses for the old site at Piers
30-32.  Can you look through and update as necessary.  In order to maintain our tight environmental


review schedule we need SFPD’s response on or before January 5th.
 
Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 4:41 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Questions for SFPD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Adam:
 
As discussed, please forward the attached Data Request to Commander Michael Redmond at the
SFPD (Michael.Redmond@sfgov.org).  Please note that Commander Redmond is the same contact
that we previously used for the GSW project at the Piers 30-32 site, and he was very helpful in
providing information and describing potential police impacts for that site.  SFPD Deputy Chief
Hector Sainez,
Operations Bureau indicated Commander Michael Redmond will continue to the be appropriate
SFPD contact to respond to questions.  Since we are under a severely tight schedule in preparing the
EIR, please have Commander Redmond respond to the attached questions on or before January 5,
2015.  Thanks very much for your help in advance, and please call me with any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
-----------------------
 
Commander Michael Redmond:
 
If you recall, you assisted me a few months back in answering some questions regarding potential
impacts of the Golden State Warriors Arena project on the SFPD – when the project was proposed
at Piers 30-32 .  As you may know, the Warriors have now shifted the location of their proposed
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arena to Mission Bay (a site bounded by South Street, 3rd Street, 16th Street, and Terry A. Francois
Blvd). Consequently, our firm is now working with the City Planning Department and the Office of
Investment and Infrastructure to prepare an Environmental Impact Report for the Warriors Arena
project at the new Mission Bay site.
 
I have attached a number of questions for you to respond to regarding potential impacts of the
project on the SFPD.  You will see that the questions are similar to those I previously asked of you for
the previous Warriors Arena proposal at the Piers 30-32 site, and I also included your previous
answers you gave (in red), so you have some context for how you previously responded to those
questions.
 
Since we are under a severely tight schedule in preparing the EIR, please respond to the attached
questions by January 5, 2015.  Please let me know if I can be any help to you in providing additional
information or clarification.  Thanks very much for your help in advance, and please call me with any
questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: shadow analysis interpretation
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 9:31:05 AM


Good reminder.  I need to go through my month’s back emails to see if anyone at EP/EPS responded
to me.  May want to put on the agenda for Wednesday’s meeting in case I don’t find anything.
 
Brett – you are better organized, have you seen anything on this?  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 11, 2015 9:34 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: shadow analysis interpretation
 
Hi Catherine,
 
I hope you had a restful weekend and are feeling better.
 
I wanted to follow up on an item that you may have already closed out on with Kate or Manica or
Jesse, and if so, I apologize for the redundancy. I want to be sure we’re aligned on the appropriate
interpretation of D4D shadow language to make sure our methodology is sound. Were you able to
connect with Planning and/or ESA to confirm?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 10:46:32 AM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png


Yes
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:48 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Is this your final PPT?  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 7:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Manica; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Importance: High
 
OK, here are GSW slides ONLY. Will get these printed ASAP.
 
I am having trouble locating your original slides, but I know there were a few substantive tweaks I
made when I compressed them – for instance, we have updated mode split data from Jose since
that old slide (and, I believe, updated SBE stats). Can we walk through those changes on the 830
call?
 
Thanks.
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:23 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I hate to waste the effort that went into merging the ppts but we could delete the slides i will
cover from the gsw ppt and i can print out my set to help divide the work. Also i will check
on the morning but i think some of the copies can be multiple per page which shortens
things.  I will get in early so can jump on the phone earlier. 
 
Chat tomorrow morning. 
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:01/05/2015 11:44 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Me as well. 
 
The printing will be very tight though. We'll have to discuss. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 5, 2015, at 10:27 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


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


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:01/05/2015 10:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
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Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I agree we need a check-in. Does 8:30am tomorrow morning work? I believe Manica is
traveling at that time, and if so, we can catch him up when he arrives.
 
I apologize for playing catch-up, but I’ve now had a chance to review the PPT deck
Catherine proposed on Dec. 24 and have compared it to the slides we proposed,
particularly as it relates to the SBE section. I think the level of detail in Catherine’s
slides are sufficient and more digestible, and therefore I recommend reverting back to
that instead of all the bar and pie charts in the current SBE section. If the group agrees
with that approach, then Catherine, please let us know if you would want to present on
SBE or if you prefer me to do so; I’m fine either way.
 
And same goes for TMP. We can pick up the edits below easily, but we need to decide
who’s presenting. I’m fine with you leading this section or I can.
 
Kate, what’s the drop-dead time to send this to the printer in the morning?
 
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going
to do the SBE, but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I
was told to keep the entire presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the
more slides the more someone talks.  We need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10
minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone understands the time
limitations.
 
Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t
want to switch back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that
takes time and makes it confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of
those, then I will have you move the DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental
Review Process slides so that I can close out with them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the
following changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation
Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are
required to comply with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
 
Add back in the following:


¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First
Source Hiring Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF


residents
 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
 
I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my
voicemail I left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or
expecting someone from GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now
and I’ll check in the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so
we could transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and
back). We included more SBE information than you’d originally provided
but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam;
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation
for the purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major
Phase. I cam change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt
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already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van
de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
 
Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with
different splits.  I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for
using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can forward it to
you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
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Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


<image001.png>
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing
of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set
up for tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the
only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front row, as well as
Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to
answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the
others we have talked about?)
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I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the
hardcopies (David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if
there are aby concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly.
Most of these slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling
and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII
commission meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my
slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you
have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I
need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since
the monitors are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a
couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
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Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is
(David should still set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be
giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has
happened on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to
expect at this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission,
but include a few more sentences about how well the GSW have
been doing with the SBE program and that they look forward to
continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM
TO STAND to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as
part of his presentation.  But they need to be asked to stand at some
point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the
Art program (don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to
amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public
process along with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the
memo.  If you have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me
know on Monday the 5th and we can mention them as part of the
presentation.







-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later
than 10 minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with
the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or
be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard
copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead
(have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with
me, with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The
subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that there
is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods
come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be
there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks
and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: "Jesse Blout"; Kate Aufhauser; Lauren Weingartner; "Leah DiCarlo"; Kristin Kontz
Subject: RE: [Agenda] SD Package Launch
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 11:05:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


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


From: Jesse Blout [mailto:jblout@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 11:03 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Lauren Weingartner; 'Leah DiCarlo'; Kristin Kontz
Subject: RE: [Agenda] SD Package Launch
 
Im on the dial-in
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 8:57 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Lauren Weingartner; 'Leah DiCarlo'; Jesse Blout; Kristin Kontz
Subject: [Agenda] SD Package Launch
 
Items for review during our time tomorrow morning:
 


1)       Documentation strategy
a.       1 SD/BC package total (multiple chapters), or 1 package per structure/area?
b.      For either, agree on which structures/areas should be treated independently


                                                               i.      Particular emphasis on strategy for landscape, parking, retail
2)       Design progress


a.       “Drop dead” date for the design progress to represent in graphics
                                                               i.      What site plans, elevations, etc. to use as backgrounds
                                                             ii.       Goal: Avoid the iteration we had on the Major Phase, even though design


will continue to progress concurrently
b.      GSW Proposal: 100% SD package


                                                               i.      Defined package of coordinated designs
                                                             ii.       Submitted to GSW week of 12/22 (very recent)


c.        Alternative Proposal: Design progress as represented in the Major Phase?
                                                               i.      Negates the need for revision on several graphics


3)       Content review
a.       “Project Data” summary
b.      OCII preferences for narrative content (design narrative, structural narrative, etc.)



mailto:jblout@stradasf.com
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c.        Addressing minor changes to D4D and other plans
d.      Deferrals (signage, art?)


4)       Schedule
 
 


 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Joyce Hsiao
To: "José I. Farrán"; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: "Paul Mitchell"; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: Re: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:49:37 PM
Attachments: 2015_01_07_GSW CEQA Meeting, Rev1.docx


All:
Attached is the revised Agenda for tomorrow's meeting.  We will bring copies to the
meeting along with several handouts as follows:


1. Index of scoping comments received
2. Summary of scoping comments, with highlighted comments for group


discussion
3. Utilities (stormwater and wastewater facilities), impact and mitigation preview
4. WQ/Hydro (storm/wastewater discharges and sea level rise), impact and


mitigation preview


Thanks,
Joyce


Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com
On 1/6/2015 11:41 AM, José I. Farrán wrote:


Joyce,
 
Here is Paul’s table with highlighted (in yellow) transportation comments that we believe
should be discussed at tomorrow’s meeting since they could affect schedule or
recirculation.  Those highlighted in red are also important but could probably be dealt with
in the response to comments phase.
 
Related bullets for tomorrow’s agenda:
 
1. Use of TMP/transit service plan in the analysis (Agenda item 2)
2. Assumptions regarding use of UCSF parking facilities during events
3. Request to avoiding 16th Street to access event center garage
4. Determination of UCSF peak evening shift demand (adjustments for 2015 conditions)
5. Travel demand hourly arrival assumptions
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.


  Adavant
         Consulting


200 Francisco St., 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
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AGENDA





Event Center and Mixed Use Development in Mission Bay


CEQA Environmental Review Meeting





Wednesday, January 7, 2015, 1:00 to 4:00 p.m.


