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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Jose Farran
Subject: Re: Call to touch base about Warriors and SFBC
Date: Thursday, January 22, 2015 5:25:09 AM


Thanks Viktoriya


At least the GSW are providing the amount of bicycle parking requested. See below.
I have on my list to call Catherine or Manny regarding the timing of relocating TFB, 
including the cycletrack, and completing the park across the street with the Bay 
Trail. We need to incorporate that into the EIR.


Regarding the off-site improvements, I'd be interested to hear how/if they will be 
pursued by the City or required for the GSW.


We'll follow up with Brett and you.


  
From the EIR, as currently proposed.  The project description was updated by Paul 
to be consistent.  I checked this with Kate and Clarke a couple of weeks ago.


Bicycle Parking Supply. The proposed project would provide bicycle storage 
rooms accommodating 111 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces with the proposed office 
and retail/restaurant buildings (i.e., 55 bicycle parking spaces in the South Street 
office and retail building, 55 spaces in the 16th Street office and retail building, and 
four spaces in the Food Hall).  In addition, an enclosed bicycle parking center would 
be provided at one of two possible on-site locations (location to be determined – 
either midblock near Terry Francois Boulevard or near 16th Street), that would 
accommodate 300 Class 2 bicycle parking spaces on days without an event.  On 
event days, this facility would be valet staffed, and an additional 100 Class 1 bicycle 
parking spaces would be provided in a temporary bicycle corral within the main 
plaza area, for a total of 400 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces on an event day. The 
bicycle valet is proposed to be staffed by a partner such as the San Francisco Bicycle 
Coalition for evening uses during peak events such as NBA games and concerts.  
The valet parking would be attended from two hours prior to the start of the event, 
to approximately an hour after the event ends. The proposed project would also 
provide 75 Class 2 bicycle parking space via bicycle racks on adjacent sidewalks (per 
infrastructure plan) and on-site at key locations (see Figure 3-15).


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


On Jan 21, 2015, at 8:11 PM, Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> 
wrote:
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…..just fyi
 
_____________________________________________
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:22 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Van de Water, 
Adam (MYR); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Call to touch base about Warriors and SFBC
 
 
Here is the letter that they provided before with more details on the surrounding 
facilities that they wanted to discuss.
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 1:12 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Reilly, Catherine 
(CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Call to touch base about Warriors and SFBC
When: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:00 PM-4:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & 
Canada).
Where: Dial In: 715-775-7031 Meeting ID: 318-156-800
 
 


Dial-in Number:(712) 775-7031
Meeting ID:318-156-800


 
Hello,
 
Here is a call in number to touch base re the SFBC request for a meeting.  I’m not sure 
everyone will be available, but if you are please join.
 
 
Thanks,
 
Erin
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From: Brian Boxer
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Jose Farran; Joyce
Subject: Re: GSW - Arrival  distribution
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 10:16:10 AM


Brett


The email below indicated that the data was for Brooklyn, Houston, and Orlando. I
believe that all of them are downtown locations. I do not have more detailed data or a
breakdown. I could pursue this if you would like, but don't now if I can get it. It may
be that the Warriors can get the details data from the NBA. This came thru my
connections with the Kings. 


Let me know if you would like me to pursue. 


BB


BB


Brian D. Boxer, AICP
916-761-2288
bboxer@esassoc.com


On Jan 13, 2015, at 9:43 AM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Brian,
Do you have access to the “Icon Venue Group” raw data? We wanted to know which NBA
venues were used in the study and would like to see the data individually for each NBA
venue to determine if there were venues that may have skewed the data. Essentially we
would like to know if there were urban venues used in the study versus ones in more
suburban areas with limited retail/restaurant adjacent to the venue, like the Kings and
the existing Oracle.
 


From: Brian Boxer [mailto:BBoxer@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:16 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Jose Farran
Cc: Joyce
Subject: RE: GSW - Arrival distribution
 
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
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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
 
 
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).


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·             <!--[endif]-->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
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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.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·             <!--[endif]-->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.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·             <!--[endif]-->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.  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.


[1]







 
 
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
 
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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    See Chapter 2, Project Description, Table 2-5.[1]








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Warriors Event Management Question
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 6:44:00 PM


Thanks, Jerry – do you know who will be taking over once you leave us (still not happy about that
fact)?  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 1:46 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Gavin, John (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Warriors Event Management Question
 
Just chi, I am planning on going to this meeting. 


- Erin Miller Blankinship
 


On Jan 16, 2015, at 2:18 PM, Van de Water, Adam (MYR) <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Great.  Thanks Jerry. We have a recurring Warriors meeting Thursday mornings but I'll
see if I can make the 22nd.  
 
cc:ing Catherine Reilly who I've discussed this with and meant to include originally.  


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 16, 2015, at 2:02 PM, Robbins, Jerry <Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com> wrote:
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Hi Adam:
 
I agree.  SFPD is already represented on the Ballpark/Mission Bay
Transportation Coordinating Committee (usually the Lt. who handles
AT&T Park events out of Southern Station, and sometimes the staff
working on the new Public Safety Building in Mission Bay).  Several
representatives of neighborhood groups also participate, such as Corinne
Woods, Bruce Agid and Les Hennessy.  Charles Higueras and Levon Jalalian
of Public Works sometimes attend to discuss proposed developments in
Mission Bay, but there isn’t anyone to speak for Public Works quality-of-
life issues.  Perhaps you can suggest someone.
 
The next meeting is on Thursday, January 22 at 11 a.m. at the Giants


offices on 3rd Street if you would like to attend.  Kate Aufhauser will
attend for the Warriors.  I’ll send out an Outlook invitation so you can see
the agenda and notes from the last meeting.
 
SFMTA will name someone to fill my role soon.  We’ll let you know. 
 
Thanks,
 
Jerry
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 11:30 AM
To: Robbins, Jerry
Cc: Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Gavin, John
Subject: Warriors Event Management Question
 
Jerry:
 
In a meeting this morning, Katie Liddell and Alice Rogers asked about the
possibility of creating an entity to address neighborhood quality of life
issues around the Warriors arena.  We’re headed to the Mission Bay CAC
next month to discuss Warriors event management issues and I expect
this to come up.  In order to get ahead of it I wanted to solicit your
feedback on the wisdom of the following:


-          When the new arena opens in 2018, reconstitute the Ballpark
Transportation Coordinating Committee as an Event
Transportation Coordinating Committee that is inclusive of games
and concerts at the Giants’ as well as the Warriors’ venue; and/or


-          Consider adding SFPD and DPW to the committee to handle
special event-related public safety and quality of life concerns.


 
I want to build on the good work of the existing committee without
creating an entirely new entity or empowering it to have a larger scope
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and figure you would be the best person to weigh in.  On that note, do
you have a successor to run the BTCC after your well-deserved
retirement?


Thanks for your thoughts.
 
Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6625
 








From: Robbins, Jerry
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Warriors Event Management Question
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 8:56:04 AM


Hi Catherine:
 
We should know in a few days.
 
Thanks,
 
Jerry
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 6:45 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Van de Water, Adam
Cc: Robbins, Jerry; Albert, Peter; Gavin, John
Subject: RE: Warriors Event Management Question
 
Thanks, Jerry – do you know who will be taking over once you leave us (still not happy about that
fact)?  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 1:46 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Gavin, John (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Warriors Event Management Question
 
Just chi, I am planning on going to this meeting. 


- Erin Miller Blankinship
 


On Jan 16, 2015, at 2:18 PM, Van de Water, Adam (MYR) <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Great.  Thanks Jerry. We have a recurring Warriors meeting Thursday mornings but I'll
see if I can make the 22nd.  
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cc:ing Catherine Reilly who I've discussed this with and meant to include originally.  


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 16, 2015, at 2:02 PM, Robbins, Jerry <Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com> wrote:


Hi Adam:
 
I agree.  SFPD is already represented on the Ballpark/Mission Bay
Transportation Coordinating Committee (usually the Lt. who handles
AT&T Park events out of Southern Station, and sometimes the staff
working on the new Public Safety Building in Mission Bay).  Several
representatives of neighborhood groups also participate, such as Corinne
Woods, Bruce Agid and Les Hennessy.  Charles Higueras and Levon Jalalian
of Public Works sometimes attend to discuss proposed developments in
Mission Bay, but there isn’t anyone to speak for Public Works quality-of-
life issues.  Perhaps you can suggest someone.
 
The next meeting is on Thursday, January 22 at 11 a.m. at the Giants


offices on 3rd Street if you would like to attend.  Kate Aufhauser will
attend for the Warriors.  I’ll send out an Outlook invitation so you can see
the agenda and notes from the last meeting.
 
SFMTA will name someone to fill my role soon.  We’ll let you know. 
 
Thanks,
 
Jerry
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 11:30 AM
To: Robbins, Jerry
Cc: Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Gavin, John
Subject: Warriors Event Management Question
 
Jerry:
 
In a meeting this morning, Katie Liddell and Alice Rogers asked about the
possibility of creating an entity to address neighborhood quality of life
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issues around the Warriors arena.  We’re headed to the Mission Bay CAC
next month to discuss Warriors event management issues and I expect
this to come up.  In order to get ahead of it I wanted to solicit your
feedback on the wisdom of the following:


-          When the new arena opens in 2018, reconstitute the Ballpark
Transportation Coordinating Committee as an Event
Transportation Coordinating Committee that is inclusive of games
and concerts at the Giants’ as well as the Warriors’ venue; and/or


-          Consider adding SFPD and DPW to the committee to handle
special event-related public safety and quality of life concerns.


 
I want to build on the good work of the existing committee without
creating an entirely new entity or empowering it to have a larger scope
and figure you would be the best person to weigh in.  On that note, do
you have a successor to run the BTCC after your well-deserved
retirement?


Thanks for your thoughts.
 
Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6625
 








From: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Update
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 11:00:48 AM


You don’t have any agenda items to discuss?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 11:00 AM
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Update
 
I don’t have anything to report and Tiffany was at the one brainstorming meeting that I would have
updated her on, so I am good cancelling it.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Guerra, Claudia (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:10 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Warriors Update
 
Catherine,
 
Checking in to see if we should have a Warriors meeting tomorrow at 10:00AM?  Can you please let
me know either way.
 
Thanks!
 
Claudia
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Update
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 11:00:00 AM


I don’t have anything to report and Tiffany was at the one brainstorming meeting that I would have
updated her on, so I am good cancelling it.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Guerra, Claudia (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:10 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Warriors Update
 
Catherine,
 
Checking in to see if we should have a Warriors meeting tomorrow at 10:00AM?  Can you please let
me know either way.
 
Thanks!
 
Claudia
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Update
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 12:19:00 PM


Just updates, but no questions for Tiffany/Sally.  And Tiffany pretty much has heard the updates
since she was at a City Hall meeting end of last week.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Guerra, Claudia (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 11:01 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Update
 
You don’t have any agenda items to discuss?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 11:00 AM
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Update
 
I don’t have anything to report and Tiffany was at the one brainstorming meeting that I would have
updated her on, so I am good cancelling it.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Guerra, Claudia (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:10 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Warriors Update
 
Catherine,
 
Checking in to see if we should have a Warriors meeting tomorrow at 10:00AM?  Can you please let
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me know either way.
 
Thanks!
 
Claudia
 








From: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors arena
Date: Thursday, January 22, 2015 5:43:24 PM


PJ is the right person.  Seems like this is a question for the Warriors on how they intend to finance
the arena.
 
San Francisco has a long tradition of not publicly financing stadiums eg PacBell Park and even the
potential plans for the Shipyard stadium (which eventually went to Santa Clara).


 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, January 22, 2015 5:16 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: FW: Warriors arena
 
I will forward to PJ and OEWD unless you would like to speak with him.  He is interested in learning
more about the financing of the project.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: Don Walker [mailto:dwalker@jrn.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 22, 2015 12:59 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Warriors arena
 
Catherine: I believe we spoke some weeks ago. As you may recall, Milwaukee is
contemplating building an arena for the NBA Milwaukee Bucks. I was interested in the fact
that the Warriors are privately financing their arena in Mission Bay.
It is my hope to go to S.F. next week and talk to some of the stakeholders. As the person
involved with the Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee, would you have some time
next Wednesday or Thursday to meet in person? Or would you have someone else in mind?
Thanks in advance.


--
Don Walker| Reporter
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .


Milwaukee Journal Sentinel
p.   414.224.2051
c.   414.313.6527
f.   414.224.2047
e.   dwalker@journalsentinel.com



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=90F18176992249A989A294CF1BA8F547-TIFFANY BOHEE

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:dwalker@jrn.com

mailto:dwalker@journalsentinel.com





Follow me on Twitter: @DonWalkerJS
Blog: http://www.jsonline.com/blogs/news/citylimits.html
Blog: http://www.jsonline.com/blogs/sports/businessofsports.html


http://www.jsonline.com



http://www.jsonline.com/blogs/news/citylimits.html

http://www.jsonline.com/blogs/sports/businessofsports.html

http://www.jsonline.com/






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Don Walker"
Cc: "PJ Johnston"
Bcc: "Theo Ellington"; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: Warriors arena
Date: Thursday, January 22, 2015 5:46:00 PM


Hi, Don – I am pretty booked next week, but am cc-ing PJ Johnston from the Warriors since they
would be the best to discuss financing of the project.  I hope you have a great trip and the weather
is pretty nice (though we can do with some rain).  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: Don Walker [mailto:dwalker@jrn.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 22, 2015 12:59 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Warriors arena
 
Catherine: I believe we spoke some weeks ago. As you may recall, Milwaukee is
contemplating building an arena for the NBA Milwaukee Bucks. I was interested in the fact
that the Warriors are privately financing their arena in Mission Bay.
It is my hope to go to S.F. next week and talk to some of the stakeholders. As the person
involved with the Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee, would you have some time
next Wednesday or Thursday to meet in person? Or would you have someone else in mind?
Thanks in advance.


--
Don Walker| Reporter
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .


Milwaukee Journal Sentinel
p.   414.224.2051
c.   414.313.6527
f.   414.224.2047
e.   dwalker@journalsentinel.com
Follow me on Twitter: @DonWalkerJS
Blog: http://www.jsonline.com/blogs/news/citylimits.html
Blog: http://www.jsonline.com/blogs/sports/businessofsports.html


http://www.jsonline.com



mailto:dwalker@jrn.com
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mailto:TEllington@warriors.com
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From: Wong, Diane C.
To: Beauchamp, Kevin; "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; Yamauchi, Lori; Takayama, Paul; Cox, Kevin
Subject: RE: TMP Measures During Overlapping AT&T and Warriors Events
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 3:10:23 PM
Attachments: Warriors Meeting_2015-01-09_Action Summary.pdf


Also following up from last Friday’s meeting, we developed a meeting summary and took the liberty
of identifying specific action items, since no follow-up was discussed.  Please advise if you see
anything incorrect or needing further discussion.
 
Thanks.  Diane
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 4:36 PM
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 (Peter.Albert@sfmta.com);
'Robbins, Jerry'; 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
 
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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Warriors Event Center and Mixed Use Development 
Meeting on TMP Measures for Dual Events, January 9, 2015 
Action Item Summary 
 
ISSUE / IDEA  Follow‐up Action  Responsible Party 
Dual Events 
1. MTA has an office at AT&T ballpark with video monitoring 



via cameras located north of the creek, but there are no 
cameras south of the creek.  Could expand cameras and 
message boards to cover Arena area. 



 



MTA to work with the Warriors to site and fund 
camera and message board installations; and 
identify an on‐site office at the Arena site for MTA 
use. 
 



Jerry/MTA staff, 
Warriors 



2. Explore use of lots C and D for Arena parking. 
 



Warriors to work with the Giants  to investigate use 
of lots C and D for Arena parking 
 



Warriors 



3. Suggest MTA, SFFD, SFPD meet to coordinate operations. 
 



Mayor’s Office to initiate meetings between MTA, 
SFFD, SFPD, and any other relevant agency to begin 
coordinating public safety operations for dual 
events 
 



MOEWD 



4. Prioritize use of the Fourth Street Bridge for T‐Third 
operations (rather than vehicles) to ensure smooth 
operations of the T Third.   



 



Warriors to incorporate this into their TMP for dual 
event scenario. 



Warriors 



5. Thru traffic on Fourth Street at the UCSF campus should 
be discouraged; encourage use of Owens instead. 



 



Warriors to incorporate this into their TMP, with 
specific implementation actions 



Warriors 



6. Expand the Ballpark‐Mission Bay Transportation 
Coordinating Committee to include Warriors’ Event 
Center (and shorten name of committee) 



 



MTA to expand committee, invite appropriate 
participants, and re‐name committee 



Jerry/MTA staff 



Messaging / Mass Communications 
7. A central online place is needed to easily obtain 



information pertaining to events:  date, time, event size, 
Warriors and MTA to investigate appropriate host 
website (or multiple websites) for centralized 



Warriors and MTA 
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ISSUE / IDEA  Follow‐up Action  Responsible Party 
etc.  Determine various event‐size thresholds and develop 
pre‐defined mass communication for each event size.  
Perhaps devise an at‐a‐glance easily understood coding 
hierarchy (red, yellow, green) for mobile devices, the TMA 
website, and 311.  A common app used by both Warriors 
and Giants would be a useful tool. 



 
City and area employers (including UCSF, Warriors, 
Giants, etc) to push information alerts out for events over 
pre‐defined attendee thresholds to its personnel, at least 
a week in advance of the event.  Also publicize the “Know 
Before You Go” app and other locations to find real‐time 
information.   



 



information and aggregation of data to push to the 
TMA and other websites. 
 
MTA to ensure transit service is available, since 
messaging will encourage people to use alternative 
transportation. 
 
MTA to assist with identifying alternative routes for 
vehicles. 



Mariposa Street / I‐280 Traffic 
8. Northbound I‐280 between Cesar Chavez and Mariposa 



could use a changeable message sign to alert drivers to 
traffic delays, and to direct AT&T Park‐bound traffic to 
King Street exit and Warriors‐bound traffic to Mariposa 
Street exit.  Need funding. 



 
 



Fund source to be identified.  MTA to implement, 
working with CHP and Caltrans. 
 
Must follow protocols for messages on boards (at I‐
280) – need approval from Caltrans for messages. 
 



Warriors, UCSF and 
MTA 



9. Warriors team and consultants (Luba, Jose) requested 
UCSF campus signage plan. 



 



UCSF to send to Brett Bollinger and Warriors 
 



UCSF (completed) 



10. Warriors ok with directing inbound traffic onto Mariposa 
Street.  Outbound traffic would use both Mariposa and 
16th Streets.  Could prohibit left turns from westbound 
16th onto southbound Owens to I‐280 to prevent queues 
on 16th.  Also could prohibit left turns onto Mississippi. 



 



Warriors, MTA to investigate and work into TMP, 
project description and/or EIR analysis as mitigation
 
Per MTA, if turn restrictions are permanent with 
signage, must be legislated. 



Warriors, MTA 
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ISSUE / IDEA  Follow‐up Action  Responsible Party 
11. Could consider I‐280 southbound off‐ramp closure at 



25th/Cesar Chavez to facilitate traffic flow at Mariposa on‐
ramp.  Similar measures were done for games at 
Candlestick.  



 



Should conditions warrant, Warriors and MTA 
should investigate this option with Caltrans and 
CHP. 



Warriors, MTA 



12. Emergency access to the hospital from Mariposa Street 
should not be impacted by event traffic, but if necessary 
the eastbound left turn lane into the hospital site on 
Mariposa Street can be extended westward to Owens 
Street. 



 



Evaluate restriping on Mariposa Street to extend 
eastbound left turn lane into hospital site westward 
to Owens Street.  Implement if/when needed. 



UCSF, MTA 



7th/16th Street/Caltrain Crossing 
13. Complicated intersection with complex traffic 



signalization and Caltrain crossing.  Any interventions at 
7th/16th will need coordination with Caltrain, JPB, etc.  
Some things could be done at 7th/16th in interim. 



 



MTA to investigate, and share with group 
information on what interim measures may be 
implemented at this intersection 



MTA 



Third and Fourth Street Bridges 
14. Third Street Bridge:  there are 2 lanes for pedestrians 



after AT&T Park events (but the street is still open).  The 
same is planned for dual events.  For arena‐only events, 
pedestrians would not significantly impact the Third 
Street Bridge, so no lanes for pedestrian flows are 
planned. 



 
Fourth Street Bridge:  see above under “Dual Events”. 
Fourth Street Bridge needs to remain open or else the T‐
Third line will be impacted. 



 



No action.  To be monitored as part of the TMP.  Warriors 



Pier 70 Parking 
15. To intercept vehicles arriving from the south, identify 



parking facilities south of the Warriors site.  A site off 19th 
Warriors’ on‐call site planner to confirm test‐fit.    Warriors 
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ISSUE / IDEA  Follow‐up Action  Responsible Party 
Street in Pier 70 could work, depending on the number of 
spaces it can accommodate.  



 
 
 













From: Alison Kirk
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Anthony Fournier
Subject: RE: Thank you
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 11:09:56 AM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
ProjectsfundedwithMitFees.pdf
ProjectsfundwithMitFees_2.pdf


Hello Jessica,
 
Let me provide you will the information we have so far.
 
Average project cost-effectiveness for BAAQMD Carl Moyer Program projects:
 


Current Carl Moyer Program guideline cost-effectiveness limit (max):  $17,720 per weighted
ton of emission reductions [NOx + ROG + (20*PM)]
Average project cost-effectiveness over the past 3 funding cycles = $16,473 per weighted ton
of emission reductions [NOx + ROG + (20*PM)]


Over 400 engines
More than $22 million in funds awarded
Includes on-road, off-road, and marine equipment projects


 
Attached and below, please find what I have on hand regarding Sac Metro’s Construction Mitigation
Program (CMP):
 


1. Attachments (PDF) showing projects funded with CMP dollars (a little dated now)
2. Contact for the program (as of mid-2013):


Mark Loutzenhiser
Program Supervisor, Mobile Source Section
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District
916-874-4872
mloutzenhiser@airquality.org


3. Notes I have about CMP, below:
 
Sac Metro’s Off-Site Construction Mitigation Program
 
All on-site mitigations must be applied, if still over NOx TOS (85 pounds/day of NOx) then off-site
needed. Off-Site funds are then applied towards Heavy-Duty Incentive Program
 
Process
 
Planning stage


In planning stage, project proponent adds standard on-site construction language to
Environmental doc and the MMRP for the project



mailto:AKirk@baaqmd.gov

mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org

mailto:afournier@baaqmd.gov

mailto:mloutzenhiser@airquality.org




































 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Independent Construction Caterpillar 633D Scraper 



Tier 2 Engine Repower Fact Sheet 
 
 



This repower project is funded by the Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD using local 
Construction Mitigation Fees in a Carl Moyer Program matching project. 



 
 



Project Facts 
 
 



Owner:    Independent Construction 
Equipment Type:   1986 Caterpillar 633D Scraper 
Vocation:    Construction 
Area of Operation:  Placer and Sacramento Counties 
Old Engine Description:  1986 Caterpillar 3408 @ 450 HP 
New Engine Description: Tier 2 Caterpillar 3408E @ 450 HP (2001 Cert) 
 
District Contribution:  $120,000 
Annual NOx Reduction:  2.4 tons per year 
Annual ROG Reduction:  510 pounds per year 
Annual PM 10 Reduction: 230 pounds per year 
Annual CO2 Reduction:  About 20-40% Reduction (more efficient engine) 
 
Overall Cost Effectiveness: ~ $5,000/ton (NOx+ROG+10*PM10) 
Estimated Health Savings: ~ $1.5 million over project life 











 



 
Kiewit Pacific Construction Caterpillar 16G Grader 



Diesel Catalyst Retrofit Fact Sheet 
 
 



This retrofit project was funded by Kiewit Pacific to reduce emissions in 
compliance with SMAQMD construction mitigation requirements. 



 
 



Project Facts 
 
 



Owner:    Kiewit Pacific Construction 
Equipment Type:   1998 Caterpillar 16G Grader 
Vocation:    Construction 
Area of Operation:  Sacramento County (Sunridge Mass Grade) 
Engine Description:  250 HP 
Retrofit Description:  Cleaire “Alliance” Lean NOx Catalyst + Diesel 



Oxidation Catalyst 
 
Retrofit Cost:   $16,000 (approx.) 
NOx Reduction:   30 percent (baseline NOx: 6.25 g/bhp-hr) 
ROG Reduction:   n/a 
PM 10 Reduction:   30 percent (baseline PM10: 0.15 g/bhp-hr) 
 











 
 



Commercial Low-Emission Propane Generator Fact Sheet 
 
 



This alternative fuel project was funded by the Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD 
using Construction Mitigation Fees as a technology demonstration project. 



 
 



Project Facts 
 
 



Owner:    Cummins West 
Equipment Type:   Low Emission 60 kW GenSet 
Vocation:    Commercial Power Generation (Construction) 
Area of Operation:  Sacramento Region 
Engine Description:  Ford ESG-642 4-cycle V6 spark-ignited industrial 



engine 
Emission Control:  L102 closed loop fuel control system and 3-way 



catalytic converter 
 
Project Cost:   $40,000 
NOx Emission Rate:  0.063 g/bhp-hr (certified to 1.5 g/bhp-hr) 
ROG Emission Rate:  0.152 g/bhr-hr 
CO Emission Rate:  0.053 g/bhp-hr 
PM10 Emission Rate:  negligible 













 
 



 
American Engineering & Asphalt Caterpillar 825C Compactor 



Tier 2 Engine Repower Fact Sheet 
 
 



This repower project is funded by the Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD using local 
Construction Mitigation Fees in a Carl Moyer Program matching project. 



 
 



Project Facts
 
 



Owner:    American Engineering & Asphalt 
Equipment Type:   1986 Caterpillar 825C Compactor 
Vocation:    Construction 
Area of Operation:  Sacramento, Placer 
Old Engine Description:  1986 Caterpillar 3406 @ 345 HP 
New Engine Description: Tier 2 Caterpillar 3406E @ 345 HP 
 
District Contribution:  $82,000 
Annual NOx Reduction:  1.4 tons per year 
Annual ROG Reduction:  320 pounds per year 
Annual PM 10 Reduction: 140 pounds per year 
Annual CO2 Reduction:  About 20% Reduction (more efficient engine) 
 
Overall Cost Effectiveness: $6,200/ton (NOx+ROG+20*PM10) 
Estimated Health Savings: ~ $600,000 over project life 











 
 



 
B&D Geerts Construction Caterpillar 826C Compactor 



Tier 1 Engine Repower Fact Sheet 
 
 



This repower project is funded by the Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD using local 
Construction Mitigation Fees in a Carl Moyer Program matching project. 



 
 



Project Facts
 
 



Owner:    B&D Geerts Construction 
Equipment Type:   1986 Caterpillar 826C Compactor 
Vocation:    Construction 
Area of Operation:  Yolo 
Old Engine Description:  1986 Caterpillar 3406 @ 345 HP 
New Engine Description: Tier 1 Caterpillar 3406 @ 345 HP 
 
District Contribution:  $30,000 
Annual NOx Reduction:  0.9 tons per year 
Annual ROG Reduction:  220 pounds per year 
Annual PM 10 Reduction: 110 pounds per year 
Annual CO2 Reduction:  About 20% Reduction (more efficient engine) 
 
Overall Cost Effectiveness: $3,200/ton (NOx+ROG+20*PM10) 
Estimated Health Savings: ~ $400,000 over project life 











 
 



 
Collet Construction Caterpillar 825C Compactor 



Tier 2 Engine Repower Fact Sheet 
 
 



This repower project is funded by the Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD using local 
Construction Mitigation Fees in a Carl Moyer Program matching project. 



 
 



Project Facts
 
 



Owner:    Collet Construction 
Equipment Type:   1984 Caterpillar 825C Compactor 
Vocation:    Construction 
Area of Operation:  Sacramento, El Dorado, Placer, Yolo, Solano 
Old Engine Description:  1984 Caterpillar 3406 @ 341 HP 
New Engine Description: Tier 2 Caterpillar 3406 @ 345 HP 
 
District Contribution:  $80,000 
Annual NOx Reduction:  1.2 tons per year 
Annual ROG Reduction:  310 pounds per year 
Annual PM 10 Reduction: 120 pounds per year 
Annual CO2 Reduction:  About 20% Reduction (more efficient engine) 
 
Overall Cost Effectiveness: $6,900/ton (NOx+ROG+20*PM10) 
Estimated Health Savings: ~ $500,000 over project life 











 
 



 
Kiewit Pacific Caterpillar 651E Scraper 



Tier 1 Engine Repower Fact Sheet 
 
 



This repower project is funded by the Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD using local 
Construction Mitigation Fees in a Carl Moyer Program matching project. 



 
 



Project Facts
 
 



Owner:    Kiewit Pacific 
Equipment Type:   1993 Caterpillar 651E Scraper 
Vocation:    Construction 
Area of Operation:  Sacramento, El Dorado, Placer, Yolo, Solano 
Old Engine Description:  1993 Caterpillar 3412 @ 586 HP 
New Engine Description: Tier 1 Caterpillar 3412E @ 632 HP 
 
District Contribution:  $56,011 
Annual NOx Reduction:  0.8 tons per year 
Annual ROG Reduction:  330 pounds per year 
Annual PM 10 Reduction: 140 pounds per year 
Annual CO2 Reduction:  About 20% Reduction (more efficient engine) 
 
Overall Cost Effectiveness: $5,300/ton (NOx+ROG+20*PM10) 
Estimated Health Savings: ~ $400,000 over project life 












Also adds calculation of off-site fee to the enviro doc (district has calc sheet)
Fees must be included in the Enviro Docs, then is part of the mitigations and binding, need to
pay district before grading permit or approval of improvement plans


 
Construction stage
 


Prior to beginning construction, must provide District with equipment list for District review…
if acceptable, District will issue a letter
All equipment > 50 hp and more than 40 hours on the job are included
Standard mitigation language is available from District webpage


 
NEXT STEPS


1.        Let me contact Mark Loutzenhiser to see if he can provide any updated/ additional
information.


2.        I think Anthony mentioned that San Luis Obispo did some mitigation program, perhaps a
one-off. I will contact to find out more.


3.        Michael Keinath sent along a summary of info from other districts, do you think we need
any additional info from those summarized?


4.        Finally, we need to provide you feedback on the operational scenarios. I will have to discuss
with Dave Vintze and will take longer than the other items. I will do my best to reply


regarding that by Wednesday, the 28th.
 
Did I forget anything? Sorry for the delay, have another deadline I am working, as usual!
 
Alison Kirk
415-749-5169
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 4:41 PM
To: Anthony Fournier; Alison Kirk
Subject: Thank you
 
Hi Alison and Anthony,
 
I just want to separately thank you both for meeting with Planning and the Warriors team
yesterday.  Also, because I know the team will be asking, can you let me know about how long you
think it will be before you expect to provide information on the action items I just sent over?
 
Thank you,
 
Jessica Range
Senior Planner, Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9018 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org



mailto:Jessica.Range@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/





              
 
Planning Information Center (PIC): 415-558-6377 or pic@sfgov.org
Property Information Map (PIM):http://propertymap.sfplanning.org 
 



https://www.facebook.com/sfplanning
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Times for Office Building Design Meetings
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 12:51:05 PM


Thursday 1.29 works for me if we reschedule our GSW weekly and Tuesday afternoons before 4:00
also work for me.  Thanks for coordinating.


A
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 8:28 AM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: Times for Office Building Design Meetings
 
We are going to split up the arena and office building schematic design review going forward.  Please


let me know if you can meet at 10.30 on Thursday the 29th for a kick off, and what your availability if
for Tuesday afternoons for a standing meeting going forward after that.  This will be in addition to
the 9.30 Thursday meetings for the arena schematic.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Joyce; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Molly Hayes (mhayes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Request from SFFD re: GSW Project
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:52:44 PM


Sure, Paul, we’ll handle. We actually met with Ken’s colleagues, Captain Micki Jones and Fred
Stumpp, earlier today.
 
Clarke
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:48 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Joyce; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Clarke Miller
Subject: Request from SFFD re: GSW Project
 
All:
 
In speaking with Ken Lombardi, SFFD Assistant Deputy Chief, today regarding the GSW project, Ken
was very interested in having the opportunity to provide an advance preliminary review of the
Warriors site plans.  He indicated that the SFFD would also review the plans at a later stage (e.g. Plan
Check), but would like the opportunity to review the plans now as well. 
 
I told Ken I would forward his request to the appropriate City staff.  Would one of you please
respond to Ken. at your earliest convenience?  I provide his contact details below:
 


Ken Lombardi
Assistant Deputy Chief
San Francisco Fire Department
698 Second Street, Room 305
San Francisco CA. 94107-2015
Direct 415-674-5066  Cell 415-238-
5271  Fax 415-734-2102


 
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
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (ECN)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling: GSW Week Ahead Check-in
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 3:59:00 PM


Works for me.


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


_____________________________________________
From: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 3:59 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (ECN)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Rescheduling: GSW Week Ahead Check-in


Hi all,


Would it be possible to reschedule this standing meeting/call to 2:30pm starting next
Monday 1/26?


Thank you,


Phillip C. Wong


--


Project Assistant


Office of Economic and Workforce Development


City Hall, Room 448


1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place


San Francisco, CA 94102-4653


Office: 415-554-6512


Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org



mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:john.gavin@sfgov.org

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org





-----Original Appointment-----
From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) On Behalf Of Rich, Ken (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2014 2:54 PM
To: Rich, Ken (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin,
John (MYR)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: GSW Week Ahead Check-in
When: Monday, January 26, 2015 9:30 AM-10:00 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time
(US & Canada).
Where: Ken's Office; Call-in #: 877-336-1828, Access Code: 955112








From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: "Adam Van de Water"; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: SLR maps
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 12:16:00 PM
Attachments: 77-inch Mission Bay Map.pdf


·         Here’s a map of MHHW +77’ Sea Level Rise. This map is  not included in SFPUC study but we
have the GIS layer. This scenario approximates the 100-year flood zone with projected sea
level rise by 2100. Projects in this area would not have a significant impact related to flood
hazards if either designed to meet flood resistant building standards or designed with
adaptive capacity to meet flood resistant standards in the future.


 
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, January 13, 2015 11:46 AM
To: 'Adam Van de Water'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: SLR maps
 
Here are the relevant maps from the SFPUC study and an explanation of what they depict.


·         MHHW + 12” Sea Level Rise: This scenario approximates the daily high tide level with
projected sea level rise by 2050.


·         MHHW + 36” Sea Level Rise: This scenario approximates the daily high tide level with
projected sea level rise by 2100.


·         MHHW + 52” Sea Level Rise: This scenario approximates the 100-year flood zone (1%
chance of flooding in any year) with projected sea level rise by 2050. Projects in this area
would not have a significant impact related to flood hazards if designed to meet flood
resistant building standards (e.g. residential floors located above design flood elevation).


 
Note that the areas shown in green are below the depicted flood elevation but are not hydraulically
connected to the Bay (and therefore would not be flooded). Let me know if you have questions.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Albert, Peter (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 10:15:04 AM


Adam, et al:
 
If we look at the Warriors TDM and Project Description, they already do fit within current city
established mode share goals.  So the conversation should really be focused on the Warriors and the
goals that they have for TDM.  They are providing the currently required amount of bike parking
established in our admin zoning code, so to provide any beyond is really their call.    
 
The SFBC’s role in negotiating mode split with the Warriors is questionable to me.  We have worked
very closely with the Planning Department, OEWD, and the Warriors to achieve an agreed upon
mode-split as defined by the Project Description.  Additionally, as  Carli pointed out to me, SFBC has
also been called out by the Warriors as a service provider for valet bike parking, and so they have a
financial interest that should be considered as well.  Both Neal and Carli, and they both suggest that
we discuss internally before engaging the SFBC.    
 
Please let me know if you’d like me to set up  a time to discuss.
 


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: Albert, Peter 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 7:51 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
 
Thanks, Adam.
 
I’m not sure if this question – a policy call about appropriate % for projected bike mode share  -- is
also for Mike’s team.  Seems like everything else is!
 
Mike, please let us know if not you, who else from LS can help us vet the issue of a realistic mode
split projection. 
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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: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:02 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Thank you for keeping this moving.  I’ll make myself available.  Peter and Erin, is Mike Sallaberry the
right contact?


A
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Hey all – I am back to trying to set up a meeting with the Bike Coalition to address some questions
they have raised.  Specifically:
They are interested in chatting process and how SFBC can best work with the Warriors to help
adjust some of the mode share assumptions to more closely align w/City goals, while also providing
the requisite infrastructure (namely bumping up their bike parking).
They are working on coming up with a new request for bike parking spaces, and once we have that
we can work with the GSW to figure out how to address on site.  However, they want to talk about
mode split and consistency with City goals, as well as other surrounding infrastructure
improvements.  I’m attaching their NOP letter which provides additional information.
 
I think this meeting can be small – maybe just one or two additional people from MTA, in addition to
this group, if necessary.  Then if we need to expand once we understanding all their issues, we can
do so. 


Could folks please let me know who else from MTA should be involved and then I will send out a
google meeting thing to find a time that works.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
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1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Albert, Peter (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 10:15:04 AM


Adam, et al:
 
If we look at the Warriors TDM and Project Description, they already do fit within current city
established mode share goals.  So the conversation should really be focused on the Warriors and the
goals that they have for TDM.  They are providing the currently required amount of bike parking
established in our admin zoning code, so to provide any beyond is really their call.    
 
The SFBC’s role in negotiating mode split with the Warriors is questionable to me.  We have worked
very closely with the Planning Department, OEWD, and the Warriors to achieve an agreed upon
mode-split as defined by the Project Description.  Additionally, as  Carli pointed out to me, SFBC has
also been called out by the Warriors as a service provider for valet bike parking, and so they have a
financial interest that should be considered as well.  Both Neal and Carli, and they both suggest that
we discuss internally before engaging the SFBC.    
 
Please let me know if you’d like me to set up  a time to discuss.
 


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: Albert, Peter 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 7:51 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
 
Thanks, Adam.
 
I’m not sure if this question – a policy call about appropriate % for projected bike mode share  -- is
also for Mike’s team.  Seems like everything else is!
 
Mike, please let us know if not you, who else from LS can help us vet the issue of a realistic mode
split projection. 
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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: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:02 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Thank you for keeping this moving.  I’ll make myself available.  Peter and Erin, is Mike Sallaberry the
right contact?


A
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Hey all – I am back to trying to set up a meeting with the Bike Coalition to address some questions
they have raised.  Specifically:
They are interested in chatting process and how SFBC can best work with the Warriors to help
adjust some of the mode share assumptions to more closely align w/City goals, while also providing
the requisite infrastructure (namely bumping up their bike parking).
They are working on coming up with a new request for bike parking spaces, and once we have that
we can work with the GSW to figure out how to address on site.  However, they want to talk about
mode split and consistency with City goals, as well as other surrounding infrastructure
improvements.  I’m attaching their NOP letter which provides additional information.
 
I think this meeting can be small – maybe just one or two additional people from MTA, in addition to
this group, if necessary.  Then if we need to expand once we understanding all their issues, we can
do so. 


