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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR) (ECN); Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce


Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06:46 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.


 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
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to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.
o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance


with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian







flows, etc.) will be modified.
·         Final TMP. 


o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in
progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


 
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: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Clarke Miller; Jose Farran; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN); Joyce 


Hsiao; Kern, Christopher (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Miller-Blankinship, Erin 
(MTA)


Subject: Re: Contractor Parking
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:35:12 PM


Hi Kate
Thank you. However, your additional language on the construction worker parking 
does not specify a requirement that the contractor prepare a parking plan - which is 
what we were going for at the meeting yesterday. 


Also, referring to the "potential resources south of the project site" raises questions. 
Resources for what, why isn't it part of the project, etc. Actions associated with 
"heavily encouraged to take transit" need to be included.  Providing the free shuttle 
for early construction worker arrivals sounds like a good way to encourage transit 
use, but it should be provided right away, rather than "if demand warrants".


If you want to go with this or similar language for the project description, then 
Improvement Measure I-TR-1 will be revised per SFMTA's comment to require a 
contractor parking plan, and will refer to the proposed legislation.  Sounds like this 
approach may be the easiest. 


We can discuss this some more at next Wednesday's meeting, but it would be better 
if we can cross this item off our list sooner than later. 
Thank you,
Luba


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


On Mar 26, 2015, at 12:00 PM, Kate Aufhauser <kaufhauser@warriors.com> wrote:


Hi Paul,
 
Per yesterday’s discussion, we propose the following language to address construction 
worker parking:
 
Prior to awarding sub-contracts, parking plans will be discussed with contractors to 
make them aware of available resources. These may include the substantial daytime 
availability in Lot A (except daytime game-days), and potential resources south of the 
project site that are under consideration by the project sponsor. In addition, on-site 
parking will be made available to contractors and workers when feasible.
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Workers will also be heavily encouraged to take transit to the site. If demand warrants, 
the Warriors would work with contractors and the Mission Bay TMA to extend the 
operation of an early-morning shuttle that currently transports construction workers 
from transit hubs to active project sites in Mission Bay.
 
Let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Liedl, Fred (ECN)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Pascual, Merrick (ECN); Rice, Don (ADM)
Subject: Warriors Mission Bay Invoices - Through December 2014
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 11:03:46 AM
Attachments: GSW MB OEWD Invoice, Q2 FY 14-15.pdf


GSW MB OEWD Invoice, Q1 FY 14-15.pdf
GSW MB OEWD Invoice, Q4 FY 13-14.pdf


Hi Catherine,
 
Please find attached our invoices for the Warriors project at Mission Bay for work performed up
to December 31, 2014.  Can you let me know when we can expect reimbursement and if you
have any questions?  Thank you!
 


Fred Liedl | Finance Manager
1 South Van Ness, 5th Floor | San Francisco, California 94103-5416
E: fred.liedl@sfgov.org  | T:  (415) 701-4834  | W: http://www.oewd.org


Be green, keep it on the screen, think before you print.
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DATE:  January 15, 2015 



TO: Catherine Reilly 
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure 
1 South Van Ness, 5th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103-5416 



CC:  Phillip Wong 



FROM:  Merrick Pascual 



SUBJECT: GSW Mission Bay Pavilion, OEWD Invoice No: OEWDGSWMB-03, Q2 FY 14-15 



 



 



This is a payment request for Q2 of FY 14-15 (October 1, 2014 - December 31, 2014) in the amount of 
$ 64,683.07 
 
Please make the check payable to the CCSF – Office of Economic & Workforce Development.  If you have 
questions or need additional information do not hesitate to contact me at (415) 701-4811 or 
merrick.pascual@sfgov.org.  Thank you. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Merrick Pascual 
Chief Financial Officer 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
1 South Van Ness, San Francisco, CA 94103-5416 
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Invoice No: OEWDGSWMB-03 



 
To: 
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure 
Attn: Catherine Reilly 
1 South Van Ness, 5th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103-5416 
 



PAGE 2 of 3 
 



Remit Payment to: 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
Attn: Phillip C. Wong 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 448 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653 



 



 



Description # of Hours Hourly Rate Amount 
  



Ken Rich, Director of Development 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
October 1, 2014 - December 31, 2014 



44 $ 131.00 $5,764.00 



Adam Van de Water, Project Manager 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
October 1, 2014 - December 31, 2014 



406 $107.00 $ 43,442.00 



Economic & Planning Systems, Inc. 
Professional Services: Real Estate Economic Evaluation and Analysis 
October 1, 2014 - December 31, 2014 



$ 15,477.07 



   



 TOTAL AMOUNT DUE $ 64,683.07 











 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 
Invoice No: OEWDGSWMB-03 



 
To: 
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure 
Attn: Catherine Reilly 
1 South Van Ness, 5th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103-5416 
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Remit Payment to: 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
Attn: Phillip C. Wong 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 448 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653 



    



Ken Rich – October 1, 2014 - December 31, 2014 



Months Description of Work # of Hours Hourly Rate Amount 



October Weekly Project Manager meetings with Project 
Sponsor and City staff; Negotiate public benefits 
with project sponsor and appropriate City 
departments 



12 $ 131.00 $ 1,572.00 



November 8 $ 131.00 $ 1,048.00 



December 24 $ 131.00 $ 3,144.00 



  Subtotal this Invoice $ 5,764.00 



    



Adam Van de Water – October 1, 2014 - December 31, 2014 



Months Description of Work # of Hours Hourly Rate Amount 



October Weekly Project Manager meetings with Project 
Sponsor and City staff; Coordinate meetings with 
City Attorney on legal components of project and 
develop required legislative elements for 
entitlement; Negotiate public benefits with 
project sponsor and appropriate City 
departments 



179 $107.00 $ 19,153.00 



November 109 $107.00 $ 11,663.00 



December 118 $107.00 $ 12,626.00 



  Subtotal this Invoice $ 43,442.00 



 



Economic & Planning Systems, Inc. – October 1, 2014 - December 31, 2014 Amount 



October 1 – October 31, 2014 (Invoice No. 121081 - 18) $ 5,373.75 



November 1 – November 30, 2014 (Invoice No. 121081 - 19) $ 7,883.32 



December 1 – December 31, 2014 (Invoice No. 121081 - 20) $ 2,220.00 



  Subtotal this Invoice $ 15,477.07 



 



 INVOICE TOTAL $ 64,683.07 
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To: Catherine Reilly, Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure 



From: Merrick Pascual 



Re: GSW Mission Bay Project, OEWD Invoice, July 1, 2014 - September 30, 2014 



Date: March 20, 2015 



Cc: Phillip Wong 
 
 



 
 
This is a payment request for Q1 of FY 14-15 (July 1, 2014 - September 30, 2014) in the 
amount of $82,709.00 
 



Please make the check payable to CCSF – Office of Economic & Workforce Development. 
If you have questions or need additional information do not hesitate to contact me at 
415-701-4811 or merrick.pascual@sfgov.org.  Thank you.  



 



 



 



Merrick Pascual 



Chief Financial Officer 



Office of Economic and Workforce Development 



1 South Van Ness, San Francisco, CA 94103-5416 
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MPascual


Signature











 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 
March 20, 2015 
 



 
INVOICE #: OEWDGSWMB-02 



 
To: 
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure 
Attn: Catherine Reilly 
1 South Van Ness, 5th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103-5416 
 



PAGE 1 of 2 
 



Remit Payment to: 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
Attn: Phillip C. Wong 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 448 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653 



 



 



Description # of Hours Hourly Rate Amount 
  



Jennifer Matz, Director of Waterfront Development 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
July 1, 2014 - September 30, 2014 



376 $ 177.00 $66,552.00 



Adam Van de Water, Project Manager 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
July 1, 2014 - September 30, 2014 



151 $ 107.00 $ 16,157.00 



  
 



 



 TOTAL AMOUNT DUE $ 82,709.00 











 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 
INVOICE #: OEWDGSWMB-02 



 
To: 
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure 
Attn: Catherine Reilly 
1 South Van Ness, 5th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103-5416 
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Remit Payment to: 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
Attn: Phillip C. Wong 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 448 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653 



 



    



Jennifer Matz – July 1, 2014 - September 30, 2014 



Months Description of Work # of Hours Hourly Rate Amount 



July Project Development 144 $ 177.00 $ 25,488.00 



August Project Development 136 $ 177.00 $ 24,072.00 



September Project Development 96 $ 177.00 $ 16,992.00 



  Subtotal this Invoice $ 66,552.00 



 



 
    



Adam Van de Water – July 1, 2014 - September 30, 2014 



Months Description of Work # of Hours Hourly Rate Amount 



July Project Development 31 $ 107.00 $ 3,317.00 



August Project Development 32 $ 107.00 $ 3,424.00 



September Project Development 88 $ 107.00 $ 9,416.00 



  Subtotal this Invoice $ 16,157.00 



  



 



 INVOICE TOTAL $ 82,709.00 



 








			1 GSW MB Merrick Cover, Q1 FY 14-15


			2 GSW MB OEWD Invoice, Q1 FY 14-15










 
 
 
 
 
 
To: Catherine Reilly, Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure 



From: Merrick Pascual 



Re: GSW Mission Bay Project, OEWD Invoice, April 23, 2014 - June 30, 2014 



Date: July 23, 2014 



Cc: Phillip Wong 
 
 
 
 
This is a payment request for Q4 of FY 13-14 (April 23, 2014 - June 30, 2014) in the amount of 
$63,089.76 
 



Please make the check payable to CCSF – Office of Economic & Workforce Development. 
If you have questions or need additional information do not hesitate to contact me at 
415-701-4811 or merrick.pascual@sfgov.org.  Thank you.  



 



 



 



Merrick Pascual 



Chief Financial Officer 



Office of Economic and Workforce Development 



1 South Van Ness, San Francisco, CA 94103-5416 
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MPascual


Signature











 
 
 
 
 
 
July 23, 2014 
 
 
INVOICE #: OEWDGSWMB-01 
 
To: 
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure 
Attn: Catherine Reilly 
1 South Van Ness, 5th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103-5416 
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Remit Payment to: 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
Attn: Phillip C. Wong 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 448 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653 
 



 
Description # of Hours Hourly Rate Amount 
  



Jennifer Matz, Director of Waterfront Development 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
April 23, 2014 - June 30, 2014 



224 $ 194.69 $43,610.56 



Anne Taupier, Project Manager 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
April 23, 2014 - June 30, 2014 



5 $ 108.94 $ 544.70 



Adam Van de Water, Project Manager 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
April 23, 2014 - June 30, 2014 



162.5 $ 116.52 $ 18,934.50 



  
 



 



 TOTAL AMOUNT DUE $ 63,089.76 



 
 











 
 
 
 
 
 
INVOICE #: OEWDGSWMB-01 
 
To: 
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure 
Attn: Catherine Reilly 
1 South Van Ness, 5th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103-5416 
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Remit Payment to: 
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
Attn: Phillip C. Wong 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 448 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653 
 



    
Jennifer Matz – April 23, 2014 - June 30, 2014 
Months Description of Work # of Hours Hourly Rate Amount 
April Project Development 24 $ 194.69 $ 4,672.56 
May Project Development 96 $ 194.69 $ 18,690.24 
June Project Development 104 $ 194.69 $ 20,247.76 
  Subtotal this Invoice $ 43,610.56 



 
    
Anne Taupier – April 23, 2014 - June 30, 2014 
Months Description of Work # of Hours Hourly Rate Amount 
April Project Development 2 $ 108.94 $ 217.88 
May Project Development 3 $ 108.94 $ 326.82 
June - 0 $ 108.94 $ 0.00 



  Subtotal this Invoice $ 544.70 
 



    
Adam Van de Water – April 23, 2014 - June 30, 2014 
Months Description of Work # of Hours Hourly Rate Amount 
April Project Development 46 $ 116.52 $ 5,359.92 
May Project Development 99.5 $ 116.52 $ 11,593.74 
June Project Development 17 $ 116.52 $ 1,980.84 
  Subtotal this Invoice $ 18,934.50 



  
 



 INVOICE TOTAL $ 63,089.76 
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Christopher (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Paine, 


Carli (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR section
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 12:02:54 PM
Attachments: Edits to the TMP TDM Measures 3-24-15.pdf


ATT00001.htm


Hi Kate and Clarke
Attached are four pages of transportation section of the EIR that provide the list of 
TDM measures included in the TMP, with SFMTA edits. 
As part of the section review, Carli reorganized a bit, deleted two measures, and 
added 12 new measures. I marked each measure as "slightly reworded", "same", or 
"new", and wrote in the two measures that were deleted.


There is also a note to sponsor on the last measure regarding what one of the 
measures means.


We were planning on reviewing the changes during Thursday's meeting, so I hope 
that you will be able to review and determine if these changes are acceptable to 
GSW before then.  These revised measures will then need to be incorporated back 
into the TMP document.


Thank you,
Luba
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5. Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures 



5.2 Transportation and Circulation 



~ ~ it\~ 3-2Lt-\\ 
Vehicles exiting the project garage on South Street, vehicles exiting the 450 South Street ga;;g;



and vehicles traveling southbound on Bridgeview Way would be directed eastbound on South 



Street to Terry A. Francois Boulevard. 



Overlap between events at the proposed Event Center and at AT&T Park. In circumstance 



when events at the proposed event center partially or completely overlap with baseball games or 



other events at AT&T Park, additional adjustments to the Transportation Management Plan for 



the proposed event center would be made, specifically: 



• 



Because PCOs would be stationed at some of the same intersections where PCOs are 
stationed during SF Giants games, staffing would be adjusted to eliminate duplication of 
efforts, and to address the overlapping impacts. 



Because the Fourth Street bridge is closed to northbound travel (transit and taxis excepted), 
event center attendees would be directed to travel southbound on Terry A. Francois 
Boulevard, and then westbound on 16th Street to access locations to the north and west. 



Transportation Demand Management (TOM) Strategies 



The TMP includes TOM strategies for employees and for event center visitors. TOM strategies for 



office, retail, restaurant and event center employees: 



Policy/Operations 



• 



• 



• 



• 



Participate in pre-tax commuter benefits, a federal program that allows employees to 
reduce their commuting costs by up to 40 percent using tax-free dollars to pay for their 
commuting expenses. -:5 h0'k-+~ VU,.('.)O<J.~ 



Allow employees to work flexible schedules and telecommute, to the extent possible. ~e.. 



Enroll in free-to-employees ride-matching program through www.Sll.org. 



Enroll in free-to-employers Emergency Ride Home Program through the City of San rewoetlcJ. 
Francisco. 



Hire TOM coordinator to develop and implement marketing/communications/incentive 
program and coordinate with facility on policies and capital needs to support sustainable ~ 
trip making. 



Establish annual TOM budget to support achievement of mode split goals . -
Provide free bikeshare membership to all employees. V\1).,S" 



Provide transit subsidy to all employees. 



Charge employees market rate for parking on-site and at off-site leased/owned parking \'\l..vJ 
facilities. -



Marketing/Communications 
• Promote use of Mission Bay TMA shuttles to employees; notify them that they are eligible 



to ride the Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and provide information about routes, stop _ \ _ \ 
locations, and schedule. . l/'UvJO~°'-
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5. Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures 



5.2 Transportation and Circu lation 



• 



• 



Promote use by event center and GSW employees of the enclosed bicycle valet facility ~ 
(approximately 300 bike spaces - valet operations during events only). 



Promote pre-tax commuter benefits, promote ridesharing, notify employees of guaranteed ~ 
ride home services. 



Encourage all employees and visitors to participate in public events that promote bicycling S~ 
such as the annual "Bike to Work" day. 



Organize and publicize promotions such as Spare the Air days (as declared for the Bay S !t.f'\9-. 
Area region) or a Rideshare Week. 