San Francisco Planning Department








1. Review of Key Scoping Comments


· Use of TMP/transit service plan in the analysis (Agenda item 2)


· Assumptions regarding use of UCSF parking facilities during events


· Request to avoiding 16th Street to access event center garage 


· Determination of UCSF peak evening shift demand (adjustments for 2015 conditions)


· Travel demand hourly arrival assumptions


2. TMP assumptions to use in SEIR Transportation Analysis 


· Level of detail to include in the SEIR Project Description


· Feasibility of implementation of Transit Service Plan (TSP) and other elements of the TMP to be implemented by the SFMTA as part of the proposed project


· Status of agreement between City and GSW for funding implementation


· Assumptions for impact analysis and significance determination (also affects Air Quality and Noise analysis):  with or w/out TSP and other elements of TMP? What are the implications of including a qualitative analysis of impacts w/out the TSP? 


· Consideration of TSP and other elements of TMP as a mitigation measure, in addition to being part of the Project Description; or feasibility of a transit service performance standard as part of a mitigation measure


3. Utilities Impact Analysis Preview


4. Water Quality and Hydrology Impact Analysis Preview


5. Next Meeting:  January 14, 2015, Wind and Shadow


www.sfplanning.org
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From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:51 AM
To: 'Paul Mitchell'; 'Kern, Chris (CPC)'; 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; 'Reilly, Catherine (CII)';
'Joyce'
Cc: 'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'
Subject: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
 
Luba’s and my quick highlight of potential transportation-related issues from the comment
list for discussion during the call.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.


  Adavant
         Consulting


200 Francisco St., 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran
Subject: Fwd: Agenda for Tomorrow"s Meeting re: Warriors" Event Center
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 6:09:33 AM
Attachments: Agenda_Warriors TMP Meeting_2015-01-09.doc


ATT00001.htm


Hi all
FYI, the items on the agenda for this morning's meeting between UCSF and the 
Warriors.
I don't understand how this meeting is happening without SFMTA there, but we'll 
see.
Jose and I will be attending in person, and Brett will be calling in.


We will probably have a mitigation measure that requires the Event Center 
operators/owners to join and participate actively in the Ballpark/Mission Bay 
Transportation Coordinating Committee.  Maybe the committee can be renamed to 
refer to both venues and the area in general.  What do you think about listing the 
traffic measures, along with others SFMTA identifies, as examples of measures that 
may reduce impacts of the combined events?  I would like to discuss this with EP 
after this meeting.


The measures noted in the agenda can be explored, but definitely not something 
that the Warriors can commit to at this time. Especially without anyone from the City 
at this meeting.  I thought that Peter was going to this meeting, but he is not on the  
email distribution.


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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Wong, Diane C." <Diane.Wong@ucsf.edu>
Subject: Agenda for Tomorrow's Meeting re: Warriors' Event Center
Date: January 8, 2015 at 4:25:34 PM PST
To: "Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com)" <cmiller@stradasf.com>, "Kate 
Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, 
"Bob Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com)" 
<B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>, "'M.Hawkins@fehrandpeers.com'" 
<M.Hawkins@fehrandpeers.com>, "'C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com'" 
<C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com>, José I. Farrán 
[jifarran@adavantconsulting.com] <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, 
"'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, "Cox, Kevin" 
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Warriors Event Center and Mixed Use Development 



TMP Measures During Overlapping AT&T and Warriors Events


Friday, January 9, 2015


8:30 a.m. – 10:00 a.m.



654 Minnesota Street, Fox Room


Dial in Number (866) 629-7499



Passcode 6472727# (no host)



AGENDA


1. Review of proposed TMP measures during overlapping AT&T Park and Warriors’ Arena events


· Updates to AT&T Park TMP?



· Optimal deployment of PCOs to address UCSF concerns


2. Additional TMP measures Warriors willing to undertake, both for dual events and singular events


· Routing of inbound/outbound I-280 traffic onto Mariposa Street:  specifics on implementation?


· Interventions at traffic pinch points:  I-280 on/off ramps, 16th/7th intersection at the Caltrain crossing, and the Fourth Street and Third Street bridges


· Contraflow lanes along Mariposa Street, if necessary, considered together with interventions at the I-280 on/off ramps



3. Status of Pier 70 parking


















<Kevin.Cox@ucsf.edu>, 'Tim Erney' <terney@kittelson.com>, Ribeka 
Toda <rtoda@kittelson.com>, "'jblout@stradasf.com'" 
<jblout@stradasf.com>, "'dcarlock@warriors.com'" 
<dcarlock@warriors.com>, "Eckblad, Stuart" <Stuart.Eckblad@ucsf.edu>
Cc: "Yamauchi, Lori" <Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu>, "Beauchamp, Kevin" 
<Kevin.Beauchamp@ucsf.edu>, "Subbarayan, Kamala" 
<Kamala.Subbarayan@ucsf.edu>


Attached is the agenda for tomorrow morning’s meeting.  The dial-in number is below 
for those calling in.
 