Could folks please let me know who else from MTA should be involved and then I will send out a
google meeting thing to find a time that works.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
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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: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike (MTA)
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 7:50:37 PM


Thanks, Adam.
 
I’m not sure if this question – a policy call about appropriate % for projected bike mode share  -- is
also for Mike’s team.  Seems like everything else is!
 
Mike, please let us know if not you, who else from LS can help us vet the issue of a realistic mode
split projection. 
 
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: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:02 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Thank you for keeping this moving.  I’ll make myself available.  Peter and Erin, is Mike Sallaberry the
right contact?


A
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Hey all – I am back to trying to set up a meeting with the Bike Coalition to address some questions
they have raised.  Specifically:
They are interested in chatting process and how SFBC can best work with the Warriors to help
adjust some of the mode share assumptions to more closely align w/City goals, while also providing
the requisite infrastructure (namely bumping up their bike parking).
They are working on coming up with a new request for bike parking spaces, and once we have that
we can work with the GSW to figure out how to address on site.  However, they want to talk about
mode split and consistency with City goals, as well as other surrounding infrastructure
improvements.  I’m attaching their NOP letter which provides additional information.
 
I think this meeting can be small – maybe just one or two additional people from MTA, in addition to
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this group, if necessary.  Then if we need to expand once we understanding all their issues, we can
do so. 


Could folks please let me know who else from MTA should be involved and then I will send out a
google meeting thing to find a time that works.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA)
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 12:24:50 PM
Attachments: image001.png


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


Thanks for keeping me in the loop.  I don’t think I am needed for this discussion but am happy to
participate sometime before 4 pm if you guys want me to. 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


              
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 11:02 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
 
I can talk at 4PM
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 11:01 AM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA);
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Re: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
 
I'm available this afternoon.


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
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City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On Jan 21, 2015, at 10:15 AM, Miller, Erin <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com> wrote:


Adam, et al:
 
If we look at the Warriors TDM and Project Description, they already do fit within
current city established mode share goals.  So the conversation should really be
focused on the Warriors and the goals that they have for TDM.  They are providing the
currently required amount of bike parking established in our admin zoning code, so to
provide any beyond is really their call.    
 
The SFBC’s role in negotiating mode split with the Warriors is questionable to me.  We
have worked very closely with the Planning Department, OEWD, and the Warriors to
achieve an agreed upon mode-split as defined by the Project Description.  Additionally,
as  Carli pointed out to me, SFBC has also been called out by the Warriors as a service
provider for valet bike parking, and so they have a financial interest that should be
considered as well.  Both Neal and Carli, and they both suggest that we discuss
internally before engaging the SFBC.    
 
Please let me know if you’d like me to set up  a time to discuss.
 


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: Albert, Peter 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 7:51 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors
project)
 
Thanks, Adam.
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I’m not sure if this question – a policy call about appropriate % for projected bike
mode share  -- is also for Mike’s team.  Seems like everything else is!
 
Mike, please let us know if not you, who else from LS can help us vet the issue of a
realistic mode split projection. 
 
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: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:02 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Thank you for keeping this moving.  I’ll make myself available.  Peter and Erin, is Mike
Sallaberry the right contact?


A
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Hey all – I am back to trying to set up a meeting with the Bike Coalition to address
some questions they have raised.  Specifically:
They are interested in chatting process and how SFBC can best work with the Warriors
to help adjust some of the mode share assumptions to more closely align w/City goals,
while also providing the requisite infrastructure (namely bumping up their bike
parking).
They are working on coming up with a new request for bike parking spaces, and once
we have that we can work with the GSW to figure out how to address on site. 
However, they want to talk about mode split and consistency with City goals, as well as
other surrounding infrastructure improvements.  I’m attaching their NOP letter which
provides additional information.
 
I think this meeting can be small – maybe just one or two additional people from MTA,
in addition to this group, if necessary.  Then if we need to expand once we
understanding all their issues, we can do so. 


Could folks please let me know who else from MTA should be involved and then I will
send out a google meeting thing to find a time that works.
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Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 11:02:00 AM


I can talk at 4PM
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 11:01 AM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA);
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Re: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
 
I'm available this afternoon.


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 21, 2015, at 10:15 AM, Miller, Erin <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com> wrote:


Adam, et al:
 
If we look at the Warriors TDM and Project Description, they already do fit within
current city established mode share goals.  So the conversation should really be
focused on the Warriors and the goals that they have for TDM.  They are providing the
currently required amount of bike parking established in our admin zoning code, so to
provide any beyond is really their call.    
 
The SFBC’s role in negotiating mode split with the Warriors is questionable to me.  We
have worked very closely with the Planning Department, OEWD, and the Warriors to
achieve an agreed upon mode-split as defined by the Project Description.  Additionally,
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as  Carli pointed out to me, SFBC has also been called out by the Warriors as a service
provider for valet bike parking, and so they have a financial interest that should be
considered as well.  Both Neal and Carli, and they both suggest that we discuss
internally before engaging the SFBC.    
 
Please let me know if you’d like me to set up  a time to discuss.
 


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: Albert, Peter 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 7:51 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors
project)
 
Thanks, Adam.
 
I’m not sure if this question – a policy call about appropriate % for projected bike
mode share  -- is also for Mike’s team.  Seems like everything else is!
 
Mike, please let us know if not you, who else from LS can help us vet the issue of a
realistic mode split projection. 
 
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: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:02 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Thank you for keeping this moving.  I’ll make myself available.  Peter and Erin, is Mike
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Sallaberry the right contact?


A
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Hey all – I am back to trying to set up a meeting with the Bike Coalition to address
some questions they have raised.  Specifically:
They are interested in chatting process and how SFBC can best work with the Warriors
to help adjust some of the mode share assumptions to more closely align w/City goals,
while also providing the requisite infrastructure (namely bumping up their bike
parking).
They are working on coming up with a new request for bike parking spaces, and once
we have that we can work with the GSW to figure out how to address on site. 
However, they want to talk about mode split and consistency with City goals, as well as
other surrounding infrastructure improvements.  I’m attaching their NOP letter which
provides additional information.
 
I think this meeting can be small – maybe just one or two additional people from MTA,
in addition to this group, if necessary.  Then if we need to expand once we
understanding all their issues, we can do so. 


Could folks please let me know who else from MTA should be involved and then I will
send out a google meeting thing to find a time that works.


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



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 11:02:00 AM


I can talk at 4PM
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 11:01 AM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA);
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Re: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
 
I'm available this afternoon.


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 21, 2015, at 10:15 AM, Miller, Erin <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com> wrote:


Adam, et al:
 
If we look at the Warriors TDM and Project Description, they already do fit within
current city established mode share goals.  So the conversation should really be
focused on the Warriors and the goals that they have for TDM.  They are providing the
currently required amount of bike parking established in our admin zoning code, so to
provide any beyond is really their call.    
 
The SFBC’s role in negotiating mode split with the Warriors is questionable to me.  We
have worked very closely with the Planning Department, OEWD, and the Warriors to
achieve an agreed upon mode-split as defined by the Project Description.  Additionally,
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as  Carli pointed out to me, SFBC has also been called out by the Warriors as a service
provider for valet bike parking, and so they have a financial interest that should be
considered as well.  Both Neal and Carli, and they both suggest that we discuss
internally before engaging the SFBC.    
 
Please let me know if you’d like me to set up  a time to discuss.
 


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: Albert, Peter 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 7:51 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors
project)
 
Thanks, Adam.
 
I’m not sure if this question – a policy call about appropriate % for projected bike
mode share  -- is also for Mike’s team.  Seems like everything else is!
 
Mike, please let us know if not you, who else from LS can help us vet the issue of a
realistic mode split projection. 
 
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: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:02 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Thank you for keeping this moving.  I’ll make myself available.  Peter and Erin, is Mike
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Sallaberry the right contact?


A
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Hey all – I am back to trying to set up a meeting with the Bike Coalition to address
some questions they have raised.  Specifically:
They are interested in chatting process and how SFBC can best work with the Warriors
to help adjust some of the mode share assumptions to more closely align w/City goals,
while also providing the requisite infrastructure (namely bumping up their bike
parking).
They are working on coming up with a new request for bike parking spaces, and once
we have that we can work with the GSW to figure out how to address on site. 
However, they want to talk about mode split and consistency with City goals, as well as
other surrounding infrastructure improvements.  I’m attaching their NOP letter which
provides additional information.
 
I think this meeting can be small – maybe just one or two additional people from MTA,
in addition to this group, if necessary.  Then if we need to expand once we
understanding all their issues, we can do so. 


Could folks please let me know who else from MTA should be involved and then I will
send out a google meeting thing to find a time that works.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 1:11:21 PM


Could you send that NOP letter that you referred to in the earlier email, as I’d like to see that.
 
Thanks,
 


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: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 11:02 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Miller, Erin
Cc: Albert, Peter; Sallaberry, Mike; Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
 
I can talk at 4PM
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 11:01 AM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA);
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Re: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
 
I'm available this afternoon.


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
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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 21, 2015, at 10:15 AM, Miller, Erin <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com> wrote:


Adam, et al:
 
If we look at the Warriors TDM and Project Description, they already do fit within
current city established mode share goals.  So the conversation should really be
focused on the Warriors and the goals that they have for TDM.  They are providing the
currently required amount of bike parking established in our admin zoning code, so to
provide any beyond is really their call.    
 
The SFBC’s role in negotiating mode split with the Warriors is questionable to me.  We
have worked very closely with the Planning Department, OEWD, and the Warriors to
achieve an agreed upon mode-split as defined by the Project Description.  Additionally,
as  Carli pointed out to me, SFBC has also been called out by the Warriors as a service
provider for valet bike parking, and so they have a financial interest that should be
considered as well.  Both Neal and Carli, and they both suggest that we discuss
internally before engaging the SFBC.    
 
Please let me know if you’d like me to set up  a time to discuss.
 


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: Albert, Peter 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 7:51 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors
project)
 
Thanks, Adam.
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I’m not sure if this question – a policy call about appropriate % for projected bike
mode share  -- is also for Mike’s team.  Seems like everything else is!
 
Mike, please let us know if not you, who else from LS can help us vet the issue of a
realistic mode split projection. 
 
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: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:02 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Thank you for keeping this moving.  I’ll make myself available.  Peter and Erin, is Mike
Sallaberry the right contact?


A
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Hey all – I am back to trying to set up a meeting with the Bike Coalition to address
some questions they have raised.  Specifically:
They are interested in chatting process and how SFBC can best work with the Warriors
to help adjust some of the mode share assumptions to more closely align w/City goals,
while also providing the requisite infrastructure (namely bumping up their bike
parking).
They are working on coming up with a new request for bike parking spaces, and once
we have that we can work with the GSW to figure out how to address on site. 
However, they want to talk about mode split and consistency with City goals, as well as
other surrounding infrastructure improvements.  I’m attaching their NOP letter which
provides additional information.
 
I think this meeting can be small – maybe just one or two additional people from MTA,
in addition to this group, if necessary.  Then if we need to expand once we
understanding all their issues, we can do so. 


Could folks please let me know who else from MTA should be involved and then I will
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send out a google meeting thing to find a time that works.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:01:50 PM


Thank you for keeping this moving.  I’ll make myself available.  Peter and Erin, is Mike Sallaberry the
right contact?


A
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Hey all – I am back to trying to set up a meeting with the Bike Coalition to address some questions
they have raised.  Specifically:
They are interested in chatting process and how SFBC can best work with the Warriors to help
adjust some of the mode share assumptions to more closely align w/City goals, while also providing
the requisite infrastructure (namely bumping up their bike parking).
They are working on coming up with a new request for bike parking spaces, and once we have that
we can work with the GSW to figure out how to address on site.  However, they want to talk about
mode split and consistency with City goals, as well as other surrounding infrastructure
improvements.  I’m attaching their NOP letter which provides additional information.
 
I think this meeting can be small – maybe just one or two additional people from MTA, in addition to
this group, if necessary.  Then if we need to expand once we understanding all their issues, we can
do so. 


Could folks please let me know who else from MTA should be involved and then I will send out a
google meeting thing to find a time that works.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Lee, Raymond C. (CII)
To: Nim, Ken
Cc: Majors, Marc (MYR); Morales, Lilli  (MYR); Wong, Joyce (MYR); Mulligan, Pat (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII);


Pash, Courtney (CII); Bridges, George (CII)
Subject: RE: Monthly Check for OCII Projects Outside of HPYS
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 10:54:57 AM


Ken,
 
Let’s meet 1/29 at 3 pm, that way we can provide everyone an update on our initial workforce
meeting with the Warriors (scheduled for 1/28).
 
In the meantime, are there issues or concerns that require Catherine’s or Courtney’s attention? 
Also, let me and George know if there are issues (especially with 72 Townsend or 1450 Franklin) that
require our action before our next meeting. Regarding City Plumbing and Johnstone Moyer, George
is following up with Elations but please let us know if there are other issues.
 
Thanks,
Ray
 


From: Nim, Ken 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 10:17 AM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (CII); Bridges, George (CII)
Cc: Majors, Marc (MYR); Morales, Lilli (MYR); Wong, Joyce (MYR); Mulligan, Pat (MYR); Reilly,
Catherine (CII); Pash, Courtney (CII)
Subject: Monthly Check for OCII Projects Outside of HPYS
 
Ray and George,
 
We don’t have a monthly check in scheduled for this month. Would you want to meet next Thursday
1/22 or 1/29 at 3pm? Joyce will help with coordinating.
 
Sincerely,


Ken Nim, Workforce Compliance Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development (OEWD), Workforce Division
City and County of San Francisco


1 South Van Ness, 5th Fl., San Francisco, CA 94103
415.701.4853 (DIRECT) 415.701.4848 (MAIN) 415.701.4894 (FAX)
ken.nim@sfgov.org (EMAIL) Visit us at:http://www.WorkforceDevelopmentSF.org


P please consider the environment prior to printing this email
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 7:22:37 AM


Does after 4:30 today work?
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 5:38 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I have the same constraint as Kate. Is there a different time that works for the EP team to get on the
phone Thursday or Friday?
Clarke
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:58 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris
(CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I am unavailable 12-4:30 tomorrow. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 14, 2015, at 3:28 PM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:


Is everyone available tomorrow at 3:30pm to discuss arrival distribution and the next
steps? If so, we will send out a conference call-in number for everyone to use.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke Miller; Mary
Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we discussed
yesterday. There are several tabs for various different downtown arenas, as well as a
summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of today’s
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internal meeting regarding next steps.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Kate Aufhauser; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 5:38:57 PM


I have the same constraint as Kate. Is there a different time that works for the EP team to get on the
phone Thursday or Friday?
Clarke
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:58 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris
(CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I am unavailable 12-4:30 tomorrow. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 14, 2015, at 3:28 PM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:


Is everyone available tomorrow at 3:30pm to discuss arrival distribution and the next
steps? If so, we will send out a conference call-in number for everyone to use.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke Miller; Mary
Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we discussed
yesterday. There are several tabs for various different downtown arenas, as well as a
summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of today’s
internal meeting regarding next steps.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Murphy, Mary G.; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:51:49 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I am in a meeting at 3.30 but can follow up with folks after.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
Date:01/14/2015 3:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Bollinger, Brett (CPC)" ,"Murphy, Mary G." ,Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Kern, Chris (CPC)"
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution


I will be briefing the Mayor tomorrow at 3:30 but will catch up with ESA and Planning beforehand.


Adam
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:35 PM
To: Murphy, Mary G.; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
30 minutes should be enough for the discussion.
 


From: Murphy, Mary G. [mailto:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:29 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I can do 3:30 to 4.  If we need more than 30 minutes, it would be better for me to start a little
earlier.  Thanks
 
Mary G. Murphy


GIBSON DUNN


Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP
555 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-0921
Tel +1 415.393.8257 • Fax +1 415.374.8480  
MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com • www.gibsondunn.com
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:28 PM
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To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary G.; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Is everyone available tomorrow at 3:30pm to discuss arrival distribution and the next steps? If so, we
will send out a conference call-in number for everyone to use.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we discussed yesterday. There
are several tabs for various different downtown arenas, as well as a summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of today’s internal meeting
regarding next steps.
 
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
 
 


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: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Murphy, Mary G.; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:36:03 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I will be briefing the Mayor tomorrow at 3:30 but will catch up with ESA and Planning beforehand.


Adam
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:35 PM
To: Murphy, Mary G.; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
30 minutes should be enough for the discussion.
 


From: Murphy, Mary G. [mailto:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:29 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I can do 3:30 to 4.  If we need more than 30 minutes, it would be better for me to start a little
earlier.  Thanks
 
Mary G. Murphy


GIBSON DUNN


Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP
555 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-0921
Tel +1 415.393.8257 • Fax +1 415.374.8480  
MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com • www.gibsondunn.com
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:28 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary G.; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Is everyone available tomorrow at 3:30pm to discuss arrival distribution and the next steps? If so, we
will send out a conference call-in number for everyone to use.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de
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Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we discussed yesterday. There
are several tabs for various different downtown arenas, as well as a summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of today’s internal meeting
regarding next steps.
 
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
 
 


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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Murphy, Mary G.; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:34:45 PM
Attachments: image001.png


30 minutes should be enough for the discussion.
 


From: Murphy, Mary G. [mailto:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:29 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I can do 3:30 to 4.  If we need more than 30 minutes, it would be better for me to start a little
earlier.  Thanks
 
Mary G. Murphy


GIBSON DUNN


Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP
555 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-0921
Tel +1 415.393.8257 • Fax +1 415.374.8480  
MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com • www.gibsondunn.com
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:28 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary G.; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Is everyone available tomorrow at 3:30pm to discuss arrival distribution and the next steps? If so, we
will send out a conference call-in number for everyone to use.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we discussed yesterday. There
are several tabs for various different downtown arenas, as well as a summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of today’s internal meeting
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regarding next steps.
 
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
 
 


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: Murphy, Mary G.
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:29:27 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I can do 3:30 to 4.  If we need more than 30 minutes, it would be better for me to start a little
earlier.  Thanks
 
Mary G. Murphy


GIBSON DUNN


Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP
555 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-0921
Tel +1 415.393.8257 • Fax +1 415.374.8480  
MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com • www.gibsondunn.com
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:28 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary G.; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Is everyone available tomorrow at 3:30pm to discuss arrival distribution and the next steps? If so, we
will send out a conference call-in number for everyone to use.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we discussed yesterday. There
are several tabs for various different downtown arenas, as well as a summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of today’s internal meeting
regarding next steps.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
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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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de


Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:28:18 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Is everyone available tomorrow at 3:30pm to discuss arrival distribution and the next steps? If so, we
will send out a conference call-in number for everyone to use.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we discussed yesterday. There
are several tabs for various different downtown arenas, as well as a summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of today’s internal meeting
regarding next steps.
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Murphy, Mary G.
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 9:37:00 AM


I am available after 5PM, but have to be off by 5.30.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 7:48 AM
To: Murphy, Mary G.
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)
Subject: Re: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Yes, free after 4:30. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 15, 2015, at 7:39 AM, Murphy, Mary G. <MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com> wrote:


I can do 5:15


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 15, 2015, at 7:22 AM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:


Does after 4:30 today work?
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 5:38 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris
(CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I have the same constraint as Kate. Is there a different time that works for the EP team
to get on the phone Thursday or Friday?
Clarke
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:58 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I am unavailable 12-4:30 tomorrow. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 14, 2015, at 3:28 PM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:


Is everyone available tomorrow at 3:30pm to discuss arrival distribution
and the next steps? If so, we will send out a conference call-in number
for everyone to use.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke
Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC);
Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we
discussed yesterday. There are several tabs for various different
downtown arenas, as well as a summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of
today’s internal meeting regarding next steps.
 
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
 
 


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
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immediately delete this message.








From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
To: Zhu, Karen (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: OCII billing
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 12:19:30 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Karen-
Before we send any billing reports to OCII that include billing for the Golden State Warriors Project,
we need to discuss it with Catherine Reilly, OCII staff on that project. 
When the billing reports are ready, please seek me out so we can look at them together and I can
provide additional guidance at that time.
 
Thank you.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


              
 


From: Torres, Rosa (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 3:48 PM
To: Zhu, Karen (CPC)
Subject: OCII billing
 
Hi Karen,
 


Do you have 2nd quarter billing for OCII, if so please send as soon as you can.
 
If you have any questions please let me know.
 
Rosa Torres
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure- Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment
Agency
One South Van Ness, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2469
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Felder, Alfonso; Gavin, John (MYR) (ECN); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); cmiller@stradasf.com;


Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Pre/Post Game/event logistics
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 4:36:02 PM


With schematic designs not yet ready for public consumption we may move up the event
coordination/quality of life conversation at the MBCAC to February so would love to see this
conversation move up the priority list. 
 
As I've told the Planning and OCII Commissions, the MBCAC and UCSF we would like to maintain full
operation of both AT&T and the new arena but not at the expense of neighborhood gridlock.  The
TMP describes transit service plans and public safety controls for small, medium and large events at
the arena and begins to describe mitigating conditions in the case when both venues have an event
on the same day.  I'm just concerned that absent some additional detail we'll fall behind community
concerns and have to publicly argue against more blunt restrictions.  In addition to those advance
planning and weekly coordination meetings described in the TMP, some ideas to consider include:
 
- staggered start times (ie, on days with a night game - first pitch at 7:05p or tipoff at 7:30 - a concert
at the neighboring venue cannot start before 8:30p),
- beyond a certain spectator threshold (say when there are more than 45k or 50k expected guests
simultaneously between the two venues) or in order to maintain a maximum auto mode share, the
venue with a non-NBA/MLB event must provide XX additional private or MB TMA shuttles or
additional PCOs/SFPD foot patrols to supplement existing service,
- creating a plan for local and event traffic during dual events using changeable message signs or
route protections/coordinated paths of travel that direct, say, north of channel traffic on designated
streets and south of channel traffic on others and/or protect side streets for local use,
- triggers for implementation of TDM measures such as parking pricing, garage fees, transit
incentives, etc. that encourage alternative modes and reduce congestion,
- You get the idea. 
 
Thanks, I look forward to seeing what you come up with.


Best,
 
Adam
-----Original Message-----
From: Felder, Alfonso [mailto:AFELDER@SFGIANTS.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 3:55 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR) (ECN)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Pre/Post Game/event logistics
 
John,
David and I did meet last week along with Kate from the Warriors to kick off our discussions.  I think
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we're making good progress towards establishing a structural framework for event management
between the venues. The next step is for us to dive into more details.  I probably makes sense for
the Giants and Warriors to meet together a couple of more times and for us to then come back to
you to review what we come up with.  Does that make sense?
Best,
Alfie
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR) (ECN) [mailto:john.gavin@sfgov.org]
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 11:59 AM
To: Felder, Alfonso
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Pre/Post Game/event logistics
 
Alfie,
 
Happy New Year.
 
I spoke with David Carlock early last week, and he mentioned the two of you were getting together
to discuss how event management between the Giants and Warriors might look.  Were you able to
meet?
 
As you know, coming up soon (likely in March), the MB CAC will have this very subject as an agenda
item.   A few members of the community have been eager to hear what the coordination will look
like.
 
Please let Adam and me know if you need any assistance on drafting this plan, or would like to set
up a meeting to discuss this further.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Gavin
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Felder, Alfonso; Gavin, John (MYR) (ECN); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); cmiller@stradasf.com;


Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Pre/Post Game/event logistics
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 4:36:03 PM


With schematic designs not yet ready for public consumption we may move up the event
coordination/quality of life conversation at the MBCAC to February so would love to see this
conversation move up the priority list. 
 
As I've told the Planning and OCII Commissions, the MBCAC and UCSF we would like to maintain full
operation of both AT&T and the new arena but not at the expense of neighborhood gridlock.  The
TMP describes transit service plans and public safety controls for small, medium and large events at
the arena and begins to describe mitigating conditions in the case when both venues have an event
on the same day.  I'm just concerned that absent some additional detail we'll fall behind community
concerns and have to publicly argue against more blunt restrictions.  In addition to those advance
planning and weekly coordination meetings described in the TMP, some ideas to consider include:
 
- staggered start times (ie, on days with a night game - first pitch at 7:05p or tipoff at 7:30 - a concert
at the neighboring venue cannot start before 8:30p),
- beyond a certain spectator threshold (say when there are more than 45k or 50k expected guests
simultaneously between the two venues) or in order to maintain a maximum auto mode share, the
venue with a non-NBA/MLB event must provide XX additional private or MB TMA shuttles or
additional PCOs/SFPD foot patrols to supplement existing service,
- creating a plan for local and event traffic during dual events using changeable message signs or
route protections/coordinated paths of travel that direct, say, north of channel traffic on designated
streets and south of channel traffic on others and/or protect side streets for local use,
- triggers for implementation of TDM measures such as parking pricing, garage fees, transit
incentives, etc. that encourage alternative modes and reduce congestion,
- You get the idea. 
 
Thanks, I look forward to seeing what you come up with.


Best,
 
Adam
-----Original Message-----
From: Felder, Alfonso [mailto:AFELDER@SFGIANTS.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 3:55 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR) (ECN)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Pre/Post Game/event logistics
 
John,
David and I did meet last week along with Kate from the Warriors to kick off our discussions.  I think
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we're making good progress towards establishing a structural framework for event management
between the venues. The next step is for us to dive into more details.  I probably makes sense for
the Giants and Warriors to meet together a couple of more times and for us to then come back to
you to review what we come up with.  Does that make sense?
Best,
Alfie
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR) (ECN) [mailto:john.gavin@sfgov.org]
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 11:59 AM
To: Felder, Alfonso
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Pre/Post Game/event logistics
 
Alfie,
 
Happy New Year.
 
I spoke with David Carlock early last week, and he mentioned the two of you were getting together
to discuss how event management between the Giants and Warriors might look.  Were you able to
meet?
 
As you know, coming up soon (likely in March), the MB CAC will have this very subject as an agenda
item.   A few members of the community have been eager to hear what the coordination will look
like.
 
Please let Adam and me know if you need any assistance on drafting this plan, or would like to set
up a meeting to discuss this further.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Gavin
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 1:12:41 PM
Attachments: image003.png


4164_001.pdf


Paul –
Please see the below, in answer to your third question.
 
From our structural engineers:
Essentially the soil-cement cut-off wall is part of the perimeter shoring and dewatering system for the
site that allows us to excavate the site and support that excavation during construction
 
From our contractor:
We are using a Cement Deep Soil Mixing (CDSM) wall as our soil-cement cut off wall. The CDSM wall
is created by using drilled hallow-stem shafts with a cutting tool and mixing paddles to mix
cementitious materials into the soil. H-Beams will be installed at an off-set designed by the
engineer. After beams are installed and the wall is cured, the soil-cement wall creates a barrier to
the surrounding horizontal groundwater flow. The wall will extend vertically into the bay mud or
bedrock depending on the thickness of bay mud where the wall will be installed. The bay mud soil
layer acts as secondary groundwater control (see attached image). The wall is about 30"-36" thick.
Estimated average depth of wall below:
 
South Street: avg. 35'
Terry Francois Blvd: avg. 37'
16th Street: avg. 54'
3rd Street: avg. 37'
 
Sketch attached.
 
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: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:44 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.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



















Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
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.
 


·         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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Paul Mitchell"
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 11:52:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks for highlighting in your email there was something for me to review.  Since I’m running so
behind on emails, any tickler like that you can provide to draw my attention to when I need to do
something will be greatly appreciated!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 11:47 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
Catherine, thanks for the quick response on this issue.
 
-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 10:55 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
Heights should be shown based on the Design for Development method of determining heights, as
Paul quotes below.  To not follow that definition would be inconsistent with the Design for
Development and would require an amendment.  We would need to see if the datum method
resulted in buildings being over 160 feet when compared to the DforD method.  If so, then we
would need to talk to legal counsel about whether or not that created a conflict with the
Redevelopment Plan, which has a 160-foot maximum height.  We would also need to be able to
explain to the community the rationale for this project using a different method of measuring
(especially if it resulted in taller buildings) than every other building in Mission Bay.
 
So, a short answer is that the simplest thing is to use the DforD height calculation.  If an alternative
method is still desired, we need to have a meeting to look at the implications (ie, diagrams
comparing the actual height of buildings using the different methodologies).
 
Please let me know if there is anything else being done that is not consistent with the DforD (other



mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org











than the table that was included in the Major Phase) so we can have a discussion.  Also, please let
me know if the Major Phase heights were determined per the DforD or an alternative method.
 
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: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 5:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Importance: High
 
Catherine:
 
Please see the sponsor’s response in red, under No. 1, below, regarding their preferred method for
presentation of building heights in the SEIR.  I have flagged this as high importance since we will
need consensus from OCII that it is ok regarding their proposed method.   FYI, in the Initial Study, it
was made clear in the figures, text and tables that (unless otherwise noted) building heights in that
document were being presented in relation to the SF datum.   ESA does not have a strong opinion
one way or the other regarding the proposed method for presentation of building heights, as long as
we are clear and consistent in the SEIR. 
 
Would you please provide either follow up with the sponsor directly to discuss this specific issue
further, or provide your final direction.  Since many graphics, tables and text in the SEIR will need to
be prepared and be consistent, this should be decided as soon as possible. Thanks very much, and
please follow up with me should you have any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 5:29 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
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Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
Paul –
Please find answers below in bold.
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: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:44 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
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
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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.


 
We have been using SF City Datum for three primary reasons:
1)       It matches the proposed future elevation of TFB
2)       Its neat relationship to the Mission Bay datum has been helpful to our Civil and


Geotech engineers.
3)       Determining elevation values at the Piers, which was also a sloped site, proved


complex and confusing for the CEQA and design teams (I recall we required several
meetings, and a few weeks, to resolve). We’d prefer to avoid a switch now that could
produce the same issues.
 


If Catherine does not object, it is our preference to stick with measurements from the SF
Datum. If that suits, it would require no changes to tables/figures/text/graphics.  
 


·         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 [yes, correct]. 


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? I conferred with our design team on this. GSW and OCII have not yet begun
discussions about building façade materials, signage, or lighting, so we have no further
detail to provide at this time.


·         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. I have reached out to our engineers for detail and
will forward the reply when available.


 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Paul Mitchell"
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 11:52:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks for highlighting in your email there was something for me to review.  Since I’m running so
behind on emails, any tickler like that you can provide to draw my attention to when I need to do
something will be greatly appreciated!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 11:47 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
Catherine, thanks for the quick response on this issue.
 
-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 10:55 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
Heights should be shown based on the Design for Development method of determining heights, as
Paul quotes below.  To not follow that definition would be inconsistent with the Design for
Development and would require an amendment.  We would need to see if the datum method
resulted in buildings being over 160 feet when compared to the DforD method.  If so, then we
would need to talk to legal counsel about whether or not that created a conflict with the
Redevelopment Plan, which has a 160-foot maximum height.  We would also need to be able to
explain to the community the rationale for this project using a different method of measuring
(especially if it resulted in taller buildings) than every other building in Mission Bay.
 
So, a short answer is that the simplest thing is to use the DforD height calculation.  If an alternative
method is still desired, we need to have a meeting to look at the implications (ie, diagrams
comparing the actual height of buildings using the different methodologies).
 
Please let me know if there is anything else being done that is not consistent with the DforD (other
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than the table that was included in the Major Phase) so we can have a discussion.  Also, please let
me know if the Major Phase heights were determined per the DforD or an alternative method.
 
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: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 5:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Importance: High
 
Catherine:
 
Please see the sponsor’s response in red, under No. 1, below, regarding their preferred method for
presentation of building heights in the SEIR.  I have flagged this as high importance since we will
need consensus from OCII that it is ok regarding their proposed method.   FYI, in the Initial Study, it
was made clear in the figures, text and tables that (unless otherwise noted) building heights in that
document were being presented in relation to the SF datum.   ESA does not have a strong opinion
one way or the other regarding the proposed method for presentation of building heights, as long as
we are clear and consistent in the SEIR. 
 
Would you please provide either follow up with the sponsor directly to discuss this specific issue
further, or provide your final direction.  Since many graphics, tables and text in the SEIR will need to
be prepared and be consistent, this should be decided as soon as possible. Thanks very much, and
please follow up with me should you have any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 5:29 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
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Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
Paul –
Please find answers below in bold.
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: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:44 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
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
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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.


 
We have been using SF City Datum for three primary reasons:
1)       It matches the proposed future elevation of TFB
2)       Its neat relationship to the Mission Bay datum has been helpful to our Civil and


Geotech engineers.
3)       Determining elevation values at the Piers, which was also a sloped site, proved


complex and confusing for the CEQA and design teams (I recall we required several
meetings, and a few weeks, to resolve). We’d prefer to avoid a switch now that could
produce the same issues.
 


If Catherine does not object, it is our preference to stick with measurements from the SF
Datum. If that suits, it would require no changes to tables/figures/text/graphics.  
 


·         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 [yes, correct]. 


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? I conferred with our design team on this. GSW and OCII have not yet begun
discussions about building façade materials, signage, or lighting, so we have no further
detail to provide at this time.


·         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. I have reached out to our engineers for detail and
will forward the reply when available.


 
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: Paul Mitchell
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 11:47:12 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Catherine, thanks for the quick response on this issue.
 
-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 10:55 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
Heights should be shown based on the Design for Development method of determining heights, as
Paul quotes below.  To not follow that definition would be inconsistent with the Design for
Development and would require an amendment.  We would need to see if the datum method
resulted in buildings being over 160 feet when compared to the DforD method.  If so, then we
would need to talk to legal counsel about whether or not that created a conflict with the
Redevelopment Plan, which has a 160-foot maximum height.  We would also need to be able to
explain to the community the rationale for this project using a different method of measuring
(especially if it resulted in taller buildings) than every other building in Mission Bay.
 
So, a short answer is that the simplest thing is to use the DforD height calculation.  If an alternative
method is still desired, we need to have a meeting to look at the implications (ie, diagrams
comparing the actual height of buildings using the different methodologies).
 
Please let me know if there is anything else being done that is not consistent with the DforD (other
than the table that was included in the Major Phase) so we can have a discussion.  Also, please let
me know if the Major Phase heights were determined per the DforD or an alternative method.
 
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: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 5:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
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Subject: FW: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Importance: High
 
Catherine:
 
Please see the sponsor’s response in red, under No. 1, below, regarding their preferred method for
presentation of building heights in the SEIR.  I have flagged this as high importance since we will
need consensus from OCII that it is ok regarding their proposed method.   FYI, in the Initial Study, it
was made clear in the figures, text and tables that (unless otherwise noted) building heights in that
document were being presented in relation to the SF datum.   ESA does not have a strong opinion
one way or the other regarding the proposed method for presentation of building heights, as long as
we are clear and consistent in the SEIR. 
 
Would you please provide either follow up with the sponsor directly to discuss this specific issue
further, or provide your final direction.  Since many graphics, tables and text in the SEIR will need to
be prepared and be consistent, this should be decided as soon as possible. Thanks very much, and
please follow up with me should you have any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 5:29 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
Paul –
Please find answers below in bold.
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: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:44 PM
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To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
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.


 
We have been using SF City Datum for three primary reasons:







1)       It matches the proposed future elevation of TFB
2)       Its neat relationship to the Mission Bay datum has been helpful to our Civil and


Geotech engineers.
3)       Determining elevation values at the Piers, which was also a sloped site, proved


complex and confusing for the CEQA and design teams (I recall we required several
meetings, and a few weeks, to resolve). We’d prefer to avoid a switch now that could
produce the same issues.
 


If Catherine does not object, it is our preference to stick with measurements from the SF
Datum. If that suits, it would require no changes to tables/figures/text/graphics.  
 


·         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 [yes, correct]. 


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? I conferred with our design team on this. GSW and OCII have not yet begun
discussions about building façade materials, signage, or lighting, so we have no further
detail to provide at this time.


·         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. I have reached out to our engineers for detail and
will forward the reply when available.


 
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: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 5:29:43 PM
Attachments: image003.png


Paul –
Please find answers below in bold.
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: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:44 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
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:.
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“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.


 
We have been using SF City Datum for three primary reasons:
1)       It matches the proposed future elevation of TFB
2)       Its neat relationship to the Mission Bay datum has been helpful to our Civil and


Geotech engineers.
3)       Determining elevation values at the Piers, which was also a sloped site, proved


complex and confusing for the CEQA and design teams (I recall we required several
meetings, and a few weeks, to resolve). We’d prefer to avoid a switch now that could
produce the same issues.
 


If Catherine does not object, it is our preference to stick with measurements from the SF
Datum. If that suits, it would require no changes to tables/figures/text/graphics.  
 


·         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 [yes, correct]. 


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? I conferred with our design team on this. GSW and OCII have not yet begun
discussions about building façade materials, signage, or lighting, so we have no further
detail to provide at this time.







·         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. I have reached out to our engineers for detail and
will forward the reply when available.


 
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: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 1:12:43 PM
Attachments: image003.png


4164_001.pdf


Paul –
Please see the below, in answer to your third question.
 
From our structural engineers:
Essentially the soil-cement cut-off wall is part of the perimeter shoring and dewatering system for the
site that allows us to excavate the site and support that excavation during construction
 
From our contractor:
We are using a Cement Deep Soil Mixing (CDSM) wall as our soil-cement cut off wall. The CDSM wall
is created by using drilled hallow-stem shafts with a cutting tool and mixing paddles to mix
cementitious materials into the soil. H-Beams will be installed at an off-set designed by the
engineer. After beams are installed and the wall is cured, the soil-cement wall creates a barrier to
the surrounding horizontal groundwater flow. The wall will extend vertically into the bay mud or
bedrock depending on the thickness of bay mud where the wall will be installed. The bay mud soil
layer acts as secondary groundwater control (see attached image). The wall is about 30"-36" thick.
Estimated average depth of wall below:
 
South Street: avg. 35'
Terry Francois Blvd: avg. 37'
16th Street: avg. 54'
3rd Street: avg. 37'
 
Sketch attached.
 
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: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:44 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
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Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
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.
 


·         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: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 5:29:42 PM
Attachments: image003.png


Paul –
Please find answers below in bold.
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: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:44 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
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:.
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“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.


 
We have been using SF City Datum for three primary reasons:
1)       It matches the proposed future elevation of TFB
2)       Its neat relationship to the Mission Bay datum has been helpful to our Civil and


Geotech engineers.
3)       Determining elevation values at the Piers, which was also a sloped site, proved


complex and confusing for the CEQA and design teams (I recall we required several
meetings, and a few weeks, to resolve). We’d prefer to avoid a switch now that could
produce the same issues.
 


If Catherine does not object, it is our preference to stick with measurements from the SF
Datum. If that suits, it would require no changes to tables/figures/text/graphics.  
 


·         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 [yes, correct]. 


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? I conferred with our design team on this. GSW and OCII have not yet begun
discussions about building façade materials, signage, or lighting, so we have no further
detail to provide at this time.







·         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. I have reached out to our engineers for detail and
will forward the reply when available.