Provide indoor secure bicycle parking facilities for employees in office buildings and retail ScU'Y\s2.. 
uses on-site. 



Sponsor Bay Area Bike Share station(s) in the project vicinity. ~ 



• Provide shower and locker facilities for event center, retail, office employee use. ~ 



Program additional on-site amenities (fitness and exercise centers, food and beverage 
options, automated banking resources) to encourage employees to stay on-site during the 
workday. 



Designating/reserve priority on-site garage parking spaces for carpools and vanpools. l(..(NO<J.gJ...... 



Policies/Operations 



• 



Reward patrons arriving via transit with implementation options that may include 
discounted food or beverage, team or venue merchandise, raffle entry, or access to a "fast
track" security line. Market these incentives with a robust communications strategy prior 
to an event day so that visitors can make choices accordingly. 



Establish a partnership to brand Clipper Cards to encourage patrons to associate event S.~ 
attendance with transit usage during attendee's trip planning process. 



Reward patrons of the bike valet with implementation options that may include S.a.J'\e.. 
discounted food or beverage, team or venue merchandise, raffle entry, or access to a "fast-
track" security line. Market these incentives with a robust communications strategy prior 
to an event day so that visitors can make choices accordingly. 



• Charge event-rate parking fees for auto parking on-site and at leased/owned off-site ~ 
parking facilities during events. ~ _ \ \ . \. \ P ~ _ "- .~ \ \ 



LWe.~· V\c.f~ ~s. ~ \:OS~<Yj ~-~ ~~~ 
Establish a TOM annual budget to support TOM efforts and ensure ability to meet mode MV.1\\--~ J 
split commitments. ~ 



• Hire TOM coordinator to develop and implement marketing/communications/incentive 
program and coordinate with facility on policies and capital needs to support sustainable V\Q)>J 
trip making. 
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5. En vironmental Se tt ing, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures 



5.2 Transportati on and Circulation 



Communications/Marketing 



• 



Encourage customers at point of ticket purchase to use sustainable modes via 
communications on the internet and through the ticket vendor. 



Promote branded Clipper Cards to season ticket holders and others . 



Promote transit access to the project site by providing: 



• 



• 



• 



interactive trip-planning tool, transit maps, with recommended stops/stations for accessing 
site, best routes to the event center; and walking directions from transit stations/stops. 
Provide these on the event center web site, on websites of events taking place at the site (to 
be required as a standard part of event contract), and mobile app. Provide real-time transit ~ 
information, including train or bus arrivals and departures, in key event center locations 
(exit areas, gathering areas, etc.), inside the building (on TVs and other screens) post-event. 



Play recorded announcements during halftime (for games) or between opening and main 
acts (for concerts), and as event center attendees exit the building, to notify visitors of non- 4S ~ 
auto travel options home, including real time transit and shuttle departure times. 



Provide additional communication of transit options and wayfinding during playoff games 
for non-season pass holders who may be coming from out of town by providing information ~ 
to, and coordinating displays within, hotels and local businesses in the event center vicinity. 



Promote use of the enclosed on-site bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces). So...V'1r"Jl. 



Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the project site, on the event center web site and <;.~ 
mobile application. 



Design a "Getting There" page for the venue website that lists multi-modal options and 
comparisons before showing preferred driving routes or available parking. 



Promote transit and bicycle information on event site website, event apps, and in event 
literature and advertisements, when appropriate. 



Capital 
• Work with SFMT A to brand transit stops/stations near the project site, covering any costs 



associated with re-branding. -
Provide outdoor bicycle racks for visitors to the office, retail, and restaurant uses. $~ 



• 



• 



Provide additional temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas in both major plazas for 
peak events that experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space enclosed !:ia._W\D...
valet facility . 



Designate priority curb areas on-site for taxis, charter buses, and rideshare vehicles . 
Explore partnership options with rideshare/carpool/TNC11 companies to offer discounts to SClX'l'IL
event attendees and/or employees. 



[l] Transportation Network Company (TNC) is a company or organization that p rovides transportation services 
using an online-enabled platform to connect passengers with drivers using their personal vehicles (e.g., Lyft, 
SideCar, Uber). 
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5. Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures 



5.2 Transportation and Circulation 



• 



• 



Vt.W0~1A. 
Install TVs and other screens inside the event center building to display real time transit 
information and prominent comparisons between transportation choices available to 
employees and visitors to the event center. 



Create schedules of upcoming events for display on electronic message boards, to ~~ 
discourage auto use and parking on-site. ,.{'-\ 



Monitoring, Refinement, and Performance Standards 
N~ ~.s~ur\SOr·. WW JotA 



~ > V'v\.UU'\ . 
The TMP outlines the process to monitor and refine the strategies within the TMP in conjunction 



with the City throughout the life of the project. Monitoring methods including field monitoring 



of operations during the first year and subsequent year of operations. Surveys of event attendees 



and event center employees would be conducted annually, and visitor surveys of Mission Bay 



neighbors and UCSF staff and emergency providers would be conducted in the initial years of 



operation. 



The TMP also identifies performance standards that the project sponsor has committed to 



maintaining: 



• 



• 



Auto Mode Share: Implement measures intended to reach a goal of on average, attendees 
for peak events do not exceed a 53 percent auto mode share for weekday peak event (6:00 
to 8:00 p.m.) 



Auto Mode Share: Implement measures intended to reach a goal of, on average, all 
employees and visitors for a no-event scenario do not exceed a 48 percent auto mode share 
for a weekday evening (4:00 to 6:00 p.m.) 



Vehicle Queuing on City Streets: Traffic entering the parking garage from eastbound 
16th Street does not spill back to 16th Street or into the Third Street intersection due to 
garage ingress. 



Vehicle Queuing on City Streets: Event traffic does not block access to the UCSF emergency 
room entrance for emergency vehicles or patients on Mariposa Street between I-280 and 
Third Street. 



Pedestrian Flows: Pedestrians do not spill out of sidewalks onto streets with moving 
vehicles, or out of crosswalks when crossing the street. 



Bicycle Parking: Signage is clearly visible to direct bicyclists to event valet and other bicycle 
parking, and ensure that adequate bicycle parking supply is provided to accommodate a 
typical peak event. 



Transit Mode Share: All Muni light rail and special event shuttle passengers are able to 
board their transit vehicle within 45 minutes following an event, if desired. 



• Good Neighbor: Mission Bay TMA shuttles continue to run and maintain capacity for 
simultaneous neighborhood use. 



In the event that ongoing monitoring shows at any time that the performance standards outlined 



above are not being met, the project sponsor would explore additional travel demand strategies, 



operational efforts, or design refinements to meet the goals identified in the TMP. Revisions to 
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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: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR) (ECN); Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com


Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:04:18 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
2015.03.26_Vara_Variant_Site_Plan.pdf


Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.
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o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).







·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to
project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


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


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Clarke Miller; Jose Farran; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN); Joyce 


Hsiao; Kern, Christopher (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Miller-Blankinship, Erin 
(MTA)


Subject: Re: Contractor Parking
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:35:15 PM


Hi Kate
Thank you. However, your additional language on the construction worker parking 
does not specify a requirement that the contractor prepare a parking plan - which is 
what we were going for at the meeting yesterday. 


Also, referring to the "potential resources south of the project site" raises questions. 
Resources for what, why isn't it part of the project, etc. Actions associated with 
"heavily encouraged to take transit" need to be included.  Providing the free shuttle 
for early construction worker arrivals sounds like a good way to encourage transit 
use, but it should be provided right away, rather than "if demand warrants".


If you want to go with this or similar language for the project description, then 
Improvement Measure I-TR-1 will be revised per SFMTA's comment to require a 
contractor parking plan, and will refer to the proposed legislation.  Sounds like this 
approach may be the easiest. 


We can discuss this some more at next Wednesday's meeting, but it would be better 
if we can cross this item off our list sooner than later. 
Thank you,
Luba


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


On Mar 26, 2015, at 12:00 PM, Kate Aufhauser <kaufhauser@warriors.com> wrote:


Hi Paul,
 
Per yesterday’s discussion, we propose the following language to address construction 
worker parking:
 
Prior to awarding sub-contracts, parking plans will be discussed with contractors to 
make them aware of available resources. These may include the substantial daytime 
availability in Lot A (except daytime game-days), and potential resources south of the 
project site that are under consideration by the project sponsor. In addition, on-site 
parking will be made available to contractors and workers when feasible.
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Workers will also be heavily encouraged to take transit to the site. If demand warrants, 
the Warriors would work with contractors and the Mission Bay TMA to extend the 
operation of an early-morning shuttle that currently transports construction workers 
from transit hubs to active project sites in Mission Bay.
 
Let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Warriors trip gen memo
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 2:33:30 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Can you email this to me, we are going to include it as an attachment to our email back to BAAQMD.
 
 
 
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 (ADM)
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM)
Subject: FW: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:19:00 PM


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


From: Tepper, Laura [mailto:ltepper@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:39 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Lila,
I think we’ll need an in person meeting to really look at the overall plan including visuals. It would be
great if you and Catherine could both attend. It sounds like we’ll have to look at the week of April 6.
Can you propose some possible times? 
 
We could do a call just about the StrEat Food Park on Thursday morning if you’re amenable to that.
It would be great to get the ball rolling with that.  I think it would be a great complement to the
soccer field when that gets up and running, and it seems like there’s interest in the community for
an active, gathering place of that kind. It could be relatively short call. I’d like to see if we can bring
Carlos Muela to the CAC in the near future to introduce the project. Because of his work founding
SoMa StrEat Food, he has quite a bit of experience with community engagement.
 
Thanks,
Laura
 
 


From: Hussain, Lila (ADM) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:21 PM
To: Tepper, Laura; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
I cannot do an in person meeting on Thursday, do you mind if we do it by phone?    
 


From: Tepper, Laura [mailto:ltepper@mbaydevelopment.com] 
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Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 6:09 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Lila – Can you meet at 10am at MBDG on Thursday? If not, let’s plan for 9.30am, but Luke may
not be able to join us.
 
We’d specifically like to talk about:


1)       A food truck park adjacent to the soccer field at P13 (we mentioned this briefly at the CAC
previously). This project would potentially be lead by Carlos Muela, founder of Soma StrEat
Food Park. This is the City’s first permanent food truck park and has transformed a vacant
lot into vibrant gathering space for all types of people, age groups and events – both private
and public.


2)       A more comprehensive strategy for interim use at P12-P13-P15, including the structure for
a possible RFP


3)       Permitting and approvals process for interim uses in general
 
I’ll work to send you some materials in advance to review. Let me know if you have any questions in
the meantime and what will work best for you scheduling-wise.
 
Thanks and have a great evening,
 
Laura
 
 


From: Hussain, Lila (ADM) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 1:13 PM
To: Tepper, Laura; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Laura,
 
Catherine is at an off-site meeting through Thursday working on Warriors items, so next week would


be better.  April 1st is starting to look bad , I can do it if it is between 11-12:00pm.  How does
9:30am on Thursday look for you? Alternatively, we will look at times for 4/6 as well.


Thanks,
 
 
Lila Hussain
Assistant Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure


One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103



http://somastreatfoodpark.com/

http://somastreatfoodpark.com/
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Phone: 415-749-2431
Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Tepper, Laura [mailto:ltepper@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 5:50 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Lila, Just confirming that you mean next week (starting 3/30) rather than this week. That
Wednesday (4/1) we could meet sometime between 1:30-3:30, but not too much later. Thursday,
4/2, also looks really open for us except between 1 and 2pm. If neither of those days works, perhaps
we can look at Monday, 4/6?
 
I’m adding Erica to the thread with the hope that she’ll be able to join us.
 
I will certainly plan on sending you material to review in advance.
 
Thanks ,
Laura
 


From: Hussain, Lila (ADM) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 2:49 PM
To: Tepper, Laura; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Stewart, Luke
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Laura,
 
I have time late Wed afternoon.  Catherine is pretty swamped with Warriors EIR and design review
stuff, but I will see if she can make a call. Alternatively, if you wanted to shoot over some of the
interim ideas for the commons in advance that would be great.
 
Thanks,
 
 
Lila Hussain
Assistant Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure


One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 415-749-2431
Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
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From: Tepper, Laura [mailto:ltepper@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 2:44 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Stewart, Luke
Subject: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Lila and Catherine,
 
Thank you so much for getting the approval letter signed for the P13 soccer field. We’re thrilled to
be putting that project in motion finally.
Now that we’re gaining momentum, we’d like to set up a time to brainstorm with you about the
bigger vision for interim use on P12, P13, and P15. We have some ideas we’d like to share and
questions to ask.
 
We saw a number of CAC regulars at The Yard opening festivities last week, and there seems to be a
lot of enthusiasm for getting some similar activity elsewhere in Mission Bay.
 
Could we set up a time to talk in person next week? We have some flexibility on our end most days
except for Tuesday. It would be great to be able to bring some ideas to the next CAC meeting on
April 9.  Please let us know about your availability.
 
Hope everybody’s week is off to a great start.
 
Cheers,
 
 
Laura Tepper
Consulting Project Manager
Mission Bay Development Group
office: (415) 355-6607
mobile: (213) 447-3037
 
 
 



mailto:ltepper@mbaydevelopment.com






From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Christopher (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Paine, 


Carli (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR section
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 12:02:55 PM
Attachments: Edits to the TMP TDM Measures 3-24-15.pdf


ATT00001.htm


Hi Kate and Clarke
Attached are four pages of transportation section of the EIR that provide the list of 
TDM measures included in the TMP, with SFMTA edits. 
As part of the section review, Carli reorganized a bit, deleted two measures, and 
added 12 new measures. I marked each measure as "slightly reworded", "same", or 
"new", and wrote in the two measures that were deleted.


There is also a note to sponsor on the last measure regarding what one of the 
measures means.


We were planning on reviewing the changes during Thursday's meeting, so I hope 
that you will be able to review and determine if these changes are acceptable to 
GSW before then.  These revised measures will then need to be incorporated back 
into the TMP document.


Thank you,
Luba
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5. Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures 



5.2 Transportation and Circulation 



~ ~ it\~ 3-2Lt-\\ 
Vehicles exiting the project garage on South Street, vehicles exiting the 450 South Street ga;;g;



and vehicles traveling southbound on Bridgeview Way would be directed eastbound on South 



Street to Terry A. Francois Boulevard. 



Overlap between events at the proposed Event Center and at AT&T Park. In circumstance 



when events at the proposed event center partially or completely overlap with baseball games or 



other events at AT&T Park, additional adjustments to the Transportation Management Plan for 



the proposed event center would be made, specifically: 



• 



Because PCOs would be stationed at some of the same intersections where PCOs are 
stationed during SF Giants games, staffing would be adjusted to eliminate duplication of 
efforts, and to address the overlapping impacts. 



Because the Fourth Street bridge is closed to northbound travel (transit and taxis excepted), 
event center attendees would be directed to travel southbound on Terry A. Francois 
Boulevard, and then westbound on 16th Street to access locations to the north and west. 



Transportation Demand Management (TOM) Strategies 



The TMP includes TOM strategies for employees and for event center visitors. TOM strategies for 



office, retail, restaurant and event center employees: 



Policy/Operations 



• 



• 



• 



• 



Participate in pre-tax commuter benefits, a federal program that allows employees to 
reduce their commuting costs by up to 40 percent using tax-free dollars to pay for their 
commuting expenses. -:5 h0'k-+~ VU,.('.)O<J.~ 



Allow employees to work flexible schedules and telecommute, to the extent possible. ~e.. 



Enroll in free-to-employees ride-matching program through www.Sll.org. 



Enroll in free-to-employers Emergency Ride Home Program through the City of San rewoetlcJ. 
Francisco. 



Hire TOM coordinator to develop and implement marketing/communications/incentive 
program and coordinate with facility on policies and capital needs to support sustainable ~ 
trip making. 