Primary Dial-In                  1 (866) 629-7499
Passcode:                            6472727# (Be sure to hit the pound key after entering 
passcode)
 
Diane
 
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: "Jesse Blout"; Kate Aufhauser; Lauren Weingartner; "Leah DiCarlo"; Kristin Kontz
Subject: RE: [Agenda] SD Package Launch
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 11:05:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


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


From: Jesse Blout [mailto:jblout@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 11:03 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Lauren Weingartner; 'Leah DiCarlo'; Kristin Kontz
Subject: RE: [Agenda] SD Package Launch
 
Im on the dial-in
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 8:57 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Lauren Weingartner; 'Leah DiCarlo'; Jesse Blout; Kristin Kontz
Subject: [Agenda] SD Package Launch
 
Items for review during our time tomorrow morning:
 


1)       Documentation strategy
a.       1 SD/BC package total (multiple chapters), or 1 package per structure/area?
b.      For either, agree on which structures/areas should be treated independently


                                                               i.      Particular emphasis on strategy for landscape, parking, retail
2)       Design progress


a.       “Drop dead” date for the design progress to represent in graphics
                                                               i.      What site plans, elevations, etc. to use as backgrounds
                                                             ii.       Goal: Avoid the iteration we had on the Major Phase, even though design


will continue to progress concurrently
b.      GSW Proposal: 100% SD package


                                                               i.      Defined package of coordinated designs
                                                             ii.       Submitted to GSW week of 12/22 (very recent)


c.        Alternative Proposal: Design progress as represented in the Major Phase?
                                                               i.      Negates the need for revision on several graphics


3)       Content review
a.       “Project Data” summary
b.      OCII preferences for narrative content (design narrative, structural narrative, etc.)
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c.        Addressing minor changes to D4D and other plans
d.      Deferrals (signage, art?)


4)       Schedule
 
 


 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Joyce Hsiao
To: "José I. Farrán"; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: "Paul Mitchell"; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: Re: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:49:36 PM
Attachments: 2015_01_07_GSW CEQA Meeting, Rev1.docx


All:
Attached is the revised Agenda for tomorrow's meeting.  We will bring copies to the
meeting along with several handouts as follows:


1. Index of scoping comments received
2. Summary of scoping comments, with highlighted comments for group


discussion
3. Utilities (stormwater and wastewater facilities), impact and mitigation preview
4. WQ/Hydro (storm/wastewater discharges and sea level rise), impact and


mitigation preview


Thanks,
Joyce


Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com
On 1/6/2015 11:41 AM, José I. Farrán wrote:


Joyce,
 
Here is Paul’s table with highlighted (in yellow) transportation comments that we believe
should be discussed at tomorrow’s meeting since they could affect schedule or
recirculation.  Those highlighted in red are also important but could probably be dealt with
in the response to comments phase.
 
Related bullets for tomorrow’s agenda:
 
1. Use of TMP/transit service plan in the analysis (Agenda item 2)
2. Assumptions regarding use of UCSF parking facilities during events
3. Request to avoiding 16th Street to access event center garage
4. Determination of UCSF peak evening shift demand (adjustments for 2015 conditions)
5. Travel demand hourly arrival assumptions
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.


  Adavant
         Consulting


200 Francisco St., 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
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AGENDA





Event Center and Mixed Use Development in Mission Bay


CEQA Environmental Review Meeting





Wednesday, January 7, 2015, 1:00 to 4:00 p.m.


San Francisco Planning Department








1. Review of Key Scoping Comments


· Use of TMP/transit service plan in the analysis (Agenda item 2)


· Assumptions regarding use of UCSF parking facilities during events


· Request to avoiding 16th Street to access event center garage 


· Determination of UCSF peak evening shift demand (adjustments for 2015 conditions)


· Travel demand hourly arrival assumptions


2. TMP assumptions to use in SEIR Transportation Analysis 


· Level of detail to include in the SEIR Project Description


· Feasibility of implementation of Transit Service Plan (TSP) and other elements of the TMP to be implemented by the SFMTA as part of the proposed project


· Status of agreement between City and GSW for funding implementation


· Assumptions for impact analysis and significance determination (also affects Air Quality and Noise analysis):  with or w/out TSP and other elements of TMP? What are the implications of including a qualitative analysis of impacts w/out the TSP? 