 
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: Veneracion, April (BOS)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Links to GSW"s Major Phase
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 2:19:06 PM


Hi Catherine,
Thanks for sending this. Do you have a project timeline or development milestones schedule? I want
to get a better understanding of the various approvals needed for the project from Planning, OCII or
the Board.
Thank you very much!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2014 8:50 AM
Subject: Links to GSW's Major Phase
 
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/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 3:40:00 PM


The only time I have available this week is tomorrow morning before 12.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Hussain, Lila (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 3:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
 
See Pedro’s availability below…let me know and I will set it up. 
 


From: Arce, Pedro (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 2:53 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
 
Lilita: I have a meeting scheduled for 9.30 AM (GSW) and another at 3.30 PM for Uber alles. If you
can fit the site visit between 10.30 AM and 3.00 PM, with lunch and drinks included, I’ll be very
happy.
 


From: Hussain, Lila (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 2:48 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
 
Can you give me a date that works for both of you?  How about this Thursday morning 9:00am?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 1:39 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: Fwd: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
 
I would like us to go out and meet on site for this. I think we need to see it in person and can
talk thru some of the other concerns with the installed stuff. Thoughts?
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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-------- Original message --------
From: "Stewart, Luke"
Date:01/13/2015 11:59 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Hussain, Lila (CII)" ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Arce, Pedro (CII)"
Cc: "Oberrich, Glenele" ,'Steve Schram' ,David Cantor ,"Orozco, Vanessa"
Subject: FW: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
 
Hi all – A question came up in the field last week during a preliminary punch walk that Alta would
like your input on. 
 
Neil from the Willow Farm has proposed deleting the connective willow fencing between the arches
– apparently for aesthetic reasons, and also to allow for more circulation around the arches?   If
fence were to be deleted, contractor would just grind down metal fence post to be flush with the
pavement.   See correspondence below and attached for more details.
 
Is this something you’d like the construction team to pursue, or do you want to keep the fencing as
designed?
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Vanessa Orozco [mailto:vorozco@altaengineeringgroup.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 10:48 AM
To: David Cantor; Stewart, Luke
Cc: Oberrich, Glenele; 'Steve Schram'
Subject: FW: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
 
Dave & Luke
 
During our preliminary punchlist walk last week on 1/7/15, Neil from the Willow Farm proposed
deleting the Willow Fences  that connect the willow arches.  The willow fences have not been
fabricated.  He is proposing this because he believes that given the current configuration of the
willow arches,  it would be more aesthetically pleasing if no fences were installed.  In addition,
deleting the  fences would allow for greater accessibility around the arches.  Keith from RHAA was in
agreement with the change and has submitted the attached correspondence. In addition, Rhaa has
asked that if the panels are removed, they would like to see the Willow Fence post cut flush to the
resin pavement.
 
On the attached sketch, I have bubbled in green the fence panels Neil/Rhaa are proposing to delete. 
Areas in yellow mark the location of the currently installed arches. Alta has not yet provided
direction to the contractor with regards to this request.  I am forwarding this request to you for your
review since this may be a situation where OCII would like to have some input.
 
Please let me know how you would like us to proceed and if you have any questions, please let me
know. Thanks.
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Vanessa Orozco
Alta Engineering Group, Inc.
410 China Basin Street
San Francisco, CA 94158
vorozco@altaengineeringgroup.com
415.355.6633 (office)
510.333.9249 (cell)
 
 


From: Keith Sattler [mailto:Keith.Sattler@rhaa.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 4:35 PM
To: vorozco@altaengineeringgroup.com
Subject: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
 
Hi Vanessa,
 
Please see the attached letter that states RHAA and Neil recommend not installing the fence panels.
Let me know if you need anything else.
 
Regards,
 
Keith Sattler, ASLA


rhaa
ROYSTON HANAMOTO ALLEY & ABEY
225 Miller Ave, Mill Valley, CA  94941
415.383.7900 |  www.rhaa.com



mailto:vramirez@altaengineeringgroup.com

mailto:Keith.Sattler@rhaa.com

mailto:vorozco@altaengineeringgroup.com

file:////c/www.rhaa.com





 
Connect with us. Facebook / LinkedIn / Twitter
 



http://www.facebook.com/pages/Royston-Hanamoto-Alley-Abey/121989107814817?ref=hl

http://www.linkedin.com/company/2261247?goback=%2Efcs_GLHD_rhaa_false_*2_*2_*2_*2_*2_*2_*2_*2_*2_*2_*2_*2&trk=ncsrch_hits

https://twitter.com/RHAAtweets






From: Webster, Leslie
To: Ed Boscacci; 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: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 8:48:37 AM


Ed,
 
Thanks for the clarification on dewatering. Do you have an anticipated date for when the
dewatering below will occur?
Also, eventually the project will need to discuss your construction site discharge permit with Tomio
Takeshita: ttakeshita@sfwater.org, (415) 695-7369. http://sfwater.org/index.aspx?page=498
 
Best,
Leslie
 
 


From: Ed Boscacci [mailto:EBOSCACCI@BKF.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:45 PM
To: Webster, Leslie; Tran, Michael; Jacob Nguyen; 'Kate Aufhauser'; Aldhafari, Bassam;
CMiller@stradasf.com
Cc: Lee, Wallis; Dhapa, Iqbalbhai; Wong, Manfred; Regler, Lori; Jurosek, Marla; Reilly, Catherine;
Shrestha, Bimayendra; 'Dorinda Shipman'; Sravan Paladugu
Subject: RE: Golden State Warriors - Technical Meeting for Sanitary Sewer Estimates Followup
 
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.
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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.
 
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
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Schedule
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 4:04:02 PM


Sorry. I am stuck im a meeting all afternoon. If i get out early i will call in.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Bollinger, Brett (CPC)"
Date:01/14/2015 3:54 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: FW: GSW Schedule


Per my voicemail to you. Feel free to join the internal discussion at 4:15 today. Call-in number is in
the email below.
 
From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:47 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Carey
Cc: Brian Boxer; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Schedule
 
Sorry, in my haste to send the invite out, I had the time wrong:  4:15 it is
 
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:44 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Carey
Cc: Brian Boxer; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Schedule
 
EP will be ready at 4:15 to discuss. Viktoriya has a meeting that ends at 4:15. Thanks.
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:42 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Jonathan Carey
Cc: Brian Boxer
Subject: GSW Schedule
When: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 4:00 PM-4:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: Conference Call
 
 
 
Please use the following call-in details:


        Call-in #                 1-855-339-3724
        Conference ID#                1047
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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


 
 
 



mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com






From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Clarke Miller; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW Transpo section reviews in February
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 12:46:35 PM


That was dependent on the analysis being ready by mid-February. I left a message for Luba to
discuss the timing of the trans admin draft and when it will be available. We will need time in-
between the distribution of the section and the meeting to give other agencies, especially MTA, the
time to review before the meeting. I will coordinate with Luba/Jose and ESA to schedule the
meeting at the appropriate time and day.
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 12:37 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW Transpo section reviews in February
 
Brett, Viktoriya,
 
I’m following up on my comment at the end of last week’s CEQA meeting to go ahead and schedule
now the review of the Transportation AdDraft in mid-February with appropriate City departments
and GSW/Strada. Can you provide an update?
 
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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: José I. Farrán; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);


"Clarke Miller"; "Kate Aufhauser"; "Mary Murphy"
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; "Paul Mitchell"; Brian Boxer; "Joyce"
Subject: RE: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:01:22 PM


Thanks for the thorough explanation of the two options for arrival distribution. EP agrees with the
consultant that Option 2 would be the most conservative option and agree that Option 2 arrival
distribution numbers should be used in the transportation analysis. Feel free to contact me with any
additional questions.
 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:57 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); 'Clarke Miller'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; 'Mary Murphy'
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; 'Paul Mitchell'; Brian Boxer; 'Joyce'
Subject: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
 
All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that summarizes on one
page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided us very detailed arrival distribution
data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to establish the number of game attendees that
could arrive during the peak hour of the typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and
explanation below about how that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the
proposed GSW project in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent, which is in line
with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays Arena) shows a higher
percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in 2014-15, most likely due to the
retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and entertainment uses next
to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there would be more earlier arrivals at the
new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle Arena, where there are no other adjacent
commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the
Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5% arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the
Oracle Arena distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to 4% during the
next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are shown in the last two
columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the remaining 95% of the
arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are subtracted from those shown for
the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle Arena, with all the other periods remaining
unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand, assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be
distributed in a similar way as those at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has
been subtracted proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
 
Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my preference
would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger methodologically speaking,
and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs
64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation analysis would therefore be more conservative if we
used Option 2.
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I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue before the
start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the arrival function for all periods
considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all
venues except Sacramento, and which is also close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21
min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train Arena (known
before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the arrival data was collected at
that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles,
which would add 5 to 10 minutes for patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual
average arrival time at the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
 
For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average arrival time
before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a weekday evening game and 37
minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB arena, we
would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would arrive at the site during the
peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena, resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes
earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes) at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a different method
should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by Monday at noon in order to
maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the departure time
distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I believe that the departure times
would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer
attendees than currently assumed would be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour
following the end of the game (the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions
would represent a more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: José I. Farrán
To: "Clarke Miller"
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR); "Kate Aufhauser"; "Mary Murphy"; "Luba C. Wyznyckyj"; "Paul Mitchell"; "Brian Boxer"; "Joyce"
Subject: RE: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Sunday, January 18, 2015 6:00:49 PM


Thanks Clarke.
 
_______________________________________________________
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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 18, 2015 3:58 PM
To: José I. Farrán 
Cc: Viktoriya Wise; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Chris Kern; Van de Water, Adam;
Kate Aufhauser; Mary Murphy; Luba C. Wyznyckyj; Paul Mitchell; Brian Boxer; Joyce
Subject: Re: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
 
Jose,
Thanks for the quick analysis and careful explanation. The GSW team is in agreement with your
recommendations of Option 2 for arrivals and using the Oracle departure distribution. 
Thanks,
Clarke 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 16, 2015, at 4:57 PM, José I. Farrán <jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com> wrote:


All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that
summarizes on one page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided
us very detailed arrival distribution data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to
establish the number of game attendees that could arrive during the peak hour of the
typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and explanation below about how
that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the proposed GSW project
in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent,
which is in line with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays
Arena) shows a higher percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in
2014-15, most likely due to the retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
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The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and
entertainment uses next to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there
would be more earlier arrivals at the new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle
Arena, where there are no other adjacent commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact
number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5%
arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the Oracle Arena
distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to
4% during the next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are
shown in the last two columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the
remaining 95% of the arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are
subtracted from those shown for the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle
Arena, with all the other periods remaining unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand,
assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be distributed in a similar way as those
at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has been subtracted
proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
 
Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my
preference would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger
methodologically speaking, and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the
next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs 64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation
analysis would therefore be more conservative if we used Option 2.
 
I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue
before the start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the
arrival function for all periods considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the
earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all venues except Sacramento, and which is also
close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21 min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train
Arena (known before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the
arrival data was collected at that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot
entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles, which would add 5 to 10 minutes for
patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual average arrival time at
the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
 
For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average
arrival time before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a
weekday evening game and 37 minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB
arena, we would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would
arrive at the site during the peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena,
resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes)
at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a
different method should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by
Monday at noon in order to maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the
departure time distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I
believe that the departure times would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding
uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer attendees than currently assumed would
be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour following the end of the game







(the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions would represent a
more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: José I. Farrán; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);


"Clarke Miller"; "Kate Aufhauser"; "Mary Murphy"
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; "Paul Mitchell"; Brian Boxer; "Joyce"
Subject: RE: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:01:22 PM


Thanks for the thorough explanation of the two options for arrival distribution. EP agrees with the
consultant that Option 2 would be the most conservative option and agree that Option 2 arrival
distribution numbers should be used in the transportation analysis. Feel free to contact me with any
additional questions.
 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:57 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); 'Clarke Miller'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; 'Mary Murphy'
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; 'Paul Mitchell'; Brian Boxer; 'Joyce'
Subject: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
 
All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that summarizes on one
page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided us very detailed arrival distribution
data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to establish the number of game attendees that
could arrive during the peak hour of the typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and
explanation below about how that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the
proposed GSW project in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent, which is in line
with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays Arena) shows a higher
percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in 2014-15, most likely due to the
retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and entertainment uses next
to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there would be more earlier arrivals at the
new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle Arena, where there are no other adjacent
commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the
Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5% arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the
Oracle Arena distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to 4% during the
next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are shown in the last two
columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the remaining 95% of the
arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are subtracted from those shown for
the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle Arena, with all the other periods remaining
unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand, assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be
distributed in a similar way as those at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has
been subtracted proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
 
Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my preference
would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger methodologically speaking,
and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs
64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation analysis would therefore be more conservative if we
used Option 2.
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I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue before the
start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the arrival function for all periods
considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all
venues except Sacramento, and which is also close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21
min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train Arena (known
before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the arrival data was collected at
that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles,
which would add 5 to 10 minutes for patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual
average arrival time at the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
 
For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average arrival time
before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a weekday evening game and 37
minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB arena, we
would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would arrive at the site during the
peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena, resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes
earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes) at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a different method
should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by Monday at noon in order to
maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the departure time
distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I believe that the departure times
would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer
attendees than currently assumed would be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour
following the end of the game (the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions
would represent a more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: José I. Farrán; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);


"Clarke Miller"; "Kate Aufhauser"; "Mary Murphy"
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; "Paul Mitchell"; Brian Boxer; "Joyce"
Subject: RE: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:01:24 PM


Thanks for the thorough explanation of the two options for arrival distribution. EP agrees with the
consultant that Option 2 would be the most conservative option and agree that Option 2 arrival
distribution numbers should be used in the transportation analysis. Feel free to contact me with any
additional questions.
 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:57 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); 'Clarke Miller'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; 'Mary Murphy'
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; 'Paul Mitchell'; Brian Boxer; 'Joyce'
Subject: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
 
All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that summarizes on one
page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided us very detailed arrival distribution
data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to establish the number of game attendees that
could arrive during the peak hour of the typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and
explanation below about how that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the
proposed GSW project in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent, which is in line
with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays Arena) shows a higher
percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in 2014-15, most likely due to the
retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and entertainment uses next
to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there would be more earlier arrivals at the
new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle Arena, where there are no other adjacent
commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the
Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5% arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the
Oracle Arena distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to 4% during the
next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are shown in the last two
columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the remaining 95% of the
arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are subtracted from those shown for
the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle Arena, with all the other periods remaining
unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand, assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be
distributed in a similar way as those at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has
been subtracted proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
 
Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my preference
would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger methodologically speaking,
and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs
64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation analysis would therefore be more conservative if we
used Option 2.
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I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue before the
start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the arrival function for all periods
considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all
venues except Sacramento, and which is also close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21
min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train Arena (known
before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the arrival data was collected at
that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles,
which would add 5 to 10 minutes for patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual
average arrival time at the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
 
For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average arrival time
before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a weekday evening game and 37
minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB arena, we
would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would arrive at the site during the
peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena, resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes
earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes) at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a different method
should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by Monday at noon in order to
maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the departure time
distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I believe that the departure times
would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer
attendees than currently assumed would be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour
following the end of the game (the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions
would represent a more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: José I. Farrán
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR); "Clarke Miller"; "Kate Aufhauser"; "Mary Murphy"
Cc: "Luba C. Wyznyckyj "; "Paul Mitchell"; "Brian Boxer"; "Joyce"
Subject: RE: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:03:41 PM


Thanks Brett.
 
_______________________________________________________
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 20, 2015 4:01 PM
To: José I. Farrán; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); 'Clarke Miller'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; 'Mary Murphy'
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; 'Paul Mitchell'; Brian Boxer; 'Joyce'
Subject: RE: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
 
Thanks for the thorough explanation of the two options for arrival distribution. EP agrees with the
consultant that Option 2 would be the most conservative option and agree that Option 2 arrival
distribution numbers should be used in the transportation analysis. Feel free to contact me with any
additional questions.
 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:57 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); 'Clarke Miller'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; 'Mary Murphy'
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; 'Paul Mitchell'; Brian Boxer; 'Joyce'
Subject: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
 
All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that summarizes on one
page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided us very detailed arrival distribution
data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to establish the number of game attendees that
could arrive during the peak hour of the typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and
explanation below about how that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the
proposed GSW project in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent, which is in line
with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays Arena) shows a higher
percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in 2014-15, most likely due to the
retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and entertainment uses next
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to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there would be more earlier arrivals at the
new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle Arena, where there are no other adjacent
commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the
Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5% arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the
Oracle Arena distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to 4% during the
next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are shown in the last two
columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the remaining 95% of the
arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are subtracted from those shown for
the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle Arena, with all the other periods remaining
unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand, assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be
distributed in a similar way as those at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has
been subtracted proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
 
Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my preference
would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger methodologically speaking,
and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs
64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation analysis would therefore be more conservative if we
used Option 2.
 
I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue before the
start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the arrival function for all periods
considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all
venues except Sacramento, and which is also close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21
min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train Arena (known
before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the arrival data was collected at
that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles,
which would add 5 to 10 minutes for patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual
average arrival time at the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
 
For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average arrival time
before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a weekday evening game and 37
minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB arena, we
would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would arrive at the site during the
peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena, resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes
earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes) at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a different method
should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by Monday at noon in order to
maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the departure time
distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I believe that the departure times
would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer
attendees than currently assumed would be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour
following the end of the game (the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions
would represent a more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: Moy, Barbara
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW - City Support -Public Works
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 1:20:00 PM


Thanks, Barbara.  I have cc-ed Adam to see if he knows if Ken has had a chance to talk with Strada. 
Please go careful on nudging GSW too much, since they are waiting for the City to talk to them about
this vs. it being in their court (baring any additional conversations that Adam is aware of).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:50 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: GSW - City Support -Public Works
 
Tap tap tap..no word from Ken….
 
had to speak with Molly from GSW today  to give it a nudge from her side.. she should that Clark
from Strada could give me some background.  She suggested that we keep track of our time on this
and I told her I would do so.  I told her this was a very soft nudge and of course we would cooperate
and continue to work on this but we did need to solve in the near future.  I will have that same
discussion with Clark..  and left word with Clark from Strada to give me a ring.
 
thanks 
 
 
 
 
 


 
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
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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
 
 
 
 
 
 


 
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: Paul Mitchell
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Carey; Joyce; Brian Boxer; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose


I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - schedule
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:19:12 AM
Attachments: image008.png
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Viktoriya:    Yes,  ESA will still be able to still deliver the publication of the DEIR on 5/27. 
 
Chris:  When you have a chance, perhaps we can talk about certain other changes that will
be needed to the schedule, like modified dates for the work sessions to review and
consolidate comments.  Following that, we can update the MS project schedule accordingly. 
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 10:23 AM
To: Joyce; Paul Mitchell; Brian Boxer; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose I. Farran
(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: GSW - schedule
Importance: High
 
Good Morning-
 
Per discussions over the course of the last few days:


·         we need to do additional transportation analysis which requires
additional time


·         we have to keep the publication date of the draft SEIR the same
·         to do that, staff will need to review the SEIR Admin Draft 1 and the


Transportation SEIR Admin Draft 1, lines 28 and 30 on the
schedule, respectively, faster than originally planned.  Please advise
ASAP if you have concerns about meeting a more accelerated
deadline.


·         EP will need additional transportation staff to help with the review
– this staff likely has to come from MTA (or possibly a consultant)
as we have no additional resources to devote to this.  


 
The change in temporal distribution analysis has implications for the
schedule of approximately 10 days.  In light of this and considering that
we also need to add another 2 weeks to the schedule to address the
qualitative discussion of impacts without implementation of the Transit
Service Plan, we are proposing to adjust the schedule as follows:
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·         EP staff will return comments on SEIR admin Draft 1 to consultants


on Monday, 3/2 (line 28) 
·         Consultant will submit Transportation SEIR Admin Draft 1 on Wed,


2/25 (line 29).  This deliverable will include the totality of the
transportation analysis, including qualitative discussion of impacts
without implementation of the Transit Service Plan. 


·         EP staff will return comments on Transportation SEIR Admin Draft 1
on Monday, 3/23 (line 30)


 
Given these new time frames, is ESA able to still deliver the publication of
the DEIR on 5/27?  These changes, for example, affect how long ESA has
to incorporate the transportation section into the second administrative
draft of the SEIR. 
 
Are there other suggestions to keep the DEIR publication date the same?
 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Carey; Joyce; Brian Boxer; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose


I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - schedule
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:19:12 AM
Attachments: image008.png
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Viktoriya:    Yes,  ESA will still be able to still deliver the publication of the DEIR on 5/27. 
 
Chris:  When you have a chance, perhaps we can talk about certain other changes that will
be needed to the schedule, like modified dates for the work sessions to review and
consolidate comments.  Following that, we can update the MS project schedule accordingly. 
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 10:23 AM
To: Joyce; Paul Mitchell; Brian Boxer; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose I. Farran
(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: GSW - schedule
Importance: High
 
Good Morning-
 
Per discussions over the course of the last few days:


·         we need to do additional transportation analysis which requires
additional time


·         we have to keep the publication date of the draft SEIR the same
·         to do that, staff will need to review the SEIR Admin Draft 1 and the


Transportation SEIR Admin Draft 1, lines 28 and 30 on the
schedule, respectively, faster than originally planned.  Please advise
ASAP if you have concerns about meeting a more accelerated
deadline.


·         EP will need additional transportation staff to help with the review
– this staff likely has to come from MTA (or possibly a consultant)
as we have no additional resources to devote to this.  


 
The change in temporal distribution analysis has implications for the
schedule of approximately 10 days.  In light of this and considering that
we also need to add another 2 weeks to the schedule to address the
qualitative discussion of impacts without implementation of the Transit
Service Plan, we are proposing to adjust the schedule as follows:
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·         EP staff will return comments on SEIR admin Draft 1 to consultants


on Monday, 3/2 (line 28) 
·         Consultant will submit Transportation SEIR Admin Draft 1 on Wed,


2/25 (line 29).  This deliverable will include the totality of the
transportation analysis, including qualitative discussion of impacts
without implementation of the Transit Service Plan. 


·         EP staff will return comments on Transportation SEIR Admin Draft 1
on Monday, 3/23 (line 30)


 
Given these new time frames, is ESA able to still deliver the publication of
the DEIR on 5/27?  These changes, for example, affect how long ESA has
to incorporate the transportation section into the second administrative
draft of the SEIR. 
 
Are there other suggestions to keep the DEIR publication date the same?
 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Review
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 7:08:24 PM


They ended up cancelling it. So no worries! 


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Albert, Peter"
Date:01/14/2015 6:18 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,Molly Hayes ,"Van de Water, Adam
(MYR)" ,Beau Beashore ,"Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" ,Jesse Blout ,"Winslow, David
(CPC)" ,"Arce, Pedro (CII)" ,Mark Linenberger ,Kate Aufhauser ,"Miller, Erin (MTA)"
,Clarke Miller ,Leah DiCarlo ,Keith Robinson ,David Carlock ,William Hon
Subject: RE: GSW Design Review


I regret I can’t make this – but I don’t think transportation isn’t key.
 
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, January 14, 2015 11:06 AM
To: David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam; Beau Beashore; Switzky, Joshua; Jesse Blout;
Winslow, David; Arce, Pedro; Albert, Peter; Mark Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin; Clarke Miller;
Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David Carlock; William Hon
Subject: RE: GSW Design Review
 
Please let me know if anyone will be coming to OCII for this meeting (vs. using the Go-To meeting),
so that I can set something up.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
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From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 2:58 PM
To: David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Beau Beashore; Switzky, Joshua (CPC);
Jesse Blout; Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Arce, Pedro (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Mark
Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin (MTA); Clarke Miller; Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David
Carlock; William Hon
Subject: GSW Design Review
When: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:30 AM-12:30 PM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US & Canada).
Where: via GoTo
 
 


      Please join my meeting.
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/911510725


      Use your microphone and speakers (VoIP) - a headset is recommended.  Or, call in using your
telephone.
 


al +1 (571) 317-3112
cess Code: 911-510-725
dio PIN: Shown after joining the meeting
 
Meeting ID: 911-510-725
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From: Arce, Pedro (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Review
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 12:38:40 PM


I am coming to the meeting


_____________________________________________
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 11:06 AM
To: David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Beau Beashore; Switzky, Joshua (CPC);
Jesse Blout; Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Mark Linenberger; Kate
Aufhauser; Miller, Erin (MTA); Clarke Miller; Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David Carlock; William Hon
Subject: RE: GSW Design Review


Please let me know if anyone will be coming to OCII for this meeting (vs. using the Go-To
meeting), so that I can set something up.  Thanks


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


-----Original Appointment-----
From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 2:58 PM
To: David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Beau Beashore; Switzky, Joshua (CPC);
Jesse Blout; Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Arce, Pedro (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Mark
Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin (MTA); Clarke Miller; Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David
Carlock; William Hon
Subject: GSW Design Review
When: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:30 AM-12:30 PM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US & Canada).
Where: via GoTo


1.      Please join my meeting.


https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/911510725


2.      Use your microphone and speakers (VoIP) - a headset is recommended.  Or, call in
using your telephone.


 


Dial +1 (571) 317-3112


Access Code: 911-510-725
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Audio PIN: Shown after joining the meeting


 


Meeting ID: 911-510-725


 


 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "David Manica"; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Beau Beashore; Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Jesse Blout;


Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Mark Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin
(MTA); Clarke Miller; Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David Carlock; William Hon


Subject: RE: GSW Design Review
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 11:06:00 AM


Please let me know if anyone will be coming to OCII for this meeting (vs. using the Go-To
meeting), so that I can set something up.  Thanks


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


-----Original Appointment-----
From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 2:58 PM
To: David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Beau Beashore; Switzky, Joshua (CPC);
Jesse Blout; Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Arce, Pedro (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Mark
Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin (MTA); Clarke Miller; Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David
Carlock; William Hon
Subject: GSW Design Review
When: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:30 AM-12:30 PM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US & Canada).
Where: via GoTo


1.      Please join my meeting.


https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/911510725


2.      Use your microphone and speakers (VoIP) - a headset is recommended.  Or, call in
using your telephone.


 


Dial +1 (571) 317-3112


Access Code: 911-510-725


Audio PIN: Shown after joining the meeting


 


Meeting ID: 911-510-725
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From: Albert, Peter
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Review
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 7:34:39 PM


Thanks -- Yeah, I saw that email later.  Maybe I should read my emails chronologically backwards!
 
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, January 14, 2015 7:08 PM
To: Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: GSW Design Review
 
They ended up cancelling it. So no worries! 
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Albert, Peter"
Date:01/14/2015 6:18 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,David Manica ,Molly Hayes ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
,Beau Beashore ,"Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" ,Jesse Blout ,"Winslow, David (CPC)" ,"Arce,
Pedro (CII)" ,Mark Linenberger ,Kate Aufhauser ,"Miller, Erin (MTA)" ,Clarke Miller ,Leah
DiCarlo ,Keith Robinson ,David Carlock ,William Hon
Subject: RE: GSW Design Review
 
I regret I can’t make this – but I don’t think transportation isn’t key.
 
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, January 14, 2015 11:06 AM
To: David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam; Beau Beashore; Switzky, Joshua; Jesse Blout;
Winslow, David; Arce, Pedro; Albert, Peter; Mark Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin; Clarke Miller;
Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David Carlock; William Hon
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Subject: RE: GSW Design Review
 
Please let me know if anyone will be coming to OCII for this meeting (vs. using the Go-To meeting),
so that I can set something up.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 2:58 PM
To: David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Beau Beashore; Switzky, Joshua (CPC);
Jesse Blout; Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Arce, Pedro (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Mark
Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin (MTA); Clarke Miller; Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David
Carlock; William Hon
Subject: GSW Design Review
When: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:30 AM-12:30 PM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US & Canada).
Where: via GoTo
 
 


      Please join my meeting.
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/911510725


      Use your microphone and speakers (VoIP) - a headset is recommended.  Or, call in using your
telephone.
 


al +1 (571) 317-3112
cess Code: 911-510-725
dio PIN: Shown after joining the meeting


 
Meeting ID: 911-510-725
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From: Albert, Peter
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Beau Beashore; Switzky,


Joshua (CPC); Jesse Blout; Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII); Mark Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller,
Erin (MTA); Clarke Miller; Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David Carlock; William Hon


Subject: RE: GSW Design Review
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 6:18:34 PM


I regret I can’t make this – but I don’t think transportation isn’t key.
 
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, January 14, 2015 11:06 AM
To: David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam; Beau Beashore; Switzky, Joshua; Jesse Blout;
Winslow, David; Arce, Pedro; Albert, Peter; Mark Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin; Clarke Miller;
Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David Carlock; William Hon
Subject: RE: GSW Design Review
 
Please let me know if anyone will be coming to OCII for this meeting (vs. using the Go-To meeting),
so that I can set something up.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 2:58 PM
To: David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Beau Beashore; Switzky, Joshua (CPC);
Jesse Blout; Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Arce, Pedro (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Mark
Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin (MTA); Clarke Miller; Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David
Carlock; William Hon
Subject: GSW Design Review
When: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:30 AM-12:30 PM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US & Canada).
Where: via GoTo
 
 


      Please join my meeting.
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/911510725



mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:mhayes@warriors.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:bbeashore@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org

mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org

mailto:pedro.arce@sfgov.org

mailto:mlinenberger@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:ldicarlo@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:krobinson@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:whon@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com

https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/911510725





      Use your microphone and speakers (VoIP) - a headset is recommended.  Or, call in using your
telephone.
 


al +1 (571) 317-3112
cess Code: 911-510-725
dio PIN: Shown after joining the meeting


 
Meeting ID: 911-510-725


 
 
 








From: Miller, Erin
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Review
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 11:27:45 AM


Do you want transportation to be at this meeting?  If so, I can join by phone or at your place.
Whatever you prefer.
 


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: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 11:06 AM
To: David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam; Beau Beashore; Switzky, Joshua; Jesse Blout;
Winslow, David; Arce, Pedro; Albert, Peter; Mark Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin; Clarke Miller;
Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David Carlock; William Hon
Subject: RE: GSW Design Review
 
Please let me know if anyone will be coming to OCII for this meeting (vs. using the Go-To meeting),
so that I can set something up.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 2:58 PM
To: David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Beau Beashore; Switzky, Joshua (CPC);
Jesse Blout; Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Arce, Pedro (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Mark
Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin (MTA); Clarke Miller; Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David
Carlock; William Hon
Subject: GSW Design Review
When: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:30 AM-12:30 PM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US & Canada).
Where: via GoTo
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      Please join my meeting.


https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/911510725


      Use your microphone and speakers (VoIP) - a headset is recommended.  Or, call in using your
telephone.
 


al +1 (571) 317-3112
cess Code: 911-510-725
dio PIN: Shown after joining the meeting


 
Meeting ID: 911-510-725
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Albert, Peter (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Zamora, Ramon (MTA)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 12:11:24 PM


I am adding Ramon to this string, as he has been working on the local VMS signs for the Warriors.
 
Thanks,
 


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: Albert, Peter 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 12:10 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Robbins, Jerry
Cc: Miller, Erin; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
 
Glad to have this contact.
 
Jerry, have you worked with Kane Wong before?  Id be happy to reach out, but want to know more
about the CMS specs or features you envision:
 
 
My understanding: a CMS facing southward, right side of freeway, located somewhere north of
Cesar Chavez bot not too close to Mariposa to mess up merging…
 
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: Frank, Becky@DOT [mailto:becky.frank@dot.ca.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:57 AM
To: Albert, Peter
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Robbins, Jerry; Wong, Kane@DOT
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Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
 
Hello Peter,
 
Please work with Mr. Kane Wong, Senior Transportation Engineer in Caltrans District 4
Transportation Management Center. 
You can reach Mr. Wong at 510-286-5917 or by email at kane.wong@dot.ca.gov.
 
Happy 2015!
 
----------------------------------
Becky Frank, Senior Transportation Planner
Office of Transit and Community Planning
Caltrans, District 4  |  510-286-5536
 


From: Albert, Peter [mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:54 PM
To: Frank, Becky@DOT
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Robbins, Jerry
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
 
Hi, Becky:
 
Happy New Year!
 
Can you tell Adam Van de Water (from Mayor's Office) and me whom from Caltrans we can work with? 
 
We need to plan installation of a changeable message sign along 280 somewhere between Cesar
Chavez and Mariposa.
 
These signs would be used on very "big" days that might have both a Giants game at AT&T Park and a
Warriors game (or concert) at the new Arena. 
 
The City of SF would work with Giants and Warriors to figure out how to pay for this. 
 
Thanks very much,
 
Peter Albert
SFMTA
415.701.4328
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From: Albert, Peter
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Robbins, Jerry (MTA)
Cc: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 12:10:24 PM


Glad to have this contact.
 
Jerry, have you worked with Kane Wong before?  Id be happy to reach out, but want to know more
about the CMS specs or features you envision:
 
 
My understanding: a CMS facing southward, right side of freeway, located somewhere north of
Cesar Chavez bot not too close to Mariposa to mess up merging…
 
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: Frank, Becky@DOT [mailto:becky.frank@dot.ca.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:57 AM
To: Albert, Peter
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Robbins, Jerry; Wong, Kane@DOT
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
 
Hello Peter,
 
Please work with Mr. Kane Wong, Senior Transportation Engineer in Caltrans District 4
Transportation Management Center. 
You can reach Mr. Wong at 510-286-5917 or by email at kane.wong@dot.ca.gov.
 
Happy 2015!
 
----------------------------------
Becky Frank, Senior Transportation Planner
Office of Transit and Community Planning
Caltrans, District 4  |  510-286-5536
 


From: Albert, Peter [mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:54 PM
To: Frank, Becky@DOT
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Robbins, Jerry
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
 
Hi, Becky:
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Happy New Year!
 
Can you tell Adam Van de Water (from Mayor's Office) and me whom from Caltrans we can work with? 
 
We need to plan installation of a changeable message sign along 280 somewhere between Cesar
Chavez and Mariposa.
 
These signs would be used on very "big" days that might have both a Giants game at AT&T Park and a
Warriors game (or concert) at the new Arena. 
 
The City of SF would work with Giants and Warriors to figure out how to pay for this. 
 
Thanks very much,
 
Peter Albert
SFMTA
415.701.4328
 








From: Zamora, Ramon
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Robbins, Jerry (MTA)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Liu, Cheryl (MTA); Olea, Ricardo (MTA)
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 1:23:19 PM


Thanks, Erin…
 
A couple of questions/concerns come to mind…


1)       Who will actually own the VMS after it’s installed? SFMTA, SFMTA jointly with
Giants/Warriors, or Caltrans (since it will be in their right-of-way)?


2)       Who would have primary access to control and operate the sign? SFMTA or Caltrans? If
shared, we’ll need to consider the details.


3)       Who will be expected to maintain and service the sign? City forces generally don’t have easy
access to freeway locations.


4)       If the sign will be on the freeway, displaying local SF event messages seems inappropriate….
a.       Motorists on NB I-280 are not necessarily headed into the City to attend a local ball


game;
b.      Motorists on NB I-280 are not necessarily headed into the City at all (I-280 also


somewhat serves as a cut-through to the Bay Bridge);
c.        Motorists expect freeway signs to display freeway-related messages; and
d.      Could Warriors/Giants messages be considered as private advertising on a publicly-


owned facility? If so, this could definitely be problematic.
 
I’ll follow up if I think of anything else…
 
Regards
Ramon
 
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 12:11 PM
To: Albert, Peter; Van de Water, Adam; Robbins, Jerry; Zamora, Ramon
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
 
I am adding Ramon to this string, as he has been working on the local VMS signs for the Warriors.
 
Thanks,
 


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


From: Albert, Peter 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 12:10 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Robbins, Jerry
Cc: Miller, Erin; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
 
Glad to have this contact.
 
Jerry, have you worked with Kane Wong before?  Id be happy to reach out, but want to know more
about the CMS specs or features you envision:
 
 
My understanding: a CMS facing southward, right side of freeway, located somewhere north of
Cesar Chavez bot not too close to Mariposa to mess up merging…
 
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: Frank, Becky@DOT [mailto:becky.frank@dot.ca.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:57 AM
To: Albert, Peter
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Robbins, Jerry; Wong, Kane@DOT
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
 
Hello Peter,
 
Please work with Mr. Kane Wong, Senior Transportation Engineer in Caltrans District 4
Transportation Management Center. 
You can reach Mr. Wong at 510-286-5917 or by email at kane.wong@dot.ca.gov.
 
Happy 2015!
 
----------------------------------
Becky Frank, Senior Transportation Planner
Office of Transit and Community Planning
Caltrans, District 4  |  510-286-5536
 


From: Albert, Peter [mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:54 PM
To: Frank, Becky@DOT
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Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Robbins, Jerry
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
 
Hi, Becky:
 
Happy New Year!
 
Can you tell Adam Van de Water (from Mayor's Office) and me whom from Caltrans we can work with? 
 
We need to plan installation of a changeable message sign along 280 somewhere between Cesar
Chavez and Mariposa.
 
These signs would be used on very "big" days that might have both a Giants game at AT&T Park and a
Warriors game (or concert) at the new Arena. 
 
The City of SF would work with Giants and Warriors to figure out how to pay for this. 
 
Thanks very much,
 
Peter Albert
SFMTA
415.701.4328
 








From: Robbins, Jerry
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Zamora, Ramon (MTA)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 2:41:44 PM
Attachments: Photos of I280Beacon.docx


We have worked with Kane Wong of Caltrans on messages for their CMS signs when there are
events in SF.  The attachments show what we have now on northbound I-280 approaching the
Mariposa Street exit.  This location might work for an electronic CMS sign in its place. It may be


possible to locate a CMS sign on the 20th Street overpass above I-280. 
 
Thanks
 
Jerry
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 12:11 PM
To: Albert, Peter; Van de Water, Adam; Robbins, Jerry; Zamora, Ramon
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
 
I am adding Ramon to this string, as he has been working on the local VMS signs for the Warriors.
 
Thanks,
 


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: Albert, Peter 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 12:10 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Robbins, Jerry
Cc: Miller, Erin; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
 
Glad to have this contact.
 
Jerry, have you worked with Kane Wong before?  Id be happy to reach out, but want to know more
about the CMS specs or features you envision:
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My understanding: a CMS facing southward, right side of freeway, located somewhere north of
Cesar Chavez bot not too close to Mariposa to mess up merging…
 
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: Frank, Becky@DOT [mailto:becky.frank@dot.ca.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:57 AM
To: Albert, Peter
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Robbins, Jerry; Wong, Kane@DOT
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
 
Hello Peter,
 
Please work with Mr. Kane Wong, Senior Transportation Engineer in Caltrans District 4
Transportation Management Center. 
You can reach Mr. Wong at 510-286-5917 or by email at kane.wong@dot.ca.gov.
 
Happy 2015!
 
----------------------------------
Becky Frank, Senior Transportation Planner
Office of Transit and Community Planning
Caltrans, District 4  |  510-286-5536
 


From: Albert, Peter [mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:54 PM
To: Frank, Becky@DOT
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Robbins, Jerry
Subject: RE: Contact for Changeable Message signs (planning for the Warriors new Arena)
 
Hi, Becky:
 
Happy New Year!
 