Establish annual TOM budget to support achievement of mode split goals . -
Provide free bikeshare membership to all employees. V\1).,S" 



Provide transit subsidy to all employees. 



Charge employees market rate for parking on-site and at off-site leased/owned parking \'\l..vJ 
facilities. -



Marketing/Communications 
• Promote use of Mission Bay TMA shuttles to employees; notify them that they are eligible 



to ride the Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and provide information about routes, stop _ \ _ \ 
locations, and schedule. . l/'UvJO~°'-



OCII Case No. ER 2014·919-97 
Planning Department Case No. 2014.1441 E 



5.2-65 



Admi11istrative Draft, February 2015 - Subject to Revis ion 



Event Center and Mixed-Use Development 
at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 











5. Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures 



5.2 Transportation and Circu lation 



• 



• 



Promote use by event center and GSW employees of the enclosed bicycle valet facility ~ 
(approximately 300 bike spaces - valet operations during events only). 



Promote pre-tax commuter benefits, promote ridesharing, notify employees of guaranteed ~ 
ride home services. 



Encourage all employees and visitors to participate in public events that promote bicycling S~ 
such as the annual "Bike to Work" day. 



Organize and publicize promotions such as Spare the Air days (as declared for the Bay S !t.f'\9-. 
Area region) or a Rideshare Week. 



Provide indoor secure bicycle parking facilities for employees in office buildings and retail ScU'Y\s2.. 
uses on-site. 



Sponsor Bay Area Bike Share station(s) in the project vicinity. ~ 



• Provide shower and locker facilities for event center, retail, office employee use. ~ 



Program additional on-site amenities (fitness and exercise centers, food and beverage 
options, automated banking resources) to encourage employees to stay on-site during the 
workday. 



Designating/reserve priority on-site garage parking spaces for carpools and vanpools. l(..(NO<J.gJ...... 



Policies/Operations 



• 



Reward patrons arriving via transit with implementation options that may include 
discounted food or beverage, team or venue merchandise, raffle entry, or access to a "fast
track" security line. Market these incentives with a robust communications strategy prior 
to an event day so that visitors can make choices accordingly. 



Establish a partnership to brand Clipper Cards to encourage patrons to associate event S.~ 
attendance with transit usage during attendee's trip planning process. 



Reward patrons of the bike valet with implementation options that may include S.a.J'\e.. 
discounted food or beverage, team or venue merchandise, raffle entry, or access to a "fast-
track" security line. Market these incentives with a robust communications strategy prior 
to an event day so that visitors can make choices accordingly. 



• Charge event-rate parking fees for auto parking on-site and at leased/owned off-site ~ 
parking facilities during events. ~ _ \ \ . \. \ P ~ _ "- .~ \ \ 



LWe.~· V\c.f~ ~s. ~ \:OS~<Yj ~-~ ~~~ 
Establish a TOM annual budget to support TOM efforts and ensure ability to meet mode MV.1\\--~ J 
split commitments. ~ 



• Hire TOM coordinator to develop and implement marketing/communications/incentive 
program and coordinate with facility on policies and capital needs to support sustainable V\Q)>J 
trip making. 
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5. En vironmental Se tt ing, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures 



5.2 Transportati on and Circulation 



Communications/Marketing 



• 



Encourage customers at point of ticket purchase to use sustainable modes via 
communications on the internet and through the ticket vendor. 



Promote branded Clipper Cards to season ticket holders and others . 



Promote transit access to the project site by providing: 



• 



• 



• 



interactive trip-planning tool, transit maps, with recommended stops/stations for accessing 
site, best routes to the event center; and walking directions from transit stations/stops. 
Provide these on the event center web site, on websites of events taking place at the site (to 
be required as a standard part of event contract), and mobile app. Provide real-time transit ~ 
information, including train or bus arrivals and departures, in key event center locations 
(exit areas, gathering areas, etc.), inside the building (on TVs and other screens) post-event. 



Play recorded announcements during halftime (for games) or between opening and main 
acts (for concerts), and as event center attendees exit the building, to notify visitors of non- 4S ~ 
auto travel options home, including real time transit and shuttle departure times. 



Provide additional communication of transit options and wayfinding during playoff games 
for non-season pass holders who may be coming from out of town by providing information ~ 
to, and coordinating displays within, hotels and local businesses in the event center vicinity. 



Promote use of the enclosed on-site bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces). So...V'1r"Jl. 



Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the project site, on the event center web site and <;.~ 
mobile application. 



Design a "Getting There" page for the venue website that lists multi-modal options and 
comparisons before showing preferred driving routes or available parking. 



Promote transit and bicycle information on event site website, event apps, and in event 
literature and advertisements, when appropriate. 



Capital 
• Work with SFMT A to brand transit stops/stations near the project site, covering any costs 



associated with re-branding. -
Provide outdoor bicycle racks for visitors to the office, retail, and restaurant uses. $~ 



• 



• 



Provide additional temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas in both major plazas for 
peak events that experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space enclosed !:ia._W\D...
valet facility . 



Designate priority curb areas on-site for taxis, charter buses, and rideshare vehicles . 
Explore partnership options with rideshare/carpool/TNC11 companies to offer discounts to SClX'l'IL
event attendees and/or employees. 



[l] Transportation Network Company (TNC) is a company or organization that p rovides transportation services 
using an online-enabled platform to connect passengers with drivers using their personal vehicles (e.g., Lyft, 
SideCar, Uber). 
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5. Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures 



5.2 Transportation and Circulation 



• 



• 



Vt.W0~1A. 
Install TVs and other screens inside the event center building to display real time transit 
information and prominent comparisons between transportation choices available to 
employees and visitors to the event center. 



Create schedules of upcoming events for display on electronic message boards, to ~~ 
discourage auto use and parking on-site. ,.{'-\ 



Monitoring, Refinement, and Performance Standards 
N~ ~.s~ur\SOr·. WW JotA 



~ > V'v\.UU'\ . 
The TMP outlines the process to monitor and refine the strategies within the TMP in conjunction 



with the City throughout the life of the project. Monitoring methods including field monitoring 



of operations during the first year and subsequent year of operations. Surveys of event attendees 



and event center employees would be conducted annually, and visitor surveys of Mission Bay 



neighbors and UCSF staff and emergency providers would be conducted in the initial years of 



operation. 



The TMP also identifies performance standards that the project sponsor has committed to 



maintaining: 



• 



• 



Auto Mode Share: Implement measures intended to reach a goal of on average, attendees 
for peak events do not exceed a 53 percent auto mode share for weekday peak event (6:00 
to 8:00 p.m.) 



Auto Mode Share: Implement measures intended to reach a goal of, on average, all 
employees and visitors for a no-event scenario do not exceed a 48 percent auto mode share 
for a weekday evening (4:00 to 6:00 p.m.) 



Vehicle Queuing on City Streets: Traffic entering the parking garage from eastbound 
16th Street does not spill back to 16th Street or into the Third Street intersection due to 
garage ingress. 



Vehicle Queuing on City Streets: Event traffic does not block access to the UCSF emergency 
room entrance for emergency vehicles or patients on Mariposa Street between I-280 and 
Third Street. 



Pedestrian Flows: Pedestrians do not spill out of sidewalks onto streets with moving 
vehicles, or out of crosswalks when crossing the street. 



Bicycle Parking: Signage is clearly visible to direct bicyclists to event valet and other bicycle 
parking, and ensure that adequate bicycle parking supply is provided to accommodate a 
typical peak event. 



Transit Mode Share: All Muni light rail and special event shuttle passengers are able to 
board their transit vehicle within 45 minutes following an event, if desired. 



• Good Neighbor: Mission Bay TMA shuttles continue to run and maintain capacity for 
simultaneous neighborhood use. 



In the event that ongoing monitoring shows at any time that the performance standards outlined 



above are not being met, the project sponsor would explore additional travel demand strategies, 



operational efforts, or design refinements to meet the goals identified in the TMP. Revisions to 
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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: Theo Ellington
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: OCII Workforce & SBE Policy
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 12:08:48 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Hey Catherine—
Hope all is going well!
 
Can you send over the document the spells out the exact workforce & SBE/LBE policy?
 
I know it was in one of our agenda packets—but can’t seem to find it online.
 
Theo Ellington
Director, Public Affairs
510.986.2278 | 310.347.8447(cel)
tellington@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC)
To: CTYPLN - EP Transportation
Subject: FW: Mission Bay Infrastructure
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 3:05:40 PM
Attachments: image001.png


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


Hello all,
 
The latest news on Owens Street, see below.
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 2:54 PM
To: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay Infrastructure
 
Hi Wade –
 
The northern segment of Owens was completed as described below (Feb 2015).
 
The other portions of roadway and ramp work described below are unfortunately in delay, pending
some contractor bid package approvals from MTA.  All work is now estimated to be complete by mid
December this year.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC) [mailto:wade.wietgrefe@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:55 PM
To: Stewart, Luke
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Infrastructure
 
Hello again Luke,
 
Is the timeline below still accurate?
Thank you,
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 22, 2015 9:32 AM
To: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Infrastructure
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Hi Wade,
 
A longer-than-anticipated bid process, along with complications with the grant-funding
requirements, added some delays to the construction schedule.
 


Owens Street is now projected to be partially open along the northern segment (@ 16th Street, to


UCSF parking facility) by February 1.  Full segment of Owens between 16th and Mariposa will be
complete May/June 2015.
 
The work at 280 Mariposa ramp and signalization will be completed in phases, with most of the
off-ramp/intersection signalization work to be completed ~ May/June 2015. Final phases of the
project (sidewalk repair near on-ramp) will be completed November 2015.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC) [mailto:wade.wietgrefe@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 22, 2015 8:11 AM
To: Stewart, Luke
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Infrastructure
 
Hello Luke,
 
Can you provide me with an updated schedule regarding target construction completion date?
Thank you,
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Infrastructure
 
Hi Wade –
 
Thanks for your patience. Here’s a quick update:
 
Wet utilities, joint trench, and rough grading scope within the Owens Street right-of-way is already
underway and nearing completion.
 
Remaining scope including all surface improvements and signalization for the Owens and ramp
improvements will be bid together.
 
Bid & award phase: July-September 2014.
Target construction complete date: February 2015.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG | Mission Bay Development Group, LLC
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From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC) [mailto:wade.wietgrefe@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 2:28 PM
To: Stewart, Luke
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Infrastructure
 
Hi Luke,
 
Can you please respond to my below email?  Your answer will help us understand this in relation to
transportation studies we are conducting in the area.
Thank you,
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9050 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:wade.wietgrefe@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


            
 


From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 9:50 AM
To: 'Stewart, Luke'
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Infrastructure
 
Hi Luke,
 
I was at the UCSF LRDP meeting yesterday and we previously had a conversation about the various
improvements related to Mission Bay roadways last year.  Could you provide me updates on the
timelines for completion of the improvements identified below?
 
Thank you,
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 07, 2013 10:37 AM
To: Wietgrefe, Wade
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Infrastructure
 
Thanks Wade,
 
Here you go: (these are based on current const. schedule estimates, final dates TBD. But these should
give you a good idea of general timeline)
 
“I-280 Phase 1”


·         Owens Street/Mariposa Street/I-280 Off-ramp (construction commencing ~September
2013, complete ~April 2014)


o    Widen the eastbound approach to provide an exclusive left-turn lane
·         Reconfigure the existing traffic signal
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“Owens Street / Block 40”
·         Owens Street (utility work commencing ~May 2013, construction of surface improvements


commencing ~Feb 2014, complete ~July 2014)


·         Construct Owens Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street
 
“I-280 Phase 2”


·         Mariposa Street (construction commencing ~May 2013, complete by ~July 2014,)
·         Widen Mariposa Street between Pennsylvania Street and I-280 Off-ramp


·         I 280 On-ramp/Mariposa Street (construction commencing ~May 2013, complete by ~July
2014,)


o    Widen the westbound approach to provide an exclusive left-turn lane
·         Install a new traffic signal.


 
 
 
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG | Mission Bay Development Group, LLC
 
From: Wietgrefe, Wade [mailto:wade.wietgrefe@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 07, 2013 10:32 AM
To: Stewart, Luke
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Infrastructure
 


Yes, we will be using this information for a nearby transportation study at 901 16th Street/1200 17th


Street. 
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 07, 2013 10:26 AM
To: Wietgrefe, Wade
Subject: FW: Mission Bay Infrastructure
 
Will do Wade.  Can you tell me what the information will be used for?
 
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG | Mission Bay Development Group, LLC
 
From: Wietgrefe, Wade [mailto:wade.wietgrefe@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 07, 2013 10:00 AM
To: Stewart, Luke
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Infrastructure
 
Hi Luke,
 
Thank you for speaking with me.  Please confirm the following for me, fill in my XX, and please add
anything else related to other transportation infrastructure improvements that you know are set to
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start/finish construction in Mission Bay in the near future (i.e., 5 years).
 
The following improvements are set to complete soon:


·         Owens Street/Mariposa Street/I-280 Off-ramp (complete by October 2014, construction
commencing XX)


o    Widen the eastbound approach to provide an exclusive left-turn lane
o    Reconfigure the existing traffic signal


·         Owens Street (complete by October 2014, construction commencing XX)


o    Construct Owens Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street
·         Mariposa Street (complete by October 2014, construction commencing XX)


o    Widen Mariposa Street between Pennsylvania Street and I-280 Off-ramp
·         I 280 On-ramp/Mariposa Street (complete by October 2014, construction commencing XX)


o    Widen the westbound approach to provide an exclusive left-turn lane
o    Install a new traffic signal.


 
Thank you and I really appreciate your time,
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
t. 415.575.9050 • f. 415.558.6409
www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 07, 2013 9:49 AM
To: Wietgrefe, Wade
Subject: Mission Bay Infrastructure
 
 
 
 
 
Luke Stewart , LEED AP
Planner
 
MBDG | Mission Bay Development Group, LLC
410 China Basin Street  | San Francisco CA 94158
direct: 415-355-6671  | mobile: 415-218-0755
lstewart@mbaydevelopment.com | www.mbaydevelopment.com
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Hussain, Lila (ADM)
Subject: FW: John Kilroy’s Big News; NEMA Not For Sale; and Hines’ $180M Office Project
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 4:18:01 PM


John Kilroy reported at a conference yesterday that he has two letters of intent with credit worthy tenants not in tech for The


Exchange on 16th (Block 40).  Can you find out who those tenants are?  And the status of the childcare space in light of the fact
that they have almost leased the building.  See the blog from Bisnow below.
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


 


From: Real Estate Bisnow - San Francisco [mailto:newsletter@news.bisnow.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: John Kilroy’s Big News; NEMA Not For Sale; and Hines’ $180M Office Project
 


DON'T SEE IMAGES? CLICK HERE


March 23, 2015


John Kilroy Spills Big News About The Exchange
Kilroy CEO John Kilroy announced that its 680k SF mixed-use
complex in Mission Bay, The Exchange on 16th, could be pretty
much full before it even breaks ground.


We snapped John as he spoke last night at USC Lusk Center's Real
Estate: 2030 forum at the Hyatt Regency on the Embarcadero. John
says Kilroy will start construction on the $450M complex in June.
"It looks like we might have it almost all leased to two great credit
tenants," he says, and surprisingly, neither are in tech. LOIs are in
place, he adds. The project is a slam dunk because it's close to
public transit, visible from the freeway, and Mission Bay has
become the southern portion of SoMa—where Millennials live and
there's room for housing to be built.