· Consideration of TSP and other elements of TMP as a mitigation measure, in addition to being part of the Project Description; or feasibility of a transit service performance standard as part of a mitigation measure


3. Utilities Impact Analysis Preview


4. Water Quality and Hydrology Impact Analysis Preview


5. Next Meeting:  January 14, 2015, Wind and Shadow


www.sfplanning.org
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From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:51 AM
To: 'Paul Mitchell'; 'Kern, Chris (CPC)'; 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; 'Reilly, Catherine (CII)';
'Joyce'
Cc: 'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'
Subject: GSW SEIR Scoping Comments Review
 
Luba’s and my quick highlight of potential transportation-related issues from the comment
list for discussion during the call.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.


  Adavant
         Consulting


200 Francisco St., 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:48:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


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


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 7:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Manica; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
Importance: High
 
OK, here are GSW slides ONLY. Will get these printed ASAP.
 
I am having trouble locating your original slides, but I know there were a few substantive tweaks I
made when I compressed them – for instance, we have updated mode split data from Jose since
that old slide (and, I believe, updated SBE stats). Can we walk through those changes on the 830
call?
 
Thanks.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:23 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout; David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I hate to waste the effort that went into merging the ppts but we could delete the slides i will
cover from the gsw ppt and i can print out my set to help divide the work. Also i will check
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on the morning but i think some of the copies can be multiple per page which shortens
things.  I will get in early so can jump on the phone earlier. 
 
Chat tomorrow morning. 
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:01/05/2015 11:44 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Clarke Miller ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Me as well. 
 
The printing will be very tight though. We'll have to discuss. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 5, 2015, at 10:27 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


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


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:01/05/2015 10:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser ,Jesse Blout ,David Manica
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I agree we need a check-in. Does 8:30am tomorrow morning work? I believe Manica is
traveling at that time, and if so, we can catch him up when he arrives.
 
I apologize for playing catch-up, but I’ve now had a chance to review the PPT deck
Catherine proposed on Dec. 24 and have compared it to the slides we proposed,
particularly as it relates to the SBE section. I think the level of detail in Catherine’s
slides are sufficient and more digestible, and therefore I recommend reverting back to
that instead of all the bar and pie charts in the current SBE section. If the group agrees
with that approach, then Catherine, please let us know if you would want to present on
SBE or if you prefer me to do so; I’m fine either way.
 
And same goes for TMP. We can pick up the edits below easily, but we need to decide
who’s presenting. I’m fine with you leading this section or I can.



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





 
Kate, what’s the drop-dead time to send this to the printer in the morning?
 
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
I got pulled into something else and just finished looking through the PPT.  I was going
to do the SBE, but with the additional slides someone from GSW should.  However, I
was told to keep the entire presentation to 30 minutes total, so my concern is the
more slides the more someone talks.  We need to get on the phone tomorrow for a 10
minute check in with all the speakers so that everyone understands the time
limitations.
 
Also, if GSW is going to be doing the SBE, then they should also do the TMP – I don’t
want to switch back and forth more than once back and forth with speakers since that
takes time and makes it confusing.  What do you want to do?  If you want to do both of
those, then I will have you move the DforD and CAC slides to before the Environmental
Review Process slides so that I can close out with them.
 
I have some other minor nits that I had on my slides.  If you could please make the
following changes:
 
Transit Service Assumptions (replace with the following)
- Supplemental Muni service
-3 Muni Special Event shuttle routes
-Additional rail service
- Capital improvements
  (Sub bullet) - Lengthening platform
  (Sub bullet) - Crossover tracks
- Changeable message signs
 
Transportation Management Plan – add “Bicycle facilities” under “TMP will address”.
 
Where is says Transportation Demand Strategies change to Transportation
Demand Strategies.
 
Slide 35 – get rid of “for architectural and engineering (A&E) services“ – you are
required to comply with the program no matter the professional services.
 
Delete slide 39 – way too many slides on SBE now.
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Add back in the following:
¤  Permanent workforce hiring will be in accordance to the City’s First


Source Hiring Program
n   First consideration given to entry-level employment
n   Goal of 50% for entry-level positions to be filled by SF


residents
 
Other Next Steps – delete “s” at the end of Entertainment Commission permits
 
I am heading out but will be on my cell. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check in before OCII
 
Hi Catherine,
I'm on the ferry right now, so I'm unable to talk, but I wanted to follow up on my
voicemail I left you a little while earlier. Are you presenting the SBE slides or
expecting someone from GSW?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 5, 2015, at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I just saw this email – thanks for the explanation.  Leave it as is for now
and I’ll check in the morning if the revised slides are ok.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine et. al. –
 
See attached deck. Catherine, I dropped your slides into the same deck so
we could transition seamlessly from your presentation to David’s (and
back). We included more SBE information than you’d originally provided
but any other changes are driven by formatting, not content. Hope that
works.
 