Can you tell Adam Van de Water (from Mayor's Office) and me whom from Caltrans we can work with? 
 
We need to plan installation of a changeable message sign along 280 somewhere between Cesar
Chavez and Mariposa.
 
These signs would be used on very "big" days that might have both a Giants game at AT&T Park and a
Warriors game (or concert) at the new Arena. 
 
The City of SF would work with Giants and Warriors to figure out how to pay for this. 
 
Thanks very much,
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Peter Albert
SFMTA
415.701.4328
 








From: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: December 11th MB CAC Presentation
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 11:48:27 AM


You can disregard this request; I was able to get the presentation from Clarke.
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 7:51 AM
To: Catherine Reilly (Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org); Lila Hussain (Lila.Hussain@sfgov.org)
Subject: December 11th MB CAC Presentation
 
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: Liu, Cheryl
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Olea, Ricardo (MTA)
Cc: Maguire, Tom; Kirschbaum, Julie B; Smith, Bridget (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Rich, Ken (MYR)
Subject: RE: Engineering Support to PD
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 2:09:02 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Thank you Viktoriya for allowing us to hire Greg. The background check is to complete shortly.
 
Happy New Year!
 
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 2:05 PM
To: Olea, Ricardo
Cc: Maguire, Tom; Kirschbaum, Julie B; Smith, Bridget; Miller, Erin; Liu, Cheryl; Rich, Ken
Subject: RE: Engineering Support to PD
 
All-
Thank you so very much for your assistance in helping us deliver the Warriors project on schedule. 
We are very grateful for your support! 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


              
 


From: Olea, Ricardo [mailto:Ricardo.Olea@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 1:02 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Maguire, Tom; Kirschbaum, Julie B; Smith, Bridget (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Liu, Cheryl (MTA)
Subject: RE: Engineering Support to PD
 
Viktoriya – We can free up Greg Riessen’s time in March to work on this.  Thanks, Ricardo
 
 



mailto:Cheryl.Liu@sfmta.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:ricardo.olea@sfmta.com

mailto:Tom.Maguire@sfmta.com

mailto:Julie.Kirschbaum@sfmta.com

mailto:bridget.smith@sfmta.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:ken.rich@sfgov.org

mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/

https://www.facebook.com/sfplanningdept

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

https://twitter.com/sfplanning

http://www.youtube.com/sfplanning

http://signup.sfplanning.org/

mailto:Ricardo.Olea@sfmta.com




































From: Rich, Ken (MYR)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Olea, Ricardo (MTA)
Cc: Maguire, Tom; Kirschbaum, Julie B; Smith, Bridget (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Liu, Cheryl (MTA); Van de Water,


Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Engineering Support to PD
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 4:44:49 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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I wanted to add my thanks to MTA on behalf of the Mayor’s office for helping out on this. It is greatly
appreciated!
 
Ken
 
 
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 2:05 PM
To: Olea, Ricardo (MTA)
Cc: Maguire, Tom; Kirschbaum, Julie B; Smith, Bridget (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Liu, Cheryl (MTA);
Rich, Ken (MYR)
Subject: RE: Engineering Support to PD
 
All-
Thank you so very much for your assistance in helping us deliver the Warriors project on schedule. 
We are very grateful for your support! 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


              
 


From: Olea, Ricardo [mailto:Ricardo.Olea@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 1:02 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Maguire, Tom; Kirschbaum, Julie B; Smith, Bridget (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Liu, Cheryl (MTA)
Subject: RE: Engineering Support to PD
 
Viktoriya – We can free up Greg Riessen’s time in March to work on this.  Thanks, Ricardo
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Brian Boxer; Paul Mitchell; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Jose Farran
Cc: Joyce
Subject: RE: GSW - Arrival  distribution
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 8:43:18 AM


Brian,
Do you have access to the “Icon Venue Group” raw data? We wanted to know which NBA venues
were used in the study and would like to see the data individually for each NBA venue to determine
if there were venues that may have skewed the data. Essentially we would like to know if there were
urban venues used in the study versus ones in more suburban areas with limited retail/restaurant
adjacent to the venue, like the Kings and the existing Oracle.
 


From: Brian Boxer [mailto:BBoxer@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:16 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Jose Farran
Cc: Joyce
Subject: RE: GSW - Arrival distribution
 
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:
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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
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
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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 
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. 


[1]
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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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Sallaberry,


Mike (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Call to touch base about Warriors and SFBC
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:21:45 PM
Attachments: Info Memo - Exhibit A.pdf


Here is the letter that they provided before with more details on the surrounding facilities
that they wanted to discuss.


 


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


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 1:12 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Call to touch base about Warriors and SFBC
When: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:00 PM-4:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: Dial In: 715-775-7031 Meeting ID: 318-156-800


Dial-in Number:(712) 775-7031
Meeting ID:318-156-800


 


Hello,


 


Here is a call in number to touch base re the SFBC request for a meeting.  I’m not sure
everyone will be available, but if you are please join.


 


 


Thanks,


 


Erin



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:Neal.Patel@sfmta.com

mailto:carli.paine@sfmta.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:mike.sallaberry@sfmta.com

mailto:mike.sallaberry@sfmta.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com






 



 



 



San Francisco Bicycle Coalition 



833 Market Street, 10th Floor 



San Francisco  CA 94103 



T   415.431.BIKE 



F   415.431.2468 



sfbike.org 
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November 24, 2014 
 
 
Mayor Edwin M. Lee 
City and County of San Francisco 
San Francisco City Hall, Room 200 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place  
San Francisco, CA 94102 



 
RE: Bike Parking and Access at Golden State Warriors Mission Bay Arena 
 
Dear Mayor Lee, 
 
We are writing to express our interest in the planning and development of the Golden State Warriors’ 
arena project in Mission Bay, its potential impacts on transportation, and the potential for the site 
to lead the way in making our iconic waterfront an even better place to live, work, and visit.  
 
The San Francisco Bicycle Coalition has been working for many months with the Golden State 
Warriors and their arena development team, along with City staff and our thousands of members in 
Districts 6 and 10, to encourage the project to be the most bicycle-friendly sports arena in the 
country. Making the arena site safe and attractive to bike to and from is consistent with San 
Francisco’s goal of significantly increasing bicycle mode share and reducing carbon emissions to 
less than 60% of 1990 levels, and also helps address neighborhood concerns about the 
transportation and quality of life impacts the new stadium may have.  
 
In order to minimize potential transportation congestion impacts and ensure that the stadium 
benefits the neighborhood, we have urged the Warriors Arena project team to take the steps listed 
below, and we hope to receive the City’s support in encouraging them to commit to these important 
San Francisco Transit-First priorities. 
 
Expanded Bicycle Parking 
We would like to see the Warriors commit to providing robust permanent and event-based bike 
parking at the arena site. San Francisco Bicycle Coalition bicycle valet already regularly turns away 
fans that want to park their bikes at SF Giants home games, a service we provide at every home 
game. The demand is there.  
 
The Warriors arena presents an even bigger opportunity to encourage more people to ride their bikes 
to events and games. The site also proposes major commercial office and retail development, 
making secure on and off street bicycle parking essential for the site’s daytime and non-event uses.  
 
The Mission Bay design guidelines, approved in 2004, did not take into account the tremendous 
growth in biking over the last ten years and expected growth into the future. Fortunately, both we 
and the Warriors agree that the arena site should far exceed those outdated guidelines while striving 
to achieve the bicycle parking requirements in the existing planning code. By providing ample bike 
parking and safe connections to the arena, the Warriors will be meeting current and future needs for 
the growing number of people choosing to get around the City by bicycle while helping to improve 
the safety and comfort of the surrounding neighborhood. 
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The Warriors have been very responsive to our requests to increase their proposed bike parking, and 
we look forward to continued partnership to expand their bike parking. We also look forward to the 
City’s support in making sure the project provides a minimum of 400 attended bike parking spaces 
with clear and safe access at every game and full capacity event. We would also like the project to 
at minimum meet existing planning code requirements, updated in 2013, for permanent on-street 
and secure off-street bike parking for their commercial spaces. With the proposed 500,000 square 
feet of commercial office space and upwards of 55,000 feet of retail space, this would mean 
providing a minimum of 108 secure off-street spaces and ample on-street spaces available to the 
public, in addition to valet required for the arena events. We hope the Warriors will commit to 
exceeding these goals. 
 
Improved Bicycle Access 
Improving bicycle connections is also critically important to making the arena site accessible to all 
San Franciscans. In order to meet the City’s goals to significantly increase bicycle trips by 2018, it 
is essential to invest in great connections to this iconic waterfront site. The arena is located in an 
area that is already underserved by our bicycle network, underscoring the need for improvements 
throughout the neighborhood, and in particular to and from the arena. 
 
To facilitate safe, appealing, and efficient travel by bicycle to and from the Warriors arena, as well 
as from the downtown corridor to the Mission Bay neighborhood, the San Francisco Bicycle 
Coalition would like to see:  
 



• Completion of the proposed Terry Francois Boulevard two-way protected bicycle lane; 
• Protected connections to the arena along 16th between Terry Francois Boulevard and 3rd 



Streets along with stronger East-West bicycle route connections on 17th and Mariposa 
Streets; 



• Intersection design and management around the arena to promote bicycle and pedestrian 
safety. In particular, we would like to see strong bicycle safety improvements to the 
intersections at Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street and 16th Street and Illinois 
Street, and; 



• Support for removing dangerous rail tracks and resurfacing Illinois from 22nd to 16th 
Streets. 



 
These improvements are necessary and critical to ensuring the success of the project. 
 
We are pleased thus far with the Warriors’ willingness to work with us on improving these 
connections and are encouraged by their early street design proposals. We have yet to see the 
project’s full transportation management plan, but we look forward to seeing bicycle circulation and 
safety be a key component of the plan, along with the City’s continued support for improved bicycle 
connections to the arena. 
 
Encouragement and Transportation Demand Management 
All of the above will help the arena project mitigate the transportation impacts from games, events 
and the proposed 700+ parking spaces at the arena site. But without a proactive strategy to 
encourage people to use the facilities and programs provided, we won’t achieve our City goals and 
will see little overall benefit to the transportation system.  
 
We have proposed that the Warriors work with the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition to promote and 
market their arena and organization as one of the most bicycle-friendly in the nation. This could be 
accomplished through marketing campaigns, clear bicycle directions on all marketing materials, 











 



 



 



programs like “Bike to the Game” nights, hosting Bay Area Bike Share stations, and raffles for 
people who park their bike with Warriors bike valet, among other program opportunities. 
 
These efforts will help further the reputations of our City and business community as leaders in 
promoting sustainability, innovative business practices, and community responsiveness. We look 
forward to working with the City and Warriors to make the arena project a leader among sport 
facilities and a terrific place to get around on foot, bike, or transit. 
 
Thank you for your support in making the Warriors arena project, Mission Bay, and the City of San 
Francisco a safer and more equitable place to get around. We look forward to working with all 
parties involved to make this a reality. If you have any further questions, please contact Paolo 
Cosulich-Schwartz (paolo@sfbike.org, or (415) 3431-2453 x312) on our team. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



 
Leah Shahum 
Executive Director 
San Francisco Bicycle Coalition 
 
 
cc:  Supervisor Jane Kim 



Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
Catherine Reilly, Project Manager, OCII 
 



 
 
 
 
  


















 








From: Sallaberry, Mike
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Van de Water,


Adam (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Call to touch base about Warriors and SFBC
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 5:18:21 PM


Sorry I was unable to join the call, but the request doesn’t seem that far off from what was already
planned, as far as I can remember. I thought they were going to ask for a 20% mode share, which for
a 18,000 seat arena would have been 3600 bike parking spaces.
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:22 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli; Van de Water, Adam; Sallaberry, Mike; Wise,
Viktoriya
Subject: RE: Call to touch base about Warriors and SFBC
 
Here is the letter that they provided before with more details on the surrounding facilities that they
wanted to discuss.
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 1:12 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Call to touch base about Warriors and SFBC
When: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:00 PM-4:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: Dial In: 715-775-7031 Meeting ID: 318-156-800
 
 


        Dial-in Number:(712) 775-7031
        Meeting ID:318-156-800


 
Hello,
 
Here is a call in number to touch base re the SFBC request for a meeting.  I’m not sure everyone will
be available, but if you are please join.
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Thanks,
 
Erin
 
 








From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Reilly, Catherine (CII); "Peter Albert (peter.albert@sfmta.org)";


jblout@stradasf.com; "cmiller@stradasf.com"; "Kate Aufhauser"; "Kristin Kontz"
Cc: Woo, Kimberly
Subject: RE: Availability Request: Parameters for AT&T/Warriors Dual Events
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 5:12:36 PM


Kim:
 
The following times work for me:
First Meeting:
1/28       3-5
1/29       11:30-3
 
Second Meeting:
2/9         9-10
 
Third Meeting:
2/23       10-12
2/25       2-3:30
2/26       4-5
 
Fourth Meeting:
3/9         10-12
3/10       10-11, 3-4
3/12       4-5
 
Fifth Meeting:
3/23       10-12      
3/24       10-11
3/25       11-12, 4-5
 
Adam
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:Kevin.Beauchamp@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:38 PM
To: Takayama, Paul; Reilly, Catherine (CII); 'Peter Albert (peter.albert@sfmta.org)'; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); jblout@stradasf.com; 'cmiller@stradasf.com'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; 'Kristin Kontz'
Cc: Woo, Kimberly
Subject: RE: Availability Request: Parameters for AT&T/Warriors Dual Events
 
Hello all—
 
Kim has not yet heard back from everyone their availability, so could you please respond directly to
Kim please.
 
Thank you—
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Kevin
 
 
 


From: Woo, Kimberly 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:10 AM
To: Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org; 'Peter Albert
(peter.albert@sfmta.org)'; 'Adam Van de Water'; jblout@stradasf.com; 'cmiller@stradasf.com';
'Kate Aufhauser'; 'Kristin Kontz'
Subject: Availability Request: Parameters for AT&T/Warriors Dual Events
Importance: High
 
All:
 
At the request of Kevin Beauchamp, I am scheduling bi-weekly meetings to discuss parameters for
AT&T/Warriors dual events.  Please let me know if you/your participant are available on the
following dates/times to meet for 1 hour at 654 Minnesota Street or via conference call:
 
First Meeting:
1/20       8-9
1/22       8-9
1/28       3-5
1/29       10-3
 
Second Meeting:
2/9         8-10
2/10       8-10, 3:30-5
2/12       8-11
 
Third Meeting:
2/23       8-12
2/25       2-3:30
2/26       4-5
 
Fourth Meeting:
3/9         8-12
3/10       10-12, 3-5
3/12       3:30-5
 
Fifth Meeting:
3/23       8-12       3/24       8-11
3/25       1-12, 4-5
3/26       9:30-12
 
Attendees:



mailto:Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.org

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com





Lori Yamauchi
Kevin Beauchamp
Kam Subbarayan
Paul Takayama
Adam Van de Water
Catherine Reilly
Peter Albert
Jessie Blout
Clarke Miller
Kate Aufhauser
David Carlock
 
 
Kimberly Woo
Administrative Assistant
Campus Planning
Phone: 415-476-9255
E-mail:kwoo@planning.ucsf.edu
 








From: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Takayama, Paul; Reilly, Catherine (CII); "Peter Albert (peter.albert@sfmta.org)"; Van de Water, Adam (MYR);


jblout@stradasf.com; "cmiller@stradasf.com"; "Kate Aufhauser"; "Kristin Kontz"
Cc: Woo, Kimberly
Subject: RE: Availability Request: Parameters for AT&T/Warriors Dual Events
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:38:48 PM


Hello all—
 
Kim has not yet heard back from everyone their availability, so could you please respond directly to
Kim please.
 
Thank you—
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Woo, Kimberly 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:10 AM
To: Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org; 'Peter Albert
(peter.albert@sfmta.org)'; 'Adam Van de Water'; jblout@stradasf.com; 'cmiller@stradasf.com';
'Kate Aufhauser'; 'Kristin Kontz'
Subject: Availability Request: Parameters for AT&T/Warriors Dual Events
Importance: High
 
All:
 
At the request of Kevin Beauchamp, I am scheduling bi-weekly meetings to discuss parameters for
AT&T/Warriors dual events.  Please let me know if you/your participant are available on the
following dates/times to meet for 1 hour at 654 Minnesota Street or via conference call:
 
First Meeting:
1/20       8-9
1/22       8-9
1/28       3-5
1/29       10-3
 
Second Meeting:
2/9         8-10
2/10       8-10, 3:30-5
2/12       8-11
 
Third Meeting:
2/23       8-12
2/25       2-3:30
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2/26       4-5
 
Fourth Meeting:
3/9         8-12
3/10       10-12, 3-5
3/12       3:30-5
 
Fifth Meeting:
3/23       8-12       3/24       8-11
3/25       1-12, 4-5
3/26       9:30-12
 
Attendees:
Lori Yamauchi
Kevin Beauchamp
Kam Subbarayan
Paul Takayama
Adam Van de Water
Catherine Reilly
Peter Albert
Jessie Blout
Clarke Miller
Kate Aufhauser
David Carlock
 
 
Kimberly Woo
Administrative Assistant
Campus Planning
Phone: 415-476-9255
E-mail:kwoo@planning.ucsf.edu
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Beauchamp, Kevin"; Woo, Kimberly
Subject: RE: Availability Request: Parameters for AT&T/Warriors Dual Events
Date: Thursday, January 22, 2015 10:24:00 AM


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


From: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:Kevin.Beauchamp@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:38 PM
To: Takayama, Paul; Reilly, Catherine (CII); 'Peter Albert (peter.albert@sfmta.org)'; Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); jblout@stradasf.com; 'cmiller@stradasf.com'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; 'Kristin Kontz'
Cc: Woo, Kimberly
Subject: RE: Availability Request: Parameters for AT&T/Warriors Dual Events
 
Hello all—
 
Kim has not yet heard back from everyone their availability, so could you please respond directly to
Kim please.
 
Thank you—
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Woo, Kimberly 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:10 AM
To: Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org; 'Peter Albert
(peter.albert@sfmta.org)'; 'Adam Van de Water'; jblout@stradasf.com; 'cmiller@stradasf.com';
'Kate Aufhauser'; 'Kristin Kontz'
Subject: Availability Request: Parameters for AT&T/Warriors Dual Events
Importance: High
 
All:
 
At the request of Kevin Beauchamp, I am scheduling bi-weekly meetings to discuss parameters for
AT&T/Warriors dual events.  Please let me know if you/your participant are available on the
following dates/times to meet for 1 hour at 654 Minnesota Street or via conference call:
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First Meeting:
1/20       8-9 - past
1/22       8-9 - past
1/28       3-5 - OK
1/29       10-3 – Before 9.30 and between 1-3
 
Second Meeting:
2/9         8-10 – Before 9.30
2/10       8-10 - OK
2/12       8-11 – Before 9.30
 
Third Meeting:
2/23       8-12 - OK
2/25       2-3:30 - NO
2/26       4-5 - OK
 
Fourth Meeting:
3/9         8-12 - OK
3/10       10-12, 3-5 – 10-11 ok, 3-5 OK
3/12       3:30-5 – 3.30-4.15 ok
 
Fifth Meeting:
3/23       8-12       - OK
3/24       8-11 – 8-9.30 and 10-11 ok
3/25       1-12, 4-5 – 11-12 ok and 4-5 ok
3/26       9:30-12 - no
 
Attendees:
Lori Yamauchi
Kevin Beauchamp
Kam Subbarayan
Paul Takayama
Adam Van de Water
Catherine Reilly
Peter Albert
Jessie Blout
Clarke Miller
Kate Aufhauser
David Carlock
 
 
Kimberly Woo
Administrative Assistant
Campus Planning
Phone: 415-476-9255







E-mail:kwoo@planning.ucsf.edu
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Oerth, Sally (CII)
Subject: RE: Bi weekly check ins
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 3:30:02 PM


Thursday are bad for me. I have our standing design review and two gsw meetings
on thursday mornings. 


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Oerth, Sally (CII)"
Date:01/16/2015 1:15 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: RE: Bi weekly check ins


Hi, -yes, realized those didn’t carry over to the new year!  I’d like to move them to Thursday a.m. if
that’s possible.  How about 9:30?
 
_____________________________________
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: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 10:00 PM
To: Oerth, Sally (CII)
Subject: Bi weekly check ins
 
Sally - I just realized i think our biweekly check ins didn't cross into 2015 (or at least they are
not showing up on my calendar). Could you please send me a new invite?  Thanks
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Sallaberry,


Mike (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Call to touch base about Warriors and SFBC
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:21:00 PM
Attachments: Info Memo - Exhibit A.pdf


Here is the letter that they provided before with more details on the surrounding facilities
that they wanted to discuss.


 


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


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 1:12 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Call to touch base about Warriors and SFBC
When: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:00 PM-4:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: Dial In: 715-775-7031 Meeting ID: 318-156-800


Dial-in Number:(712) 775-7031
Meeting ID:318-156-800


 


Hello,


 


Here is a call in number to touch base re the SFBC request for a meeting.  I’m not sure
everyone will be available, but if you are please join.


 


 


Thanks,


 


Erin
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San Francisco Bicycle Coalition 



833 Market Street, 10th Floor 



San Francisco  CA 94103 



T   415.431.BIKE 



F   415.431.2468 



sfbike.org 
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November 24, 2014 
 
 
Mayor Edwin M. Lee 
City and County of San Francisco 
San Francisco City Hall, Room 200 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place  
San Francisco, CA 94102 



 
RE: Bike Parking and Access at Golden State Warriors Mission Bay Arena 
 
Dear Mayor Lee, 
 
We are writing to express our interest in the planning and development of the Golden State Warriors’ 
arena project in Mission Bay, its potential impacts on transportation, and the potential for the site 
to lead the way in making our iconic waterfront an even better place to live, work, and visit.  
 
The San Francisco Bicycle Coalition has been working for many months with the Golden State 
Warriors and their arena development team, along with City staff and our thousands of members in 
Districts 6 and 10, to encourage the project to be the most bicycle-friendly sports arena in the 
country. Making the arena site safe and attractive to bike to and from is consistent with San 
Francisco’s goal of significantly increasing bicycle mode share and reducing carbon emissions to 
less than 60% of 1990 levels, and also helps address neighborhood concerns about the 
transportation and quality of life impacts the new stadium may have.  
 
In order to minimize potential transportation congestion impacts and ensure that the stadium 
benefits the neighborhood, we have urged the Warriors Arena project team to take the steps listed 
below, and we hope to receive the City’s support in encouraging them to commit to these important 
San Francisco Transit-First priorities. 
 
Expanded Bicycle Parking 
We would like to see the Warriors commit to providing robust permanent and event-based bike 
parking at the arena site. San Francisco Bicycle Coalition bicycle valet already regularly turns away 
fans that want to park their bikes at SF Giants home games, a service we provide at every home 
game. The demand is there.  
 
The Warriors arena presents an even bigger opportunity to encourage more people to ride their bikes 
to events and games. The site also proposes major commercial office and retail development, 
making secure on and off street bicycle parking essential for the site’s daytime and non-event uses.  
 
The Mission Bay design guidelines, approved in 2004, did not take into account the tremendous 
growth in biking over the last ten years and expected growth into the future. Fortunately, both we 
and the Warriors agree that the arena site should far exceed those outdated guidelines while striving 
to achieve the bicycle parking requirements in the existing planning code. By providing ample bike 
parking and safe connections to the arena, the Warriors will be meeting current and future needs for 
the growing number of people choosing to get around the City by bicycle while helping to improve 
the safety and comfort of the surrounding neighborhood. 
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The Warriors have been very responsive to our requests to increase their proposed bike parking, and 
we look forward to continued partnership to expand their bike parking. We also look forward to the 
City’s support in making sure the project provides a minimum of 400 attended bike parking spaces 
with clear and safe access at every game and full capacity event. We would also like the project to 
at minimum meet existing planning code requirements, updated in 2013, for permanent on-street 
and secure off-street bike parking for their commercial spaces. With the proposed 500,000 square 
feet of commercial office space and upwards of 55,000 feet of retail space, this would mean 
providing a minimum of 108 secure off-street spaces and ample on-street spaces available to the 
public, in addition to valet required for the arena events. We hope the Warriors will commit to 
exceeding these goals. 
 
Improved Bicycle Access 
Improving bicycle connections is also critically important to making the arena site accessible to all 
San Franciscans. In order to meet the City’s goals to significantly increase bicycle trips by 2018, it 
is essential to invest in great connections to this iconic waterfront site. The arena is located in an 
area that is already underserved by our bicycle network, underscoring the need for improvements 
throughout the neighborhood, and in particular to and from the arena. 
 
To facilitate safe, appealing, and efficient travel by bicycle to and from the Warriors arena, as well 
as from the downtown corridor to the Mission Bay neighborhood, the San Francisco Bicycle 
Coalition would like to see:  
 



• Completion of the proposed Terry Francois Boulevard two-way protected bicycle lane; 
• Protected connections to the arena along 16th between Terry Francois Boulevard and 3rd 



Streets along with stronger East-West bicycle route connections on 17th and Mariposa 
Streets; 



• Intersection design and management around the arena to promote bicycle and pedestrian 
safety. In particular, we would like to see strong bicycle safety improvements to the 
intersections at Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street and 16th Street and Illinois 
Street, and; 



• Support for removing dangerous rail tracks and resurfacing Illinois from 22nd to 16th 
Streets. 



 
These improvements are necessary and critical to ensuring the success of the project. 
 
We are pleased thus far with the Warriors’ willingness to work with us on improving these 
connections and are encouraged by their early street design proposals. We have yet to see the 
project’s full transportation management plan, but we look forward to seeing bicycle circulation and 
safety be a key component of the plan, along with the City’s continued support for improved bicycle 
connections to the arena. 
 
Encouragement and Transportation Demand Management 
All of the above will help the arena project mitigate the transportation impacts from games, events 
and the proposed 700+ parking spaces at the arena site. But without a proactive strategy to 
encourage people to use the facilities and programs provided, we won’t achieve our City goals and 
will see little overall benefit to the transportation system.  
 
We have proposed that the Warriors work with the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition to promote and 
market their arena and organization as one of the most bicycle-friendly in the nation. This could be 
accomplished through marketing campaigns, clear bicycle directions on all marketing materials, 











 



 



 



programs like “Bike to the Game” nights, hosting Bay Area Bike Share stations, and raffles for 
people who park their bike with Warriors bike valet, among other program opportunities. 
 
These efforts will help further the reputations of our City and business community as leaders in 
promoting sustainability, innovative business practices, and community responsiveness. We look 
forward to working with the City and Warriors to make the arena project a leader among sport 
facilities and a terrific place to get around on foot, bike, or transit. 
 
Thank you for your support in making the Warriors arena project, Mission Bay, and the City of San 
Francisco a safer and more equitable place to get around. We look forward to working with all 
parties involved to make this a reality. If you have any further questions, please contact Paolo 
Cosulich-Schwartz (paolo@sfbike.org, or (415) 3431-2453 x312) on our team. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



 
Leah Shahum 
Executive Director 
San Francisco Bicycle Coalition 
 
 
cc:  Supervisor Jane Kim 



Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
Catherine Reilly, Project Manager, OCII 
 



 
 
 
 
  


















 








From: Sallaberry, Mike
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Van de Water,


Adam (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Call to touch base about Warriors and SFBC
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 5:18:21 PM


Sorry I was unable to join the call, but the request doesn’t seem that far off from what was already
planned, as far as I can remember. I thought they were going to ask for a 20% mode share, which for
a 18,000 seat arena would have been 3600 bike parking spaces.
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:22 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli; Van de Water, Adam; Sallaberry, Mike; Wise,
Viktoriya
Subject: RE: Call to touch base about Warriors and SFBC
 
Here is the letter that they provided before with more details on the surrounding facilities that they
wanted to discuss.
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 1:12 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Call to touch base about Warriors and SFBC
When: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:00 PM-4:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: Dial In: 715-775-7031 Meeting ID: 318-156-800
 
 


        Dial-in Number:(712) 775-7031
        Meeting ID:318-156-800


 
Hello,
 
Here is a call in number to touch base re the SFBC request for a meeting.  I’m not sure everyone will
be available, but if you are please join.
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Thanks,
 
Erin
 
 








From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: MBCAC
Date: Thursday, January 22, 2015 2:05:34 PM


I talked to Corinne for a minute after this morning's Ballpark Transp Coordinating Cmte.  She wants to
have a dedicated meeting on Warriors most likely March 12 and move other pending items (the Giants
"Yard" in lot A, street improvements, (if ready) introducing the POC for Warriors construction, etc) in
February.  While we didn't confirm anything I'm hopeful that the various conversations we discussed this
morning (fiscal feasibility, transportation funding, dual event strategy) will start coming together soon
and be ready for prime time by then. At least that's the current goal.


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Meeting with Bike Coalition
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 3:14:00 PM
Attachments: Warriors SEIR NOP Letter - December 2014.pdf


Hey all – I am back to trying to set up a meeting with the Bike Coalition to address some questions
they have raised.  Specifically:
They are interested in chatting process and how SFBC can best work with the Warriors to help
adjust some of the mode share assumptions to more closely align w/City goals, while also providing
the requisite infrastructure (namely bumping up their bike parking).
They are working on coming up with a new request for bike parking spaces, and once we have that
we can work with the GSW to figure out how to address on site.  However, they want to talk about
mode split and consistency with City goals, as well as other surrounding infrastructure
improvements.  I’m attaching their NOP letter which provides additional information.
 
I think this meeting can be small – maybe just one or two additional people from MTA, in addition to
this group, if necessary.  Then if we need to expand once we understanding all their issues, we can
do so. 


Could folks please let me know who else from MTA should be involved and then I will send out a
google meeting thing to find a time that works.


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



mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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December 19, 2014 
 
 
Tiffany Bohee 
OCII Executive Director 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
RE: Notice of Preparation and Initial Study for Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Mission 
Bay Blocks 29-32 
 
Dear Ms. Bohee, 
 
Please accept the following comments from the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition on the Initial Study 
and scope of the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report for the Warriors’ Mission Bay arena 
project. 
 
Adjust Transportation Mode Share Assumptions 
The only stated assumptions by the project regarding mode share are in the Warriors’ Transportation 
Management Plan, released November 2014. We are concerned that the assumptions made in this 
document do not reflect the existing or future conditions in Mission Bay, nor does the 
Transportation Management Plan provide a strong basis for these assumptions. Specifically, the 
Transportation Management Plan assumes a 2% bicycle mode share for the 2018 opening of the 
arena site, despite Mission Bay’s existing 5% bicycle mode share and City goals for 8% bicycle 
mode share by 2018 and 20% by 2020. 
 
The SEIR should reconcile the Transportation Management Plan mode share assumptions with 
existing data for the City and neighborhood, and with the City’s goals for growing bicycle mode share 
by 2020. 
 
Account for Ongoing City Studies 
The SEIR, in an effort to reflect more accurate mode share projections and coordinate with City 
planning processes already underway, should rely on studies and analyses being done by the San 
Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency and San Francisco County Transportation Authority. 
Specifically, the Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA), currently in its second phase 
SOMA/Mission Bay/Central Waterfront Transportation Needs and Solutions Analysis led by the 
SFCTA, should be consulted extensively to determine real transportation impacts across all modes 
to achieve a more realistic estimation of bicycle mode share. Both phases of this plans have 
undergone extensive community outreach processes, and the Warriors’ SEIR should reflect the 
modeshare and transportation goals already outlined in these plans. 
 
The WTA already predicts a 30% increase in total trips in Mission Bay in the next 5 years, 20% of 
which are predicted to be by bike, particularly for short to medium trips. With the arena site’s 
distance from major transit hubs (nearly 2 miles from Embarcadero BART and .75 miles from 22nd 
Street Caltrain), the site is in an ideal location for generating these short and medium distance 
bicycle trips. 
 











 



 



 



The WTA has done extensive stakeholder engagement over several years and won broad buy in from 
neighbors around its assumptions for growth, related transportation impacts, and needed 
improvements and investments. The SEIR and Warriors’ Transportation Management Plan needs to 
be coordinated closely with the WTA and SOMA/Mission Bay/Central Waterfront Transportation 
Needs and Solutions Analysis to understand the full story of how the site will impact transportation 
along the waterfront and to reflect the goals and assumptions of the City of San Francisco and the 
nearby community.  
 
Bicycle Parking and Improved On-Street Infrastructure as Transportation Mitigation 
Transportation and circulation will be the most significant impacts of the arena project, and the 
most effective and efficient ways to address these significant impacts are low-cost investments to 
shift mode share to walking and biking. Biking and walking trips reduce congestion, decrease 
parking needs, and reduce the environmental impact of increased automobile traffic. When ample, 
safe, and comfortable infrastructure is provided, people will choose to get out of their cars for other 
options, as evidenced by the rapid city wide growth in the number of people biking as the City 
builds out the bike network.  
 
The Warriors’ arena 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. The SEIR should study project variants that consider a robust bicycle 
transportation plan in line with the City’s own mode share goals. 
 
Analyzing these options concurrently with the proposed project will require more effort early in the 
process but may result in an earlier SEIR delivery and, more importantly, a better project. 
 
We appreciate your consideration of these comments and look forward to working together to deliver 
the Warriors, the residents of San Francisco, and the Mission Bay community, a project that we can 
be proud of. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



 
Leah Shahum 
Executive Director 
San Francisco Bicycle Coalition 
 
 



 
 
 
  













From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Meeting with Bike Coalition
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 3:14:00 PM
Attachments: Warriors SEIR NOP Letter - December 2014.pdf


Hey all – I am back to trying to set up a meeting with the Bike Coalition to address some questions
they have raised.  Specifically:
They are interested in chatting process and how SFBC can best work with the Warriors to help
adjust some of the mode share assumptions to more closely align w/City goals, while also providing
the requisite infrastructure (namely bumping up their bike parking).
They are working on coming up with a new request for bike parking spaces, and once we have that
we can work with the GSW to figure out how to address on site.  However, they want to talk about
mode split and consistency with City goals, as well as other surrounding infrastructure
improvements.  I’m attaching their NOP letter which provides additional information.
 
I think this meeting can be small – maybe just one or two additional people from MTA, in addition to
this group, if necessary.  Then if we need to expand once we understanding all their issues, we can
do so. 


Could folks please let me know who else from MTA should be involved and then I will send out a
google meeting thing to find a time that works.


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



mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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December 19, 2014 
 
 
Tiffany Bohee 
OCII Executive Director 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
RE: Notice of Preparation and Initial Study for Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Mission 
Bay Blocks 29-32 
 
Dear Ms. Bohee, 
 
Please accept the following comments from the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition on the Initial Study 
and scope of the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report for the Warriors’ Mission Bay arena 
project. 
 
Adjust Transportation Mode Share Assumptions 
The only stated assumptions by the project regarding mode share are in the Warriors’ Transportation 
Management Plan, released November 2014. We are concerned that the assumptions made in this 
document do not reflect the existing or future conditions in Mission Bay, nor does the 
Transportation Management Plan provide a strong basis for these assumptions. Specifically, the 
Transportation Management Plan assumes a 2% bicycle mode share for the 2018 opening of the 
arena site, despite Mission Bay’s existing 5% bicycle mode share and City goals for 8% bicycle 
mode share by 2018 and 20% by 2020. 
 
The SEIR should reconcile the Transportation Management Plan mode share assumptions with 
existing data for the City and neighborhood, and with the City’s goals for growing bicycle mode share 
by 2020. 
 
Account for Ongoing City Studies 
The SEIR, in an effort to reflect more accurate mode share projections and coordinate with City 
planning processes already underway, should rely on studies and analyses being done by the San 
Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency and San Francisco County Transportation Authority. 
Specifically, the Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA), currently in its second phase 
SOMA/Mission Bay/Central Waterfront Transportation Needs and Solutions Analysis led by the 
SFCTA, should be consulted extensively to determine real transportation impacts across all modes 
to achieve a more realistic estimation of bicycle mode share. Both phases of this plans have 
undergone extensive community outreach processes, and the Warriors’ SEIR should reflect the 
modeshare and transportation goals already outlined in these plans. 
 
The WTA already predicts a 30% increase in total trips in Mission Bay in the next 5 years, 20% of 
which are predicted to be by bike, particularly for short to medium trips. With the arena site’s 
distance from major transit hubs (nearly 2 miles from Embarcadero BART and .75 miles from 22nd 
Street Caltrain), the site is in an ideal location for generating these short and medium distance 
bicycle trips. 
 











 



 



 



The WTA has done extensive stakeholder engagement over several years and won broad buy in from 
neighbors around its assumptions for growth, related transportation impacts, and needed 
improvements and investments. The SEIR and Warriors’ Transportation Management Plan needs to 
be coordinated closely with the WTA and SOMA/Mission Bay/Central Waterfront Transportation 
Needs and Solutions Analysis to understand the full story of how the site will impact transportation 
along the waterfront and to reflect the goals and assumptions of the City of San Francisco and the 
nearby community.  
 
Bicycle Parking and Improved On-Street Infrastructure as Transportation Mitigation 
Transportation and circulation will be the most significant impacts of the arena project, and the 
most effective and efficient ways to address these significant impacts are low-cost investments to 
shift mode share to walking and biking. Biking and walking trips reduce congestion, decrease 
parking needs, and reduce the environmental impact of increased automobile traffic. When ample, 
safe, and comfortable infrastructure is provided, people will choose to get out of their cars for other 
options, as evidenced by the rapid city wide growth in the number of people biking as the City 
builds out the bike network.  
 
The Warriors’ arena 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. The SEIR should study project variants that consider a robust bicycle 
transportation plan in line with the City’s own mode share goals. 
 
Analyzing these options concurrently with the proposed project will require more effort early in the 
process but may result in an earlier SEIR delivery and, more importantly, a better project. 
 
We appreciate your consideration of these comments and look forward to working together to deliver 
the Warriors, the residents of San Francisco, and the Mission Bay community, a project that we can 
be proud of. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



 
Leah Shahum 
Executive Director 
San Francisco Bicycle Coalition 
 
 



 
 
 
  













From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy


(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)


Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:34:24 PM
Attachments: image003.png


2015.01.12_Arrival_Distribution_GSW-Venue-Variance.xlsx


Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we discussed yesterday. There
are several tabs for various different downtown arenas, as well as a summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of today’s internal meeting
regarding next steps.
 
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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SUMMARY





						Incremental Arrivals


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			12.0%			12.0%			-0.0%


						6:30-7:00pm			21.1%			20.0%			1.1%


						7:00-7:30pm			35.4%			34.0%			1.4%


						7:30-8:30pm			30.3%			34.0%			-3.7%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			12.0%			12.0%			-0.0%


						By 7:00pm			33.1%			32.0%			1.1%


						By 7:30pm			68.5%			66.0%			2.5%


						By 8:30pm			98.8%			100.0%			-1.2%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted where applicable to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source Venues: Houston (TC), Brooklyn (BC), Phoenix (USAC), Sacramento (STA), and Orlando (AC).  