The Exchange at 16th is made up of two six-story and two 12-
story buildings that'll have roof decks, natural light, high ceilings
and views of downtown and the Bay Bridge (above, new
renderings he showed last night). The four buildings will connect
so that some floors will have 90k SF floor plates. Density is big for
his firm; he won't build a project that can't handle at least eight
employees per 1k SF. This Mission Bay project will be able to
house a whopping 12 per 1k SF. Companies don't like that kind of
density for long periods, but when work ramps up, they need the
capacity to hire quickly and pack employees in.
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There's a massive amount of office stock in the US that's going to
be obsolete because it can't handle densities, he says. Kilroy tears
out hundreds of tons of granite in the buildings it buys each year.
These days granite is like having wingtip shoes, he jokes. He
explains Kilroy's big focus on going green: Millennials are the
most sustainable group that has ever walked the face of the earth,
other than American Indians and Aborigines, John says. It's part of
their culture to save the earth. Down in LA, sex appeal also sells;
he showed a snazzy rendering video paired to James Brown's Sex
Machine touring Kilroy's creative office/retail haven coming to
Hollywood.


Share:


Top stories on Bisnow.com
Chinese Investment Firm
Eyes Cushman & Wakefield


Fed Delivers Dovish Rate Hike
Forecast to Surprise of Many


Jacob Chetrit Moves to Evict
Tenant Over Airbnb Listing


Simon Ups the Ante in
Macerich Bid


NEMA Not For Sale


This week we reported that HFF was helping
Crescent Heights possibly sell NEMA, but now that
plan is off the table. This morning we chatted with
regional manager Roman Speron, who says the 754-
unit complex is not for sale. (Above, the blowout
opening party in fall 2013.) "We had a number of
groups approach us off the market after we completed
our lease up, interested in partnering with us," Roman
tells us.


Share:


CH is ramping up its footprint in the Bay Area
and plans to double its staff in S.F. over the next few
months. Those hires are related to new projects
coming on line, which include the Honda dealership
site and 524 Howard. And it's on the market for a
bigger office space in the city, says Roman (pictured
far right, with his NEMA family).


Hines’ $180M Office Project in San Mateo
Gets Going


The new 305k SF 400/450 Concar project in San Mateo just broke
ground, and the $180M office development now has another
partner on board. Goldman Sachs just joined the team, which
includes Hines and Pearlmark Real Estate Partners. And J.P.
Morgan will be providing the construction loan for $100M, which
covers around 56% of the development cost, writes The Registry.
Hines bought the site in 2008 with Pearlmark, which had invested
in the project for one of its investment funds. Since then, that fund
has pursued other investments, so an additional capital source had
to be brought in. That's how Goldman came on board, says Hines
senior managing director Cameron Falconer. Hines hired JLL to
assist in finding a new investor and construction debt for the
project. Demolition of existing buildings has started, and delivery is
slated for the end of 2016. [REG]
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Uber's New 'Boring' HQ?
Uber’s worldwide HQ coming to Mission
Bay didn't get off on the right foot, thanks to
a conflict between Uber’s team and a
principal at Gensler. Now it's apparently
pursuing SHoP's design (pictured), which
SocketSite's inside source characterizes as
“two boring glass boxes.” The boxes will
land at 1455 and 1515 Third St, next to the
incoming Golden State Warriors arena.
Approvals for the Uber development are
already locked down, so the project is moving
fast. In August, Bisnow was the first to report
on the land sale, and Uber's plans to erect its
HQ on the site were revealed a month later.
[SocketSite]


Share:


SHoP


Negotiating Guidance
You Can Use Now


The art of commercial real estate negotiation is not easily taught in
a book. That’s why Bisnow Education offers One on One With
David Adelman, featuring real-world insight and practical,
applicable advice concerning our industry’s most tricky
component. Campus Apartments CEO David Adelman shares his
knowledge and experience with host Peter Linneman, chairman of
the Wharton School of Real Estate. The conversation presents
usable information about buying, selling, vendor contracts and
everything else that requires give and take. Also revealed is the
biggest lesson David has learned, which may inspire all of your
negotiating going forward. Find out exactly what negotiating is:
Winning? War? Marriage? All of the above?


This video, and all of Bisnow’s learning tools, are designed for
understanding financial models and industry lingo at all
professional levels. They'll also be a tremendous asset to your
corporate training program. Group rates available. Find out more
about our helpful videos (with more to come) by clicking here. Buy
the entire set and receive this latest video for free by emailing
Bisnow's Amelia Garland at amelia.garland@bisnow.com.


Doing Retail Business in
DC, Maryland, Virginia?


Headed to ICSC's annual expo in Las Vegas this spring? If so, we
hope you'll join our party for the Metro Washington DC region at
the Wynn Hotel's incomparable Tryst Nightclub from 5:30 to
8:00 PM on May 18.
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We're honored to announce that our supporting firms include these
top retail players of the DC region:


Founding Partners
Acadia Realty Trust
ASB Real Estate Investments
Calkain Companies
Combined Properties
Cushman & Wakefield
Douglas Development
Federal Realty Investment Trust
JBGR Retail
McCaffery Interests
Miller Walker Retail Real Estate
Peterson Companies
Potomac Development
Roadside Development
Streetsense
Vornado/Charles E. Smith
Washington REIT (formerly WRIT)


Presenting Sponsors
Papadopoulos Properties


Founding Sponsors
CohnReznick
Continental Title Group
Divaris Real Estate
Goulston & Storrs
Renaud Consulting
Rosenthal Properties
Shulman Rogers
Washington Gas
TEEL Construction
christopher consultants


More information? Please check out our event page, or contact
Chris.Wainwright@Bisnow.com


  
  


 


In Case You Missed It...
Donald Bren's
Multifamily
Makeover for
Millennials


Target Raises Base Pay to $9
an Hour


Hong Kong Group
Plans Mixed-Use in
Bellevue


Bascom
and Carlyle
Pay $45M
for
Emeryville
Apartments
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Acadia Realty
Enters S.F.
Market with
$155M Buy


STAY TUNED FOR MORE COVERAGE NEXT WEEK FROM THE USC
FORUM. TIERNEY.PLUMB@BISNOW.COM


The email address for your subscription is: tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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http://links.bisnow.com/u/9300b24a-35e4-4581-8e6b-a4f75ac97b45?email=tiffany.bohee%40sfgov.org&templateId=14531

http://links.bisnow.com/u/63a03d4d-a9f1-40f8-b2c2-9a056b079d42?email=tiffany.bohee%40sfgov.org&templateId=14531

http://links.bisnow.com/u/83194c78-64b7-47cb-a3b3-fe68e77945b2?email=tiffany.bohee%40sfgov.org&templateId=14531

http://links.bisnow.com/u/57e835cd-444a-40c0-a471-b702ca4e287a?email=tiffany.bohee%40sfgov.org&templateId=14531

http://links.bisnow.com/u/57e835cd-444a-40c0-a471-b702ca4e287a?email=tiffany.bohee%40sfgov.org&templateId=14531

http://links.bisnow.com/u/b9b82926-e345-4a6d-834a-9ce4568e05a1?email=tiffany.bohee%40sfgov.org&templateId=14531

http://links.bisnow.com/u/2894362e-e550-432a-ae4b-1f73cc9204fe?email=tiffany.bohee%40sfgov.org&templateId=14531






From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: VandeWater, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Jose Farran; Luba Wyznyckyj
Subject: GSW - Markup of UCSF letter on Transportation section of EIR
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 3:09:49 PM
Attachments: UCSF Detailed Comment Memo_Warriors ADEIR1B_Final_3-16-15 MARKUP ver 2.docx


ATT00001.htm


Here you go.
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San Francisco, CA 94143-0286


Tel: (415) 476-2911


Fax: (415) 476-9478






DATE:	March 16, 2015





TO:	Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director, Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure; c/o Brett Bollinger, San Francisco Planning Department


FROM:	Lori Yamauchi, Associate Vice Chancellor, UCSF Campus Planning RE:	Comments on Administrative Draft EIR 1B for the


Golden State Warriors’ Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at


Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32





Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Administrative Draft Environmental Impact Report 1B (ADEIR 1B) for the Golden State Warriors’ Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development project at Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32. We appreciate your efforts to respond to our EIR scoping comments and to address some of our concerns in ADEIR 1B. However, we remain concerned about the magnitude of impacts on not only UCSF and our hospitals, but on surrounding neighborhoods as well.





Overall, the study finds multiple significant and unavoidable impacts that cannot be mitigated. We recommend that more effective mitigation measures to offset the impacts be included.





Issues of greatest concern in this ADEIR 1B include:


· the unenforceability of some of the proposed transportation mitigation measures, which we find disconcerting. The magnitude of the transportation impacts suggest that the Transportation Management Plan (TMP) as currently designed may not be as effective as planned.


· the absence of a mitigation measure requiring limits on large concurrent events with Giants games, which certainly appears warranted given the findings of the transportation analysis


· the assumption that UCSF parking facilities would be available to Warriors’ Event Center patrons– please add an analysis of the transportation impacts  without UCSF parking supply


· the lack of planning regarding contractor parking


· and the insufficient analysis related to impacts on emergency medical access, including the UCSF helipad











Should our concerns remain unaddressed, we may comment on the Draft EIR when it is released for public review. Our comments on ADEIR 1A, which have not yet been addressed in ADEIR 1B, still apply. Detailed comments on ADEIR 1B are below.





Comments on Administrative Draft EIR 1B





Chapter 5.2 Transportation





Mission Bay FSEIR Transportation Section





1. Page 5.2‐2, Mission Bay FSEIR Impacts and Mitigation Measures: “The Mission Bay FSEIR identified 22 additional mitigation measures beyond those incorporated into the project description (i.e. FSEIR Mitigation Measures E.29 through E.50).” The EIR should discuss which of these mitigation measures have been implemented, which are not yet in place, and a schedule for implementation.


AS STATED IN THIS SECTION, THE STATUS OF THE MIT MEASURES WILL BE PROVIDED IN APPENDICES. ALSO DISCUSSION OF MEASURES APPLICABLE TO THE PROJECT AND STATUS IS INCLUDED IN SUBSEQUENT PORTIONS OF THIS SECTION.





Setting





2. Page 5.2‐5, 16th Street: There is no mention of the Muni Forward (or Transit Effectiveness Project), and its plans for 16th Street. Does the analysis assume implementation of Muni Forward on 16th Street, and if so, does it assume implementation of the Expanded Alternative or the Moderate Alternative?


PER RECENT INFORMATION FROM SFMTA, THE EXISTING AND EXISTING PLUS PROJECT ANALYSIS WILL BE REVISED TO INCLUDE THE BUS LANES ON 16TH STREET. STATUS OF PROJECT WILL BE ADDED TO DISCUSSION. THE PROPOSAL IS BETWEEN EXPANDED AND MODERATE ALTERNATIVES FROM THE TEP.





3. Page 5.2‐6, Roadway improvements planned for Medical Center: Is the 4th & Mariposa traffic signal planned? It was mentioned in the Final TMP for the Event Center (p. 14).


YES, A NEW SIGNAL IS BEING INSTALLED AT FOURTH/MARIPOSA AND WAS ASSUMED IN THE ANALYSIS. WAS ADDED TO THE LIST OF ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS.





4. Page 5.2‐6, Intersection Operations: Counts were conducted on multiple days over a year, and adjustments were made to account for the future roadway network. However, no details have been provided to explain how volumes were balanced or vehicles reassigned within the roadway network.


THE DESCRIPTION OF ADJUSTMENTS IS PROVIDED ON FOLLOWING PAGE.  ADDITIONAL CLARIFICATION WILL BE ADDED TO THE DEIR.





5. Page 5.2‐6, Existing conditions Intersection Operations: Traffic volumes would be highest during the p.m. peak, 10% lower during evening peak and 40% of p.m. peak during late evening peak.  How do these volumes relate to capacity at intersections?


THE STATEMENT DESCRIBES THE TRAFFIC VOLUMES ON THE ROADWAYS. SEE LOS RESULTS ON HOW THE VOLUMES RELATE TO CAPACITY.





6. Page 5.2‐8, Table 5.2‐1 Existing Conditions without Giants Game – Intersection LOS: The text on p.5.2‐7 states that the Medical Center travel demand and vehicle trips have been added to 2013‐2014 counts. Does this mean that the “Existing” LOS reflects the additional Medical Center vehicle trips? Should the EIR transportation analysis be updated with “actual” volumes after Medical Center opening?


CORRECT; THE MEDICAL CENTER DEMAND INCLUDES FULL OPERATION OF THE RECENTLY OPENED MEDICAL CENTER.  PER COMMENTS FROM UCSF LATER IN THIS DOCUMENT, IT IS OUR UNDERSTANDING THAT ALL NEW UCSF FACILITIES ARE NOT UP AND RUNNING AT FULL CAPACITY YET.  WE WILL CONDUCT SOME SAMPLE COUNTS AT THE BEGINNING OF APRIL WEEKS ONCE SPRING BREAK IS OVER TO CONFIRM.





7. The text on p.5.2‐7 states that roads and intersections reflect buildout of the roadway network. Does that include extension of Owens St. between 16th & Mariposa? 


YES





Does the Existing LOS reflect projected conditions with buildout of planned roadway improvements? 


ONLY THOSE THAT WOULD BE IN PLACE BY APRIL 2015 (IN GENERAL THOSE BEING BUILT AS PART OF THE MEDICAL CENTER PROJECT). SEE PAGE 6.





8. Page 5.2‐13: Intersection LOS are worst before and after Giants games at AT&T, especially after weekday afternoon sellout events during 3:30 to 4:40 period when AT&T exiting traffic coincides with evening commute traffic. However, the LOS Existing with a Giants Game (on p. 5.2‐35, Table 5.2‐9, is for an EVENING Giants game, not a weekday Giants game (or non‐ Giants sellout event), of which there are 10 per year. What is the projected LOS during Weekday PM Peak with a weekday Giants game or non‐Giants sellout event?


BECAUSE THE LARGEST EVENTS WOULD PREDOMINANTLY OCCUR DURING THE EVENING, SELL-OUT DAYTIME EVENTS WERE NOT ANALYZED. NOT FEASIBLE TO ANALYZE EVERY SINGLE EVENT THAT COULD OCCUR, AND THERE ARE ONLY 10 WEEKDAY DAYTIME GIANTS GAMES. SEE METHODOLOGY FOR DISCUSSION OF ANALYSIS HOURS AND SCENARIOS.


GIANTS GAMES FOR THE LAST FEW YEARS HAVE BEEN MOSTLY SELL-OUT EVENTS.





9. Page 5.2‐13, Ramp Operations: As we previously commented, other study locations at freeway mainlines and other on‐ and off‐ramps should be added to the analysis.


THE INTERSECTION OF FOURTH/MARIPOSA WAS ADDED.  WE FEEL THAT THE RAMPS AND INTERSECTIONS AT THE RAMP TOUCHDOWN ADEQUATELY COVER THE LIKELY IMPACTED LOCATIONS.  FREEWAY MAINLINE NOT TYPICALLY ANALYZED FOR SF PROJECTS – PLUS MAJORITY OF TRIPS RELATED TO EVENT WOULD OCCUR POST PEAK PERIOD.





10. Page 5.2‐16, Local Muni service: What is the current utilization of capacity on the 22  Fillmore and the T Third during the weekday PM peak, evening, and late evening? Page 5.2‐ 120 states that the 22 Fillmore capacity utilization is currently 89.5%; is this before the implementation of the 55 – 16th Street service? Is this before the Muni Forward (Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP)) project on 16th Street or after?


THIS INFORMATIN IS IN THE IMPACT SECTION, BUT TABLE WILL BE ADDED.  





11. There is no information about existing vehicle travel time or vehicle queuing within Mission Bay.


VEHICLE TRAVEL TIMES AND VEHICLE QUEUING IS NOT A SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA FOR SF PLANNING DEPARTMENT. INSTEAD, SIMILAR TO THE METHODOLOGY USED IN THE UCSF LRDP EIR, TRAFFIC IMPACTS ON LOCAL ROADWAY NETWORK ARE DETERMINED THROUGH INTERSECTION LOS. 