Please let me know ASAP if this group has further suggested edits.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam;
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Make sense.  Just wanted to be sure.
 
 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
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(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Yes, I agree they should match the previously submitted documentation
for the purposes of this introductory pres
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:17 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Those as slides I put in based on the info included in the Major
Phase. I cam change but didn't want to touch anything that hadnt
already been vetted.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Miller, Erin"
Date:01/05/2015 3:10 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' ,David Manica ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van
de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)"
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Kate,
A few late comments/questions on the slides:
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Slide 10:  I know of a more recent Giants mode split survey (2007) with
different splits.  I’m guessing that there may be a strategic reason for
using one from 2000, but if you would like to see it, I can forward it to
you.
 
Slide 11:  I thought that MTA was running 5 special event shuttles: 


1.        T Third Supplemental Service


2.        Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


3.        16th Street Shuttle


4.        Van Ness Shuttle


5.        Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


Is there a reason that only 3 are noted on this slide?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
Join the Waterfront Trasnportation Assessment Mailing List here!
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: David Manica; Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam; Jesse Blout; Theo
Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Catherine – I’ll be able to send it shortly.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Check in before OCII
 
Hello All,
PPT is finished and in Kate’s hands.  She will also coordinate the printing
of the 15 hardcopies.
See you all tomorrow,
D
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Check in before OCII
 
Hello all - just wanted to check in and makes sure everything is set
up for tomorrow. Folks ahould be at city hall by 1pm as we are the
only item. Anyone speaking should sit in the front row, as well as
Adam and Peter since there is a good chance you will be called to
answer a question. 
 
Theo, were you able to see if Corinne will attend (along with the
others we have talked about?)
 
I sent an email to David M to get a copy of the ppt and asked for the
hardcopies (David it should be 15 not 10).
 
I am out at a meeting but will be back in the office later today if
there are aby concerns, questions, etc.
 
Thanks and look forward to tomorrow!
 
Catherine
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:12/22/2014 7:14 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Jesse Blout ,Theo Ellington
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Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: RE: OCII Commission presentation
 
Thanks Catherine. We’ll have something for you to review shortly.
Most of these slides are already done.
 
Note: I will be working remotely 12/20 – 12/26. I will be traveling
and away from email 12/27 – 1/3. 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) |  202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website |  tickets |  app |  social |  find us
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 5:45 PM
To: David Manica; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout; Theo Ellington
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: OCII Commission presentation
 
Hello all.  As promised, here are some comments for the OCII
commission meeting and changes to the PPT.  I will send out my
slides tomorrow/Wednesday once I have them done.    Once you
have made the minor comments below, please resend the PPT since I
need to get internal buyoff on the PPT. 
 
We will need 15 copies printed for the day of to hand out in since
the monitors are very poor in the room.  If you want to bring a
couple boards of the site plan and a couple of the pretty pictures, it
may be good to have there to refer to, but not necessary.
 
Catherine Opening Presentation (2-3 minutes)


·         Location/Intro - a VERY brief framework of where the site is
(David should still set the stage in his presentation since I won’t be
giving any context)


·         Major Phase History – what a Major Phase is and what planning has
happened on the site in the past


·         Design review process – working with city agencies and what not to
expect at this point (ie skin vs massing)


 
Rick Remarks (2-3 minutes)


-          Rick should do the same thing he did at the Planning Commission,
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but include a few more sentences about how well the GSW have
been doing with the SBE program and that they look forward to
continuing to at least meet, if not exceed the SBE goals. 


-          He should introduce the team that is in the room and ASK THEM
TO STAND to be recognized – alternatively, David can do this as
part of his presentation.  But they need to be asked to stand at some
point during the presentation.


 
David Presentation (20 minutes)


-          Use Leasable square feet in the presentation to match the memo


-          Mention that you will be bringing on a consultant to help with the
Art program (don’t need a slide)


-          Remove the last “Next Steps” slide and I will cover


 
Catherine Closing Presentation (5-7 minutes)


-          D4D amendments – to recognize the Commission will need to
amend the D4D


-          TMP – high level consistent with the summary in the memo


-          CAC and Public Comments – summary of meetings and public
process along with comments to date


-          Equal Opportunity Program – summary of stats to date per the
memo.  If you have any updates to the SBE numbers, please let me
know on Monday the 5th and we can mention them as part of the
presentation.