ICON data v. GSW





						Incremental Arrivals


									ICON venues*			GSW			ICON-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			9.2%			12.0%			-2.8%


						6:30-7:00pm			21.5%			20.0%			1.5%


						7:00-7:30pm			32.3%			34.0%			-1.7%


						7:30-8:30pm			37.0%			34.0%			3.0%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									ICON venues*			GSW			ICON-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			9.2%			12.0%			-2.8%


						By 7:00pm			30.7%			32.0%			-1.3%


						By 7:30pm			63.0%			66.0%			-3.0%


						By 8:30pm			100.0%			100.0%			0.0%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time where applicable. Source: NBA, via ICON Venue Group (as cited in the Sacramento EIR, below). NBA data includes venues in downtown Orlando, Houston, and Brooklyn.











Houston v. GSW


						Incremental Arrivals


									Houston*			GSW			Houston-GSW Variance


						6:00-6:30pm			12.0%			12.0%			0.0%


						6:30-7:00pm			18.0%			20.0%			-2.0%


						7:00-7:30pm			32.0%			34.0%			-2.0%


						7:30-8:00pm			30.0%			34.0%			-4.0%


						8:00-8:30pm			5.0%			0.0%			5.0%


						8:30-9:30pm			3.0%			0.0%			3.0%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Houston*			GSW			Houston-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			12.0%			12.0%			0.0%


						By 7:00pm			30.0%			32.0%			-2.0%


						By 7:30pm			62.0%			66.0%			-4.0%


						By 8:00pm			92.0%			100.0%			-8.0%


						By 8:30pm			97.0%			100.0%			-3.0%


						By 9:30pm			100.0%			100.0%			0.0%


						Notes


						**Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source: The Houston Rockets, 2015. Data set copied below.











Brooklyn v. GSW


						2013-2014 DATA															2014-2015 DATA															AVERAGE


						Incremental Arrivals															Incremental Arrivals															Incremental Arrivals


									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:00pm			2.0%			1.0%			1.0%						5:30-6:00pm			4.1%			1.0%			3.1%						5:30-6:00pm			3.1%			1.0%			2.1%


						6:00-6:30pm			12.6%			11.0%			1.6%						6:00-6:30pm			11.3%			11.0%			0.3%						6:00-6:30pm			12.0%			11.0%			0.9%


						6:30-7:00pm			20.5%			20.0%			0.5%						6:30-7:00pm			22.4%			20.0%			2.4%						6:30-7:00pm			21.5%			20.0%			1.5%


						7:00-7:30pm			32.3%			34.0%			-1.7%						7:00-7:30pm			33.6%			34.0%			-0.4%						7:00-7:30pm			33.0%			34.0%			-1.1%


						7:30-8:00pm			24.8%			34.0%			-9.2%						7:30-8:00pm			22.5%			34.0%			-11.5%						7:30-8:00pm			23.7%			34.0%			-10.4%


						8:00-8:30pm			5.8%			0.0%			5.8%						8:00-8:30pm			4.6%			0.0%			4.6%						8:00-8:30pm			5.2%			0.0%			5.2%


						8:30-9:30pm			2.0%			0.0%			2.0%						8:30-9:30pm			1.6%			0.0%			1.6%						8:30-9:30pm			1.8%			0.0%			1.8%


						Cumulative Arrivals 															Cumulative Arrivals 															Cumulative Arrivals 


									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance


						By 6:00pm			2.0%			1.0%			1.0%						By 6:00pm			4.1%			1.0%			3.1%						By 6:00pm			3.1%			1.0%			2.1%


						By 6:30pm			14.6%			12.0%			2.6%						By 6:30pm			15.4%			12.0%			3.4%						By 6:30pm			15.0%			12.0%			3.0%


						By 7:00pm			35.1%			32.0%			3.1%						By 7:00pm			37.8%			32.0%			5.8%						By 7:00pm			36.5%			32.0%			4.5%


						By 7:30pm			67.4%			66.0%			1.4%						By 7:30pm			71.4%			66.0%			5.4%						By 7:30pm			69.4%			66.0%			3.4%


						By 8:00pm			92.2%			100.0%			-7.8%						By 8:00pm			93.9%			100.0%			-6.1%						By 8:00pm			93.1%			100.0%			-7.0%


						By 8:30pm			98.0%			100.0%			-2.0%						By 8:30pm			98.5%			100.0%			-1.5%						By 8:30pm			98.3%			100.0%			-1.8%


						By 9:30pm			100.0%			100.0%			0.0%						By 9:30pm			100.1%			100.0%			0.1%						By 9:30pm			100.1%			100.0%			0.0%


						Notes															Notes															Notes


						*Based on 2013-14 games with a 7:30pm start time.Source: The Brooklyn Nets, 2015. Data set copied below.															*Based on 2014-15 games with a 7:30pm start time.Source: The Brooklyn Nets, 2015. Data set copied below.															*Based on averaging 2013-4 and 2014-5 games with a 7:30pm start time.Source: The Brooklyn Nets, 2015.

















Phoenix v. GSW





						Incremental Arrivals


									Phoenix*			GSW			Phoenix-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			10%			12%			-2%


						6:30-7:00pm			22%			20%			2%


						7:00-7:30pm			35%			34%			1%


						7:30-8:30pm			32%			34%			-2%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Phoenix*			GSW			Phoenix-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			10%			12%			-2%


						By 7:00pm			31%			32%			-1%


						By 7:30pm			67%			66%			1%


						By 8:30pm			99%			100%			-1%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time (home games in Phoenix start at 7:00pm unless tip-off time is altered to accomodate national television. The latter occurance is rare.). Source: The Phoenix Suns, 2015. Data set copied below.





						Phoenix Base Data									Add. Analysis


						Hrs (Phoenix)			Time adjustment (SF)			Arrivals			% Arrivals


						4:00-5:00			4:30-5:30			0			0%


						5:00-6:00			5:30-6:30 			1235			10%


						6:00-6:30			6:30-7:00			2837			22%


						6:30-7:00			7:00-7:30			4549			35%


						7:00-7:30			7:30-8:00			3314			26%


						7:30-8:00			8:00-8:30			845			7%


						8:00-8:30			8:30-9:00			148			1%


						TOTAL						12928			100%








Sacrameno (STA) v. GSW





						Incremental Arrivals


									Sleep Train (STA)*			GSW			STA-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			14.0%			12.0%			2.0%


						6:30-7:00pm			22.7%			20.0%			2.7%


						7:00-7:30pm			44.7%			34.0%			10.7%


						7:30-8:30pm			18.6%			34.0%			-15.4%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Sleep Train (STA)*			GSW			STA-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			14.0%			12.0%			2.0%


						By 7:00pm			36.7%			32.0%			4.7%


						By 7:30pm			81.4%			66.0%			15.4%


						By 8:30pm			100.0%			100.0%			0.0%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source: Fehr & Peers study conducted Friday, April 5, 2012 (as cited in the Sacramento EIR, below). 
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TABLE4.10-8
PRE-EVENT ATTENDEE ARRIVAL PATTERNS

Percent Entering Sleep Train Atena  Percent Entering Building
Time Parking Lot for 7 pm Game * for Other NBA Venues *
B 3 2%

66:30pm 27% 215%

6307pm 7% 23%
78pm 185%

0%

5. Fenr & Pasrs conducted counts from 510 & pm st s anrances 3 Kings home gam (verss Cigpar) t S Train Avers o
Foday, At 5, 2012 Game had attndance of 12600

2 Bssed o dats provided by loon Venss Grovs.

SOURCE: Fav & Fesrs. 2012
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Time Period Cumulative %
60 minutes before ticketed start time

(6:00) 12%

30 minutes before ticketed start time

(6:30) 30%
Ticketed Start Time (7:00) 62%
Actual Tip (7:10) 75%

End of 15t quarter 92%
Halftime 7%

End of Game 100%
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2013-2014 Season
AlI7:30 PM Tip Timess

Time Window %of Entries  Rolling % of Entries
5:30 PM-6:00 PM 2.0% 3.4%
6:00 PM-6:30 PM 126% 14.5%
630 PM-7:00 PM 205% 34.2%
7:00 PM-7:30 PM 323% 67.3%
7:30 PM-8:00 PM 24.8% 91.8%
8:00 PM-8:30 PM 5.8% 97.9%
8:30 PM-9:00 PM 16% 99.6%
9:00 PM-9:30 PM 0.4% 99.9%

9:30 PM-10:00 PM 01% 100.0%
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy


(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)


Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:34:24 PM
Attachments: image003.png


2015.01.12_Arrival_Distribution_GSW-Venue-Variance.xlsx


Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we discussed yesterday. There
are several tabs for various different downtown arenas, as well as a summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of today’s internal meeting
regarding next steps.
 
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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SUMMARY





						Incremental Arrivals


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			12.0%			12.0%			-0.0%


						6:30-7:00pm			21.1%			20.0%			1.1%


						7:00-7:30pm			35.4%			34.0%			1.4%


						7:30-8:30pm			30.3%			34.0%			-3.7%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			12.0%			12.0%			-0.0%


						By 7:00pm			33.1%			32.0%			1.1%


						By 7:30pm			68.5%			66.0%			2.5%


						By 8:30pm			98.8%			100.0%			-1.2%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted where applicable to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source Venues: Houston (TC), Brooklyn (BC), Phoenix (USAC), Sacramento (STA), and Orlando (AC).  














ICON data v. GSW





						Incremental Arrivals


									ICON venues*			GSW			ICON-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			9.2%			12.0%			-2.8%


						6:30-7:00pm			21.5%			20.0%			1.5%


						7:00-7:30pm			32.3%			34.0%			-1.7%


						7:30-8:30pm			37.0%			34.0%			3.0%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									ICON venues*			GSW			ICON-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			9.2%			12.0%			-2.8%


						By 7:00pm			30.7%			32.0%			-1.3%


						By 7:30pm			63.0%			66.0%			-3.0%


						By 8:30pm			100.0%			100.0%			0.0%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time where applicable. Source: NBA, via ICON Venue Group (as cited in the Sacramento EIR, below). NBA data includes venues in downtown Orlando, Houston, and Brooklyn.











Houston v. GSW


						Incremental Arrivals


									Houston*			GSW			Houston-GSW Variance


						6:00-6:30pm			12.0%			12.0%			0.0%


						6:30-7:00pm			18.0%			20.0%			-2.0%


						7:00-7:30pm			32.0%			34.0%			-2.0%


						7:30-8:00pm			30.0%			34.0%			-4.0%


						8:00-8:30pm			5.0%			0.0%			5.0%


						8:30-9:30pm			3.0%			0.0%			3.0%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Houston*			GSW			Houston-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			12.0%			12.0%			0.0%


						By 7:00pm			30.0%			32.0%			-2.0%


						By 7:30pm			62.0%			66.0%			-4.0%


						By 8:00pm			92.0%			100.0%			-8.0%


						By 8:30pm			97.0%			100.0%			-3.0%


						By 9:30pm			100.0%			100.0%			0.0%


						Notes


						**Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source: The Houston Rockets, 2015. Data set copied below.











Brooklyn v. GSW


						2013-2014 DATA															2014-2015 DATA															AVERAGE


						Incremental Arrivals															Incremental Arrivals															Incremental Arrivals


									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:00pm			2.0%			1.0%			1.0%						5:30-6:00pm			4.1%			1.0%			3.1%						5:30-6:00pm			3.1%			1.0%			2.1%


						6:00-6:30pm			12.6%			11.0%			1.6%						6:00-6:30pm			11.3%			11.0%			0.3%						6:00-6:30pm			12.0%			11.0%			0.9%


						6:30-7:00pm			20.5%			20.0%			0.5%						6:30-7:00pm			22.4%			20.0%			2.4%						6:30-7:00pm			21.5%			20.0%			1.5%


						7:00-7:30pm			32.3%			34.0%			-1.7%						7:00-7:30pm			33.6%			34.0%			-0.4%						7:00-7:30pm			33.0%			34.0%			-1.1%


						7:30-8:00pm			24.8%			34.0%			-9.2%						7:30-8:00pm			22.5%			34.0%			-11.5%						7:30-8:00pm			23.7%			34.0%			-10.4%


						8:00-8:30pm			5.8%			0.0%			5.8%						8:00-8:30pm			4.6%			0.0%			4.6%						8:00-8:30pm			5.2%			0.0%			5.2%


						8:30-9:30pm			2.0%			0.0%			2.0%						8:30-9:30pm			1.6%			0.0%			1.6%						8:30-9:30pm			1.8%			0.0%			1.8%


						Cumulative Arrivals 															Cumulative Arrivals 															Cumulative Arrivals 


									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance


						By 6:00pm			2.0%			1.0%			1.0%						By 6:00pm			4.1%			1.0%			3.1%						By 6:00pm			3.1%			1.0%			2.1%


						By 6:30pm			14.6%			12.0%			2.6%						By 6:30pm			15.4%			12.0%			3.4%						By 6:30pm			15.0%			12.0%			3.0%


						By 7:00pm			35.1%			32.0%			3.1%						By 7:00pm			37.8%			32.0%			5.8%						By 7:00pm			36.5%			32.0%			4.5%


						By 7:30pm			67.4%			66.0%			1.4%						By 7:30pm			71.4%			66.0%			5.4%						By 7:30pm			69.4%			66.0%			3.4%


						By 8:00pm			92.2%			100.0%			-7.8%						By 8:00pm			93.9%			100.0%			-6.1%						By 8:00pm			93.1%			100.0%			-7.0%


						By 8:30pm			98.0%			100.0%			-2.0%						By 8:30pm			98.5%			100.0%			-1.5%						By 8:30pm			98.3%			100.0%			-1.8%


						By 9:30pm			100.0%			100.0%			0.0%						By 9:30pm			100.1%			100.0%			0.1%						By 9:30pm			100.1%			100.0%			0.0%


						Notes															Notes															Notes


						*Based on 2013-14 games with a 7:30pm start time.Source: The Brooklyn Nets, 2015. Data set copied below.															*Based on 2014-15 games with a 7:30pm start time.Source: The Brooklyn Nets, 2015. Data set copied below.															*Based on averaging 2013-4 and 2014-5 games with a 7:30pm start time.Source: The Brooklyn Nets, 2015.

















Phoenix v. GSW





						Incremental Arrivals


									Phoenix*			GSW			Phoenix-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			10%			12%			-2%


						6:30-7:00pm			22%			20%			2%


						7:00-7:30pm			35%			34%			1%


						7:30-8:30pm			32%			34%			-2%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Phoenix*			GSW			Phoenix-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			10%			12%			-2%


						By 7:00pm			31%			32%			-1%


						By 7:30pm			67%			66%			1%


						By 8:30pm			99%			100%			-1%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time (home games in Phoenix start at 7:00pm unless tip-off time is altered to accomodate national television. The latter occurance is rare.). Source: The Phoenix Suns, 2015. Data set copied below.





						Phoenix Base Data									Add. Analysis


						Hrs (Phoenix)			Time adjustment (SF)			Arrivals			% Arrivals


						4:00-5:00			4:30-5:30			0			0%


						5:00-6:00			5:30-6:30 			1235			10%


						6:00-6:30			6:30-7:00			2837			22%


						6:30-7:00			7:00-7:30			4549			35%


						7:00-7:30			7:30-8:00			3314			26%


						7:30-8:00			8:00-8:30			845			7%


						8:00-8:30			8:30-9:00			148			1%


						TOTAL						12928			100%








Sacrameno (STA) v. GSW





						Incremental Arrivals


									Sleep Train (STA)*			GSW			STA-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			14.0%			12.0%			2.0%


						6:30-7:00pm			22.7%			20.0%			2.7%


						7:00-7:30pm			44.7%			34.0%			10.7%


						7:30-8:30pm			18.6%			34.0%			-15.4%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Sleep Train (STA)*			GSW			STA-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			14.0%			12.0%			2.0%


						By 7:00pm			36.7%			32.0%			4.7%


						By 7:30pm			81.4%			66.0%			15.4%


						By 8:30pm			100.0%			100.0%			0.0%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source: Fehr & Peers study conducted Friday, April 5, 2012 (as cited in the Sacramento EIR, below). 
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy


(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)


Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:34:25 PM
Attachments: image003.png


2015.01.12_Arrival_Distribution_GSW-Venue-Variance.xlsx


Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we discussed yesterday. There
are several tabs for various different downtown arenas, as well as a summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of today’s internal meeting
regarding next steps.
 
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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SUMMARY





						Incremental Arrivals


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			12.0%			12.0%			-0.0%


						6:30-7:00pm			21.1%			20.0%			1.1%


						7:00-7:30pm			35.4%			34.0%			1.4%


						7:30-8:30pm			30.3%			34.0%			-3.7%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Aggregated NBA venues*			GSW			NBA-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			12.0%			12.0%			-0.0%


						By 7:00pm			33.1%			32.0%			1.1%


						By 7:30pm			68.5%			66.0%			2.5%


						By 8:30pm			98.8%			100.0%			-1.2%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted where applicable to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source Venues: Houston (TC), Brooklyn (BC), Phoenix (USAC), Sacramento (STA), and Orlando (AC).  














ICON data v. GSW





						Incremental Arrivals


									ICON venues*			GSW			ICON-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			9.2%			12.0%			-2.8%


						6:30-7:00pm			21.5%			20.0%			1.5%


						7:00-7:30pm			32.3%			34.0%			-1.7%


						7:30-8:30pm			37.0%			34.0%			3.0%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									ICON venues*			GSW			ICON-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			9.2%			12.0%			-2.8%


						By 7:00pm			30.7%			32.0%			-1.3%


						By 7:30pm			63.0%			66.0%			-3.0%


						By 8:30pm			100.0%			100.0%			0.0%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time where applicable. Source: NBA, via ICON Venue Group (as cited in the Sacramento EIR, below). NBA data includes venues in downtown Orlando, Houston, and Brooklyn.











Houston v. GSW


						Incremental Arrivals


									Houston*			GSW			Houston-GSW Variance


						6:00-6:30pm			12.0%			12.0%			0.0%


						6:30-7:00pm			18.0%			20.0%			-2.0%


						7:00-7:30pm			32.0%			34.0%			-2.0%


						7:30-8:00pm			30.0%			34.0%			-4.0%


						8:00-8:30pm			5.0%			0.0%			5.0%


						8:30-9:30pm			3.0%			0.0%			3.0%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Houston*			GSW			Houston-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			12.0%			12.0%			0.0%


						By 7:00pm			30.0%			32.0%			-2.0%


						By 7:30pm			62.0%			66.0%			-4.0%


						By 8:00pm			92.0%			100.0%			-8.0%


						By 8:30pm			97.0%			100.0%			-3.0%


						By 9:30pm			100.0%			100.0%			0.0%


						Notes


						**Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source: The Houston Rockets, 2015. Data set copied below.











Brooklyn v. GSW


						2013-2014 DATA															2014-2015 DATA															AVERAGE


						Incremental Arrivals															Incremental Arrivals															Incremental Arrivals


									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:00pm			2.0%			1.0%			1.0%						5:30-6:00pm			4.1%			1.0%			3.1%						5:30-6:00pm			3.1%			1.0%			2.1%


						6:00-6:30pm			12.6%			11.0%			1.6%						6:00-6:30pm			11.3%			11.0%			0.3%						6:00-6:30pm			12.0%			11.0%			0.9%


						6:30-7:00pm			20.5%			20.0%			0.5%						6:30-7:00pm			22.4%			20.0%			2.4%						6:30-7:00pm			21.5%			20.0%			1.5%


						7:00-7:30pm			32.3%			34.0%			-1.7%						7:00-7:30pm			33.6%			34.0%			-0.4%						7:00-7:30pm			33.0%			34.0%			-1.1%


						7:30-8:00pm			24.8%			34.0%			-9.2%						7:30-8:00pm			22.5%			34.0%			-11.5%						7:30-8:00pm			23.7%			34.0%			-10.4%


						8:00-8:30pm			5.8%			0.0%			5.8%						8:00-8:30pm			4.6%			0.0%			4.6%						8:00-8:30pm			5.2%			0.0%			5.2%


						8:30-9:30pm			2.0%			0.0%			2.0%						8:30-9:30pm			1.6%			0.0%			1.6%						8:30-9:30pm			1.8%			0.0%			1.8%


						Cumulative Arrivals 															Cumulative Arrivals 															Cumulative Arrivals 


									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance									Brooklyn*			GSW			Brooklyn-GSW Variance


						By 6:00pm			2.0%			1.0%			1.0%						By 6:00pm			4.1%			1.0%			3.1%						By 6:00pm			3.1%			1.0%			2.1%


						By 6:30pm			14.6%			12.0%			2.6%						By 6:30pm			15.4%			12.0%			3.4%						By 6:30pm			15.0%			12.0%			3.0%


						By 7:00pm			35.1%			32.0%			3.1%						By 7:00pm			37.8%			32.0%			5.8%						By 7:00pm			36.5%			32.0%			4.5%


						By 7:30pm			67.4%			66.0%			1.4%						By 7:30pm			71.4%			66.0%			5.4%						By 7:30pm			69.4%			66.0%			3.4%


						By 8:00pm			92.2%			100.0%			-7.8%						By 8:00pm			93.9%			100.0%			-6.1%						By 8:00pm			93.1%			100.0%			-7.0%


						By 8:30pm			98.0%			100.0%			-2.0%						By 8:30pm			98.5%			100.0%			-1.5%						By 8:30pm			98.3%			100.0%			-1.8%


						By 9:30pm			100.0%			100.0%			0.0%						By 9:30pm			100.1%			100.0%			0.1%						By 9:30pm			100.1%			100.0%			0.0%


						Notes															Notes															Notes


						*Based on 2013-14 games with a 7:30pm start time.Source: The Brooklyn Nets, 2015. Data set copied below.															*Based on 2014-15 games with a 7:30pm start time.Source: The Brooklyn Nets, 2015. Data set copied below.															*Based on averaging 2013-4 and 2014-5 games with a 7:30pm start time.Source: The Brooklyn Nets, 2015.

















Phoenix v. GSW





						Incremental Arrivals


									Phoenix*			GSW			Phoenix-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			10%			12%			-2%


						6:30-7:00pm			22%			20%			2%


						7:00-7:30pm			35%			34%			1%


						7:30-8:30pm			32%			34%			-2%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Phoenix*			GSW			Phoenix-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			10%			12%			-2%


						By 7:00pm			31%			32%			-1%


						By 7:30pm			67%			66%			1%


						By 8:30pm			99%			100%			-1%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time (home games in Phoenix start at 7:00pm unless tip-off time is altered to accomodate national television. The latter occurance is rare.). Source: The Phoenix Suns, 2015. Data set copied below.





						Phoenix Base Data									Add. Analysis


						Hrs (Phoenix)			Time adjustment (SF)			Arrivals			% Arrivals


						4:00-5:00			4:30-5:30			0			0%


						5:00-6:00			5:30-6:30 			1235			10%


						6:00-6:30			6:30-7:00			2837			22%


						6:30-7:00			7:00-7:30			4549			35%


						7:00-7:30			7:30-8:00			3314			26%


						7:30-8:00			8:00-8:30			845			7%


						8:00-8:30			8:30-9:00			148			1%


						TOTAL						12928			100%








Sacrameno (STA) v. GSW





						Incremental Arrivals


									Sleep Train (STA)*			GSW			STA-GSW Variance


						5:30-6:30pm			14.0%			12.0%			2.0%


						6:30-7:00pm			22.7%			20.0%			2.7%


						7:00-7:30pm			44.7%			34.0%			10.7%


						7:30-8:30pm			18.6%			34.0%			-15.4%


						Cumulative Arrivals 


									Sleep Train (STA)*			GSW			STA-GSW Variance


						By 6:30pm			14.0%			12.0%			2.0%


						By 7:00pm			36.7%			32.0%			4.7%


						By 7:30pm			81.4%			66.0%			15.4%


						By 8:30pm			100.0%			100.0%			0.0%


						Notes


						*Time-adjusted to assume a 7:30pm start time. Source: Fehr & Peers study conducted Friday, April 5, 2012 (as cited in the Sacramento EIR, below). 
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TABLE4.10-8
PRE-EVENT ATTENDEE ARRIVAL PATTERNS

Percent Entering Sleep Train Atena  Percent Entering Building
Time Parking Lot for 7 pm Game * for Other NBA Venues *
B 3 2%

66:30pm 27% 215%

6307pm 7% 23%
78pm 185%

0%

5. Fenr & Pasrs conducted counts from 510 & pm st s anrances 3 Kings home gam (verss Cigpar) t S Train Avers o
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SOURCE: Fav & Fesrs. 2012









image2.png


Time Period Cumulative %
60 minutes before ticketed start time

(6:00) 12%

30 minutes before ticketed start time

(6:30) 30%
Ticketed Start Time (7:00) 62%
Actual Tip (7:10) 75%

End of 15t quarter 92%
Halftime 7%

End of Game 100%
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2013-2014 Season
AlI7:30 PM Tip Timess

Time Window %of Entries  Rolling % of Entries
5:30 PM-6:00 PM 2.0% 3.4%
6:00 PM-6:30 PM 126% 14.5%
630 PM-7:00 PM 205% 34.2%
7:00 PM-7:30 PM 323% 67.3%
7:30 PM-8:00 PM 24.8% 91.8%
8:00 PM-8:30 PM 5.8% 97.9%
8:30 PM-9:00 PM 16% 99.6%
9:00 PM-9:30 PM 0.4% 99.9%

9:30 PM-10:00 PM 01% 100.0%
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2014-2015 Season
AlI7:30 PM Tip Timess

%of Entries  Rolling % of Entries

41% 41%
11.3% 15.3%
224% 36.8%
33.6% 701%
225% 93.5%
4.6% 98.4%
13% 99.7%
03% 100.0%

0.0% 100.0%
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From: Maureen Gaffney
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Warriors, PLN (CPC)
Subject: NOP Comment Letter SF Bay Trail Project
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 1:10:31 PM
Attachments: Warriors NOP Comment Ltr 1-15-15.pdf


Greetings,


Thank you for accepting my comments.  I apologize for their tardiness.


Best, 
Maureen Gaffney


SF Bay Trail
ABAG
P.O. Box 2050
Oakland, CA  94604-2050


Phone: (510) 464-7909
Fax: (510) 433-5509



mailto:MaureenG@abag.ca.gov

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:warriors@sfgov.org






 



 
 
January 13, 2015 
 
 Ms. Tiffany Bohee 
OCII Executive Director 
c/o Brett Bollinger 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA  94103 
 
RE:  Warriors Arena Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report 



 
Dear Ms. Bohee:  
 
The San Francisco Bay Trail is a 500-mile shoreline walking and bicycling path that will one day 



encircle the Bay.  With over 340 miles complete, it follows the shoreline in nine counties, passes 



through 47 cities and crosses four-and-a half toll bridges. The Trail provides scenic recreation 



for hikers, joggers, bicyclists, skaters and wheelchair riders.  It offers a setting for wildlife 



viewing and environmental education, and serves as an important commute alternative for 



bicyclists. 



 



In the vicinity of the proposed project, an existing segment of Bay Trail is located adjacent to 



the shoreline, east of Terry Francois Boulevard. The project will draw large numbers of people 



to this area of the waterfront for games and other events. To alleviate the inevitable traffic 



impacts, the project proponent should make every possible effort to draw people to the site by 



means other than the private vehicle.   



We note that the NOP references the inclusion of a two-way cycle track as part of the Mission 



Bay Plan, but not as part of the Warriors Arena Project. It is imperative that the proposed cycle 



track be seamlessly incorporated into the design of the stadium entrance, and that pedestrian 



circulation and safety be thoroughly evaluated alongside the bicycle and vehicle circulation 



plans. Please include schematics, diagrams and plans in the EIR depicting these aspects of the 



proposed project.  











It is important that the Bay Trail remain open and accessible to all users during construction. 



Please provide detailed information in the EIR regarding any impacts to the trail that may occur 



during construction, and how the project plans to mitigate for those impacts.  



It is imperative that non-motorized transportation means of accessing the site are real and 



meaningful. A well-designed and implemented bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, including 



wayfinding signage, seamless bicycle valet, bike share, and promotion of the San Francisco Bay 



Trail as the premier means of accessing the new stadium will demonstrate the Warriors 



commitment to the residents in the area, to the larger Citywide community, and to the region 



as a whole.  



 



If you have any questions regarding these comments or about the Bay Trail, please contact me 



at (510) 464-7909 or by e-mail at maureeng@abag.ca.gov. 



Sincerely, 



 



Maureen Gaffney 
Bay Trail Planner 
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From: Mary Lucas McDonald
To: Tran, Michael (PUC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); joyce@orionenvironment.com; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Pump Station Information Needed for Warriors EIR
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:02:57 AM


Hi Michael,
 
I am trying to wrap up the utilities and water quality sections of the Warriors EIR for submittal on
January 26 and need help with some information about the Mission Bay Sanitary and Mariposa
Pump Stations of the combined sewer system as well as Pump Station SDPS-5 that is now under
construction as part of the separate stormwater system. Could you please help with this information
or direct me to the correct person to get what we need for the EIR? I need this information by
January 21 to meet our next deadline.
 
Also, just a reminder that prior to our January 26 submittal we will need a revised and citable
reference for the information you provided in your December 24, 2014 email stating that the
Mariposa Pump Station is at capacity, stating that flows from the project would require upgrades to
the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station,  and describing needed upgrades.
 
Thanks for your help, and my information needs are included below.
 
Mary
 
Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
 
 
Mariposa Pump Station
 
For the Mariposa Pump Station I have pieced together a  lot of information from different sewer
system documents, but sometimes the information is inconsistent and it would be helpful if you
could confirm or provide accurate information regarding the following:
 
Year Built: 1954 and rebuilt in 1993.
Dry Weather Pumping Capacity: 1.5 mgd
Average Dry Weather Flows: 0.4 mgd
Peak Dry Weather Flows: ?
Maximum Dry Weather Flows Transported to SEWPC: 1.2 mgd
Wet Weather Pumping Capacity: 13 mgd
 
Do combined sewer discharges in this basin occur when the wet weather capacity of 13 mgd and



mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com

mailto:mitran@sfwater.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com





the volume of the 0.7 million gallon transport and storage box are exceeded?


The report titled “Draft Southeast Water Pollution Control Plant (SEP) and Bayside Facilities,
2014/2015 Operations” indicates that new wet weather pumps were installed in 2014. What was
the purpose of the new pumps? The report also states that in 2014/2015, the SFPUC expects to
connect the dry weather force main to the wet weather force main which would increase the
capacity of the dry-weather pump station to 3.0 mgd in dry weather conditions. Has this connection
been made? If it hasn’t, when do you expect to make the connection?


Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station


For the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station, I have not been able to locate any information. Could
you please provide:


Year Built:
A Description of Dry Weather Pumping Facilities:
Dry Weather Pumping Capacity:
Average Dry Weather Flows:
Peak Dry Weather Flows:
A Description of Wet Weather Pumping Facilities:
Wet Weather Pumping Capacity:
Conditions that Trigger Combined Sewer Discharges when Wet Weather Pumping Capacity is
Exceeded:


Storm Drain Pump Station No. 5


The stormwater memorandum prepared by BKF described the operations of SDPS-1, but not SDPS-
5. Could you please provide:


Number of Pumps:


Design Flow Rate of Pumps:


 
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Oerth, Sally (CII)
Cc: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: GSW Check In Meeting
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 8:51:00 AM
Attachments: Agenda 1-21-15.docx


Tiffany/Sally – Attached is the agenda for today’s check in meeting.  All of the items are updates,
with nothing of note to report since last week’s meeting at City Hall that Tiffany attended.  Let me
know if you still would like to meet today; otherwise, I’ll see you next week, when we’ll have more
info on where they are going on the schematic design work and some of the other items.  For now
things are under control.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:sally.oerth@sfgov.org

mailto:claudia.guerra@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/



Agenda


Wednesday 1/21/15


OCII Internal GSW/Mission Bay Check In Meeting





Update Items


1. Schematic Design


a. Splitting out arena and office building design process


b. Meeting on arena schematic design this Thursday the 22nd


c. Meeting on office schematic design potentially the 29th 


d. Will generate a revised schedule for design once GSW decide their internal schedule





2. Events Management


a. OEWD met with Katy Liddell/Alice Rogers Friday 16th and positive feedback from Alice on the meeting


b. OCII/OEWD/GSW met with Police and police updating cost estimates


c. Working with MTA to incorporate GSW into standing Ballpark Committee meeting


d. Working with MB Maintenance Association, DPW and MJM to update costs for trash pick up


e. Will present process to date to CAC at February meeting, including having the GSW GC come and talk about construction impacts





3. TMP


a. Working to determine how to incorporate into EIR and funding 


b. Meeting held with City Hall Thursday the 15th





4. Fiscal Study


a. Christine is working with OEWD to collect needed data for KMA – GSW committed to provide information this week.





5. Professional Services/SBE


c. Still underway and doing well





6. Budget/Schedule


d. Ken Rich to talk with Steve Kawa on budget 


e. OEWD/EP worked out a revised schedule that picked up a couple weeks





7. UCSF


f. OEWD setting up follow up meeting with UCSF/MTA/OCII lower level staff to continue discussion on transportation issues





8. Entertainment Commission


a. Update presentation to Entertainment Commission on March 3rd





9. [bookmark: _GoBack]Bayview CAC Presentation


b. OEWD to schedule meeting with CAC







From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR); "Clarke Miller"; "Kate Aufhauser"; "Mary Murphy"
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; "Paul Mitchell"; Brian Boxer; "Joyce"
Subject: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:57:45 PM
Attachments: GSW at SF MB Temporal Arrival  Distribution 2015 01 16.pdf


All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that summarizes on one
page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided us very detailed arrival distribution
data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to establish the number of game attendees that
could arrive during the peak hour of the typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and
explanation below about how that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the
proposed GSW project in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent, which is in line
with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays Arena) shows a higher
percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in 2014-15, most likely due to the
retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and entertainment uses next
to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there would be more earlier arrivals at the
new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle Arena, where there are no other adjacent
commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the
Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5% arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the
Oracle Arena distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to 4% during the
next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are shown in the last two
columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the remaining 95% of the
arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are subtracted from those shown for
the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle Arena, with all the other periods remaining
unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand, assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be
distributed in a similar way as those at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has
been subtracted proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
 
Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my preference
would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger methodologically speaking,
and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs
64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation analysis would therefore be more conservative if we
used Option 2.
 
I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue before the
start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the arrival function for all periods
considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all
venues except Sacramento, and which is also close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21
min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train Arena (known
before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the arrival data was collected at
that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles,
which would add 5 to 10 minutes for patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual
average arrival time at the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
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Adavant Consulting



Basketball Venue
Temporal Arrival Distribution GSW Icon Venue Houston Phoenix Sacramento Brooklyn Brooklyn GSW @ SF MB



(Oracle) Group 2015 Jan 2015 2012 2013-14 2014-15 Option 1 Option 2
Within 2½ hours and 2 hours prior to start 1.0% 1.0%
Within 2 hours and 1½ hours prior to start 1.0% incl. below incl. below incl. below incl. below 2.0% 4.1% 4.0% 4.0%
Within 1½ hours and 1 hour prior to start 11.0% 9.2% 12.0% 9.6% 14.0% 12.6% 11.3% 11.0% 10.5%
Within 1 hour and ½ hour prior to start 20.0% 21.5% 18.0% 21.9% 22.7% 20.5% 22.4% 20.0% 19.5%
Within ½ hour prior to start 34.0% 32.3% 32.0% 35.2% 44.7% 32.3% 33.6% 34.0% 32.5%
Within ½ hour after start 34.0% 37.0% 30.0% 25.6% 18.6% 24.8% 22.5% 30.0% 32.5%
Within ½ hour and 1 hour after start 5.0% 6.5% 5.8% 4.6%
Within 1 hour and 1½ hours after start 3.0% 1.1% 2.0% 1.6%
TOTAL 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.1% 100.0% 100.0%



Average arrival before start time (in minutes) 18.3 15.9 12.9 14.7 24.6 17.8 21.3 23.4 22.2



Max. % of arrivals per hour within 4 and 6 PM 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 4.1% 5.0% 5.0%
assuming game starts at 7:30 PM



Max. % of arrivals per hour within 6 and 8 PM 68.0% 69.3% 62.0% 60.8% 67.4% 57.1% 56.1% 64.0% 65.0%
assuming game starts at 7:30 PM



GSW at SF MB Temporal Arrival Distribution 2015 01 16.xlsx Printed on 1/16/2015












 
For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average arrival time
before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a weekday evening game and 37
minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB arena, we
would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would arrive at the site during the
peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena, resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes
earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes) at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a different method
should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by Monday at noon in order to
maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the departure time
distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I believe that the departure times
would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer
attendees than currently assumed would be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour
following the end of the game (the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions
would represent a more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR); "Clarke Miller"; "Kate Aufhauser"; "Mary Murphy"
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; "Paul Mitchell"; Brian Boxer; "Joyce"
Subject: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:57:47 PM
Attachments: GSW at SF MB Temporal Arrival  Distribution 2015 01 16.pdf


All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that summarizes on one
page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided us very detailed arrival distribution
data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to establish the number of game attendees that
could arrive during the peak hour of the typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and
explanation below about how that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the
proposed GSW project in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent, which is in line
with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays Arena) shows a higher
percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in 2014-15, most likely due to the
retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and entertainment uses next
to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there would be more earlier arrivals at the
new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle Arena, where there are no other adjacent
commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the
Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5% arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the
Oracle Arena distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to 4% during the
next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are shown in the last two
columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the remaining 95% of the
arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are subtracted from those shown for
the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle Arena, with all the other periods remaining
unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand, assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be
distributed in a similar way as those at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has
been subtracted proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
 
Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my preference
would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger methodologically speaking,
and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs
64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation analysis would therefore be more conservative if we
used Option 2.
 