12. Page 5.2‐6 Intersection Operations and Page 5.2‐22 Pedestrian Network: The existing roadway and pedestrian volumes were adjusted to account for the recent opening of the UCSF Mission Bay Hospitals. Instead of just adding in the project volumes from the UCSF estimates, spot checks should be done.


SPOT CHECKS WILL BE CONDUCTED ON THE FIRST WEEK IN APRIL. 





13. Some of our previous comments about mode split assumptions have not been addressed (such as the high percentage of transit and other trips on Saturday evenings).


[bookmark: _GoBack]THE ANALYSIS GENERALLY FOLLOWS THE UCSF COMMENTS ON MODAL SPLIT ASSUMPTIONS.  MOST OF THE DATA COMES FROM THE SF GUIDELINES SUPPLEMENTED BY EMPLOYEE SURVEYS RECENTLY CONDUCTED AT MB AND 2012 DATA FROM SF GIANTS FANS.  THE SOURCE FOR EACH ASSUMPTION HAS BEEN DOCUMENTED IN THE TRAVEL DEMAND MEMORANDUM.





14. Page 5.2‐21, Expansion of Mission Bay TMA Shuttle Program: Why are the Saturday hours so limited (6 p.m. to 8 p.m.)?


PROJECT SPONSOR COORDINATED WITH THE MISSION BAY TMA TO DETERMINE SERVICE, WILL FOLLOW UP WITH PROJECT SPONSOR, BUT LIKELY LIMITED DUE TO LIMITED DEMAND, SIMILAR TO EXISTING CONDITIONS.





15. Page 5.2‐23, Bicycle Network: Is the bike path on 4th St. between 16th & Mariposa through the 4th Street public plaza included?


WILL ADD TO FIGURE AND ADD TO DISCUSSION





16. Page 5.2‐27, Emergency Vehicle Access: Emergency vehicle access to the Medical Center emergency room also can occur off Owens Street through the South Connector Road.


WILL CLARIFY IN DISCUSSION





Project Transportation Improvements Assumptions





17. It appears that the project assumes the TMP is in place, but it cannot guarantee that the TMP mode split goals are met. A sensitivity analysis should be done with different mode split levels.


HENCE THE WITHOUT SPECIAL EVENT TRANSIT SERVICE PLAN SCENARIO. SEE IMPACTS TR-19 TO TR-25.





18. The analysis assumes all on‐street changes (establishment of new on‐street parking designations, post‐event lane closures) would be in place. However, these need to be approved by outside bodies; at a minimum, this needs to be acknowledged.


WILL BE ADDED THAT SFMTA, DPW AND/OR SF PORT COMMISSION WOULD NEED TO APPROVE CURB REGULATIONS AND EVENT-RELATED LANE CLOSURES.





19. Page 5.2‐52, Transportation Management Plan Concert Events and Basketball Games: No PCO is planned at 4th & Mariposa Street. What if the traffic signal at 4th & Mariposa stalls traffic which PCOs at 3rd/Mariposa and I‐280/Mariposa are waving through overridden signals? Could a roving PCO be stationed at 4th/Mariposa if necessary?


IN RESPONSE TO COMMENT, A PCO WAS ADDED TO THIS LOCATION.





20. Page 5.2‐56, Concert Events and Basketball Games: The discussion of the temporary northbound lane closure on Third Street indicates that northbound traffic at this location would be directed to westbound 16th Street. What is the effect of this in combination with planned Muni Forward implementation on 16th Street (Expanded Alternative or Moderate Alternative)?


AS NOTED ABOVE, THE EXISTING CONDITIONS WILL BE REVISED TO REFLECT PLANNED BUS LANES ON 16TH STREET, AND THUS ANALYSIS WILL BE INCLUDE IN THE EIR.





21. Page 5.2‐56, Transportation Management Plan, Concert Events and Basketball Games: Prior to the end of the event, temporary lane closures will be implemented, including northbound 3rd between Mariposa & 16th Streets, forcing northbound traffic to turn left onto westbound 16th Street – will northbound traffic turning on to westbound 16th Street be allowed to turn right (north) on 4th Street, or will they be directed to turn right (north) on 7th Street? We are concerned about traffic going north on 4th Street through the campus, unless traffic is anticipated to be light.


TRAFFIC ANTICIPATED BEING LIGHT.  WILL ADD DISCUSSION.





22. Page 5.2‐58, TDM Strategies: “Allow employees to work flexible schedules and telecommute, to the extent possible.” This is not an option for Event Center employees.


BUT IS AN OPTION FOR THE OFFICE USES.





23. Page 5.2‐58, Transportation Management Plan, Overlap between events at the proposed Event Center and AT&T Park: Adjustments to the TMP would be made, including PCO staffing adjustments and, with 4th Street Bridge closed to northbound travel, event center attendees would be directed to travel southbound on Terry Francois Boulevard and westbound on 16th Street. This is not adequate given the amount of traffic expected. Also, will drivers going westbound on 16th Street be prohibited from turning right on 4th Street since the 4th St. bridge northbound travel will be closed?


ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION WILL BE ADDED.





24. Page 5.2‐60, Monitoring, Refinement and Performance Standards: Field monitoring should not expire after the first two years of operation, and instead should be conducted in subsequent years until buildout of the Mission Bay South area is completed. Visitor surveys should be conducted on an annual basis as well.


FIELD MONITORING EXPANDED TO FOUR YEARS.  AS INDICATED IN THE EIR, SURVEYS WOULD BE CONDUCTED ANNUALLY.





25. The performance standards of 53% auto mode share for event attendees and 48% auto mode share for employees and visitors (no event scenario) seem very high and easily attainable. How were these determined? Even with the attainment of these performance standards, significant and unavoidable traffic and transit impacts would result, and parking demand would not be accommodated. We would infer that adherence to the performance standard would not go far enough in preventing and reducing congestion. Therefore, we recommend that the performance standards be strengthened to improve the effectiveness of the TMP and to reduce the traffic impacts of the project.


ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION WILL BE ADDED.





26. Page 5.2‐61: The Transit Mode Share performance standard of boarding within Muni 45 minutes seems long. What is the basis of this standard? The practical result of this performance standard is that an event attendee taking the T‐Third and transferring to BART late at night when trains to the East Bay run only every 20 minutes could be facing a two‐ hour transit trip home. This is likely to result in more persons shifting to vehicles, and this should be analyzed.


THIS IS BASED ON SPONSOR REVIEW OF CONDITIONS AT OTHER FACILITIES.  IT DOES TAKE A WHILE FOR ALL ATTENDEES TO EXIT THE FACILITY. SIMILAR TO BASEBALL GAMES, SOME ATTENDEES DESTINED TO EAST BAY, SOUTH BAY AND NORTH BAY LOCATIONS BY TRANSIT WOULD HAVE A LONG TRIP. 





Impact Analysis Methodology





27. Page 5.2‐62, Approach to Impact Analysis Methodology: “In the case of sporting events, the expected attendance would depend on the interest in competing teams. . .” Warriors’ games have been sold out for years at Oracle Arena regardless of the opponent.


CLARIFIED THAT THIS MEANT OTHER NON-GSW SPORTING EVENTS.





Scenario Assumptions





28. Page 5.2‐70, Organization of Impacts and Overarching Scenario Assumptions: In the discussion regarding conditions without implementation of the Special Event Transit Service Plan, it is stated that only the Basketball Game scenario is the representative worst‐case scenario. Why is the Basketball Game scenario worse than the concurrent Giants Game scenario?


REPRESENTATIVE WORST CASE SCENARIO FOR A NON-CONCURRENT EVENT AS IT STATES ON PAGE 69. 





Travel Demand





29. Page 5.2‐82, Mode of Travel – Convention event: The text states that 919 p.m. peak vehicle trips are fewer than weekday p.m. peak vehicle trips for a basketball game. This is not true. Table 5.2‐24 shows 886 p.m. peak vehicle trips for Basketball Game, which are less than 919 p.m. peak vehicle trips for convention events.


TEXT WILL BE CORRECTED.





30. Page 5.2‐82, Vehicle Assignment: As stated above, the analysis assumes that UCSF parking facilities would be available for the proposed project. UCSF parking facilities are constructed first and foremost for the purpose of serving UCSF’s physicians, faculty, staff,  patients, students and visitors. Given that we only recently opened our Mission Bay Hospitals and that the UCSF campus is still being developed, we do not yet have a complete understanding of our actual parking needs and are conducting analyses of parking demand and supply to determine what, if any, UCSF parking would be available to Event Center patrons. Even in the evening and late evening hours, we are experiencing a demand for parking. We can provide the City with updated parking occupancy information. We request that the transportation analysis be supplemented with a scenario that assumes no UCSF parking would be available for the proposed project and accordingly deducts current UCSF parking occupancy from existing area‐wide demand.


AN ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS WILL BE ADDED TO THE PARKING DISCUSSION FOR CONDITIONS WITHOUT ANY UCSF PARKING FACILITIES.


TRAFFIC ANALYSIS WILL NOT BE REVISED; CONSISTENT WITH METHODOLOGY WILL CONTINUE TO ASSUME THAT VEHICLES WILL ARRIVE AND PARK IN MB .





Construction Impacts





31. Page 5.2‐97, Project Construction Impacts: UCSF has concerns regarding construction truck routing onto 16th Street, and would like to discuss expected timing of implementation of Muni Forward on 16th Street.


DISCUSSION REGARDING TIMING OF BUS LANES WILL BE ADDED.  16TH IS A DIRECT ROUTE TO AND FROM THE PROJECT SITE.





32. As we commented previously, the lack of contractor parking is of concern. The project sponsor should be required to develop and implement a construction worker transportation and parking plan.


A PARKING PLAN REQUIREMENT FOR THE CONTRACTOR WILL BE ADDED AS PART OF PROJECT DESCRIPTION OR IMPROVEMENT MEASURE. HOWEVER, THE PLAN WILL NOT BE DEVELOPED AT THIS TIME. 





Traffic Impacts





33. Page 5.2‐99+, Traffic Impacts: At times the intersection level of service (LOS) results are somewhat counterintuitive, with plus project conditions better than no project conditions.


IN SOME INSTANCES OVERALL INTERSECTION DELAY DECREASES IF THE PROJECT ADDS VEHICLES TO THE NON-CRITICAL MOVEMENT THAT HAS LOW DELAY.  SINCE THE OVERALL INTERSECTION DELAY IS A WEIGHTED AVERAGE, ADDITIONAL VEHICLES WOULD LOWER THE OVERALL INTERSECTION DELAY.  











34. We assume that parking control officers (PCOs) were placed at intersections that are known to be or presumed to be problematic without the presence of a PCO. Therefore, at study intersections where PCOs would be present, the project should automatically be considered to have a significant impact. As the significance conclusions are based on LOS and delays, experience suggests that the presence of PCOs at failing intersections assists in minimizing vehicle/pedestrian conflicts, but does not eliminate, and actually may exacerbate delays for both vehicles and pedestrians.


NOT ALWAYS TRUE. ONE OF THE PURPOSES OF PCO IS TO ASSIST IN MOVING TRAFFIC THROUGH THE INTERSECTION AND MOST IMPORTANTLY PREVENT CROSS-STREET BLOCKAGES.  LOS ANALYSES WERE CONDUCTED FOR LOCATIONS WERE PCOS WOULD BE LOCATED AS PART OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT (AS COUNTS WERE COLLECTED WITHOUT PCOS), BUT CANNOT BE PERFORMED FOR LOCATIONS WERE PCOS ARE PRESENT AS PART OF THE GIANTS MANAGEMENT PLAN (I.E., ALREADY MANAGED BY PCOS) FOR METHODOLOGICAL REASONS.





35. The analysis does not account for the effects of drivers circulating around looking for available on‐street parking or cheaper off‐street parking. All vehicles are directly assigned to their respective facility. This substantially underestimates the effect of the project. Although this analysis is not standard, it should be considered given the magnitude of the parking shortfalls.


AS INDICATED BY THE COMMENTER, THE ANALYSIS OF AROUND THE BLOCK CIRCULATION IS NOT STANDARD.  NONETHELESS, IT IS ACCOUNTED FOR TO SOME EXTENT BY THE FACT THAT ALL PROJECT VEHICLES ARE ASSUMED TO DRIVE INTO THE MISSION BAY AREA PROPER, WHILE IN REALITY SOME MIGHT DECIDE TO PARK FURTHER AWAY WHERE PARKING MIGHT BE CHEAPER.  PAST EXPERIENCE INDICATES THAT EVENT PARKING RATES ARE SET BY OPERATORS AS A FUNCTION OF THE EXPECTED ATTENDANCE, DISTANCE TO THE EVENT LOCATION AND RATES CHARGED BY COMPETING NEARBY FACILITIES.  GIVEN THE EXPECTED PARKING SUPPLY AND LOCATIONS, IT IS REASONABLE TO EXPECT THAT ALL FACILITIES WITHIN MB BEING FAIRLY CLOSE TO WOULD CHARGE COMPARABLE RATES.  AS NOTED IN THE PARKING SUPPLY/DEMAND TABLES (5.2-61 AND 5.2-62) THERE ARE NO SUBSTANTIAL PARKING SHORTFALLS ENVISIONED WITH THE PROJECT, AS LONG AS EXISTING FACILITIES CURRENTLY CLOSED AFTER 7 PM OR ON SATURDAYS REMAIN OPEN.  THUS, NOT MUCH “CIRCLING THE BLOCK” IS TO BE EXPECTED. 





36. Page 5.2‐99,100,103 Traffic Impacts ‐ Without Giants Game –Basketball Game – 15% of the


p.m. peak vehicle trips were assigned to UCSF parking garages and lots. As we indicated, an analysis should be added to determine impacts if UCSF parking were not available to Warriors’ patrons.  With this analysis, would more significant traffic impacts occur?


A SEPARATE DISCUSSION OF PARKING CONDITIONS WITHOUT THE AVAILABILITY OF UCSF FACILITIES WILL BE INCLUDED. HOWEVER, THE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS WILL NOT BE CHANGED.





37. Page 5.2‐110: It is inappropriate for the wayfinding mitigation measure to specify wayfinding to UCSF parking facilities, as UCSF may not permit Warriors’ event patrons to park at its facilities. References to UCSF parking facilities should be deleted.


THIS MEASURE HAS BEEN REVISED.








38. Please clarify whether the recommended routing in the wayfinding mitigation measure was assumed as part of the project.


THE TRAFFIC ASSIGNMENT ASSUMES THAT DRIVERS WOULD USE A ROUTE THAT IS REASONABLE BASED ON THEIR PLACE OF ORIGIN/DESTINATION AND ITS EXPECTED PARKING LOCATION IN MB.  REGULAR ATTENDEES WILL KNOW BETTER THE MOST APPROPRIATE ROUTE TO FOLLOW; A WAYFINDING PLAN WILL ASSIST THOSE NOT AS FAMILIAR WITH THE AREA.





Transit Impacts





39. Page 5.2‐122 through 5.2‐126, Transit Impact Mitigation Measures: To strengthen these mitigation measures, we recommend that the additional Muni service needed to mitigate impacts be quantified and built into performance standards for transit in the TMP along with enforcement mechanisms if performance standards are not met. Also, we recommend that the City consider special transit shuttles to areas in San Francisco from which large numbers of Event Center patrons travel.


SUGGESTIONS WILL BE CONSIDERED.





40. Page 5.2‐124, Transit impacts on Regional transit service – Basketball Game – The TMP does not add regional transit service during events, but additional demand on regional transit service during the weekday evening peak, weekday late evening peak, and Saturday evening peak will cause significant impacts. The analysis should consider what would happen if more persons take transit because there would be insufficient parking to meet demand. Could the projected transit capacity handle the additional transit demand?


ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION WILL BE PROVIDED REGARDING REGIONAL TRANSIT. HOWEVER, NOT ADDRESSING LACK OF PARKING IMPACT ON MODE SHIFT.  PER THE PARKING DISCUSSION, THE OFF-STREET PARKING SUPPLY IS GENERALLY AVAILABLE TO ACCOMMODATE THE PARKING DEMAND.





Pedestrian Impacts





41. Page 5.2‐129, Pedestrian LOS: Some of the pedestrian LOS results do not make sense. Given the volumes of pedestrians to/from the T station, it could be expected that sidewalks and crosswalks could be overwhelmed.


ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION WILL BE ADDED. THE INTERSECTION OF THIRD/SOUTH DOES SHOW CONSTRAINED PEDESTRIAN CONDITIONS.  HOWEVER, PEDESTRIANS WOULD ALSO ACCESS THE SHUTTLES ON 16TH STREET AND ILLINOIS STREET, AND SOME PEDESTRIANS WOULD WALK UP TFB.





42. Pedestrians departing the T would all disembark at the same time. The pedestrian LOS analysis should be adjusted to address these “surge” conditions.


ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION/ASSESSMENT ADDED.








43. Additional pedestrian analysis may be needed to specifically address movements to the T, such as platform crowding or capacity of the adjacent sidewalk corners.


ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION WILL BE ADDED.





44. The pedestrian and bicyclist analyses are missing relevant analysis of potential conflicts (although likely not significant).


ANALYSIS OF POTENTIAL CONFLICTS IS INCLUDED.  ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION ADDED, AND SOME REVISIONS TO BICYCLE OPERATIONS ON 16TH STREET HAVE BEEN MADE.





45. Page 5.2‐132, Pedestrian Safety: “During event days at the event center, the proposed project’s TMP would be in effect, and resulting [sic] in an increased potential for pedestrian‐ vehicle and pedestrian‐bicycle conflicts compared to the No Event scenario.” This suggests that the increased potential for conflicts results from the TMP, not the events.


LANGUAGE WILL BE CORRECTED.





Loading, Air Traffic, Emergency Vehicle Access





46. Loading, Parking, and Bicycle Parking: There is no assessment of meeting Planning Code requirements (although it is not clear if the Code is applicable to the project).


THE PLANNING CODE IS NOT APPLICABLE.  THE PROJECT MEETS THE D4D REQUIREMENTS FOR THE OFFICE AND RETAIL USES. THE D4D NEEDS TO BE MODIFIED TO ACCOUNT FOR THE EVENT CENTER, AND THE PROJECT WOULD MEET THE PROPOSED D4D REQUIREMENTS.  SEPARATE ASSESSMENT WILL NOT BE INCLUDED.  BY MAY ADD IN A FOOTNOTE OR IN THE D4D DISCUSSION. TABLE COMPARING THE REQUIREMENTS TO WHAT PROPOSED WILL BE ADDED TO THE TRANSPORTATION APPENDIX.





47. Page 5.2‐142, Air Traffic Impacts: This topic is not a matter of impact on mere air traffic. The project has the potential to impact emergency air medical access to a children’s hospital. The analysis as presented is inaccurate, as the proposed project would result in buildings of additional height and bulk compared to the program previously analyzed in the 1998 Mission Bay Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay SEIR). The project proposes an amendment to the Design for Development standards to allow a 135‐foot tall arena where a 90‐foot base height is currently allowed. The project proposes an amendment to the Design for Development standards to allow an additional 160‐foot tall tower on the site, for a total of two 160‐towers on the site rather than one. At the time the UCSF medical helipad was approved, the  Mission Bay SEIR, as a program EIR, could not have been expected to provide information concerning the locations and number of construction tower cranes on the site, which could exceed 160 feet in height and interfere with FAA approved helipad flight paths. Given the presence of the UCSF helipad, now part of the existing conditions, the Warriors’ Event  Center EIR, a project‐level EIR, should provide some project‐specific information regarding expected number and location of construction tower cranes, including the reach of the “boom,” and assess the potential impacts on emergency air medical access.


ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS WILL BE CONDUCTED TO ADDRESS THESE ISSUES.





48. Page 5.2‐143, Emergency Vehicle Access Impacts: Discussion of potential impacts to emergency vehicles is light, and does not specifically address all the trips to/from the UCSF Hospitals.


LOCATION OF UCSF EMERGENCY ROOMS/URGENT CARE FACILITIES WILL BE CHECKED WITH UCSF STAFF, AND ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION WILL BE ADDED.





49. Persons experiencing a medical emergency may need to reach the hospitals via their personal vehicles, rather than via ambulance. It is imperative that the analysis address access to the hospitals in these emergency situations, particularly given potential traffic gridlock and temporary street closures. Delays could result in serious impacts on the ability of patients to receive timely care.


ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION ADDED,  





Concurrent Events





50. Page 5.2‐147+, Conditions with a SF Giants Game at AT&T Park, Traffic Impacts: The analysis does not reroute vehicles when concurrent events are scheduled; however, it is likely that access patterns will shift to (a) avoid congestion, (b) due to road closures, and (c) not park in lots that accommodate Giants demand.


THE ANALYSIS ALREADY ASSUMES THAT ONLY VEHICLES AUTHORIZED BY THE GIANTS WILL PARK AT LOT A AND PIER 48.  UNIFORM HIGH LEVELS OF CONGESTION ARE EXPECTED IN THE MB AREA AS DESCRIBED IN THE ANALYSIS.  WILL REVIEW SOME PATHS DUE TO THE CLOSURE OF 4TH ST BRIDGE.





51. Additional details are needed as to what type of Giants game was used for the concurrent events analysis (i.e., was it a sold‐out game?) and whether a concurrent midday Giants game was considered.


THE SF GIANTS HAD A 99.2 PERCENT AVERAGE ATTENDANCE IN 2013 AND 2014. 


A CONCURRENT MIDDAY GIANTS GAME WAS NOT CONSIDERED BECAUSE THERE ARE ONLY 10 OF THOSE, AND WOULD NOT OVERLAP WITH BASKETBALL GAMES AND CONCERTS WHICH OCCUR DURING THE EVENINGS.  GAMES DURING WHICH TRANSPORTATION-RELATED DATA WAS COLLECTED HAD ATTENDANCES ABOVE 40,000.





52. Page 5.2‐153, Mitigation Measures for Concurrent Events: As stated previously, where deployment of PCOs is required, impacts should automatically be considered significant. (See Comment #34)


NOT CORRECT TO ASSUME THIS. SEE RESPONSE TO #34





53. Mitigation Measure M‐TR‐11b: language such as “shall make efforts to” results in an unenforceable mitigation measure. We recommend the identification of a performance standard. Also, if mitigation measures still result in significant impacts, scheduling of events to avoid overlap of large concerts with Giants games should be considered.


THIS MEASURE REVISED TO AN IMPROVEMENT MEASURE.








54. Page 5.2‐156+, Transit Impacts (with SF Giants game): With concurrent events, transit would be overwhelmed. A sensitivity analysis should be done to see the effects this could have on other modes (i.e., would there be a diversion from transit to driving?).


WITH CONCURRENT EVENTS ADDITIONAL TRANSIT SERVICE WOULD NEED TO BE PROVIDED, GIVEN THE CONSTRAINED PARKING SUPPLY DURING THE CONCURRENT EVENTS, IT IS UNLIKELY THAT MORE PEOPLE WOULD CHOSE TO DRIVE.





55. A mitigation measure to reduce the number of large concurrent events should be considered, given the magnitude of traffic, transit, and parking impacts of the project. The proposed Mitigation Measure M‐TR‐11b, calling for the Transportation Coordinating Committee to coordinate the scheduling of events to avoid overlap of games to the extent feasible, may not adequately mitigate the impacts.


TO BE CLARIFIED BY EP; SPONSOR DOES NOT SEE IT FEASIBLE.





56. Page 5.2‐158, Mitigation Measure M‐TR‐14: This is an unenforceable mitigation measure. We recommend a performance standard in the TMP.


THE SPONSOR CANNOT PROVIDE OR ENSURE ADDITIONAL BART SERVICE, AND THEREFORE, THE IMPACT DETERMINATION WILL BE SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE WITH MITIGATION.








57. Page 5.2‐161, Pedestrian Impacts: LOS is based on delays. See comment #34. Use of PCOs does not necessarily reduce delays, it can increase delays.


SEE RESPONSE TO #34 ABOVE.





58. Page 5.2‐163, Emergency Vehicle Access Impacts: Same comments as above regarding emergency vehicle access.


ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION ADDED.





Without Special Event Transit Service





59. Page 5.2‐165, Mitigation Measure M‐TR‐18: Auto Mode Share Performance Standard and Monitoring (Without Special Event Transit Service Plan). It is unclear what the target auto mode shares of 53% on weekdays and 59% on weekends are intended to achieve. The 53% auto mode share has already been shown to result in significant unavoidable traffic and transit impacts for large events. What would the LOS be for 12,500‐person events?


ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION ADDED REGARDING THE MODE SPLITS.





Cumulative Impacts





60. Page 5.2‐174+, Cumulative Impacts: The presentation of cumulative conditions looks like some things were missing.


THE 2040 TRANSIT ANALYSIS FOCUSES ON THE WEEKDAY PM PEAK PERIOD AND DOWNTOWN AND REGIONAL SCREENLINES. 





61. Page 5.2‐191, Cumulative Pedestrian Impacts: Same comment as above – PCOs would not necessarily reduce delays.


SEE RESPONSE ABOVE. PCOS ARE TO ENSURE SAFE OPERATIONS, NOT REDUCE DELAYS.





62. Page 5.2‐195, Cumulative Air Traffic Impacts: Same comments as above. At the time of environmental review and approval of the UCSF helipad, UCSF could not have anticipated the development of the Warriors’ Event Center and all of the height and bulk exceptions now being sought for Blocks 29‐32. Project‐specific analysis regarding impacts on emergency air medical access should be provided.


ADDITIONAL ASSESSMENT WILL BE CONDUCTED AND ADDED TO DISCUSSION.





Parking





63. Page 5.2‐196+, Parking Conditions: Although it is correct that parking shortfalls are not considered environmental impacts, the magnitude of the shortfalls, in combination with the overloaded transit conditions, suggests that many patrons may not be able to access the Event Center. The secondary effects, such as vehicles circling the blocks looking for parking and adding to traffic congestion, would likely result in other significant impacts. As such, some additional assessment should be done.


ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION WILL BE ADDED.





Chapter 5.3 Noise





64. Page 5.3‐30, Vehicular Traffic Noise: last paragraph, UCSF housing should be included in the list of multi‐family receptors.











65. Page 5.3‐33, Comparison of Impact NO‐5 to Mission Bay FSEIR Impact Analysis: same comment, UCSF housing should be included in the list of sensitive receptors.








Should you have any questions about this memo, please contact me at (415) 476‐8312, or Diane Wong of my staff at (415) 502‐5952.
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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: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Theo Ellington
Cc: PJ Johnston; Raymond Ridder; Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:43:15 AM
Attachments: image002.png
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Copying in PJ Johnston and Raymond Ridder. They can provide guidance as to best point of contact.
 
Thanks.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:33 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Theo Ellington
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
Some guy from So Cal from a PR firm.  Not sure what that counts for.  I can call and get more info.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:31 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
Press or community?
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:30 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
Great – Who is the right person to forward this guy to?  Guessing Kate would be a better person to
talk to about this than me.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
AB900 certification designates our project as an Environmental Leadership Development Project.
AB900 is also called the “Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act.”
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:24 AM
To: Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Environmental Leadership
 
Anyone know about an application for the Environmental Leadership something or another? 
Received a call on it and wanted to try and get background before calling back.
 
Thanks
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Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Bridges, George (CII)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Julia Nunes
Subject: Re: Art Consultant
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 11:05:35 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Clarke


I just talked with Randy Meyers and he is currently an SBE (micro) with CA-GSA.
 He will provide copies of his tax returns send so wE should be able to recognize his
certification and not have to wait for his LBE certification to come through in May.


George


On Mar 19, 2015, at 4:03 PM, Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Thanks for tracking that info down, Catherine. We do have language in our RFP
stipulating we’re looking for individuals with relationships and experience in SF,
specifically southeast SF. Julia, would you please circulate for OCII’s review?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2015 3:46 PM
To: Bridges, George (CII); Clarke Miller; Julia Nunes
Subject: RE: Art Consultant
 
Thanks, George.  I just talked with Amabel and she is going to provide me with the RFP,
but doesn’t think there is much in there, other than the language I suggested be
included that would recognize a desired skill as being someone with a lot of experience
in the local San Francisco artist scene so that they are well prepared to outreach to
local artists.  Amabel will also provide a memo that outlines the outreach process that
was undertaken for the actual artist selection (it came after the selection of the art
consultant).  It also sounds like the initial art consultant selection list they used may not
be as useful since the project used federal funding, so the outreach list focused on
national wide consultants.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Bridges, George (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2015 3:42 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Julia Nunes
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Art Consultant
 
Clarke
 
Please send the RFP for our review prior to sending to SBEs.
 
Amabel is going to also provide me a name of an SBE/WBE who has worked in HPSY.  I
believe her last name is Friedman.
 
I am not familiar with Dorka Keehn.  Is she local?  I do not see her on the City’s LBE list.
 
Catherine will review Amabel’s RFP for language to possibly included in your RFP for an
art consultant.
 
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2015 1:55 PM
To: Bridges, George (CII); Julia Nunes
Subject: RE: Art Consultant
 
George, is the major concern you expressed below specific to our project or broader to
projects underway in Mission Bay?
 
We were also recommended to work with a woman named Dorka Keehn, so we intend
to add her to the list unless you see an issue with that.
 
Clarke
 


From: Bridges, George (CII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2015 1:47 PM
To: Julia Nunes
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Art Consultant
 
Julia
 
It looks like 12 of the 13 firms on the list were already sent the RFQ back in June 2014
—the exception is Core Member Music & Studios.
 
Can you work with the 6 respondents to the RFQ and maybe include Core Member
Music.
 
The 6 respondents are:



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org





 
Fine Arts Services LLC Los Angeles
Obscura Digital, Inc San Francisco
Artsource Consulting San Francisco <--also listed in new list
Donna Schumacher Architecture San Francisco
Cervantes Design Associates, Inc. San Francisco
Barbara Goldstein & Associates San Jose


 
Any thoughts?
 
I also wanted to convey that Ray presented the quarterly report which was received
well.  One of their major concerns is the lack of diversity especially for contracting with
Latin owned firms.
 
George
 
 
 
 


From: Julia Nunes [mailto:JNunes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2015 12:06 PM
To: Bridges, George (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: RE: Art Consultant
 
Hi George,
 
Just checking in to see if you’ve had a chance to review the attached list of art
consultants. Would be great to understand which of them are certified SBEs so we can
reach out to them with the RFP.  
 
Thanks,
Julia
 


From: Julia Nunes 
Sent: Friday, March 13, 2015 11:06 AM
To: Bridges, George (CII) <george.bridges@sfgov.org> (george.bridges@sfgov.org)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: Art Consultant
 
Hi George,
 
We are preparing to distribute an RFP for the art consultant role for the Warriors
project. In our efforts to cast as broad of net as possible for this role, is it acceptable
for us to send the RFP to SBE firms that did not submit qualifications? I’ve attached a
list of firms from the city’s LBE database that may be good candidates. If acceptable,
please review and let us know which of the firms qualify as SBE so we can send them
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the RFP.
 