-          CEQA process – per memo


-          Next Steps – per memo


 
We will be first on the agenda, so people should get there no later
than 10 minutes before the meeting starts at 1PM (the person with
the PPT should either get it to me ahead of time so I can load it, or
be there 15 minutes head of time to get it loaded).  Bring a hard
copy of the PPT in case we need to go to the back-up overhead
(have had some issues with the computer recently). Anyone
speaking/primary question answerer should be in the front row with
me, with support in the second row to help answer questions.  The
subs that are there to show support can sit further back so that there
is room for the public.  I would recommend asking Corinne Woods
come to this one to speak since the Commission expects her to be







there for MB items and they will want to hear her thoughts. 
 
I will be here through Wednesday and then out until the 5th. Thanks
and have a great holiday! 
 
PS – I am waiting for baby pictures!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Emily Fancher
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Christine Kilpatrick
Subject: Fact-check for Mission Bay development map
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 4:25:13 PM
Attachments: Mission Bay development.docx
Importance: High


HI Catherine-


Happy New Year! I hope all is well with you and your team at
OCII. We are working on our annual Mission Bay publication
here, which is coming out early this year — on Jan. 30 to
coincide with the hospital opening.
I’m working on updating our Mission Bay map, which you’ve
helped me on in years past. I’ve attached a list of the projects
we’d like to include. Everything in black was on last year’s map.
Everything in red is new this year. A few developments have
question marks where I’m missing info.
I’m trying to wrap up the map by next Friday, Jan. 16. Will you
have time to get back to me by then?
Also, do you have any renderings of the Uber/Alexandria
project yet? I’d like to do a pull out info box on the project for
the map.
Thanks in advance for your help.


Best,
Emily
-- 


Emily Fancher
Senior Editor 
San Francisco Business Times
Sanfranciscobusinesstimes.com
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MISSION BAY DEVELOPMENT


From a range of residential projects to UCSF’s expanding campus to the Giants’ Mission Rock project, Mission Bay construction is far from complete. 





RESIDENTIAL & HOSPITALITY


(Building, Parcel, Address, Developer, Details, Completion Date)


 The Beacon, 200 King St., Third & King Investors LLC, 595 condos, 2004


 The Glassworks, 201 King St., Catellus, 39 condos, 2003


 Rich Sorro Commons, 215 King St., Mission Housing, 100 affordable rental units, 2002


 Avalon at Mission Bay, 255 King St., AvalonBay, 250 rental units, 2003


 Avalon at Mission Bay II, 301 King St., AvalonBay, 313 rental units, 2006


 Avalon at Mission Bay III, 353 King St., AvalonBay, 260 rental units, 2009


Arterra, 300 Berry St., Intracorp, 269 condos, 2008


 Mission Walk, 330 & 335 Berry St., Bridge Housing, 131 affordable for-sale units, 2009


 340 Berry St., Block N4P3, TBD, 80 affordable for-sale units, 40 market rate, TBD


 Crescent Cove, 420 Berry St., Related Cos., 236 affordable units, 2007


 Edgewater, 355 Berry St., Urban Housing Group, 193 rental units, 2007


 Park Terrace, 325 Berry St., Opus West, 110 condos, 2007


 Channel Park, 255 Berry St., Signature Properties, 100 condos, 2004


 Signature II, 235 Berry St., Signature Properties, 99 condos, 2007


 Mission Creek, 225 Berry St., Mercy Housing, 139 affordable senior rental units, 2006


1180 4th St., Mercy Housing, 99 affordable rental units, 2014


 Sol at Mission Bay, Block 13 West, Equity Residential, 273 rental units, 2015


 Arden, Block 12 East, Bosa Development, 267 condos, 2014


MB360, Block 11, 701 China Basin, BRE Properties, 188 rental units, 2014*


MB360, Block 5, 1200 4th St., BRE Properties, 172 rental units, 2014*


 Blocks 3E, 4E,6W, 9/9a, 12W, TBD, total of 600 affordable units across sites, 2016+


1300 4th St., TNDC with 1826 Valencia, 135 affordable units, DATE FOR COMPLETION?


 Channel Mission Bay, 185 Channel St., UDR, 315 rental units, 2014


 Venue, 1155 4th St., SummerHill Homes, 147 rental units, 2014


 Strata, Block 4 West, 1201 4th St., Urban Housing Group, 192 rental units, 2009


 Block 7 West, Related Cos. and CCDC, 200 affordable rental units, 2016


 Block 7 East, Family House, 80 extended stay suites for families of UCSF hospital patients, 2016


 The Madrone, Block 10, 435 China Basin St., Bosa Development, 329 condos, 2012


 Radiance, Block 10A, 330 Mission Bay Blvd., Bosa Development, 99 condos, 2008


Block 1 hotel, SOMA Hotel LLC, 250-room hotel and retail, 2016


Block 1 housing, CIM Group, 350-unit housing project, 2016





*The MB360 construction site burned in a massive fire March 11. At press time it was not clear whether BRE Properties planned to rebuild. 