I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue before the
start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the arrival function for all periods
considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all
venues except Sacramento, and which is also close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21
min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train Arena (known
before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the arrival data was collected at
that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles,
which would add 5 to 10 minutes for patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual
average arrival time at the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
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Basketball Venue
Temporal Arrival Distribution GSW Icon Venue Houston Phoenix Sacramento Brooklyn Brooklyn GSW @ SF MB



(Oracle) Group 2015 Jan 2015 2012 2013-14 2014-15 Option 1 Option 2
Within 2½ hours and 2 hours prior to start 1.0% 1.0%
Within 2 hours and 1½ hours prior to start 1.0% incl. below incl. below incl. below incl. below 2.0% 4.1% 4.0% 4.0%
Within 1½ hours and 1 hour prior to start 11.0% 9.2% 12.0% 9.6% 14.0% 12.6% 11.3% 11.0% 10.5%
Within 1 hour and ½ hour prior to start 20.0% 21.5% 18.0% 21.9% 22.7% 20.5% 22.4% 20.0% 19.5%
Within ½ hour prior to start 34.0% 32.3% 32.0% 35.2% 44.7% 32.3% 33.6% 34.0% 32.5%
Within ½ hour after start 34.0% 37.0% 30.0% 25.6% 18.6% 24.8% 22.5% 30.0% 32.5%
Within ½ hour and 1 hour after start 5.0% 6.5% 5.8% 4.6%
Within 1 hour and 1½ hours after start 3.0% 1.1% 2.0% 1.6%
TOTAL 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.1% 100.0% 100.0%



Average arrival before start time (in minutes) 18.3 15.9 12.9 14.7 24.6 17.8 21.3 23.4 22.2



Max. % of arrivals per hour within 4 and 6 PM 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 4.1% 5.0% 5.0%
assuming game starts at 7:30 PM



Max. % of arrivals per hour within 6 and 8 PM 68.0% 69.3% 62.0% 60.8% 67.4% 57.1% 56.1% 64.0% 65.0%
assuming game starts at 7:30 PM
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For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average arrival time
before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a weekday evening game and 37
minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB arena, we
would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would arrive at the site during the
peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena, resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes
earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes) at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a different method
should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by Monday at noon in order to
maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the departure time
distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I believe that the departure times
would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer
attendees than currently assumed would be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour
following the end of the game (the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions
would represent a more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR); "Clarke Miller"; "Kate Aufhauser"; "Mary Murphy"
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; "Paul Mitchell"; Brian Boxer; "Joyce"
Subject: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:57:47 PM
Attachments: GSW at SF MB Temporal Arrival  Distribution 2015 01 16.pdf


All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that summarizes on one
page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided us very detailed arrival distribution
data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to establish the number of game attendees that
could arrive during the peak hour of the typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and
explanation below about how that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the
proposed GSW project in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent, which is in line
with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays Arena) shows a higher
percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in 2014-15, most likely due to the
retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and entertainment uses next
to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there would be more earlier arrivals at the
new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle Arena, where there are no other adjacent
commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the
Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5% arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the
Oracle Arena distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to 4% during the
next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are shown in the last two
columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the remaining 95% of the
arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are subtracted from those shown for
the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle Arena, with all the other periods remaining
unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand, assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be
distributed in a similar way as those at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has
been subtracted proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
 
Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my preference
would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger methodologically speaking,
and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs
64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation analysis would therefore be more conservative if we
used Option 2.
 
I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue before the
start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the arrival function for all periods
considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all
venues except Sacramento, and which is also close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21
min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train Arena (known
before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the arrival data was collected at
that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles,
which would add 5 to 10 minutes for patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual
average arrival time at the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
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Basketball Venue
Temporal Arrival Distribution GSW Icon Venue Houston Phoenix Sacramento Brooklyn Brooklyn GSW @ SF MB



(Oracle) Group 2015 Jan 2015 2012 2013-14 2014-15 Option 1 Option 2
Within 2½ hours and 2 hours prior to start 1.0% 1.0%
Within 2 hours and 1½ hours prior to start 1.0% incl. below incl. below incl. below incl. below 2.0% 4.1% 4.0% 4.0%
Within 1½ hours and 1 hour prior to start 11.0% 9.2% 12.0% 9.6% 14.0% 12.6% 11.3% 11.0% 10.5%
Within 1 hour and ½ hour prior to start 20.0% 21.5% 18.0% 21.9% 22.7% 20.5% 22.4% 20.0% 19.5%
Within ½ hour prior to start 34.0% 32.3% 32.0% 35.2% 44.7% 32.3% 33.6% 34.0% 32.5%
Within ½ hour after start 34.0% 37.0% 30.0% 25.6% 18.6% 24.8% 22.5% 30.0% 32.5%
Within ½ hour and 1 hour after start 5.0% 6.5% 5.8% 4.6%
Within 1 hour and 1½ hours after start 3.0% 1.1% 2.0% 1.6%
TOTAL 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.1% 100.0% 100.0%



Average arrival before start time (in minutes) 18.3 15.9 12.9 14.7 24.6 17.8 21.3 23.4 22.2



Max. % of arrivals per hour within 4 and 6 PM 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 4.1% 5.0% 5.0%
assuming game starts at 7:30 PM



Max. % of arrivals per hour within 6 and 8 PM 68.0% 69.3% 62.0% 60.8% 67.4% 57.1% 56.1% 64.0% 65.0%
assuming game starts at 7:30 PM
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For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average arrival time
before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a weekday evening game and 37
minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB arena, we
would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would arrive at the site during the
peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena, resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes
earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes) at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a different method
should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by Monday at noon in order to
maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the departure time
distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I believe that the departure times
would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer
attendees than currently assumed would be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour
following the end of the game (the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions
would represent a more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR); "Clarke Miller"; "Kate Aufhauser"; "Mary Murphy"
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; "Paul Mitchell"; Brian Boxer; "Joyce"
Subject: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:57:47 PM
Attachments: GSW at SF MB Temporal Arrival  Distribution 2015 01 16.pdf


All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that summarizes on one
page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided us very detailed arrival distribution
data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to establish the number of game attendees that
could arrive during the peak hour of the typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and
explanation below about how that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the
proposed GSW project in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent, which is in line
with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays Arena) shows a higher
percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in 2014-15, most likely due to the
retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and entertainment uses next
to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there would be more earlier arrivals at the
new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle Arena, where there are no other adjacent
commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the
Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5% arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the
Oracle Arena distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to 4% during the
next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are shown in the last two
columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the remaining 95% of the
arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are subtracted from those shown for
the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle Arena, with all the other periods remaining
unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand, assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be
distributed in a similar way as those at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has
been subtracted proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
 
Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my preference
would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger methodologically speaking,
and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs
64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation analysis would therefore be more conservative if we
used Option 2.
 
I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue before the
start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the arrival function for all periods
considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all
venues except Sacramento, and which is also close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21
min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train Arena (known
before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the arrival data was collected at
that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles,
which would add 5 to 10 minutes for patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual
average arrival time at the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
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Basketball Venue
Temporal Arrival Distribution GSW Icon Venue Houston Phoenix Sacramento Brooklyn Brooklyn GSW @ SF MB



(Oracle) Group 2015 Jan 2015 2012 2013-14 2014-15 Option 1 Option 2
Within 2½ hours and 2 hours prior to start 1.0% 1.0%
Within 2 hours and 1½ hours prior to start 1.0% incl. below incl. below incl. below incl. below 2.0% 4.1% 4.0% 4.0%
Within 1½ hours and 1 hour prior to start 11.0% 9.2% 12.0% 9.6% 14.0% 12.6% 11.3% 11.0% 10.5%
Within 1 hour and ½ hour prior to start 20.0% 21.5% 18.0% 21.9% 22.7% 20.5% 22.4% 20.0% 19.5%
Within ½ hour prior to start 34.0% 32.3% 32.0% 35.2% 44.7% 32.3% 33.6% 34.0% 32.5%
Within ½ hour after start 34.0% 37.0% 30.0% 25.6% 18.6% 24.8% 22.5% 30.0% 32.5%
Within ½ hour and 1 hour after start 5.0% 6.5% 5.8% 4.6%
Within 1 hour and 1½ hours after start 3.0% 1.1% 2.0% 1.6%
TOTAL 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.1% 100.0% 100.0%



Average arrival before start time (in minutes) 18.3 15.9 12.9 14.7 24.6 17.8 21.3 23.4 22.2



Max. % of arrivals per hour within 4 and 6 PM 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 4.1% 5.0% 5.0%
assuming game starts at 7:30 PM



Max. % of arrivals per hour within 6 and 8 PM 68.0% 69.3% 62.0% 60.8% 67.4% 57.1% 56.1% 64.0% 65.0%
assuming game starts at 7:30 PM
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For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average arrival time
before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a weekday evening game and 37
minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB arena, we
would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would arrive at the site during the
peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena, resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes
earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes) at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a different method
should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by Monday at noon in order to
maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the departure time
distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I believe that the departure times
would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer
attendees than currently assumed would be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour
following the end of the game (the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions
would represent a more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW shadow analysis
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 9:29:57 PM


Catherine, Kate,
A quick heads-up that I was in a meeting with Paul Mitchell today who shared with me that ESA had
completed the Shadow Analysis, and the project contributes very, very minimally to shadow on P22.
Sounds like Manica’s approach was spot-on. Just wanted to close the loop on this. I believe we’ll be
getting the Shadow chapter from ESA to review shortly.
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: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: GSW - Giants Game Information
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 2:58:47 PM
Attachments: Conditions with a SF Giants Game.docx


ATT00001.htm


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


Begin forwarded message:
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Conditions with a SF Giants Game at AT&T Park


AT&T Park, which is home to the San Francisco Giants Major League baseball team, is located east of King Street between Second and Third streets.  AT&T Park has a capacity of approximately 42,000 attendees. San Francisco Giants baseball games during the baseball season occur generally from April to September, and there are about 81 total games during the season.


AT&T Park contains a traffic management center (or is it called something else?) that contains video cameras of key intersections north of the channel. A PCO Supervisor is stationed at the traffic management center, and has two assistants (one for the area north of the channel, and one for the area south of the channel) that manage the ___ number of PCOs that are typically assigned to a baseball game. The PCOs are deployed and relocated based on real-time information from video cameras and communications with PCOs.  Pre-game and post-game messages on the ___ VMSs (at ___, at ____) are also controlled from the traffic management center.


Eastbound King Street between Third and Second streets is closed to vehicular traffic starting at the seventh inning, and is reopened when traffic clears up (will revise this wording), typically about 45 minutes to an hour following the end of the game (or after the 7th inning?). However, weekday day games partially overlap with the peak commute periods, which extends the temporary lane closure on King Street and associated post-game congestion. There are about 10 weekday day games per year.


The two easternmost travel lanes on Third Street between Terry Francois Boulevard and King Street are closed to vehicular traffic approximately two hours prior to a game to provide pedestrians additional walkway area.  The three remaining lanes (two ___ and one ____) remain open to vehicular traffic.


Fourth Street between Channel and King streets is restricted to buses and taxis only starting at the seventh inning, and is reopened when traffic clears up.


The northwest portion of Terry Francois Boulevard is closed to vehicular traffic approximately two to three hours prior to a game, and is reopened when most vehicles have exited the parking lot (i.e., Lot A containing approximately 2,500 spaces).


Vehicles exiting the parking facilities and traveling southbound on Terry Francois Boulevard are not permitted to turn right onto Mariposa Street westbound.  Instead, drivers are directed south on Illinois Street.


Tow-away regulations are in effect on game days on the west side of Illinois Street between Mariposa and 18th streets to allow for two southbound lanes to continue on Illinois Street (i.e., Terry Francois Boulevard contains two southbound travel lanes, while Illinois Street contains one southbound travel lane, and without additional travel lane capacity this location would become a bottleneck). South of 18th Street one southbound travel lane is provided, as a substantial number of vehicles on Illinois Street turn right onto 18th Street westbound.


Additional walking area for pedestrians is provided before and after games on the Third Street bridge, and on the closed portion of Terry Francois Boulevard. After games, pedestrians are permitted on the closed portion of King Street (i.e., the eastbound lanes) between Third and Second streets.


At the intersection of Third Street/King Street, pedestrians are permitted to cross diagonally. Otherwise, pedestrians are directed by PCOs to stay on the sidewalks and within crosswalks, crossing on the green indication or when PCOs direct pedestrians to cross, and do not shut down intersection to transit and traffic flow.


Taxi passenger loading/unloading areas have been modified throughout the years, and the number of taxis accessing the ballpark have decreased recently.  The Mission Bay/Giants Technical Committee is working on improving taxi accessibility and enforcement of taxi laoding/unloading operations.


Attendees arriving by car are directed to two parking facilities north of the channel (i.e., the Pier 30 lot and the Bayside lot containing about 1,300 spaces), and six surface parking lots south of the channel (Lot A, Lot B, Lot C North, Lot C South, and Lot D, as well as Pier 48, with the six lots containing a total of 4,250 parking space. Lot B is located on the project site.). Parking in Lot A is pre-paid and ADA parking only. Event parking is also provided in other publicly-accessible off-street parking facilities north and south of the ballpark.


Special event pricing is in effect at parking meters within the area generally bounded by Bryant Street to the north, Fifth and Seventh streets to the west, Mariposa Street to the south, and the San Francisco Bay to the east.  In addition, evening hours at meters are extended to 10:00 p.m. Monday through Saturday, except for the Port of San Francisco meters which currently operate until 11:00 p.m. daily.[footnoteRef:1] Special event meter rates are generally $7 per hour north of the channel and south to Mission Bay Boulevard South, $5 per hour between Mission Bay Boulevard South and 16th Street, and $3 per hour between 16th and Mariposa streets. [1:  Port of San Francisco meters are located along The Embarcadero, on portions of Bryant, Brannan, Beale, and Delancey streets west of The Embarcadero, and on portions of Terry Francois Boulevard and Illinois Street south of the channel.] 



[bookmark: _GoBack]Special AT&T Ballpark ferry service is provided between the ballpark and Alameda and Marin counties. The Golden Gate Bridge Highway and Transportation District provides service between ATT&T Park and the Larkspur Ferry Terminal following a game. The Alameda/Oakland Ferry provides ferry service between the Oakland and Alameda ferry terminals and AT&T Park for most games.  Vallejo Ferry provides service to and from the ballpark for all Saturday and Sunday games. Return service from the ballpark to Vallejo is also provided for select weeknight games Monday through Friday.
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: GSW - Giants Game Information
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 10:21:47 AM
Attachments: Conditions with a SF Giants Game.docx


ATT00001.htm


FYI.


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: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Subject: GSW - Giants Game Information
Date: January 14, 2015 at 9:36:09 AM PST
To: "Robbins, Jerry" <Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com>
Cc: Jose Farran <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>


Hi Jerry
Thanks again for talking with me the other day.  I wrote up the 
information, and was hoping that you could review it and fill in some of 
the blanks highlighted in blue.
I also realized that I don't know much about the taxi situation, as I don't 
take taxis to the game.  You mentioned some issues.  


The section will be formatted differently, but we wanted to present the 
strategies that are in place during a game prior to going on with a 
discussion of conditions.


Also - from the meeting last Friday, this is the list of the measures that 
would be helpful for dual events, and I am thinking that we can include 
these as mitigation or improvement measures. Can you think of any 
more?


- additional video cameras south of the channel
- measures that would make Seventh Street work better (north of Mission 
Bay Drive?) eliminate off-street parking to provide for two northbound 
lanes throughout Seventh Street?
- various information strategies
- additional VMS sign on I-280 - where?
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Conditions with a SF Giants Game at AT&T Park


AT&T Park, which is home to the San Francisco Giants Major League baseball team, is located east of King Street between Second and Third streets.  AT&T Park has a capacity of approximately 42,000 attendees. San Francisco Giants baseball games during the baseball season occur generally from April to September, and there are about 81 total games during the season.


AT&T Park contains a traffic management center (or is it called something else?) that contains video cameras of key intersections north of the channel. A PCO Supervisor is stationed at the traffic management center, and has two assistants (one for the area north of the channel, and one for the area south of the channel) that manage the ___ number of PCOs that are typically assigned to a baseball game. The PCOs are deployed and relocated based on real-time information from video cameras and communications with PCOs.  Pre-game and post-game messages on the ___ VMSs (at ___, at ____) are also controlled from the traffic management center.


Eastbound King Street between Third and Second streets is closed to vehicular traffic starting at the seventh inning, and is reopened when traffic clears up (will revise this wording), typically about 45 minutes to an hour following the end of the game (or after the 7th inning?). However, weekday day games partially overlap with the peak commute periods, which extends the temporary lane closure on King Street and associated post-game congestion. There are about 10 weekday day games per year.


The two easternmost travel lanes on Third Street between Terry Francois Boulevard and King Street are closed to vehicular traffic approximately two hours prior to a game to provide pedestrians additional walkway area.  The three remaining lanes (two ___ and one ____) remain open to vehicular traffic.


Fourth Street between Channel and King streets is restricted to buses and taxis only starting at the seventh inning, and is reopened when traffic clears up.


The northwest portion of Terry Francois Boulevard is closed to vehicular traffic approximately two to three hours prior to a game, and is reopened when most vehicles have exited the parking lot (i.e., Lot A containing approximately 2,500 spaces).


Vehicles exiting the parking facilities and traveling southbound on Terry Francois Boulevard are not permitted to turn right onto Mariposa Street westbound.  Instead, drivers are directed south on Illinois Street.


Tow-away regulations are in effect on game days on the west side of Illinois Street between Mariposa and 18th streets to allow for two southbound lanes to continue on Illinois Street (i.e., Terry Francois Boulevard contains two southbound travel lanes, while Illinois Street contains one southbound travel lane, and without additional travel lane capacity this location would become a bottleneck). South of 18th Street one southbound travel lane is provided, as a substantial number of vehicles on Illinois Street turn right onto 18th Street westbound.


Additional walking area for pedestrians is provided before and after games on the Third Street bridge, and on the closed portion of Terry Francois Boulevard. After games, pedestrians are permitted on the closed portion of King Street (i.e., the eastbound lanes) between Third and Second streets.


At the intersection of Third Street/King Street, pedestrians are permitted to cross diagonally. Otherwise, pedestrians are directed by PCOs to stay on the sidewalks and within crosswalks, crossing on the green indication or when PCOs direct pedestrians to cross, and do not shut down intersection to transit and traffic flow.


Taxi passenger loading/unloading areas have been modified throughout the years, and the number of taxis accessing the ballpark have decreased recently.  The Mission Bay/Giants Technical Committee is working on improving taxi accessibility and enforcement of taxi laoding/unloading operations.


Attendees arriving by car are directed to two parking facilities north of the channel (i.e., the Pier 30 lot and the Bayside lot containing about 1,300 spaces), and six surface parking lots south of the channel (Lot A, Lot B, Lot C North, Lot C South, and Lot D, as well as Pier 48, with the six lots containing a total of 4,250 parking space. Lot B is located on the project site.). Parking in Lot A is pre-paid and ADA parking only. Event parking is also provided in other publicly-accessible off-street parking facilities north and south of the ballpark.


Special event pricing is in effect at parking meters within the area generally bounded by Bryant Street to the north, Fifth and Seventh streets to the west, Mariposa Street to the south, and the San Francisco Bay to the east.  In addition, evening hours at meters are extended to 10:00 p.m. Monday through Saturday, except for the Port of San Francisco meters which currently operate until 11:00 p.m. daily.[footnoteRef:1] Special event meter rates are generally $7 per hour north of the channel and south to Mission Bay Boulevard South, $5 per hour between Mission Bay Boulevard South and 16th Street, and $3 per hour between 16th and Mariposa streets. [1:  Port of San Francisco meters are located along The Embarcadero, on portions of Bryant, Brannan, Beale, and Delancey streets west of The Embarcadero, and on portions of Terry Francois Boulevard and Illinois Street south of the channel.] 



[bookmark: _GoBack]Special AT&T Ballpark ferry service is provided between the ballpark and Alameda and Marin counties. The Golden Gate Bridge Highway and Transportation District provides service between ATT&T Park and the Larkspur Ferry Terminal following a game. The Alameda/Oakland Ferry provides ferry service between the Oakland and Alameda ferry terminals and AT&T Park for most games.  Vallejo Ferry provides service to and from the ballpark for all Saturday and Sunday games. Return service from the ballpark to Vallejo is also provided for select weeknight games Monday through Friday.
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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




















Your help with this is really appreciated.








From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Jose Farran; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: GSW - Left turn restrictions
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 10:14:48 AM


Hi Erin
These are the additional items I mentioned in my message.
We are assuming these to be part of our impact analysis, and will be including it in 
our TMP summary for the EIR.


We will be forwarding to you in a day or two the section from the EIR that 
summarizes the project transportation improvements that were included in the 
transportation analysis. If you could look at it, or have someone else at the SFMTA 
review it, it would be much appreciated.  I know you will be reviewing the entire 
transportation section of the EIR, but a review ahead of time would help us out.


Thanks!
Luba


Begin forwarded message:


From: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Subject: Re: GSW - Left turn restrictions
Date: January 14, 2015 at 9:44:00 AM PST
To: Michael Hawkins <M.Hawkins@fehrandpeers.com>, Bob Grandy 
<B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>
Cc: Jose Farran <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>


OK.. an update.
So our vehicle assignment is assuming the following, which needs to be 
incorporated into the TMP at some point.  I will include these in our TMP 
summary for the EIR.


Left Turn Restrictions
Post-game No left turns at the following locations:
1. from 16th westbound onto Third Street southbound
2. from 16th westbound onto Owens Street southbound
3. from 16th westbound onto Mississippi southbound


Tow-away Regulations 
Similar to conditions for post-game conditions for the Giants, there would 
be a tow-away restriction on the west side of Illinois Street between 
Mariposa and 18th streets. This is what we have written up for the Giants 
game conditions:


Tow-away regulations are in effect on game days on the west side of 
Illinois Street between Mariposa and 18th streets to allow for two 
southbound lanes to continue on Illinois Street (i.e., Terry Francois 
Boulevard contains two southbound travel lanes, while Illinois Street 
contains one southbound travel lane, and without additional travel lane 
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capacity this location would become a bottleneck). South of 18th Street 
one southbound travel lane is provided, as a substantial number of 
vehicles on Illinois Street turn right onto 18th Street westbound.


Thanks!


Luba


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








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Jesse Blout; CMiller@stradasf.com
Cc: adam.vandewater@gmail.com
Subject: Fwd: GSW Design Review
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 2:19:28 PM


Jesse/Clarke- we we do our check in tomorrow let's talk about this. I am getting
VERY concerned about not jumping into the schematic design. I will use the time to
sketch out an update to the design schedule for discussion purposes.


Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: David Manica
Date:01/14/2015 12:47 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: Molly Hayes ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,Beau Beashore ,"Switzky, Joshua
(CPC)" ,Jesse Blout ,"Winslow, David (CPC)" ,"Arce, Pedro (CII)" ,"Albert, Peter
(MTA)" ,Mark Linenberger ,Kate Aufhauser ,"Miller, Erin (MTA)" ,Clarke Miller ,Leah
DiCarlo ,Keith Robinson ,David Carlock ,William Hon
Subject: Re: GSW Design Review


Catherine. 
We have nothing new on the arena and landscape and offices are still in
development. 


I will cancel tomorrow's meeting. 


Thanks and have a great day. 


David Manica
MANICA Architecture


On Jan 14, 2015, at 11:06 AM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Please let me know if anyone will be coming to OCII for this meeting (vs. using the Go-
To meeting), so that I can set something up.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY
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-----Original Appointment-----
From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 2:58 PM
To: David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Beau Beashore; Switzky,
Joshua (CPC); Jesse Blout; Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Arce, Pedro
(CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Mark Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin (MTA); Clarke
Miller; Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David Carlock; William Hon
Subject: GSW Design Review
When: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:30 AM-12:30 PM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US &
Canada).
Where: via GoTo
 
 


1.      Please join my meeting.
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/911510725


2.      Use your microphone and speakers (VoIP) - a headset is recommended.  Or, call in
using your telephone.
 


Dial +1 (571) 317-3112
Access Code: 911-510-725
Audio PIN: Shown after joining the meeting


 
Meeting ID: 911-510-725
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Fwd: NOP Comment Letter SF Bay Trail Project
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:38:50 PM
Attachments: Warriors NOP Comment Ltr 1-15-15.pdf


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Bohee, Tiffany (CII)"
Date:01/16/2015 1:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (CII)"
Subject: FW: NOP Comment Letter SF Bay Trail Project


From: Maureen Gaffney [mailto:MaureenG@abag.ca.gov] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 1:10 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Warriors, PLN (CPC)
Subject: NOP Comment Letter SF Bay Trail Project


 


Greetings,
 
Thank you for accepting my comments.  I apologize for their tardiness.
 
Best, 
Maureen Gaffney


SF Bay Trail


ABAG


P.O. Box 2050
Oakland, CA  94604-2050


Phone: (510) 464-7909
Fax: (510) 433-5509
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January 13, 2015 
 
 Ms. Tiffany Bohee 
OCII Executive Director 
c/o Brett Bollinger 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA  94103 
 
RE:  Warriors Arena Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report 



 
Dear Ms. Bohee:  
 
The San Francisco Bay Trail is a 500-mile shoreline walking and bicycling path that will one day 



encircle the Bay.  With over 340 miles complete, it follows the shoreline in nine counties, passes 



through 47 cities and crosses four-and-a half toll bridges. The Trail provides scenic recreation 



for hikers, joggers, bicyclists, skaters and wheelchair riders.  It offers a setting for wildlife 



viewing and environmental education, and serves as an important commute alternative for 



bicyclists. 



 



In the vicinity of the proposed project, an existing segment of Bay Trail is located adjacent to 



the shoreline, east of Terry Francois Boulevard. The project will draw large numbers of people 



to this area of the waterfront for games and other events. To alleviate the inevitable traffic 



impacts, the project proponent should make every possible effort to draw people to the site by 



means other than the private vehicle.   



We note that the NOP references the inclusion of a two-way cycle track as part of the Mission 



Bay Plan, but not as part of the Warriors Arena Project. It is imperative that the proposed cycle 



track be seamlessly incorporated into the design of the stadium entrance, and that pedestrian 



circulation and safety be thoroughly evaluated alongside the bicycle and vehicle circulation 



plans. Please include schematics, diagrams and plans in the EIR depicting these aspects of the 



proposed project.  











It is important that the Bay Trail remain open and accessible to all users during construction. 



Please provide detailed information in the EIR regarding any impacts to the trail that may occur 



during construction, and how the project plans to mitigate for those impacts.  



It is imperative that non-motorized transportation means of accessing the site are real and 



meaningful. A well-designed and implemented bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, including 



wayfinding signage, seamless bicycle valet, bike share, and promotion of the San Francisco Bay 



Trail as the premier means of accessing the new stadium will demonstrate the Warriors 



commitment to the residents in the area, to the larger Citywide community, and to the region 



as a whole.  



 



If you have any questions regarding these comments or about the Bay Trail, please contact me 



at (510) 464-7909 or by e-mail at maureeng@abag.ca.gov. 



Sincerely, 



 



Maureen Gaffney 
Bay Trail Planner 
 
 
  











Illinois St
3rd St



3r
d 



St



3rd St



Terry



Francois



Folsom
 St



Van N
ess A



ve



16th St



H
arrison St



Ba
ys



ho
re



 B
lv



d



Tunnel A
ve



Silv
er 



Ave



Palou Ave



Oakdale Ave



Gilman Ave



9th St



20th St



Potrero A
ve



Felton St



Mansell St



King
 St



In
ga



lls
 S



t



Evans Ave



Crisp Rd



Sunnydale Ave



Geneva Ave



Cargo Way



Innes Ave



Sierra Point



Pkw
y



Cesar Chavez St



Cesar Chavez St



Harney Way



McLaren Park



San Bruno
Mountain Park



Candlestick
Point State
Recreation



Area



San Bruno Mountain
Ecological Reserve



Bernal
Heights



Park



Potrero
Hill Park



S A N
F R A N C I S C O



B R I S B A N E



Warm Water
Cove Park



Bay View
Park



Agua
Vista
Park



Heron’s
Head
Park



India Basin
Shoreline Park



India Basin
Open Space



Preserve



Port
of San



Francisco



AT&T
Park



Pier 50



Pier 64



Pier 70



Pier 94



Pier 98



Candlestick
Park



Hunter’s Point
Naval Shipyard



(inactive)



China Basin
Ferry Terminal



Candlestick
Point



South
Basin



Yosemite
Slough



India
Basin



China
Basin



Central
Basin



M
iss



io
n 



Cr
ee



k



Brisbane
Lagoon



Islais Creek
Channel



a



e



ee



d d



d



d



d



b



b



b
b



b



b



4th & King
Caltrain



22nd St
Caltrain



Paul Ave
Caltrain



Bayshore
Caltrain



16th Street
& Mission
BART



24th Street
& Mission
BART



h



h



h



h



h



h



HUNTER’S
POINT



VISITACION
VALLEY



BAYVIEW



BERNAL
HEIGHTS



POTRERO
HILL



MISSION



MISSION
BAY



see map 1



see map 3



San Francisco Bay



San Francisco Bay



N



2



0 0.5 1 mile



280



280



101



101



101



Paved
Dirt/Gravel
On Street
Planned



Existing
Planned



Bay Trail 



Other Trail 








			Warriors Arena Mission Bay Location NOP Comments 1-13-15.pdf


			BayTrail_02_Map S SF










From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Jose Farran
Subject: GSW - Transit estimation
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 1:56:24 PM
Attachments: Transit estimates for time periods that we don.pdf


ATT00001.htm


Hi Viktoriya
Hope you haven't had your meeting with Julie yet.
Attached is the cheat-sheet we spoke about the other day.
Give me a call if you have any questions.
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Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255


(c) 415-385-7031














From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: GSW 11/18/14 CEQA schedule
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 11:53:47 AM
Attachments: GSW Schedule_14-1118 v2.pdf


The current schedule is attached.
 
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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ID Task Name Duration Start Finish Predecessors



1 NOP/Initial Study 118.5 days Tue 7/8/14 Fri 12/19/14



2 CEQA Process Kick‐off Meeting 0 days Tue 7/8/14 Tue 7/8/14



3 Sponsor provides prelim proj description for Initial Study 94 days Tue 7/8/14 Fri 11/14/14 2



4 Prepare NOP/Initial Study, Ad Draft #1 50 days Tue 7/8/14 Mon 9/15/14 2



5 EP/OCII review NOP/IS‐1 4 wks Tue 9/16/14 Mon 10/13/14 4



6 Prepare NOP/Initial Study, Draft 2 1.5 wks Tue 10/14/14 Thu 10/23/14 5



7 EP/OCII review Draft 2 NOP/IS 2 wks Thu 10/23/14 Thu 11/6/14 6



8 Finalize NOP/IS, Work Sessions & Review Printcheck 6 days Thu 11/6/14 Fri 11/14/14 7



9 Initial Study Work Sessions 1 eday Wed 11/12/14 Thu 11/13/14 7FS+6 edays



10 Publish NOP/Initial Study 2 days Mon 11/17/14 Wed 11/19/14 8FS+1 day
11 Public Scoping Period 30 edays Wed 11/19/14 Fri 12/19/14 10



12 Public Scoping Meeting 0 days Tue 12/9/14 Tue 12/9/14 10FS+20 edays



13



14 Draft SEIR 232 days Tue 7/8/14 Wed 5/27/15



15 Finalize SEIR scope of work 34 days Tue 7/8/14 Fri 8/22/14



16 Sponsor provides detailed proj description inputs  94 days Tue 7/8/14 Fri 11/14/14



17 Team meeting/conf. call to finalize Project Description 
Assumptions



0 days Fri 11/21/14 Fri 11/21/14 16FS+5 days



18 Sponsor submits draft Transportation Management Plan,
and City approves Plan



7 days Mon 11/17/14 Tue 11/25/14 16



19 Project sponsor provides draft Memo on Wind Study 
from RWDI



22 days Fri 11/14/14 Mon 12/15/14



20 CEQA team complete Travel Demand Memo, draft 96 days Tue 7/8/14 Tue 11/18/14



21 Review and finalize Travel Demand Memo, including City
approval



5 days Wed 11/19/14 Tue 11/25/14 20



22 Prepare Draft SEIR Project Description 16 days Mon 11/24/14 Mon 12/15/14 17



23 Review Draft PD 6 days Tue 12/16/14 Tue 12/23/14 22



24 Conduct Other Tech. Studies (AQ, Noise, GHG, etc.) 45 days Mon 11/24/14 Fri 1/23/15 17



25 Sponsor provides AB 900 application information to 
CEQA team for GHG analysis



35 days Mon 11/24/14 Fri 1/9/15 17



26 Conduct work sessions on SEIR technical sections 11 days Wed 1/7/15 Wed 1/21/15 24SS+32 days



27 Prepare SEIR Admin Draft 1 (excluding Transportation 
and Summary)



46 days Mon 11/24/14 Mon 1/26/15 24SS



28 EP/OCII Review SEIR Admin Draft 1 6 wks Tue 1/27/15 Mon 3/9/15 27



29 Transportation SEIR Admin Draft 1 54 days Wed 11/26/14 Mon 2/9/15 16FF+4 wks,21



30 EP/OCII Review Transportation Section Draft 1 25 days Tue 2/10/15 Mon 3/16/15 29



31 Work Session to review and consolidate comments 2 days Tue 3/17/15 Wed 3/18/15 30



32 Prepare Admin Draft 2 SEIR (complete, including 
transportation)



7 wks Tue 3/10/15 Mon 4/27/15 28



33 EP/OCII Review Draft 2 SEIR 14 days Tue 4/28/15 Fri 5/15/15 32



34 Finalize SEIR, Work Sessions & Review Printcheck 5 days Mon 5/18/15 Fri 5/22/15 33



35 Publish Draft SEIR 3 days Mon 5/25/15 Wed 5/27/15 34,11FF+15 days
36



37 Public Hearing on Draft EIR 0 days Thu 7/2/15 Thu 7/2/15 35FF+36 edays



38 Public Comment Period 47 edays Wed 5/27/15 Mon 7/13/15 35FF+47 edays



39



40 Responses to Comments/Final SEIR 91 days Tue 7/14/15 Tue 11/17/15 38



41 Review comments and strategize on responses 3 days Tue 7/14/15 Thu 7/16/15 38



42 Determine if any changes to Project Description 3 days Tue 7/14/15 Thu 7/16/15 38



43 Prepare RTC Admin Draft 1 5 wks Tue 7/14/15 Mon 8/17/15 38



44 EP/OCII Review RTC Draft 1 6 wks Tue 8/18/15 Mon 9/28/15 43



45 Prepare RTC Admin Draft 2 9 days Tue 9/29/15 Fri 10/9/15 44



46 EP/OCII Review RTC Draft 2 3 wks Mon 10/12/15 Fri 10/30/15 45



47 Finalize RTC, Work Sessions & Review Printcheck 3 days Mon 11/2/15 Wed 11/4/15 46



48 Publish RTC/Final SEIR 1 day Thu 11/5/15 Thu 11/5/15 47



49 Prepare Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 3 days Mon 11/2/15 Wed 11/4/15 46



50 SEIR Certification 12 edays Thu 11/5/15 Tue 11/17/15 48
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFFD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 12:12:50 PM
Attachments: Data Request for Stations 25 and 29.docx


Adam:
 
While SFPD Commander Redmond has responded to all my inquiries regarding impacts on SFPD, we are
still waiting to hear back from SFFD Deputy Chief Lombardi regarding our followup questions 1 and 2,
below.  Unfortunately, we are running a little short on time (Administrative Draft SEIR is due next
Monday), so is it possible for you to give SFFD Deputy Chief Lombard a gentle nudge that ESA needs to
1) speak with him to discuss his responses, and 2) have him follow with the attached supplemental data
request.
 
Thanks much.  I am relatively free this week to speak with Ken.
 
 
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: Sunday, January 11, 2015 1:15 PM
To: 'Lombardi, Ken (FIR)'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Questions for SFFD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Assistant Deputy Chief Lombardi:
 
Thanks very much for providing your responses.
 


1.        Is it possible to discuss any of your responses that you provided below over the phone?  I would
like to better understand certain issues you’ve raised, and I know from our previous
conversations that talking through these issues may be the most efficient approach.  I think we
can probably cover the issues quickly.  Please let me know when you may be available to talk.


2.        I also notice in your responses that you have identified Fire stations 25 and 29 as potential
secondary responders to a potential fire incidence at the Warriors site in Mission Bay.  I was
hoping you could fill in the appropriate data for those 2 stations in the attached questionnaire,
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Table 5.8-2
summary of SFFD Responses for Fire Stations in Project Area 
(December 2013 through november 2014a)


			SFFD
Fire Station No.


			Fire Responses


			Medical Responses


			Total Responses





			4b


			1,038


			580


			1,618





			8


			1,681


			5,599


			7,280





			25


			????


			????


			????





			29


			????


			????


			????





			a	SFFD data reported for December 1, 2013 through November 30, 2014.


b	New SFFD Fire Station No. 4 at San Francisco Public Safety Building in Mission Bay operational in early 2015.  Reported response data presented in this table for this station is from its proposed response area.





SOURCE: San Francisco Fire Department, 2015











Table 5.8-1
summary of existing SFFD staffing and equipment in Project Area 


			SFFD Fire Station


			Staffing 
per Shift


			Total Members


			Special Unit


			Fire Engines/ Trucks


			Command Unit





			No. 4: Third St. / Mission Rock St.


			9


			35


			


			1 engine
1 truck


			





			No. 8: Bluxome St./ Fourth St.


			10


			40


			


			1 engine
1 truck


			Battalion Chief





			No. 25:  3305 Third Street at Cargo Way


			4?


			???


			????


			1 engine


			????





			No. 29:  299 Vermont Street at 16th Street


			4?


			???


			???


			1 engine


			????





			No. 1: Folsom St. and Fifth St.


			13


			50


			Rescue Squad


			1 engine
1 truck


			





			No. 35: Pier 22½ 


			7


			30


			2Fireboats (Phoenix and Guardian)


			1 engine


			





			


SOURCE: San Francisco Fire Department, 2015
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and return to Adam/me.
 
I am cc:ing Adam Van de Water from OEWD on this email.  Adam, you are welcome to sit in our Ken and
my pending telephone discussion if you wish, although it is certainly not required.  Thanks again.
 
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: Lombardi, Ken (FIR) [mailto:ken.lombardi@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 24, 2014 11:32 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kennedy, Jessica (FIR)
Subject: RE: Questions for SFFD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Good morning,


Please see the answers to your questions in red below:


1. Given the proposed Warriors development at Mission Bay (including event center, office uses,
and retail uses) would SFFD require additional personnel, equipment, or facilities to maintain
adequate levels of fire protection and emergency medical service in the project area or Citywide,
either directly as a result of the project or as a result of this growth in conjunction with other
Citywide growth?  No. If the answer is “Yes,” are there SFFD plans for increases in firefighting
personnel or equipment to accommodate future growth? N/A.


2. What sort of incidences would SFFD anticipate needing to typically respond to for the Warriors
arena project at the Mission Bay Site? SFFD anticipates responding to medical and fire
emergencies.


3.      Do you foresee special needs, or can you make specific recommendations, for development of
the proposed project that would enhance fire safety (beyond compliance with applicable Fire
and Building Codes)? We propose a fireboat manifold to supply the AWSS system in case of
fire emergencies. Builders should consult with SFFD for auxiliary water supply outlet
placement. We propose an SFFD command staff office for use within the complex. Builders
should consult with SFFD to maximize location and efficiency of room that would ideally
have a view of the arena to visually monitor any situation with direct access to floor as well as
loading dock access where we can come in and out with equipment. This would enable Fire
Staff to be on site during any large events or major incidents. We also propose parking for a
Fire Department Ambulance and staffing all events with two SFFD Paramedics.


 
4.      Given the anticipated growth in the 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 SFFD regarding accessibility through the area? ? SFFD would like to
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see Opticom installed on all signals along all neighboring streets and exiting routes.
 