Thank you,
Julia  
 
Julia Nunes
Project Coordinator | Golden State Warriors
510.326.2355 | jnunes@warriors.com
<image001.png>
 



mailto:jnunes@warriors.com






From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Theo Ellington
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:33:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Some guy from So Cal from a PR firm.  Not sure what that counts for.  I can call and get more info.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:31 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
Press or community?
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:30 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
Great – Who is the right person to forward this guy to?  Guessing Kate would be a better person to
talk to about this than me.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
AB900 certification designates our project as an Environmental Leadership Development Project.
AB900 is also called the “Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act.”
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:24 AM
To: Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Environmental Leadership
 
Anyone know about an application for the Environmental Leadership something or another? 
Received a call on it and wanted to try and get background before calling back.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Gabe Kramer
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Thanks again
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 9:37:34 PM


And nice chatting.  Will be in touch.
 
Gabe
 


_____________________________________________________________________


Gabriel Kramer | 
Marathon Communications | 5900 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1550, Los Angeles, CA,
90036 | Main: 323.655.4660 | Fax: 323.655.6478 | gkramer@marathon-com.com |
www.marathon-com.com
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:31:06 AM
Attachments: image002.png
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Press or community?
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:30 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
Great – Who is the right person to forward this guy to?  Guessing Kate would be a better person to
talk to about this than me.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
AB900 certification designates our project as an Environmental Leadership Development Project.
AB900 is also called the “Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act.”
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:24 AM
To: Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Environmental Leadership
 
Anyone know about an application for the Environmental Leadership something or another? 
Received a call on it and wanted to try and get background before calling back.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de


Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN); Joyce; Kern, Christopher (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Contractor Parking
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:00:33 PM
Attachments: image003.png


Hi Paul,
 
Per yesterday’s discussion, we propose the following language to address construction worker
parking:
 
Prior to awarding sub-contracts, parking plans will be discussed with contractors to make them
aware of available resources. These may include the substantial daytime availability in Lot A (except
daytime game-days), and potential resources south of the project site that are under consideration
by the project sponsor. In addition, on-site parking will be made available to contractors and workers
when feasible.
 
Workers will also be heavily encouraged to take transit to the site. If demand warrants, the Warriors
would work with contractors and the Mission Bay TMA to extend the operation of an early-morning
shuttle that currently transports construction workers from transit hubs to active project sites in
Mission Bay.
 
Let me know if you have any questions.
 
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: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de


Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN); Joyce; Kern, Christopher (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Contractor Parking
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:00:33 PM
Attachments: image003.png


Hi Paul,
 
Per yesterday’s discussion, we propose the following language to address construction worker
parking:
 
Prior to awarding sub-contracts, parking plans will be discussed with contractors to make them
aware of available resources. These may include the substantial daytime availability in Lot A (except
daytime game-days), and potential resources south of the project site that are under consideration
by the project sponsor. In addition, on-site parking will be made available to contractors and workers
when feasible.
 
Workers will also be heavily encouraged to take transit to the site. If demand warrants, the Warriors
would work with contractors and the Mission Bay TMA to extend the operation of an early-morning
shuttle that currently transports construction workers from transit hubs to active project sites in
Mission Bay.
 
Let me know if you have any questions.
 
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 (ADM)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:29:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Great – Who is the right person to forward this guy to?  Guessing Kate would be a better person to
talk to about this than me.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
AB900 certification designates our project as an Environmental Leadership Development Project.
AB900 is also called the “Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act.”
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:24 AM
To: Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Environmental Leadership
 
Anyone know about an application for the Environmental Leadership something or another? 
Received a call on it and wanted to try and get background before calling back.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
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Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Brian Boxer; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: UCSF Helipad Issues Discussion
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 3:41:55 PM


Chris/Catherine:
 
We will add the issue of GSW impacts on the UCSF helipad as a topic for discussion on Thursday. 
Based on our review of all the UCSF comments received to date regarding potential GSW impacts on
the UCSF helipad.  We see three primary issues being raised:
 


1)       Potential impacts of GSW tower crane during construction to UCSF helipad
operations (raised in UCSF’s 12/19 letter on NOP, 2/16 letter on ADSEIR 1A, and 3/16
letter on Transportation section). UCSF raise concerns about the GSW tower cranes
interfering with air medical access to the UCSF helipad.


 
2)       Potential impacts of GSW buildings on UCSF helipad operations (raised in UCSF’s 3/16


letter on Transportation section).  UCSF points out that the project proposed two 160-
foot towers, which is one more than that allowed by the “D for D” for that site; and
furthermore that the arena exceeds the height limit allowed by the D for D.


 
3)      Potential impacts of GSW project nightlighting on UCSF helipad operations


[Construction and Operation] (raised in UCSF’s 12/19 letter on NOP, and  2/16 letter on
ADSEIR 1A):  UCSF is concerned about the a) construction-period lighting impacts on the
UCSF helipad; and 2) during operation, potential for outdoor animated lighting, strobe
lighting, or Hollywood-style search lights on the helipad.


 
Please note that ESA prepared the UCSF Medical Center FEIR in 2008, and addressed potential
safety impacts associated with helicopter operations at the helipad.  This included an EIR section
titled Helicopter Aeromedical Flight Operations and Public Safety, along with a risk assessment;
however, neither of these addressed the specific concerns UCSF have presently raised on the GSW
project. 
 
With respect to Issues No. 1 and 2, above, last Wednesday the sponsor provided ESA with some
crude graphics that the sponsor’s engineer prepared to show that the proposed building tower
crane that would be used during construction, and the proposed GSW building towers themselves,
would not impact with the UCSF helipad flight path.  While this information could be useful, it is
unclear from the limited information provided what the assumptions and methodology were used in
conducting such analysis, and does not appear in its existing form to be sufficient for inclusion in the
SEIR. 
 
Given the sensitivity of the UCSF helipad issue, proximity of the site to the helipad, and the nature
of proposed construction and development, ESA believes that a more formal limited analysis of
these three issues identified above is merited for the SEIR.  Accordingly, ESA’s Airport Group can
perform an analysis to review the significance of these issues using the guidance provided in
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applicable FAA Advisory Circulars. With respect to Issues 1 and 2, we would rely in part on
information from UCSF (e.g., CAD or GIS versions of the UCSF helipad approach and transitional
surfaces), along with additional information provided by the sponsor concerning maximum heights
of the structures atop the proposed building towers (when accounting for mechanical equipment,
potential poles/antennas, etc.), construction crane dimensions, etc.  We can confirm if the
temporary cranes and the permanent towers would be outside of the helipad’s approach and
transitional surfaces, and identify appropriate measures as needed to minimize any potential
conflicts. With respect to issue No. 3, We would also evaluate issues associated with the potential
lights or digital displays associated with the operation of the GSW Arena on the helicopter/helipad
operations using FAA guidelines, and identify any applicable measures to minimize potential lighting
effects from on such features.
 
This more formal assessment is not presently included in ESA’s existing scope of work, however, as
noted above, believe it would be appropriate for the SEIR.  We would be happy to discuss any of
information in this email with you when you have an opportunity.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de


Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN); Joyce; Kern, Christopher (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Contractor Parking
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:00:32 PM
Attachments: image003.png


Hi Paul,
 
Per yesterday’s discussion, we propose the following language to address construction worker
parking:
 
Prior to awarding sub-contracts, parking plans will be discussed with contractors to make them
aware of available resources. These may include the substantial daytime availability in Lot A (except
daytime game-days), and potential resources south of the project site that are under consideration
by the project sponsor. In addition, on-site parking will be made available to contractors and workers
when feasible.
 
Workers will also be heavily encouraged to take transit to the site. If demand warrants, the Warriors
would work with contractors and the Mission Bay TMA to extend the operation of an early-morning
shuttle that currently transports construction workers from transit hubs to active project sites in
Mission Bay.
 
Let me know if you have any questions.
 
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: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:26:31 AM
Attachments: image001.png


AB900 certification designates our project as an Environmental Leadership Development Project.
AB900 is also called the “Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act.”
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:24 AM
To: Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Environmental Leadership
 
Anyone know about an application for the Environmental Leadership something or another? 
Received a call on it and wanted to try and get background before calling back.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Theo Ellington
To: PJ Johnston
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Raymond Ridder; Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller
Subject: Re: Environmental Leadership
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 10:35:49 AM


Sounds good. 


On Mar 27, 2015, at 10:08 AM, PJ Johnston <pj@pjcommunications.com> wrote:


Don’t know why a PR guy would be calling about this, but best to refer to
me in case there’s a media angle. If it’s something else I can refer out
from there ...


PJ JOHNSTON COMMUNICATIONS
2962 Fillmore Street  |  San Francisco, California 94123
office: (415) 923-8944  |  cell: (415) 260-8417
pj@pjcommunications.com
www.pjcommunications.com


On Mar 27, 2015, at 9:42 AM, Kate Aufhauser
<KAufhauser@warriors.com> wrote:


Copying in PJ Johnston and Raymond Ridder. They can provide guidance
as to best point of contact.
 
Thanks.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:33 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Theo Ellington
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
Some guy from So Cal from a PR firm.  Not sure what that counts for.  I
can call and get more info.
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Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:31 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
Press or community?
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:30 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
Great – Who is the right person to forward this guy to?  Guessing Kate
would be a better person to talk to about this than me.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:26 AM
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To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
AB900 certification designates our project as an Environmental
Leadership Development Project. AB900 is also called the “Jobs and
Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act.”
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:24 AM
To: Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Environmental Leadership
 
Anyone know about an application for the Environmental Leadership
something or another?  Received a call on it and wanted to try and get
background before calling back.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Brian Boxer; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: UCSF Helipad Issues Discussion
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 3:41:57 PM


Chris/Catherine:
 
We will add the issue of GSW impacts on the UCSF helipad as a topic for discussion on Thursday. 
Based on our review of all the UCSF comments received to date regarding potential GSW impacts on
the UCSF helipad.  We see three primary issues being raised:
 


1)       Potential impacts of GSW tower crane during construction to UCSF helipad
operations (raised in UCSF’s 12/19 letter on NOP, 2/16 letter on ADSEIR 1A, and 3/16
letter on Transportation section). UCSF raise concerns about the GSW tower cranes
interfering with air medical access to the UCSF helipad.


 
2)       Potential impacts of GSW buildings on UCSF helipad operations (raised in UCSF’s 3/16


letter on Transportation section).  UCSF points out that the project proposed two 160-
foot towers, which is one more than that allowed by the “D for D” for that site; and
furthermore that the arena exceeds the height limit allowed by the D for D.


 
3)      Potential impacts of GSW project nightlighting on UCSF helipad operations


[Construction and Operation] (raised in UCSF’s 12/19 letter on NOP, and  2/16 letter on
ADSEIR 1A):  UCSF is concerned about the a) construction-period lighting impacts on the
UCSF helipad; and 2) during operation, potential for outdoor animated lighting, strobe
lighting, or Hollywood-style search lights on the helipad.


 
Please note that ESA prepared the UCSF Medical Center FEIR in 2008, and addressed potential
safety impacts associated with helicopter operations at the helipad.  This included an EIR section
titled Helicopter Aeromedical Flight Operations and Public Safety, along with a risk assessment;
however, neither of these addressed the specific concerns UCSF have presently raised on the GSW
project. 
 
With respect to Issues No. 1 and 2, above, last Wednesday the sponsor provided ESA with some
crude graphics that the sponsor’s engineer prepared to show that the proposed building tower
crane that would be used during construction, and the proposed GSW building towers themselves,
would not impact with the UCSF helipad flight path.  While this information could be useful, it is
unclear from the limited information provided what the assumptions and methodology were used in
conducting such analysis, and does not appear in its existing form to be sufficient for inclusion in the
SEIR. 
 
Given the sensitivity of the UCSF helipad issue, proximity of the site to the helipad, and the nature
of proposed construction and development, ESA believes that a more formal limited analysis of
these three issues identified above is merited for the SEIR.  Accordingly, ESA’s Airport Group can
perform an analysis to review the significance of these issues using the guidance provided in
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applicable FAA Advisory Circulars. With respect to Issues 1 and 2, we would rely in part on
information from UCSF (e.g., CAD or GIS versions of the UCSF helipad approach and transitional
surfaces), along with additional information provided by the sponsor concerning maximum heights
of the structures atop the proposed building towers (when accounting for mechanical equipment,
potential poles/antennas, etc.), construction crane dimensions, etc.  We can confirm if the
temporary cranes and the permanent towers would be outside of the helipad’s approach and
transitional surfaces, and identify appropriate measures as needed to minimize any potential
conflicts. With respect to issue No. 3, We would also evaluate issues associated with the potential
lights or digital displays associated with the operation of the GSW Arena on the helicopter/helipad
operations using FAA guidelines, and identify any applicable measures to minimize potential lighting
effects from on such features.
 
This more formal assessment is not presently included in ESA’s existing scope of work, however, as
noted above, believe it would be appropriate for the SEIR.  We would be happy to discuss any of
information in this email with you when you have an opportunity.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Tepper, Laura
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:39:20 PM


Hi Lila,
I think we’ll need an in person meeting to really look at the overall plan including visuals. It would be
great if you and Catherine could both attend. It sounds like we’ll have to look at the week of April 6.
Can you propose some possible times? 
 
We could do a call just about the StrEat Food Park on Thursday morning if you’re amenable to that.
It would be great to get the ball rolling with that.  I think it would be a great complement to the
soccer field when that gets up and running, and it seems like there’s interest in the community for
an active, gathering place of that kind. It could be relatively short call. I’d like to see if we can bring
Carlos Muela to the CAC in the near future to introduce the project. Because of his work founding
SoMa StrEat Food, he has quite a bit of experience with community engagement.
 
Thanks,
Laura
 
 


From: Hussain, Lila (ADM) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:21 PM
To: Tepper, Laura; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
I cannot do an in person meeting on Thursday, do you mind if we do it by phone?    
 


From: Tepper, Laura [mailto:ltepper@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 6:09 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Lila – Can you meet at 10am at MBDG on Thursday? If not, let’s plan for 9.30am, but Luke may
not be able to join us.
 
We’d specifically like to talk about:


1)       A food truck park adjacent to the soccer field at P13 (we mentioned this briefly at the CAC
previously). This project would potentially be lead by Carlos Muela, founder of Soma StrEat
Food Park. This is the City’s first permanent food truck park and has transformed a vacant
lot into vibrant gathering space for all types of people, age groups and events – both private
and public.


2)       A more comprehensive strategy for interim use at P12-P13-P15, including the structure for
a possible RFP
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3)       Permitting and approvals process for interim uses in general
 
I’ll work to send you some materials in advance to review. Let me know if you have any questions in
the meantime and what will work best for you scheduling-wise.
 
Thanks and have a great evening,
 
Laura
 
 


From: Hussain, Lila (ADM) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 1:13 PM
To: Tepper, Laura; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Laura,
 
Catherine is at an off-site meeting through Thursday working on Warriors items, so next week would


be better.  April 1st is starting to look bad , I can do it if it is between 11-12:00pm.  How does
9:30am on Thursday look for you? Alternatively, we will look at times for 4/6 as well.


Thanks,
 
 
Lila Hussain
Assistant Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure


One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 415-749-2431
Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Tepper, Laura [mailto:ltepper@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 5:50 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Lila, Just confirming that you mean next week (starting 3/30) rather than this week. That
Wednesday (4/1) we could meet sometime between 1:30-3:30, but not too much later. Thursday,
4/2, also looks really open for us except between 1 and 2pm. If neither of those days works, perhaps
we can look at Monday, 4/6?
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I’m adding Erica to the thread with the hope that she’ll be able to join us.
 
I will certainly plan on sending you material to review in advance.
 
Thanks ,
Laura
 


From: Hussain, Lila (ADM) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 2:49 PM
To: Tepper, Laura; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Stewart, Luke
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Laura,
 
I have time late Wed afternoon.  Catherine is pretty swamped with Warriors EIR and design review
stuff, but I will see if she can make a call. Alternatively, if you wanted to shoot over some of the
interim ideas for the commons in advance that would be great.
 