**At press time, UCSF was in negotiations to buy Blocks 33 and 34.





UCSF


(Building, Parcel, Address, Details, Completion Date)


Block 15, TBD, Planned, TBD


 Block 16, TBD, Planned, TBD 


 Smith Cardiovascular Research Building, 236,000 sq. ft. of research/educational space, 2010 


 Helen Diller Family Cancer Research Building, 162,000 sq. ft. research/educational space, 2009 


 Block 18a, TBD, Planned, TBD 


 Block 18, TBD, Planned, TBD 


 Sandler Neurosciences Center, 237,000 sq. ft. research/educational space, 2012 


 Arthur and Toni Rembe Rock Hall, 170,000 sq. ft. research/educational space, 2003 


 Campus Housing, UCSF, 430 units student housing, 2005


 William J. Rutter Center, 155,000 sq. ft. recreational/educational space, 2005 


 Genentech Hall, 385,000 sq. ft. research/educational space, 2002 


 Byers Hall (QB3), 154,000 sq. ft. research/educational space, 2004, 


 Mission Hall Global Health & Clinical Sciences Building, 263,000 sq. ft., office, 2014 


 UCSF Medical Center at Mission Bay, Phase I, 869,000 sq. ft., 289-bed hospital complex, 600-space parking structure, 2015





COMMERCIAL/SCIENTIFIC/MIXED USE/RECREATIONAL


(Building, Parcel, Address, Developer, Details, Completion Date)


China Basin at 185 Berry St., McCarthy Cook, 916,000 sq. ft. office, 2008 


 455 Mission Bay Blvd. South, Alexandria Real Estate Equities, 210,000 sq. ft. research/office, 2010 


 Block 26a, 500 Terry Francois Blvd., TMG Partners, 298,000 sq. ft. office, 2008


 Block 28, 550 Terry Francois Blvd., Catellus, 285,000 sq. ft. office, 2002


 Block 26 Phase 2, 1455 Third St., TBD (Salesforce), 178,100 sq. ft. office, TBD 


 1515 Third St., TBD (Salesforce), 220,000 sq. ft. office, TBD


 600 Terry Francois Blvd., TBD (Salesforce), 300,000 sq. ft. office, TBD


 650 Terry Francois Blvd., TBD (Salesforce), 330,000 sq. ft. office, TBD


 409, 499 Illinois St., Shorenstein, 450,000 sq. ft. office, Completed, Commercial/scientific, 2008


Block 40, 1800 Owens St, 2018+, 700, 000+ sq. ft. office, Kilroy Realty Corp., 2017??


 1700 Owens St., Alexandria Real Estate Equities, 153,000 sq. ft. research/office, 2006


 1650 Owens St., Gladstone Institutes, 180,000 sq. ft. research, 2004


 1600 Owens St., Kaiser, 219,000 sq. ft. medical/office, 2015


 1500 Owens St., Alexandria Real Estate Equities, 160, 000 sq. ft. research, office, Completed, Medical, education, Sept. 2009


 1450 Owens St., Alexandria Real Estate Equities, 59,000 sq. ft. office, TBD


Golden State Warriors arena,  Blocks 29, 31, 33, 34????, 2018


Golden State Warriors office/R&&D project,  Blocks 29, 31, 33, 34???? 500,000 sq. ft. office, TBD


1455 and 1515 Third St., Alexandria Real Estate Equities and Uber Technologies, 422,000 s.f., 2017


The Market Hall, Tony Riviera, 185 Channel St., 10,000 s.f., 2015   








Sources: Successor agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency; UCSF; Mission Bay Development Group; San Francisco Business Times research.












Phone: 415-288-4948
Follow me: twitter.com/efanchersf
Follow SFBT: 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 12/16/14, 8:49 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


A copy of the draft Major Phase for the Warriors Mission Bay Project is available at:
http://sfocii.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=8016
 
The accompanying staff memo, which provides a good overview of the project to date
and summary of public comments is located at:
http://sfocii.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=8014 and
http://sfocii.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=8015
 
A public workshop will be held this coming Thursday at the Planning Commission
(agenda: http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=3976) and at the OCII
Commission on January 6th.  The presentations will cover the same material, which has
been presented to the Mission Bay CAC over the last few months.   
 
Thank you
 
PS – We are still getting the presentations from last week’s CAC meeting loaded onto
our website, but will send a link to those as soon as they are 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/ <http://www.sfredevelopment.org/> 
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