5.      Please describe any existing or proposed practice of using 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, or alternative streets, such as Terry Francois Boulevard (e.g. during period of
heavy traffic). We currently use all of these routes including the MUNI trolley line lane. We
would like to be informed of any proposed changes to the street design.
 


6.      Do SFFD have concerns regarding response times during those occasions when events are
occurring simultaneously at the Warrior’s site and at AT&T Park? SFFD is always concerned
about response times; however, the negative impact could be mitigated with traffic controls.


 
7.      Please provide the estimated SFFD staffing and equipment for the new Public Safety Building


(scheduled to open in early 2015)? Staffing at the PSB building is set for 9 FTE’s per 24 hour
shift, 7 days per week. There will be one Fire Engine and one Aerial Truck staffed.
 


8.      How many firefighters are trained as paramedics? In regards to Station 4, it is undermined. If
we make it an ALS engine, there will be one paramedic at FS 4. Department-wide, we
currently have 115 Firefighter paramedics and 124 ambulance medics.


  
9.      Please provide existing staffing and equipment for any secondary fire station(s) that would


respond to the project vicinity. Secondary response would come from FS8, which is one
engine, one truck & one Battalion Chief for a total of 10 people. Also, FS25 which is one
engine/ four people, and FS29 which is one engine/ four people could provide secondary
response to the project vicinity.


 
10.  Does SFFD have up-to-date statistics on number and type of Fire Department responses within


the project area (one full recent year; 3 full years desirable)?  What is the current response
time to calls in the Warriors arena project site vicinity?  Does the department have a response
time goal? See chart below
 


Station Area Fire  Medical  Total Responses  Response Time (Minutes)
01    8,557       22,297                        30,854                                                 5.79
04    1,038             580                           1,618                                                 5.98
08    1,960         4,823                           6,783                                                 5.98
13    4,545         5,708                        10,253                                                 5.36
35    2,921         3,625                           6,546                                                 6.84


 
Time Period: 12/01/2013 through 11/30/2014.
Please note that Station 04 is not active yet.
 


11.  Are there current proposals for any other fire stations in or near the project area (aside from the
new Public Safety Building in Mission Bay)? Not at this time.


 
12.  Are there existing deficiencies in emergency water supply and/or water pressure to the


Warriors site in Mission Bay? Emergency water supply should be fine with the addition of a
fireboat manifold as suggested in question 3. Regular water supply issues would have to be
addressed through the PUC.


 
13.  Are there any SFFD water supply improvements currently proposed or planned in the Mission


Bay project area (outside the project site boundary)? No, not at this time.
 
Don’t hesitate to call me with any further questions,







 
Thanks,
 
Ken
 
Ken Lombardi
Assistant Deputy Chief
San Francisco Fire Department
698 Second Street, Room 305
San Francisco CA. 94107-2015
Direct 415-674-5066  Cell 415-238-5271  Fax 415-734-2102


 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Lombardi, Ken (FIR)
Cc: 'pmitchell@esassoc.com'; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Questions for SFFD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
Assistant Deputy Chief:
 
Please see below and attached for a request from the Warriors’ environmental consultant ESA for
questions related to SFFD.  We need a response from SFFD on or before January 5 to keep to our
extremely tight EIR schedule.  I am including a site plan and summary table of proposed uses at the
Mission Bay location for your reference.  Please let Paul Mitchell or me know if you have any questions
or need further clarification. 
 
Thanks and Happy Holidays.


Best,
 
Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6625
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 4:50 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Questions for SFFD regarding Golden State Warriors project in Mission Bay
 
 
Adam:
 
As discussed, please forward the attached Data Request to Assistant Deputy Chief Ken Lombardi at the
SFFD (ken.lombardi@sfgov.org).  Please note that Assistant Deputy Chief Lombardi is the same contact
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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 fire impacts for that site.   Assistant Deputy Chief Lombardi
continue will continue to be the appropriate SFFD contact to respond to questions.  Since we are under
a severely tight schedule in preparing the EIR, please have Assistant Deputy Chief Lombardi 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
 
 
 
-----------------------
 
Asst Deputy Chief Lombardi:
 
Our firm is currently working with the City Planning Department and the Office of Investment and
Infrastructure (OCII) to prepare an Environmental Impact Report for the Warriors Arena project at the
new Mission Bay site. We are working with Catherine Reilly, Project Manager at OCII.
 
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 SFFD – 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 
 
I have attached a number of questions for you to respond to regarding potential impacts of the project
on the SFFD.  You will see that the questions are similar to those I previously asked of you for the
previous Piers 30-32 site.   
 
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: Clarke Miller
To: Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser


(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Sravan Paladugu; mary@orionenvironment.com
Subject: FW: Request for Clarification on GSW Project Water Demand
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 1:04:30 PM


Paul et al.,
Please see BKF’s response below. I’ve copied Sravan from BKF if you have any follow-up questions.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Sravan Paladugu [mailto:spaladugu@bkf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 12:09 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: 'Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)'; Ed Boscacci; Jacob Nguyen
Subject: RE: Request for Clarification on GSW Project Water Demand
 
Clarke,
 
Comparing 0.100 mgd from November 14,2014 Memo with 0.164 mgd from January 09, 2015
report is not apples to apples comparison for the following reasons,
 


1)       The 0.100 mgd is an “annual average” whereas 0.164 mgd is a “daily average during event


at full capacity”. SFPUC, in the meeting on Jan 8th asked us to provide daily average
specifically for the purpose of sewer pump station sizing. The annual average of 0.100 mgd
should be used when evaluating water supplies in the regional water system. The 0.164
mgd is purely for facility sizing and should not be used for evaluating water supplies.


2)       The 0.100 mgd is adjusted for code whereas 0.164 is not adjusted for code.
 
Hope this clarifies their questions.
 
Thanks,
Sravan
650-482-6313
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 11:42 AM
To: Sravan Paladugu; Ed Boscacci; Jacob Nguyen
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: FW: Request for Clarification on GSW Project Water Demand
 
BKF, please weigh in on the question below.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 11:36 AM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
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Cc: Joyce; Mary; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Brett Bollinger; Clarke Miller
Subject: Request for Clarification on GSW Project Water Demand
 
Kate:
 
We are requesting clarification from the sponsor team regarding the issue of project water
demand. 
 
If you recall, based on the November 14, 2014 BKF Water Demand Memorandum, the Initial Study
reported that that estimated water demand for the GSW project would be 0.100 mgd (as adjusted
for Code).  The Initial Study also reported that there would be adequate water supplies in the
regional water system to serve an estimated 0.109 mgd of water demand for the project and
cumulative demands. Because the estimated demand of 0.100 mgd was less than this amount, the
Initial Study concluded that impacts related to having an adequate water supply were less than
significant.
 
However, Mary McDonald from Orion noticed that the January 9, 2015 BKF Water and Sewer
Analysis (See Table D, page 9) reports the proposed project would generate an average water
demand of 0.164 mgd. It is unclear an apples to apples comparison can be made from the 0.100
mgd water demand estimate in the November 14, 2014 BKF Water Demand Memorandum with the
0.164 mgd estimate in the January 9, 2015 BKF Water and Sewer Analysis, so we are requesting
clarification from you on this.  Are there different assumptions or methodologies being used to
derive these esimates?  If those, would you please provide appropriate documentation explaining
the difference?
 
Thanks, and please feel free 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
 
 


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: Clarke Miller
To: Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser


(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Sravan Paladugu; mary@orionenvironment.com
Subject: FW: Request for Clarification on GSW Project Water Demand
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 1:05:41 PM


Paul et al.,
Please see BKF’s response below. I’ve copied Sravan from BKF if you have any follow-up questions.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Sravan Paladugu [mailto:spaladugu@bkf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 12:09 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: 'Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)'; Ed Boscacci; Jacob Nguyen
Subject: RE: Request for Clarification on GSW Project Water Demand
 
Clarke,
 
Comparing 0.100 mgd from November 14,2014 Memo with 0.164 mgd from January 09, 2015
report is not apples to apples comparison for the following reasons,
 


1)       The 0.100 mgd is an “annual average” whereas 0.164 mgd is a “daily average during event


at full capacity”. SFPUC, in the meeting on Jan 8th asked us to provide daily average
specifically for the purpose of sewer pump station sizing. The annual average of 0.100 mgd
should be used when evaluating water supplies in the regional water system. The 0.164
mgd is purely for facility sizing and should not be used for evaluating water supplies.


2)       The 0.100 mgd is adjusted for code whereas 0.164 is not adjusted for code.
 
Hope this clarifies their questions.
 
Thanks,
Sravan
650-482-6313
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 11:42 AM
To: Sravan Paladugu; Ed Boscacci; Jacob Nguyen
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: FW: Request for Clarification on GSW Project Water Demand
 
BKF, please weigh in on the question below.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 11:36 AM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'
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Cc: Joyce; Mary; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Brett Bollinger; Clarke Miller
Subject: Request for Clarification on GSW Project Water Demand
 
Kate:
 
We are requesting clarification from the sponsor team regarding the issue of project water
demand. 
 
If you recall, based on the November 14, 2014 BKF Water Demand Memorandum, the Initial Study
reported that that estimated water demand for the GSW project would be 0.100 mgd (as adjusted
for Code).  The Initial Study also reported that there would be adequate water supplies in the
regional water system to serve an estimated 0.109 mgd of water demand for the project and
cumulative demands. Because the estimated demand of 0.100 mgd was less than this amount, the
Initial Study concluded that impacts related to having an adequate water supply were less than
significant.
 
However, Mary McDonald from Orion noticed that the January 9, 2015 BKF Water and Sewer
Analysis (See Table D, page 9) reports the proposed project would generate an average water
demand of 0.164 mgd. It is unclear an apples to apples comparison can be made from the 0.100
mgd water demand estimate in the November 14, 2014 BKF Water Demand Memorandum with the
0.164 mgd estimate in the January 9, 2015 BKF Water and Sewer Analysis, so we are requesting
clarification from you on this.  Are there different assumptions or methodologies being used to
derive these esimates?  If those, would you please provide appropriate documentation explaining
the difference?
 
Thanks, and please feel free 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
 
 


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: Tran, Michael
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: Warriors - looking for copy of previous report
Date: Friday, January 23, 2015 2:27:49 PM


FYI I thought you were included in original email.
 


From: Mary Lucas McDonald [mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 23, 2015 2:26 PM
To: Tran, Michael
Cc: 'Paul Mitchell'; joyce@orionenvironment.com; Webster, Leslie; Regler, Lori; Roddy, John S; Engel,
George
Subject: RE: Warriors - looking for copy of previous report
 
Thank you Michael, this looks perfect.
 
Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 23, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Mary Lucas McDonald
Cc: Paul Mitchell; joyce@orionenvironment.com; Webster, Leslie; Regler, Lori; Roddy, John S; Engel,
George
Subject: RE: Warriors - looking for copy of previous report
 
Hi Mary,
 
Thanks for your patience.  I am still searching for the final 07/1998 report but have not had luck yet. 
Please see responses in red below for your information request. 
 
Mariposa Pump Station
 
For the Mariposa Pump Station I have pieced together a  lot of information from different sewer
system documents, but sometimes the information is inconsistent and it would be helpful if you
could confirm or provide accurate information regarding the following:
 
Year Built: dry weather station was built in 1954 and wet weather station and transport/storage box
was rebuilt in 1993.
Dry Weather Pumping Capacity: 1.5 mgd 1.2MGD
Average Dry Weather Flows: 0.4 mgd .435MGD
Peak Dry Weather Flows: 1.2MGD
Maximum Dry Weather Flows Transported to SEWPC: 1.2 mgd
Wet Weather Pumping Capacity: 13 mgd 10MGD
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Do combined sewer discharges in this basin occur when the wet weather capacity of 13 mgd
11.2MGD (maximum) and the volume of the 0.7 million gallon transport and storage box are
exceeded? yes


The report titled “Draft Southeast Water Pollution Control Plant (SEP) and Bayside Facilities,
2014/2015 Operations” indicates that new wet weather pumps were installed in 2014. What was
the purpose of the new pumps? The new chopper pumps were installed because there are no bar
screens at the pump station and increased debris were observed during the Mission Bay
development over the previous two years. Debris was clogging the previous pumps and threatening
NPDES permit compliance and requiring high levels of Maintenance intervention. The report also
states that in 2014/2015, the SFPUC expects to connect the dry weather force main to the wet
weather force main which would increase the capacity of the dry-weather pump station to 3.0 mgd
in dry weather conditions. Has this connection been made? No, this is in progress.  If it hasn’t, when
do you expect to make the connection? The contract is expected to be fully completed by June 2015


Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station


For the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station, I have not been able to locate any information. Could
you please provide:


Year Built: substantially complete by 01/17/12, accepted by the City 06/08/12 per SFBOS Ordinance
#85-12
A Description of Dry Weather Pumping Facilities: This is a dry weather sanitary only pump station
with 4 submersible pumps
Dry Weather Pumping Capacity: designed for 6.0 MGD peak
Average Dry Weather Flows: TBD and monitored;
Peak Dry Weather Flows: TBD and monitored; flows vary due to development phasing
A Description of Wet Weather Pumping Facilities: N/A
Wet Weather Pumping Capacity: N/A
Conditions that Trigger Combined Sewer Discharges when Wet Weather Pumping Capacity is
Exceeded: This is a dry weather, sanitary station only and should have relatively minimal impacts
from wet weather.


Storm Drain Pump Station No. 5


The stormwater memorandum prepared by BKF described the operations of SDPS-1, but not SDPS-
5. Could you please provide:


Number of Pumps: 5 submersible wet weather only pumps; 1 submersible treatment pump, 2
submersible dry weather pumps


Design Flow Rate of Pumps: the pump station is designed as whole to have a capacity of
32,500GPM per Permit Set May 23, 2014


Please let me know if you have any additional questions.
 
Thanks
Michael







 


From: Mary Lucas McDonald [mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 23, 2015 10:35 AM
To: Tran, Michael
Cc: Paul Mitchell; joyce@orionenvironment.com
Subject: RE: Warriors - looking for copy of previous report
 
Hi Michael,
 
Thank you so much for your efforts to put together the information we’ve requested. I just wanted
to check in with you on the status because our submittal deadline is Monday. Will you be able to get
the pump station information today, or should I keep place holders in the text? The pump station
information is more critical than the modeling report.
 
Thanks again,
 
Mary
 
Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 9:32 AM
To: Mary Lucas McDonald
Cc: 'Paul Mitchell'; Kern, Chris; Webster, Leslie; Roddy, John S
Subject: RE: Warriors - looking for copy of previous report
 
Hi Mary,


Sorry for the delay.  Please see report attached for reference – this is the March 98 Draft.  I’m
looking thru our files to see if we have a July 98 version.  I’m still gathering responses for the pump
station information you requested on the other email.  I will follow up.


Thanks
Michael
 


From: Mary Lucas McDonald [mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 10:15 AM
To: Tran, Michael
Cc: 'Paul Mitchell'; Kern, Chris
Subject: RE: Warriors - looking for copy of previous report
 
Thanks Michael
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Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 8:21 AM
To: Mary Lucas McDonald
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris
Subject: RE: Warriors - looking for copy of previous report
 
Hi Mary,


I’m looking into this report and researching for the information you requested previously.  I should
have an answer to you shortly.


Thanks
Michael
 


From: Mary Lucas McDonald [mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 12:10 PM
To: Tran, Michael
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris
Subject: Warriors - looking for copy of previous report
 
Hi Michael,
 
I’m looking for an old report that was authored by the SFPUC and would provide a breakdown of
estimated combined sewer discharges by drainage basin under Mitigation Scenario B that was
adopted for the Mission Bay Plan Area. The report is titled Bayside Cumulative Impact Analysis and it
is dated July 1998. Do you have a copy of this report?
 
Thanks,
 
Mary
 
Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: FW: Warriors arena
Date: Thursday, January 22, 2015 5:16:00 PM


I will forward to PJ and OEWD unless you would like to speak with him.  He is interested in learning
more about the financing of the project.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: Don Walker [mailto:dwalker@jrn.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 22, 2015 12:59 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Warriors arena
 
Catherine: I believe we spoke some weeks ago. As you may recall, Milwaukee is
contemplating building an arena for the NBA Milwaukee Bucks. I was interested in the fact
that the Warriors are privately financing their arena in Mission Bay.
It is my hope to go to S.F. next week and talk to some of the stakeholders. As the person
involved with the Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee, would you have some time
next Wednesday or Thursday to meet in person? Or would you have someone else in mind?
Thanks in advance.


--
Don Walker| Reporter
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .


Milwaukee Journal Sentinel
p.   414.224.2051
c.   414.313.6527
f.   414.224.2047
e.   dwalker@journalsentinel.com
Follow me on Twitter: @DonWalkerJS
Blog: http://www.jsonline.com/blogs/news/citylimits.html
Blog: http://www.jsonline.com/blogs/sports/businessofsports.html


http://www.jsonline.com
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From: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: February MBCAC meeting
Date: Thursday, January 22, 2015 6:29:20 PM


I saw John Gavin and Adam Vandewater today at the BMBTCC meeting.  They said they're still pulling
together a lot of information about Event Management and Funding issues for the Warriors Arena, and
they'd prefer to come to the CAC in March when they have more answers.  There are a couple of
things I'd like to cover if we can in February:


1.  The Yard - the Giants "pop-up" retail project for SWL337 - Fran Weld has asked if they can make a
presentation.  It should be up and running in March.


2.  Public Safety Building.  Would like to have SFPD and SFFD come to the meeting and discuss
operations.  According to the SFPD rep at today's BMBTCC meeting, Southern Station will be moving
toward the end of March, with command staff later (they were going to have a grand opening
celebration on April 13 or 14 - but it turns out that's the Giants Home Opener, so that doesn't sound
like a good idea).  Don't know when SFFD will be moving.


3.  SFPD Station realignment - current map shows Southern Station cutting off at 16th Street - I don't
see why it shouldn't go down to Mariposa and avoid slicing off the southern edge of Mission Bay.


4.  John and Gavin suggested they bring the General Contractor for the Arena to the February meeting
for an introduction and to discuss construction issues - dust, noise, traffic, etc. - that would be a
quickie.


Let me know what you think.


Corinne
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These five projects will transform San Francisco and its Mission Bay
neighborhood forever.


View this email in your browser


EVENT DESCRIPTION
________


Mission Bay is one of San Francisco’s most exciting, vibrant and new
neighborhoods. Soon, it will feature new office, transit and entertainment developments,


adding to the innovative feel of the city's youthful geography.


We will explore this transformation through five major projects under way in Mission
Bay, which promise to transform the city for decades to come.


 
Golden State Warriors Arena


Kilroy’s Development at 1800 Owens Street
Alexandria’s Uber Headquarters


SF Giants’ Mission Rock Development
Central Subway Development


 


From: Drew, Tamsen (ADM)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: Five Mega Projects of Mission Bay
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 11:55:14 AM


Why aren’t you on this panel!
 
Tamsen Drew
--
(415) 749-2539
tamsen.drew@sfgov.org
 


From: Vladimir Bosanac [mailto:letters=theregistrysf.com@mail170.atl121.mcsv.net] On Behalf Of
Vladimir Bosanac
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 9:32 AM
To: Drew, Tamsen (ADM)
Subject: Five Mega Projects of Mission Bay
 


 


REGISTER
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Brought to you by:


BNBuilders
Hanson Bridgett LLP
Fisher Development


Jesse Blout
Strada Investment Group


[WARRIORS ARENA]


John Funghi
SFMTA


[CENTRAL SUBWAY]


Jon Knorpp
San Francisco Giants


[MISSION ROCK]


Stephen Richardson
Alexandria Real Estate


[UBER HQ]


Michael Sanford
Kilroy Realty


[KILROY MISSION BAY]


SCHEDULE
________


February 3, 2015


7:30 am to 8:30 am
Registration


Breakfast
Networking


8:30 am to 10 am
Introductions


Panel Discussion
Q&A


10 am to 10:30 am
Close


Post-Event Networking
 


 


 


 


 


 







TICKET PRICES
________


Advance Price: $70 (regular $79)
Table of 5: $375


Table of 10: $750
 


LOCATION
________


Julia Morgan Ballroom
465 California Street


San Francisco, Calif. 94104


GOLD SPONSORS
________


BRONZE SPONSOR
________


Address


The Registry
PO Box 1184


San Mateo, Calif. 94403


Contact Us


415-738-6434
events@theregistrysf.com


 


Share Tweet Share Forward


 


REGISTER
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why did I get this?    unsubscribe from this list    update subscription preferences 


The Registry · P.O. Box 1184 · San Mateo, CA 94403 · USA



mailto:tamsen.drew@sfgov.org

http://theregistrysf.us1.list-manage1.com/about?u=bfd34270a4ea7ca8c328c4f47&id=efa1d9206e&e=c35d342c80&c=87edb6190f

http://theregistrysf.us1.list-manage.com/unsubscribe?u=bfd34270a4ea7ca8c328c4f47&id=efa1d9206e&e=c35d342c80&c=87edb6190f

http://theregistrysf.us1.list-manage.com/profile?u=bfd34270a4ea7ca8c328c4f47&id=efa1d9206e&e=c35d342c80






From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW - Arrival  distribution
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 9:24:16 AM
Attachments: image001.png


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


I was just reading the below email and note that the Kings game were assumed to start at 7
pm (not 7:30).  This is an important distinction and I think helps with the argument that we
should keep the numbers as is.  In comparing the data with the Kings and other venues, we
should focus on understanding the time distribution (i.e., arriving half-hour before the game,
hour before the game, 1.5 hours before the game, etc.) percentages.  Looking at the tables and
comparing percent of people arriving between 5:30 and 6 pm and so on only makes sense if
the games start at the same time. 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


              
 
From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:01 PM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); 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
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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.
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


[1]







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
 
Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
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(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: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:49:51 PM


Tap tap tap..no word from Ken….
 
had to speak with Molly from GSW today  to give it a nudge from her side.. she should that Clark
from Strada could give me some background.  She suggested that we keep track of our time on this
and I told her I would do so.  I told her this was a very soft nudge and of course we would cooperate
and continue to work on this but we did need to solve in the near future.  I will have that same
discussion with Clark..  and left word with Clark from Strada to give me a ring.
 
thanks 
 
 
 
 
 


 
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.
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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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: GSW Schedule
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:54:50 PM


Per my voicemail to you. Feel free to join the internal discussion at 4:15 today. Call-in number is in
the email below.
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:47 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Carey
Cc: Brian Boxer; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Schedule
 
Sorry, in my haste to send the invite out, I had the time wrong:  4:15 it is
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:44 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Carey
Cc: Brian Boxer; Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Schedule
 
EP will be ready at 4:15 to discuss. Viktoriya has a meeting that ends at 4:15. Thanks.
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:42 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Jonathan Carey
Cc: Brian Boxer
Subject: GSW Schedule
When: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 4:00 PM-4:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: Conference Call
 
 
 
Please use the following call-in details:


        Call-in #                 1-855-339-3724
        Conference ID#                1047
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 5:45:25 PM
Attachments: image003.png
Importance: High


Catherine:
 
Please see the sponsor’s response in red, under No. 1, below, regarding their preferred method for
presentation of building heights in the SEIR.  I have flagged this as high importance since we will
need consensus from OCII that it is ok regarding their proposed method.   FYI, in the Initial Study, it
was made clear in the figures, text and tables that (unless otherwise noted) building heights in that
document were being presented in relation to the SF datum.   ESA does not have a strong opinion
one way or the other regarding the proposed method for presentation of building heights, as long as
we are clear and consistent in the SEIR. 
 
Would you please provide either follow up with the sponsor directly to discuss this specific issue
further, or provide your final direction.  Since many graphics, tables and text in the SEIR will need to
be prepared and be consistent, this should be decided as soon as possible. Thanks very much, and
please follow up with me should you have any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 5:29 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
Paul –
Please find answers below in bold.
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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From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:44 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
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
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draft SEIR Project Description accordingly (tables, figures, text).  Please let me know if this
approach is agreeable to you.


 
We have been using SF City Datum for three primary reasons:
1)       It matches the proposed future elevation of TFB
2)       Its neat relationship to the Mission Bay datum has been helpful to our Civil and


Geotech engineers.
3)       Determining elevation values at the Piers, which was also a sloped site, proved


complex and confusing for the CEQA and design teams (I recall we required several
meetings, and a few weeks, to resolve). We’d prefer to avoid a switch now that could
produce the same issues.
 


If Catherine does not object, it is our preference to stick with measurements from the SF
Datum. If that suits, it would require no changes to tables/figures/text/graphics.  
 


·         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 [yes, correct]. 


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? I conferred with our design team on this. GSW and OCII have not yet begun
discussions about building façade materials, signage, or lighting, so we have no further
detail to provide at this time.


·         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. I have reached out to our engineers for detail and
will forward the reply when available.


 
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: Paul Mitchell
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 5:45:24 PM
Attachments: image003.png
Importance: High


Catherine:
 
Please see the sponsor’s response in red, under No. 1, below, regarding their preferred method for
presentation of building heights in the SEIR.  I have flagged this as high importance since we will
need consensus from OCII that it is ok regarding their proposed method.   FYI, in the Initial Study, it
was made clear in the figures, text and tables that (unless otherwise noted) building heights in that
document were being presented in relation to the SF datum.   ESA does not have a strong opinion
one way or the other regarding the proposed method for presentation of building heights, as long as
we are clear and consistent in the SEIR. 
 
Would you please provide either follow up with the sponsor directly to discuss this specific issue
further, or provide your final direction.  Since many graphics, tables and text in the SEIR will need to
be prepared and be consistent, this should be decided as soon as possible. Thanks very much, and
please follow up with me should you have any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 5:29 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
Paul –
Please find answers below in bold.
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: Friday, January 09, 2015 5:44 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII; Clarke Miller; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: Information Request for SEIR Project Description
 
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
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draft SEIR Project Description accordingly (tables, figures, text).  Please let me know if this
approach is agreeable to you.


 
We have been using SF City Datum for three primary reasons:
1)       It matches the proposed future elevation of TFB
2)       Its neat relationship to the Mission Bay datum has been helpful to our Civil and


Geotech engineers.
3)       Determining elevation values at the Piers, which was also a sloped site, proved


complex and confusing for the CEQA and design teams (I recall we required several
meetings, and a few weeks, to resolve). We’d prefer to avoid a switch now that could
produce the same issues.
 


If Catherine does not object, it is our preference to stick with measurements from the SF
Datum. If that suits, it would require no changes to tables/figures/text/graphics.  
 


·         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 [yes, correct]. 


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? I conferred with our design team on this. GSW and OCII have not yet begun
discussions about building façade materials, signage, or lighting, so we have no further
detail to provide at this time.


·         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. I have reached out to our engineers for detail and
will forward the reply when available.


 
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: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 3:00:16 PM


See Pedro’s availability below…let me know and I will set it up. 
 


From: Arce, Pedro (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 2:53 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
 
Lilita: I have a meeting scheduled for 9.30 AM (GSW) and another at 3.30 PM for Uber alles. If you
can fit the site visit between 10.30 AM and 3.00 PM, with lunch and drinks included, I’ll be very
happy.
 


From: Hussain, Lila (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 2:48 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
 
Can you give me a date that works for both of you?  How about this Thursday morning 9:00am?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 1:39 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: Fwd: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
 
I would like us to go out and meet on site for this. I think we need to see it in person and can
talk thru some of the other concerns with the installed stuff. Thoughts?
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Stewart, Luke"
Date:01/13/2015 11:59 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Hussain, Lila (CII)" ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Arce, Pedro (CII)"
Cc: "Oberrich, Glenele" ,'Steve Schram' ,David Cantor ,"Orozco, Vanessa"
Subject: FW: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
 
Hi all – A question came up in the field last week during a preliminary punch walk that Alta would
like your input on. 
 
Neil from the Willow Farm has proposed deleting the connective willow fencing between the arches
– apparently for aesthetic reasons, and also to allow for more circulation around the arches?   If
fence were to be deleted, contractor would just grind down metal fence post to be flush with the
pavement.   See correspondence below and attached for more details.
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Is this something you’d like the construction team to pursue, or do you want to keep the fencing as
designed?
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Vanessa Orozco [mailto:vorozco@altaengineeringgroup.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 10:48 AM
To: David Cantor; Stewart, Luke
Cc: Oberrich, Glenele; 'Steve Schram'
Subject: FW: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
 
Dave & Luke
 
During our preliminary punchlist walk last week on 1/7/15, Neil from the Willow Farm proposed
deleting the Willow Fences  that connect the willow arches.  The willow fences have not been
fabricated.  He is proposing this because he believes that given the current configuration of the
willow arches,  it would be more aesthetically pleasing if no fences were installed.  In addition,
deleting the  fences would allow for greater accessibility around the arches.  Keith from RHAA was in
agreement with the change and has submitted the attached correspondence. In addition, Rhaa has
asked that if the panels are removed, they would like to see the Willow Fence post cut flush to the
resin pavement.
 
On the attached sketch, I have bubbled in green the fence panels Neil/Rhaa are proposing to delete. 
Areas in yellow mark the location of the currently installed arches. Alta has not yet provided
direction to the contractor with regards to this request.  I am forwarding this request to you for your
review since this may be a situation where OCII would like to have some input.
 
Please let me know how you would like us to proceed and if you have any questions, please let me
know. Thanks.
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Vanessa Orozco
Alta Engineering Group, Inc.
410 China Basin Street
San Francisco, CA 94158
vorozco@altaengineeringgroup.com
415.355.6633 (office)
510.333.9249 (cell)
 
 


From: Keith Sattler [mailto:Keith.Sattler@rhaa.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 4:35 PM
To: vorozco@altaengineeringgroup.com
Subject: MB Park P6 Willow Fence Panel Letter
 
Hi Vanessa,
 
Please see the attached letter that states RHAA and Neil recommend not installing the fence panels.
Let me know if you need anything else.
 
Regards,
 
Keith Sattler, ASLA


rhaa
ROYSTON HANAMOTO ALLEY & ABEY
225 Miller Ave, Mill Valley, CA  94941
415.383.7900 |  www.rhaa.com
 
Connect with us. Facebook / LinkedIn / Twitter
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: FW: NOP Comment Letter SF Bay Trail Project
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 1:26:30 PM
Attachments: Warriors NOP Comment Ltr 1-15-15.pdf


From: Maureen Gaffney [mailto:MaureenG@abag.ca.gov] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 1:10 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Warriors, PLN (CPC)
Subject: NOP Comment Letter SF Bay Trail Project


 


Greetings,
 
Thank you for accepting my comments.  I apologize for their tardiness.
 
Best, 
Maureen Gaffney


SF Bay Trail


ABAG


P.O. Box 2050
Oakland, CA  94604-2050


Phone: (510) 464-7909
Fax: (510) 433-5509
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January 13, 2015 
 
 Ms. Tiffany Bohee 
OCII Executive Director 
c/o Brett Bollinger 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA  94103 
 
RE:  Warriors Arena Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report 



 
Dear Ms. Bohee:  
 
The San Francisco Bay Trail is a 500-mile shoreline walking and bicycling path that will one day 



encircle the Bay.  With over 340 miles complete, it follows the shoreline in nine counties, passes 



through 47 cities and crosses four-and-a half toll bridges. The Trail provides scenic recreation 



for hikers, joggers, bicyclists, skaters and wheelchair riders.  It offers a setting for wildlife 



viewing and environmental education, and serves as an important commute alternative for 



bicyclists. 



 



In the vicinity of the proposed project, an existing segment of Bay Trail is located adjacent to 



the shoreline, east of Terry Francois Boulevard. The project will draw large numbers of people 



to this area of the waterfront for games and other events. To alleviate the inevitable traffic 



impacts, the project proponent should make every possible effort to draw people to the site by 



means other than the private vehicle.   



We note that the NOP references the inclusion of a two-way cycle track as part of the Mission 



Bay Plan, but not as part of the Warriors Arena Project. It is imperative that the proposed cycle 



track be seamlessly incorporated into the design of the stadium entrance, and that pedestrian 



circulation and safety be thoroughly evaluated alongside the bicycle and vehicle circulation 



plans. Please include schematics, diagrams and plans in the EIR depicting these aspects of the 



proposed project.  











It is important that the Bay Trail remain open and accessible to all users during construction. 



Please provide detailed information in the EIR regarding any impacts to the trail that may occur 



during construction, and how the project plans to mitigate for those impacts.  



It is imperative that non-motorized transportation means of accessing the site are real and 



meaningful. A well-designed and implemented bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, including 



wayfinding signage, seamless bicycle valet, bike share, and promotion of the San Francisco Bay 



Trail as the premier means of accessing the new stadium will demonstrate the Warriors 



commitment to the residents in the area, to the larger Citywide community, and to the region 



as a whole.  



 



If you have any questions regarding these comments or about the Bay Trail, please contact me 



at (510) 464-7909 or by e-mail at maureeng@abag.ca.gov. 



Sincerely, 



 



Maureen Gaffney 
Bay Trail Planner 
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: AQ Meeting Action Items
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 4:39:31 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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AQ Meeting Agenda & Action Items 1-13-15.docx


Hi-
 
I’ve listed the action items from today’s meeting on the attached revised agenda.  Please let me
know if you have edits/revisions or not.  Following your review, I will send this out to the team.
 
 
 
 
Jessica Range
Senior Planner, Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9018 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


              
 
Planning Information Center (PIC): 415-558-6377 or pic@sfgov.org
Property Information Map (PIM):http://propertymap.sfplanning.org 
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Meeting


AGENDA





Warriors Event Center





Tuesday January 13, 2015


1:30-2:30 PM


BAAQMD Offices 939 Ellis Street, 3rd Floor Main Conference Room





Invited Participants


			Name


			Affiliation


			In attendance?





			Allison Kirk


			BAAQMD


			





			Anthony Fournier


			BAAQMD


			





			Kate Aufhauser


			Warriors


			





			Clark Miller


			Warriors


			





			Mary Murphy


			Gibson Dunn


			





			Chris Kern


			SF Planning


			





			Brett Bollinger


			SF Planning


			





			Andrea Ruiz-Esquide


			SF City Attorney’s Office


			





			Michael Keinath


			Environ


			





			Chris Sanchez


			ESA


			





			Paul Mitchell


			ESA


			














1. Project Description Overview (Warriors)


2. Preliminary Air Quality Results (Environ)


· Construction Results


· Operational Scenarios & Results


3. Overview of Carl Moyer Program (BAAQMD)


4. Discussion of Mitigation Offset Possibilities (All)


5. Action Items


1. BAAQMD staff to review Carl Moyer grant funds to establish an average per ton off-site mitigation fee and compare this fee to other jurisdictions with established off-site mitigation programs.


2. [bookmark: _GoBack]BAAQMD/City/Project Sponsor team to reconvene after off-site fee information provided. 


www.sfplanning.org
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: AQ Meeting Action Items
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 4:39:32 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
AQ Meeting Agenda & Action Items 1-13-15.docx


Hi-
 
I’ve listed the action items from today’s meeting on the attached revised agenda.  Please let me
know if you have edits/revisions or not.  Following your review, I will send this out to the team.
 
 
 
 
Jessica Range
Senior Planner, Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9018 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


              
 
Planning Information Center (PIC): 415-558-6377 or pic@sfgov.org
Property Information Map (PIM):http://propertymap.sfplanning.org 
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Veneracion, April (BOS)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Check in on Warriors
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 11:23:00 AM


April – I just left you a VM.  It would be great to check in with you to make sure we are addressing all
the community and Supervisor’s concerns about the Warrior project.  I am bringing Adam into the
discussion since he is taking the lead on most of the events management/quality of life issues, so
would be important to have at a meeting.  We met with the Police on Monday and Adam has a
meeting with Katy Liddell and another on Friday to talk about these issues.  We also are planning on
going to the Mission Bay CAC in February to get in front of the community on event management
issues.
 
Let us know when would be a good time to meet so that we can go over the concerns you have
heard to make sure we aren’t missing anything, as well and brief you on what discussions have
already occur/upcoming.  If you have a chance to talk with either of us to give a summary of the
transportation issues you would like to cover, we can see if Adam and I will know enough talk about
what is being done on the Transportation Management Plan (both have been pretty involved), or if it
will make sense to have someone from MTA there as well.
 
I am going to be in an all afternoon meeting, but back around tomorrow and Friday.
 
Thank you and look forward to meeting soon!
 
PS – we should also check in on the questions you have regarding the school site.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Robbins, Jerry (MTA)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Gavin, John (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Warriors Event Management Question
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 2:18:41 PM


Great.  Thanks Jerry. We have a recurring Warriors meeting Thursday mornings but
I'll see if I can make the 22nd.  


cc:ing Catherine Reilly who I've discussed this with and meant to include originally.  


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 16, 2015, at 2:02 PM, Robbins, Jerry <Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com> wrote:


Hi Adam:
 
I agree.  SFPD is already represented on the Ballpark/Mission Bay Transportation
Coordinating Committee (usually the Lt. who handles AT&T Park events out of
Southern Station, and sometimes the staff working on the new Public Safety Building in
Mission Bay).  Several representatives of neighborhood groups also participate, such as
Corinne Woods, Bruce Agid and Les Hennessy.  Charles Higueras and Levon Jalalian of
Public Works sometimes attend to discuss proposed developments in Mission Bay, but
there isn’t anyone to speak for Public Works quality-of-life issues.  Perhaps you can
suggest someone.
 


The next meeting is on Thursday, January 22 at 11 a.m. at the Giants offices on 3rd


Street if you would like to attend.  Kate Aufhauser will attend for the Warriors.  I’ll send
out an Outlook invitation so you can see the agenda and notes from the last meeting.
 
SFMTA will name someone to fill my role soon.  We’ll let you know. 
 
Thanks,
 
Jerry
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 11:30 AM
To: Robbins, Jerry
Cc: Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Gavin, John
Subject: Warriors Event Management Question
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Jerry:
 
In a meeting this morning, Katie Liddell and Alice Rogers asked about the possibility of
creating an entity to address neighborhood quality of life issues around the Warriors
arena.  We’re headed to the Mission Bay CAC next month to discuss Warriors event
management issues and I expect this to come up.  In order to get ahead of it I wanted
to solicit your feedback on the wisdom of the following:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->-          <!--[endif]-->When the new arena opens in 2018,
reconstitute the Ballpark Transportation Coordinating Committee as an Event
Transportation Coordinating Committee that is inclusive of games and concerts
at the Giants’ as well as the Warriors’ venue; and/or


<!--[if !supportLists]-->-          <!--[endif]-->Consider adding SFPD and DPW to the
committee to handle special event-related public safety and quality of life
concerns.


 
I want to build on the good work of the existing committee without creating an entirely
new entity or empowering it to have a larger scope and figure you would be the best
person to weigh in.  On that note, do you have a successor to run the BTCC after your
well-deserved retirement?


Thanks for your thoughts.
 
Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6625
 








From: Miller, Erin
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Gavin, John (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Warriors Event Management Question
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 1:46:06 PM


Just chi, I am planning on going to this meeting. 


- Erin Miller Blankinship


On Jan 16, 2015, at 2:18 PM, Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Great.  Thanks Jerry. We have a recurring Warriors meeting Thursday
mornings but I'll see if I can make the 22nd.  


cc:ing Catherine Reilly who I've discussed this with and meant to include
originally.  


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 16, 2015, at 2:02 PM, Robbins, Jerry
<Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com> wrote:


Hi Adam:
 
I agree.  SFPD is already represented on the Ballpark/Mission Bay
Transportation Coordinating Committee (usually the Lt. who handles
AT&T Park events out of Southern Station, and sometimes the staff
working on the new Public Safety Building in Mission Bay).  Several
representatives of neighborhood groups also participate, such as Corinne
Woods, Bruce Agid and Les Hennessy.  Charles Higueras and Levon Jalalian
of Public Works sometimes attend to discuss proposed developments in
Mission Bay, but there isn’t anyone to speak for Public Works quality-of-
life issues.  Perhaps you can suggest someone.
 
The next meeting is on Thursday, January 22 at 11 a.m. at the Giants


offices on 3rd Street if you would like to attend.  Kate Aufhauser will
attend for the Warriors.  I’ll send out an Outlook invitation so you can see
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the agenda and notes from the last meeting.
 
SFMTA will name someone to fill my role soon.  We’ll let you know. 
 
Thanks,
 
Jerry
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 11:30 AM
To: Robbins, Jerry
Cc: Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Gavin, John
Subject: Warriors Event Management Question
 
Jerry:
 
In a meeting this morning, Katie Liddell and Alice Rogers asked about the
possibility of creating an entity to address neighborhood quality of life
issues around the Warriors arena.  We’re headed to the Mission Bay CAC
next month to discuss Warriors event management issues and I expect
this to come up.  In order to get ahead of it I wanted to solicit your
feedback on the wisdom of the following:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->-          <!--[endif]-->When the new arena opens
in 2018, reconstitute the Ballpark Transportation Coordinating
Committee as an Event Transportation Coordinating Committee
that is inclusive of games and concerts at the Giants’ as well as
the Warriors’ venue; and/or


<!--[if !supportLists]-->-          <!--[endif]-->Consider adding SFPD and
DPW to the committee to handle special event-related public
safety and quality of life concerns.


 
I want to build on the good work of the existing committee without
creating an entirely new entity or empowering it to have a larger scope
and figure you would be the best person to weigh in.  On that note, do
you have a successor to run the BTCC after your well-deserved
retirement?


Thanks for your thoughts.
 
Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6625
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: "Kate Aufhauser"
Cc: Joyce; Mary; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller
Subject: Request for Clarification on GSW Project Water Demand
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 11:36:56 AM


Kate:
 
We are requesting clarification from the sponsor team regarding the issue of project water
demand. 
 
If you recall, based on the November 14, 2014 BKF Water Demand Memorandum, the Initial Study
reported that that estimated water demand for the GSW project would be 0.100 mgd (as adjusted
for Code).  The Initial Study also reported that there would be adequate water supplies in the
regional water system to serve an estimated 0.109 mgd of water demand for the project and
cumulative demands. Because the estimated demand of 0.100 mgd was less than this amount, the
Initial Study concluded that impacts related to having an adequate water supply were less than
significant.
 
However, Mary McDonald from Orion noticed that the January 9, 2015 BKF Water and Sewer
Analysis (See Table D, page 9) reports the proposed project would generate an average water
demand of 0.164 mgd. It is unclear an apples to apples comparison can be made from the 0.100
mgd water demand estimate in the November 14, 2014 BKF Water Demand Memorandum with the
0.164 mgd estimate in the January 9, 2015 BKF Water and Sewer Analysis, so we are requesting
clarification from you on this.  Are there different assumptions or methodologies being used to
derive these esimates?  If those, would you please provide appropriate documentation explaining
the difference?
 
Thanks, and please feel free to contact me with any questions. 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Joyce; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Clarke Miller
Subject: Request from SFFD re: GSW Project
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:48:04 PM


All:
 
In speaking with Ken Lombardi, SFFD Assistant Deputy Chief, today regarding the GSW project, Ken
was very interested in having the opportunity to provide an advance preliminary review of the
Warriors site plans.  He indicated that the SFFD would also review the plans at a later stage (e.g. Plan
Check), but would like the opportunity to review the plans now as well. 
 
I told Ken I would forward his request to the appropriate City staff.  Would one of you please
respond to Ken. at your earliest convenience?  I provide his contact details below:
 


Ken Lombardi
Assistant Deputy Chief
San Francisco Fire Department
698 Second Street, Room 305
San Francisco CA. 94107-2015
Direct 415-674-5066  Cell 415-238-
5271  Fax 415-734-2102


 
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
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: "Adam Van de Water"; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: SLR maps
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 11:45:00 AM
Attachments: Mission Bay SFPUC Sea Level Rise Maps.pdf


Here are the relevant maps from the SFPUC study and an explanation of what they depict.
·         MHHW + 12” Sea Level Rise: This scenario approximates the daily high tide level with


projected sea level rise by 2050.
·         MHHW + 36” Sea Level Rise: This scenario approximates the daily high tide level with


projected sea level rise by 2100.
·         MHHW + 52” Sea Level Rise: This scenario approximates the 100-year flood zone (1%


chance of flooding in any year) with projected sea level rise by 2050. Projects in this area
would not have a significant impact related to flood hazards if designed to meet flood
resistant building standards (e.g. residential floors located above design flood elevation).


 
Note that the areas shown in green are below the depicted flood elevation but are not hydraulically
connected to the Bay (and therefore would not be flooded). Let me know if you have questions.
 
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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SFPUC SSIP BAYSIDE
Inundation Mapping



Date: 5/4/2014 
Projection:
UTM Zone 10N; North American Datum 1983
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SLR + STORM SURGE SCENARIOS LISTED
BELOW COULD BE APPROXIMATED BY THE
INUNDATION SHOWN ON THIS MAP.  FOR
FUTHER INFORMATION, SEE TO19 - CLIMATE
STRESSORS AND IMPACT:  BAYSIDE SEA LEVEL
RISE MAPPING TM, MARCH 2014.



* Disclaimer: The inundation maps and the associated
analyses are intended as planning level tools to illustrate the
potential for inundation and coastal flooding under a variety of
future sea level rise and storm surge scenarios. The maps
depict possible future inundation that could occur if nothing is
done to adapt or prepare for sea level rise over the next
century. The maps do not represent the exact location or depth
of flooding. The maps relied on a 1-m digital elevation model
created from LiDAR data collected in 2010 and 2011. Although
care was taken to capture all relevant topographic features
and coastal structures that may impact coastal inundation, it is
possible that structures narrower than the 1-m horizontal map
scale may not be fully represented. The maps are based on
model outputs and do not account for all of the complex and
dynamic San Francisco Bay processes or future conditions
such as erosion, subsidence, future construction or shoreline
protection upgrades, or other changes to San Francisco Bay or
the region that may occur in response to sea level rise. For
more context about the maps and analyses, including a
description of the data and methods used, please see the
Climate Stressors and Impacts Report: Bayside Sea Level Rise
Inundation Mapping Technical Memorandum, March 2014.
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potential for inundation and coastal flooding under a variety of
future sea level rise and storm surge scenarios. The maps
depict possible future inundation that could occur if nothing is
done to adapt or prepare for sea level rise over the next
century. The maps do not represent the exact location or depth
of flooding. The maps relied on a 1-m digital elevation model
created from LiDAR data collected in 2010 and 2011. Although
care was taken to capture all relevant topographic features
and coastal structures that may impact coastal inundation, it is
possible that structures narrower than the 1-m horizontal map
scale may not be fully represented. The maps are based on
model outputs and do not account for all of the complex and
dynamic San Francisco Bay processes or future conditions
such as erosion, subsidence, future construction or shoreline
protection upgrades, or other changes to San Francisco Bay or
the region that may occur in response to sea level rise. For
more context about the maps and analyses, including a
description of the data and methods used, please see the
Climate Stressors and Impacts Report: Bayside Sea Level Rise
Inundation Mapping Technical Memorandum, March 2014.
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* Disclaimer: The inundation maps and the associated
analyses are intended as planning level tools to illustrate the
potential for inundation and coastal flooding under a variety of
future sea level rise and storm surge scenarios. The maps
depict possible future inundation that could occur if nothing is
done to adapt or prepare for sea level rise over the next
century. The maps do not represent the exact location or depth
of flooding. The maps relied on a 1-m digital elevation model
created from LiDAR data collected in 2010 and 2011. Although
care was taken to capture all relevant topographic features
and coastal structures that may impact coastal inundation, it is
possible that structures narrower than the 1-m horizontal map
scale may not be fully represented. The maps are based on
model outputs and do not account for all of the complex and
dynamic San Francisco Bay processes or future conditions
such as erosion, subsidence, future construction or shoreline
protection upgrades, or other changes to San Francisco Bay or
the region that may occur in response to sea level rise. For
more context about the maps and analyses, including a
description of the data and methods used, please see the
Climate Stressors and Impacts Report: Bayside Sea Level Rise
Inundation Mapping Technical Memorandum, June 2014.



















From: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Warriors Update
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:09:51 AM


Catherine,
 
Checking in to see if we should have a Warriors meeting tomorrow at 10:00AM?  Can you please let
me know either way.
 
Thanks!
 
Claudia
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From: Don Walker
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Warriors arena
Date: Thursday, January 22, 2015 12:59:31 PM


Catherine: I believe we spoke some weeks ago. As you may recall, Milwaukee is
contemplating building an arena for the NBA Milwaukee Bucks. I was interested in
the fact that the Warriors are privately financing their arena in Mission Bay.
It is my hope to go to S.F. next week and talk to some of the stakeholders. As the
person involved with the Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee, would you have
some time next Wednesday or Thursday to meet in person? Or would you have
someone else in mind?
Thanks in advance.


-- 
Don Walker| Reporter
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .


Milwaukee Journal Sentinel
p.   414.224.2051
c.   414.313.6527
f.   414.224.2047
e.   dwalker@journalsentinel.com
Follow me on Twitter: @DonWalkerJS
Blog: http://www.jsonline.com/blogs/news/citylimits.html
Blog: http://www.jsonline.com/blogs/sports/businessofsports.html


http://www.jsonline.com  
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From: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com on behalf of Lawrence Stokus lvstokus@att.net
[SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn]


To: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com
Subject: [SBRMBNA] New Bart ( and maybe high speed rail) tube to Mission Bay in the works. [1 Attachment]
Date: Sunday, January 18, 2015 9:46:57 AM


[Attachment(s) from Lawrence Stokus included below]


New Bart ( and maybe high speed rail) tube to
Mission Bay in the works.
(Bart would go directly to ATT Park and Warriors Arena from east bay)


--------------------------------------------


Link:


http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/SF-mayor-backs-second-transbay-BART-tube-to-6020957.php#photo-7275616


__._,_.___Attachment(s) from Lawrence Stokus | View attachments on the web


1 of 1 Photo(s)


bart.jpg
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From: David Manica
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Beau Beashore; Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Jesse Blout; Winslow, David


(CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Mark Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin (MTA); Clarke
Miller; Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David Carlock; William Hon


Subject: Re: GSW Design Review
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 12:47:50 PM


Catherine. 
We have nothing new on the arena and landscape and offices are still in
development. 


I will cancel tomorrow's meeting. 


Thanks and have a great day. 


David Manica
MANICA Architecture


On Jan 14, 2015, at 11:06 AM, Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Please let me know if anyone will be coming to OCII for this meeting (vs. using the Go-
To meeting), so that I can set something up.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: David Manica [mailto:dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 2:58 PM
To: David Manica; Molly Hayes; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Beau Beashore; Switzky,
Joshua (CPC); Jesse Blout; Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Arce, Pedro
(CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Mark Linenberger; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin (MTA); Clarke
Miller; Leah DiCarlo; Keith Robinson; David Carlock; William Hon
Subject: GSW Design Review
When: Thursday, January 15, 2015 11:30 AM-12:30 PM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US &
Canada).
Where: via GoTo
 
 


1.      Please join my meeting.
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/911510725


2.      Use your microphone and speakers (VoIP) - a headset is recommended.  Or, call in
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using your telephone.
 


Dial +1 (571) 317-3112
Access Code: 911-510-725
Audio PIN: Shown after joining the meeting


 
Meeting ID: 911-510-725


 
 
 








From: Clarke Miller
To: José I. Farrán
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR); Kate Aufhauser; Mary Murphy; Luba C. Wyznyckyj; Paul Mitchell; Brian Boxer; Joyce
Subject: Re: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Sunday, January 18, 2015 6:18:18 PM


And thank you again to the City and consultant team for absorbing the additional
time to perform this revised analysis. It's much appreciated. 
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 18, 2015, at 6:00 PM, José I. Farrán <jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com>
wrote:


Thanks Clarke.
 
_______________________________________________________
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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 18, 2015 3:58 PM
To: José I. Farrán 
Cc: Viktoriya Wise; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Chris Kern; Van de
Water, Adam; Kate Aufhauser; Mary Murphy; Luba C. Wyznyckyj; Paul Mitchell; Brian
Boxer; Joyce
Subject: Re: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
 
Jose,
Thanks for the quick analysis and careful explanation. The GSW team is in agreement
with your recommendations of Option 2 for arrivals and using the Oracle departure
distribution. 
Thanks,
Clarke 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 16, 2015, at 4:57 PM, José I. Farrán <jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com> wrote:


All,
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Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table
that summarizes on one page the basketball venues for which Kate
Aufhauser had provided us very detailed arrival distribution data.  As
discussed during the call, a key point is to establish the number of game
attendees that could arrive during the peak hour of the typical commute
 period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and explanation below about how that
could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the proposed GSW
project in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is
1 percent, which is in line with most the other venues shown in the table. 
Only Brooklyn (Barclays Arena) shows a higher percentage between 5 and
6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in 2014-15, most likely due to the retail
and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail
and entertainment uses next to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore
expected that there would be more earlier arrivals at the new site than are
currently occurring at the Oracle Arena, where there are no other adjacent
commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact number of earlier arrivals is
unknown, but based on the Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5% arrival ratio
between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the Oracle Arena
distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the
very first ½ hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to
5:30 PM), increasing to 4% during the next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar
to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are shown in the last two columns labeled
Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally
distribute the remaining 95% of the arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the
additional early arrivals (4%) are subtracted from those shown for the last
time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle Arena, with all the other periods
remaining unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand, assumes that the 95%
arrivals after 6 PM would be distributed in a similar way as those at the
Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has been subtracted
proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
 
Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar,
although my preference would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to
be somewhat stronger methodologically speaking, and it also provides a
higher percentage of arrivals during the next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs
64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation analysis would therefore
be more conservative if we used Option 2.
 
I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at
each venue before the start of the game in minutes; this represents the
weighted average of the arrival function for all periods considered together. 
One can see that Option 2 has the earliest average arrival time (22 min) of
all venues except Sacramento, and which is also close to the average
shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21 min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s
Sleep Train Arena (known before as the Arco Arena) can probably be
explained by the way that the arrival data was collected at that site.  The
arrivals were measured at the parking lot entrances as opposed to the
arena turnstiles, which would add 5 to 10 minutes for patrons to arrive at







the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual average arrival time at the
Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
 
For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007,
the average arrival time before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is
35 minutes for a weekday evening game and 37 minutes for weekend
evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival
distribution at the MB arena, we would be assuming that five times more
event attendees (5% vs 1%) would arrive at the site during the peak
commute period compared to the Oracle Arena, resulting in all attendees
arriving 21% minutes earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes) at the
proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe
that a different method should be used instead.  We would need to have
this item resolved by Monday at noon in order to maintain the schedule we
discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes
to the departure time distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena
and the MB site.  I believe that the departure times would be less likely to
be affected by the surrounding uses, but if they were, it would mean that
fewer attendees than currently assumed would be using the transportation
infrastructure during the hour following the end of the game (the peak hour
for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions would represent a
more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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
 


<GSW at SF MB Temporal Arrival Distribution 2015 01 16.pdf>
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From: Clarke Miller
To: José I. Farrán
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR); Kate Aufhauser; Mary Murphy; Luba C. Wyznyckyj; Paul Mitchell; Brian Boxer; Joyce
Subject: Re: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Sunday, January 18, 2015 3:59:08 PM


Jose,
Thanks for the quick analysis and careful explanation. The GSW team is in
agreement with your recommendations of Option 2 for arrivals and using the Oracle
departure distribution. 
Thanks,
Clarke 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 16, 2015, at 4:57 PM, José I. Farrán <jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com>
wrote:


All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that
summarizes on one page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided
us very detailed arrival distribution data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to
establish the number of game attendees that could arrive during the peak hour of the
typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and explanation below about how
that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the proposed GSW project
in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent,
which is in line with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays
Arena) shows a higher percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in
2014-15, most likely due to the retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and
entertainment uses next to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there
would be more earlier arrivals at the new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle
Arena, where there are no other adjacent commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact
number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5%
arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the Oracle Arena
distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to
4% during the next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are
shown in the last two columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the
remaining 95% of the arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are
subtracted from those shown for the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle
Arena, with all the other periods remaining unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand,
assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be distributed in a similar way as those
at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has been subtracted
proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
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Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my
preference would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger
methodologically speaking, and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the
next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs 64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation
analysis would therefore be more conservative if we used Option 2.
 
I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue
before the start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the
arrival function for all periods considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the
earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all venues except Sacramento, and which is also
close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21 min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train
Arena (known before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the
arrival data was collected at that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot
entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles, which would add 5 to 10 minutes for
patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual average arrival time at
the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
 
For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average
arrival time before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a
weekday evening game and 37 minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB
arena, we would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would
arrive at the site during the peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena,
resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes)
at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a
different method should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by
Monday at noon in order to maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the
departure time distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I
believe that the departure times would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding
uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer attendees than currently assumed would
be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour following the end of the game
(the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions would represent a
more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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
 


<GSW at SF MB Temporal Arrival Distribution 2015 01 16.pdf>
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From: Clarke Miller
To: José I. Farrán
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR); Kate Aufhauser; Mary Murphy; Luba C. Wyznyckyj; Paul Mitchell; Brian Boxer; Joyce
Subject: Re: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Sunday, January 18, 2015 6:18:20 PM


And thank you again to the City and consultant team for absorbing the additional
time to perform this revised analysis. It's much appreciated. 
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 18, 2015, at 6:00 PM, José I. Farrán <jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com>
wrote:


Thanks Clarke.
 
_______________________________________________________
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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Sunday, January 18, 2015 3:58 PM
To: José I. Farrán 
Cc: Viktoriya Wise; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Chris Kern; Van de
Water, Adam; Kate Aufhauser; Mary Murphy; Luba C. Wyznyckyj; Paul Mitchell; Brian
Boxer; Joyce
Subject: Re: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
 
Jose,
Thanks for the quick analysis and careful explanation. The GSW team is in agreement
with your recommendations of Option 2 for arrivals and using the Oracle departure
distribution. 
Thanks,
Clarke 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 16, 2015, at 4:57 PM, José I. Farrán <jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com> wrote:


All,
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Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table
that summarizes on one page the basketball venues for which Kate
Aufhauser had provided us very detailed arrival distribution data.  As
discussed during the call, a key point is to establish the number of game
attendees that could arrive during the peak hour of the typical commute
 period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and explanation below about how that
could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the proposed GSW
project in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is
1 percent, which is in line with most the other venues shown in the table. 
Only Brooklyn (Barclays Arena) shows a higher percentage between 5 and
6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in 2014-15, most likely due to the retail
and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail
and entertainment uses next to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore
expected that there would be more earlier arrivals at the new site than are
currently occurring at the Oracle Arena, where there are no other adjacent
commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact number of earlier arrivals is
unknown, but based on the Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5% arrival ratio
between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the Oracle Arena
distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the
very first ½ hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to
5:30 PM), increasing to 4% during the next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar
to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are shown in the last two columns labeled
Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally
distribute the remaining 95% of the arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the
additional early arrivals (4%) are subtracted from those shown for the last
time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle Arena, with all the other periods
remaining unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand, assumes that the 95%
arrivals after 6 PM would be distributed in a similar way as those at the
Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has been subtracted
proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
 
Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar,
although my preference would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to
be somewhat stronger methodologically speaking, and it also provides a
higher percentage of arrivals during the next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs
64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation analysis would therefore
be more conservative if we used Option 2.
 
I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at
each venue before the start of the game in minutes; this represents the
weighted average of the arrival function for all periods considered together. 
One can see that Option 2 has the earliest average arrival time (22 min) of
all venues except Sacramento, and which is also close to the average
shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21 min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s
Sleep Train Arena (known before as the Arco Arena) can probably be
explained by the way that the arrival data was collected at that site.  The
arrivals were measured at the parking lot entrances as opposed to the
arena turnstiles, which would add 5 to 10 minutes for patrons to arrive at







the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual average arrival time at the
Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
 
For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007,
the average arrival time before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is
35 minutes for a weekday evening game and 37 minutes for weekend
evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival
distribution at the MB arena, we would be assuming that five times more
event attendees (5% vs 1%) would arrive at the site during the peak
commute period compared to the Oracle Arena, resulting in all attendees
arriving 21% minutes earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes) at the
proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe
that a different method should be used instead.  We would need to have
this item resolved by Monday at noon in order to maintain the schedule we
discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes
to the departure time distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena
and the MB site.  I believe that the departure times would be less likely to
be affected by the surrounding uses, but if they were, it would mean that
fewer attendees than currently assumed would be using the transportation
infrastructure during the hour following the end of the game (the peak hour
for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions would represent a
more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Jose Farran; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 


Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Mary Murphy; Paul Mitchell; Brian Boxer; Joyce Hsiao
Subject: Re: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:39:39 PM


Thanks Brett
We are moving forward with the revised distribution.


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


On Jan 20, 2015, at 4:01 PM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> 
wrote:


Thanks for the thorough explanation of the two options for arrival distribution. EP 
agrees with the consultant that Option 2 would be the most conservative option and 
agree that Option 2 arrival distribution numbers should be used in the transportation 
analysis. Feel free to contact me with any additional questions.
 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:57 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris 
(CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 'Clarke Miller'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; 'Mary Murphy'
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; 'Paul Mitchell'; Brian Boxer; 'Joyce'
Subject: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
 
All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that 
summarizes on one page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided 
us very detailed arrival distribution data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to 
establish the number of game attendees that could arrive during the peak hour of the 
typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and explanation below about how 
that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the proposed GSW project 
in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent, 
which is in line with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays 
Arena) shows a higher percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in 
2014-15, most likely due to the retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and 
entertainment uses next to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there 
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would be more earlier arrivals at the new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle 
Arena, where there are no other adjacent commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact 
number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5% 
arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the Oracle Arena 
distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½ 
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to 
4% during the next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are 
shown in the last two columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the 
remaining 95% of the arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are 
subtracted from those shown for the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle 
Arena, with all the other periods remaining unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand, 
assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be distributed in a similar way as those 
at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has been subtracted 
proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
 
Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my 
preference would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger 
methodologically speaking, and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the 
next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs 64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation 
analysis would therefore be more conservative if we used Option 2.
 
I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue 
before the start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the 
arrival function for all periods considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the 
earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all venues except Sacramento, and which is also 
close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21 min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train 
Arena (known before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the 
arrival data was collected at that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot 
entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles, which would add 5 to 10 minutes for 
patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual average arrival time at 
the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
 
For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average 
arrival time before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a 
weekday evening game and 37 minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB 
arena, we would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would 
arrive at the site during the peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena, 
resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes) 
at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a 
different method should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by 
Monday at noon in order to maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the 
departure time distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I 
believe that the departure times would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding 
uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer attendees than currently assumed would 
be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour following the end of the game 







(the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions would represent a 
more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: Clarke Miller
To: José I. Farrán
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR); Kate Aufhauser; Mary Murphy; Luba C. Wyznyckyj; Paul Mitchell; Brian Boxer; Joyce
Subject: Re: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Sunday, January 18, 2015 3:59:11 PM


Jose,
Thanks for the quick analysis and careful explanation. The GSW team is in
agreement with your recommendations of Option 2 for arrivals and using the Oracle
departure distribution. 
Thanks,
Clarke 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 16, 2015, at 4:57 PM, José I. Farrán <jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com>
wrote:


All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that
summarizes on one page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided
us very detailed arrival distribution data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to
establish the number of game attendees that could arrive during the peak hour of the
typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and explanation below about how
that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the proposed GSW project
in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent,
which is in line with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays
Arena) shows a higher percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in
2014-15, most likely due to the retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and
entertainment uses next to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there
would be more earlier arrivals at the new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle
Arena, where there are no other adjacent commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact
number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5%
arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the Oracle Arena
distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to
4% during the next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are
shown in the last two columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the
remaining 95% of the arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are
subtracted from those shown for the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle
Arena, with all the other periods remaining unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand,
assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be distributed in a similar way as those
at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has been subtracted
proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
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Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my
preference would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger
methodologically speaking, and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the
next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs 64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation
analysis would therefore be more conservative if we used Option 2.
 
I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue
before the start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the
arrival function for all periods considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the
earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all venues except Sacramento, and which is also
close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21 min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train
Arena (known before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the
arrival data was collected at that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot
entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles, which would add 5 to 10 minutes for
patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual average arrival time at
the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
 
For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average
arrival time before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a
weekday evening game and 37 minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB
arena, we would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would
arrive at the site during the peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena,
resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes)
at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a
different method should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by
Monday at noon in order to maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the
departure time distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I
believe that the departure times would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding
uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer attendees than currently assumed would
be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour following the end of the game
(the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions would represent a
more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: Clarke Miller
To: José I. Farrán
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR); Kate Aufhauser; Mary Murphy; Luba C. Wyznyckyj; Paul Mitchell; Brian Boxer; Joyce
Subject: Re: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Sunday, January 18, 2015 3:59:04 PM


Jose,
Thanks for the quick analysis and careful explanation. The GSW team is in
agreement with your recommendations of Option 2 for arrivals and using the Oracle
departure distribution. 
Thanks,
Clarke 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 16, 2015, at 4:57 PM, José I. Farrán <jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com>
wrote:


All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that
summarizes on one page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided
us very detailed arrival distribution data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to
establish the number of game attendees that could arrive during the peak hour of the
typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and explanation below about how
that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the proposed GSW project
in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent,
which is in line with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays
Arena) shows a higher percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in
2014-15, most likely due to the retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and
entertainment uses next to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there
would be more earlier arrivals at the new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle
Arena, where there are no other adjacent commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact
number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5%
arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the Oracle Arena
distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to
4% during the next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are
shown in the last two columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the
remaining 95% of the arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are
subtracted from those shown for the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle
Arena, with all the other periods remaining unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand,
assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be distributed in a similar way as those
at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has been subtracted
proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
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Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my
preference would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger
methodologically speaking, and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the
next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs 64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation
analysis would therefore be more conservative if we used Option 2.
 
I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue
before the start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the
arrival function for all periods considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the
earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all venues except Sacramento, and which is also
close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21 min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train
Arena (known before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the
arrival data was collected at that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot
entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles, which would add 5 to 10 minutes for
patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual average arrival time at
the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
 
For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average
arrival time before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a
weekday evening game and 37 minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB
arena, we would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would
arrive at the site during the peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena,
resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes)
at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a
different method should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by
Monday at noon in order to maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the
departure time distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I
believe that the departure times would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding
uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer attendees than currently assumed would
be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour following the end of the game
(the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions would represent a
more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Jose Farran; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 


Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Mary Murphy; Paul Mitchell; Brian Boxer; Joyce Hsiao
Subject: Re: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:39:43 PM


Thanks Brett
We are moving forward with the revised distribution.


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


On Jan 20, 2015, at 4:01 PM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> 
wrote:


Thanks for the thorough explanation of the two options for arrival distribution. EP 
agrees with the consultant that Option 2 would be the most conservative option and 
agree that Option 2 arrival distribution numbers should be used in the transportation 
analysis. Feel free to contact me with any additional questions.
 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:57 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris 
(CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); 'Clarke Miller'; 'Kate Aufhauser'; 'Mary Murphy'
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; 'Paul Mitchell'; Brian Boxer; 'Joyce'
Subject: GSW at SF MB - Game Arrival Distribution
 
All,
 
Following our teleconference yesterday I have prepared the attached table that 
summarizes on one page the basketball venues for which Kate Aufhauser had provided 
us very detailed arrival distribution data.  As discussed during the call, a key point is to 
establish the number of game attendees that could arrive during the peak hour of the 
typical commute  period (4-6 PM).  I have prepared and explanation below about how 
that could be accomplished for the transportation analysis of the proposed GSW project 
in Mission Bay.
 
The current arrival between 5 and 6 PM according to Oracle Arena data is 1 percent, 
which is in line with most the other venues shown in the table.  Only Brooklyn (Barclays 
Arena) shows a higher percentage between 5 and 6 PM, about 2% in 2014-15 and 4% in 
2014-15, most likely due to the retail and restaurant activities near the Barclays Arena.
 
The GSW Mission Bay project will provide a substantial amount of retail and 
entertainment uses next to the proposed arena.  It can be therefore expected that there 
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would be more earlier arrivals at the new site than are currently occurring at the Oracle 
Arena, where there are no other adjacent commercial/entertainment uses.  The exact 
number of earlier arrivals is unknown, but based on the Brooklyn data, a total 4% to 5% 
arrival ratio between 5 and 6 PM seems reasonable.  Similar to the Oracle Arena 
distribution, I am assuming that 1% of the attendees would arrive during the very first ½ 
hour during which any arrivals would occur (in this case 5:00 to 5:30 PM), increasing to 
4% during the next period (5:30 to 6:00 PM), similar to Brooklyn.  These assumptions are 
shown in the last two columns labeled Option 1 and Option 2.
 
The difference between Options 1 and 2 is about how to temporally distribute the 
remaining 95% of the arrivals.  Under Option 1 all of the additional early arrivals (4%) are 
subtracted from those shown for the last time period (7:30 to 8:00 PM) at the Oracle 
Arena, with all the other periods remaining unchanged.  Option 2 on the other hand, 
assumes that the 95% arrivals after 6 PM would be distributed in a similar way as those 
at the Oracle Arena, that is, the 4% of additional early arrivals has been subtracted 
proportionally from all the time periods between 6 and 8 PM.
 
Under either option the percentages for each time period are very similar, although my 
preference would be to select Option 2.  I believe Option 2 to be somewhat stronger 
methodologically speaking, and it also provides a higher percentage of arrivals during the 
next peak hour (65% in Option 2 vs 64% under Option 1).  The resulting transportation 
analysis would therefore be more conservative if we used Option 2.
 
I have also included in the table a calculation of the average arrival times at each venue 
before the start of the game in minutes; this represents the weighted average of the 
arrival function for all periods considered together.  One can see that Option 2 has the 
earliest average arrival time (22 min) of all venues except Sacramento, and which is also 
close to the average shown for Brooklyn in 2014-15 (21 min). 
 
By the way, the earlier average arrival (24.6 min) shown for Sacramento’s Sleep Train 
Arena (known before as the Arco Arena) can probably be explained by the way that the 
arrival data was collected at that site.  The arrivals were measured at the parking lot 
entrances as opposed to the arena turnstiles, which would add 5 to 10 minutes for 
patrons to arrive at the arena itself. Thus, it is likely that the actual average arrival time at 
the Sacramento arena would be between 14.6 and 19.6 minutes.
 
For your information, based on surveys collected by the SF Giants in 2007, the average 
arrival time before the start of a baseball game at AT&T Park is 35 minutes for a 
weekday evening game and 37 minutes for weekend evening game.
 
In summary, if we were to choose Option 2 as a reasonable arrival distribution at the MB 
arena, we would be assuming that five times more event attendees (5% vs 1%) would 
arrive at the site during the peak commute period compared to the Oracle Arena, 
resulting in all attendees arriving 21% minutes earlier on average (22.2 vs 18.3 minutes) 
at the proposed arena compared to the existing venue. 
 
Let me know if you all agree with this approach (Option 2) or if you believe that a 
different method should be used instead.  We would need to have this item resolved by 
Monday at noon in order to maintain the schedule we discussed yesterday.
 
On a related matter, we have not discussed if there would be any changes to the 
departure time distribution assumptions between the Oracle Arena and the MB site.  I 
believe that the departure times would be less likely to be affected by the surrounding 
uses, but if they were, it would mean that fewer attendees than currently assumed would 
be using the transportation infrastructure during the hour following the end of the game 







(the peak hour for project departures).  Thus, the current assumptions would represent a 
more conservative approach to the transportation analysis.
 
Any comments on this topic are welcomed 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: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Patel, Neal; Paine, Carli (MTA); Wise,


Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Re: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors project)
Date: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 11:00:39 AM


I'm available this afternoon.


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 21, 2015, at 10:15 AM, Miller, Erin <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com> wrote:


Adam, et al:
 
If we look at the Warriors TDM and Project Description, they already do fit within
current city established mode share goals.  So the conversation should really be
focused on the Warriors and the goals that they have for TDM.  They are providing the
currently required amount of bike parking established in our admin zoning code, so to
provide any beyond is really their call.    
 
The SFBC’s role in negotiating mode split with the Warriors is questionable to me.  We
have worked very closely with the Planning Department, OEWD, and the Warriors to
achieve an agreed upon mode-split as defined by the Project Description.  Additionally,
as  Carli pointed out to me, SFBC has also been called out by the Warriors as a service
provider for valet bike parking, and so they have a financial interest that should be
considered as well.  Both Neal and Carli, and they both suggest that we discuss
internally before engaging the SFBC.    
 
Please let me know if you’d like me to set up  a time to discuss.
 


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
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=91BA72A308BD41818E967887DA0E43A7-ADAM VAN DE WATER_B65779439D

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:mike.sallaberry@sfmta.com

mailto:Neal.Patel@sfmta.com

mailto:carli.paine@sfmta.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com

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





www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Albert, Peter 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 7:51 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition (RE % bike mode share represented in Warriors
project)
 
Thanks, Adam.
 
I’m not sure if this question – a policy call about appropriate % for projected bike
mode share  -- is also for Mike’s team.  Seems like everything else is!
 
Mike, please let us know if not you, who else from LS can help us vet the issue of a
realistic mode split projection. 
 
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: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:02 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Thank you for keeping this moving.  I’ll make myself available.  Peter and Erin, is Mike
Sallaberry the right contact?


A
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Meeting with Bike Coalition
 
Hey all – I am back to trying to set up a meeting with the Bike Coalition to address
some questions they have raised.  Specifically:
They are interested in chatting process and how SFBC can best work with the Warriors
to help adjust some of the mode share assumptions to more closely align w/City goals,
while also providing the requisite infrastructure (namely bumping up their bike
parking).
They are working on coming up with a new request for bike parking spaces, and once
we have that we can work with the GSW to figure out how to address on site. 
However, they want to talk about mode split and consistency with City goals, as well as
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other surrounding infrastructure improvements.  I’m attaching their NOP letter which
provides additional information.
 
I think this meeting can be small – maybe just one or two additional people from MTA,
in addition to this group, if necessary.  Then if we need to expand once we
understanding all their issues, we can do so. 


Could folks please let me know who else from MTA should be involved and then I will
send out a google meeting thing to find a time that works.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Murphy, Mary G.
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 7:48:01 AM


Likewise. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 15, 2015, at 7:39 AM, Murphy, Mary G. <MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com>
wrote:


I can do 5:15


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 15, 2015, at 7:22 AM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
<brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:


Does after 4:30 today work?
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 5:38 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris
(CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I have the same constraint as Kate. Is there a different time that works for the EP team
to get on the phone Thursday or Friday?
Clarke
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:58 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I am unavailable 12-4:30 tomorrow. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 14, 2015, at 3:28 PM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:


Is everyone available tomorrow at 3:30pm to discuss arrival distribution
and the next steps? If so, we will send out a conference call-in number
for everyone to use.
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke
Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC);
Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we
discussed yesterday. There are several tabs for various different
downtown arenas, as well as a summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of
today’s internal meeting regarding next steps.
 
Thanks,
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
 
 


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: Murphy, Mary G.
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 7:39:28 AM


I can do 5:15


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 15, 2015, at 7:22 AM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Does after 4:30 today work?
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 5:38 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I have the same constraint as Kate. Is there a different time that works for the EP team to get on the
phone Thursday or Friday?
Clarke
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:58 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris
(CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I am unavailable 12-4:30 tomorrow. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 14, 2015, at 3:28 PM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:


Is everyone available tomorrow at 3:30pm to discuss arrival distribution and the next
steps? If so, we will send out a conference call-in number for everyone to use.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke Miller; Mary
Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Viktoriya –
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Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we discussed
yesterday. There are several tabs for various different downtown arenas, as well as a
summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of today’s
internal meeting regarding next steps.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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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: Kate Aufhauser
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de


Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:58:36 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I am unavailable 12-4:30 tomorrow. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 14, 2015, at 3:28 PM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Is everyone available tomorrow at 3:30pm to discuss arrival distribution and the next
steps? If so, we will send out a conference call-in number for everyone to use.
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke Miller; Mary
Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we discussed
yesterday. There are several tabs for various different downtown arenas, as well as a
summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of today’s
internal meeting regarding next steps.
 
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: Kate Aufhauser
To: Murphy, Mary G.
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 7:48:35 AM


Yes, free after 4:30. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 15, 2015, at 7:39 AM, Murphy, Mary G. <MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com>
wrote:


I can do 5:15


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 15, 2015, at 7:22 AM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
<brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:


Does after 4:30 today work?
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 5:38 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris
(CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I have the same constraint as Kate. Is there a different time that works for the EP team
to get on the phone Thursday or Friday?
Clarke
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 3:58 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: Re: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
I am unavailable 12-4:30 tomorrow. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 14, 2015, at 3:28 PM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:


Is everyone available tomorrow at 3:30pm to discuss arrival distribution
and the next steps? If so, we will send out a conference call-in number
for everyone to use.
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Clarke
Miller; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC);
Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: NBA Venues Arrival Distribution
 
Viktoriya –
 
Please see the attached for additional data on NBA venue arrivals, as we
discussed yesterday. There are several tabs for various different
downtown arenas, as well as a summary.
 
Let me know if you have any questions. We’ll look forward to a recap of
today’s internal meeting regarding next steps.
 
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
 
 


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: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Re: NOP Comment Letter SF Bay Trail Project
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 2:24:47 PM


Couldn't agree more.  Thanks,


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625


On Jan 16, 2015, at 1:26 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (CII) <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:


<!--[if mso 9]--> <!--[endif]-->
From: Maureen Gaffney [mailto:MaureenG@abag.ca.gov] 
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 1:10 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Warriors, PLN (CPC)
Subject: NOP Comment Letter SF Bay Trail Project


 


Greetings,
 
Thank you for accepting my comments.  I apologize for their tardiness.
 
Best, 
Maureen Gaffney


SF Bay Trail


ABAG


P.O. Box 2050
Oakland, CA  94604-2050


Phone: (510) 464-7909
Fax: (510) 433-5509
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