Thanks,
 
 
Lila Hussain
Assistant Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure


One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 415-749-2431
Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Tepper, Laura [mailto:ltepper@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 2:44 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Stewart, Luke
Subject: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Lila and Catherine,
 
Thank you so much for getting the approval letter signed for the P13 soccer field. We’re thrilled to
be putting that project in motion finally.
Now that we’re gaining momentum, we’d like to set up a time to brainstorm with you about the
bigger vision for interim use on P12, P13, and P15. We have some ideas we’d like to share and
questions to ask.
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We saw a number of CAC regulars at The Yard opening festivities last week, and there seems to be a
lot of enthusiasm for getting some similar activity elsewhere in Mission Bay.
 
Could we set up a time to talk in person next week? We have some flexibility on our end most days
except for Tuesday. It would be great to be able to bring some ideas to the next CAC meeting on
April 9.  Please let us know about your availability.
 
Hope everybody’s week is off to a great start.
 
Cheers,
 
 
Laura Tepper
Consulting Project Manager
Mission Bay Development Group
office: (415) 355-6607
mobile: (213) 447-3037
 
 
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Theo Ellington"
Cc: Bridges, George (CII); Lee, Raymond C. (CII)
Subject: RE: OCII Workforce & SBE Policy
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 12:34:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I am cc-ing George and Ray to make sure that you get the correct information.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Theo Ellington [mailto:TEllington@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 12:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: OCII Workforce & SBE Policy
 
Hey Catherine—
Hope all is going well!
 
Can you send over the document the spells out the exact workforce & SBE/LBE policy?
 
I know it was in one of our agenda packets—but can’t seem to find it online.
 
Theo Ellington
Director, Public Affairs
510.986.2278 | 310.347.8447(cel)
tellington@warriors.com
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From: PJ Johnston
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Theo Ellington; Raymond Ridder; Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller
Subject: Re: Environmental Leadership
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 10:08:09 AM


Don’t know why a PR guy would be calling about this, but best to refer to me in 
case there’s a media angle. If it’s something else I can refer out from there ...


PJ JOHNSTON COMMUNICATIONS
2962 Fillmore Street  |  San Francisco, California 94123
office: (415) 923-8944  |  cell: (415) 260-8417
pj@pjcommunications.com
www.pjcommunications.com


On Mar 27, 2015, at 9:42 AM, Kate Aufhauser <KAufhauser@warriors.com> wrote:


Copying in PJ Johnston and Raymond Ridder. They can provide guidance as to best 
point of contact.
 
Thanks.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


<image002.png>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:33 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Theo Ellington
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
Some guy from So Cal from a PR firm.  Not sure what that counts for.  I can call and get 
more info.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:31 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
Press or community?
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


<image003.png>
website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:30 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
Great – Who is the right person to forward this guy to?  Guessing Kate would be a 
better person to talk to about this than me.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Environmental Leadership
 
AB900 certification designates our project as an Environmental Leadership 
Development Project. AB900 is also called the “Jobs and Economic Improvement 
Through Environmental Leadership Act.”
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
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kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:24 AM
To: Jesse Blout; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Environmental Leadership
 
Anyone know about an application for the Environmental Leadership something or 
another?  Received a call on it and wanted to try and get background before calling 
back.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Brian Boxer; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: UCSF Helipad Issues Discussion
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 3:41:54 PM


Chris/Catherine:
 
We will add the issue of GSW impacts on the UCSF helipad as a topic for discussion on Thursday. 
Based on our review of all the UCSF comments received to date regarding potential GSW impacts on
the UCSF helipad.  We see three primary issues being raised:
 


1)       Potential impacts of GSW tower crane during construction to UCSF helipad
operations (raised in UCSF’s 12/19 letter on NOP, 2/16 letter on ADSEIR 1A, and 3/16
letter on Transportation section). UCSF raise concerns about the GSW tower cranes
interfering with air medical access to the UCSF helipad.


 
2)       Potential impacts of GSW buildings on UCSF helipad operations (raised in UCSF’s 3/16


letter on Transportation section).  UCSF points out that the project proposed two 160-
foot towers, which is one more than that allowed by the “D for D” for that site; and
furthermore that the arena exceeds the height limit allowed by the D for D.


 
3)      Potential impacts of GSW project nightlighting on UCSF helipad operations


[Construction and Operation] (raised in UCSF’s 12/19 letter on NOP, and  2/16 letter on
ADSEIR 1A):  UCSF is concerned about the a) construction-period lighting impacts on the
UCSF helipad; and 2) during operation, potential for outdoor animated lighting, strobe
lighting, or Hollywood-style search lights on the helipad.


 
Please note that ESA prepared the UCSF Medical Center FEIR in 2008, and addressed potential
safety impacts associated with helicopter operations at the helipad.  This included an EIR section
titled Helicopter Aeromedical Flight Operations and Public Safety, along with a risk assessment;
however, neither of these addressed the specific concerns UCSF have presently raised on the GSW
project. 
 
With respect to Issues No. 1 and 2, above, last Wednesday the sponsor provided ESA with some
crude graphics that the sponsor’s engineer prepared to show that the proposed building tower
crane that would be used during construction, and the proposed GSW building towers themselves,
would not impact with the UCSF helipad flight path.  While this information could be useful, it is
unclear from the limited information provided what the assumptions and methodology were used in
conducting such analysis, and does not appear in its existing form to be sufficient for inclusion in the
SEIR. 
 
Given the sensitivity of the UCSF helipad issue, proximity of the site to the helipad, and the nature
of proposed construction and development, ESA believes that a more formal limited analysis of
these three issues identified above is merited for the SEIR.  Accordingly, ESA’s Airport Group can
perform an analysis to review the significance of these issues using the guidance provided in
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applicable FAA Advisory Circulars. With respect to Issues 1 and 2, we would rely in part on
information from UCSF (e.g., CAD or GIS versions of the UCSF helipad approach and transitional
surfaces), along with additional information provided by the sponsor concerning maximum heights
of the structures atop the proposed building towers (when accounting for mechanical equipment,
potential poles/antennas, etc.), construction crane dimensions, etc.  We can confirm if the
temporary cranes and the permanent towers would be outside of the helipad’s approach and
transitional surfaces, and identify appropriate measures as needed to minimize any potential
conflicts. With respect to issue No. 3, We would also evaluate issues associated with the potential
lights or digital displays associated with the operation of the GSW Arena on the helicopter/helipad
operations using FAA guidelines, and identify any applicable measures to minimize potential lighting
effects from on such features.
 
This more formal assessment is not presently included in ESA’s existing scope of work, however, as
noted above, believe it would be appropriate for the SEIR.  We would be happy to discuss any of
information in this email with you when you have an opportunity.  Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Tepper, Laura
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
Date: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 6:09:19 PM


Hi Lila – Can you meet at 10am at MBDG on Thursday? If not, let’s plan for 9.30am, but Luke may
not be able to join us.
 
We’d specifically like to talk about:


1)       A food truck park adjacent to the soccer field at P13 (we mentioned this briefly at the CAC
previously). This project would potentially be lead by Carlos Muela, founder of Soma StrEat
Food Park. This is the City’s first permanent food truck park and has transformed a vacant
lot into vibrant gathering space for all types of people, age groups and events – both private
and public.


2)       A more comprehensive strategy for interim use at P12-P13-P15, including the structure for
a possible RFP


3)       Permitting and approvals process for interim uses in general
 
I’ll work to send you some materials in advance to review. Let me know if you have any questions in
the meantime and what will work best for you scheduling-wise.
 
Thanks and have a great evening,
 
Laura
 
 


From: Hussain, Lila (ADM) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 1:13 PM
To: Tepper, Laura; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Laura,
 
Catherine is at an off-site meeting through Thursday working on Warriors items, so next week would


be better.  April 1st is starting to look bad , I can do it if it is between 11-12:00pm.  How does
9:30am on Thursday look for you? Alternatively, we will look at times for 4/6 as well.


Thanks,
 
 
Lila Hussain
Assistant Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure


th
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One South Van Ness, 5  Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 415-749-2431
Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Tepper, Laura [mailto:ltepper@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 5:50 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Lila, Just confirming that you mean next week (starting 3/30) rather than this week. That
Wednesday (4/1) we could meet sometime between 1:30-3:30, but not too much later. Thursday,
4/2, also looks really open for us except between 1 and 2pm. If neither of those days works, perhaps
we can look at Monday, 4/6?
 
I’m adding Erica to the thread with the hope that she’ll be able to join us.
 
I will certainly plan on sending you material to review in advance.
 
Thanks ,
Laura
 


From: Hussain, Lila (ADM) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 2:49 PM
To: Tepper, Laura; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Stewart, Luke
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Laura,
 
I have time late Wed afternoon.  Catherine is pretty swamped with Warriors EIR and design review
stuff, but I will see if she can make a call. Alternatively, if you wanted to shoot over some of the
interim ideas for the commons in advance that would be great.
 
Thanks,
 
 
Lila Hussain
Assistant Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure


One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 415-749-2431
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Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Tepper, Laura [mailto:ltepper@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 2:44 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Stewart, Luke
Subject: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Lila and Catherine,
 
Thank you so much for getting the approval letter signed for the P13 soccer field. We’re thrilled to
be putting that project in motion finally.
Now that we’re gaining momentum, we’d like to set up a time to brainstorm with you about the
bigger vision for interim use on P12, P13, and P15. We have some ideas we’d like to share and
questions to ask.
 
We saw a number of CAC regulars at The Yard opening festivities last week, and there seems to be a
lot of enthusiasm for getting some similar activity elsewhere in Mission Bay.
 
Could we set up a time to talk in person next week? We have some flexibility on our end most days
except for Tuesday. It would be great to be able to bring some ideas to the next CAC meeting on
April 9.  Please let us know about your availability.
 
Hope everybody’s week is off to a great start.
 
Cheers,
 
 
Laura Tepper
Consulting Project Manager
Mission Bay Development Group
office: (415) 355-6607
mobile: (213) 447-3037
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From: Tepper, Laura
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Wray, Erica
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 5:49:52 PM


Hi Lila, Just confirming that you mean next week (starting 3/30) rather than this week. That
Wednesday (4/1) we could meet sometime between 1:30-3:30, but not too much later. Thursday,
4/2, also looks really open for us except between 1 and 2pm. If neither of those days works, perhaps
we can look at Monday, 4/6?
 
I’m adding Erica to the thread with the hope that she’ll be able to join us.
 
I will certainly plan on sending you material to review in advance.
 
Thanks ,
Laura
 


From: Hussain, Lila (ADM) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 2:49 PM
To: Tepper, Laura; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Stewart, Luke
Subject: RE: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Laura,
 
I have time late Wed afternoon.  Catherine is pretty swamped with Warriors EIR and design review
stuff, but I will see if she can make a call. Alternatively, if you wanted to shoot over some of the
interim ideas for the commons in advance that would be great.
 
Thanks,
 
 
Lila Hussain
Assistant Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure


One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 415-749-2431
Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Tepper, Laura [mailto:ltepper@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 2:44 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (ADM); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
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Cc: Stewart, Luke; Stewart, Luke
Subject: Interim Use at Mission Bay Commons
 
Hi Lila and Catherine,
 
Thank you so much for getting the approval letter signed for the P13 soccer field. We’re thrilled to
be putting that project in motion finally.
Now that we’re gaining momentum, we’d like to set up a time to brainstorm with you about the
bigger vision for interim use on P12, P13, and P15. We have some ideas we’d like to share and
questions to ask.
 
We saw a number of CAC regulars at The Yard opening festivities last week, and there seems to be a
lot of enthusiasm for getting some similar activity elsewhere in Mission Bay.
 
Could we set up a time to talk in person next week? We have some flexibility on our end most days
except for Tuesday. It would be great to be able to bring some ideas to the next CAC meeting on
April 9.  Please let us know about your availability.
 
Hope everybody’s week is off to a great start.
 
Cheers,
 
 
Laura Tepper
Consulting Project Manager
Mission Bay Development Group
office: (415) 355-6607
mobile: (213) 447-3037
 
 
 








From: Freeman, Craig
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: GSW Arena - AD1SEIR (screencheck) - Section 5.9 - Hydrology and Water Quality - scheduled for review 4/28-


5/15
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 3:11:56 PM


Chris,
 
Thanks for the update.  Were you thinking SFPUC would take its first peak at HY-6 (and will HY-1
being re-presented?) in the screencheck or at some other point?
 
The interest on the SFPUC side, as you know, will be solely from the Wastewater Enterprise.
 
Thanks
Craig
 
Impact HY‐6: Operation of the proposed project would not exceed the wastewater treatment
requirements of the NPDES permit for the SEWPCP; violate water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements, otherwise substantially degrade water quality as a result of changes
in wastewater and stormwater discharges to the Bay; or exceed the capacity of the separate
stormwater system constructed in Mission Bay, or provide a substantial source of polluted
runoff. Operation of the proposed project would/would not contribute to a substantial
increase in combined sewer discharges. (Significance to be determined)
 
 
Impact HY‐1: The project would not violate water quality standards or otherwise substantially
degrade water quality with respect to construction activities, including construction dewatering. (Less
than Significant)
 


From: Kern, Christopher (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 16, 2015 12:12 PM
To: Freeman, Craig
Cc: Torrey, Irina; Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: RE: Warriors Arena - AD1 SEIR - Section 5.9 - Hydrology and Water Quality
 
Hi Craig,
The next draft of the ADSEIR (screencheck) is scheduled for review 4/28-5/15. However, it would be
helpful if you could let me know what the specific concern is re the pump station ASAP so we can
address this (as needed) in the screencheck. There will be very little time to make changes on the
screencheck before the May 27 publication date.
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
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Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Freeman, Craig [mailto:CFreeman@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 16, 2015 12:02 PM
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: RE: Warriors Arena - AD1 SEIR - Section 5.9 - Hydrology and Water Quality
 
Chris,
 
Any news in response to my email below?
 
Wastewater has a concern regarding one of the stormwater pump stations.
 
Craig
 


From: Freeman, Craig 
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2015 2:50 PM
To: Kern, Chris (Chris.Kern@sfgov.org)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett; Torrey, Irina
Subject: Warriors Arena - AD1 SEIR - Section 5.9 - Hydrology and Water Quality
 
Chris,
 
This email is in follow up to SFPUC’s last comment in the transmittal submitted below, which is as
follows (my use of blue font):
 


Section 5.9.5.3 Impact Evaluation, Subsections Impacts HY-6 and C-HY-2
These administrative draft SEIR sections remain largely work in progress. When preparing
the sections, please note SFPUC comments above regarding potential use of interim
measures, such as use of wet weather facilities for dry weather flows, and the potential for
odor problems and combined system discharges, and resultant potential for permit
violations. When the administrative draft analysis is completed, SFPUC requests the
opportunity to review and comment on Section 5.9 – Hydrology and Water Quality.


 
Can you advise if that section is now available for SFPUC review?
 
Thanks
Craig
 


From: Freeman, Craig 
Sent: Friday, February 13, 2015 4:03 PM
To: Kern, Chris (Chris.Kern@sfgov.org)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett; Torrey, Irina
Subject: Warriors Arena - AD1 SEIR Utilities and WQ sections for review - SFPUC inter-office comment
memo
 
Chris,
 
SFPUC comments on the subject ADSEIR sections are attached.
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Thanks for the opportunity to review and comment.
 
Regards,
Craig
 
Craig Freeman
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission


525 Golden Gate Avenue, 6th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94102
direct (415) 934-5740
main (415) 934-5700
cfreeman@sfwater.org
www.sfwater.org
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Mallory Shure; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (KAufhauser@warriors.com); Dwight Long
Subject: RE: Warriors OCII - Office review
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 5:19:08 PM


Yes, please do so with a GoTo invite in case we’re not all together.
 
Catherine, we could come to OCII if you have space for us.
 
Clarke
 


From: Mallory Shure [mailto:shure@pfaulong.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 4:51 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (CII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> (catherine.reilly@sfgov.org)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (KAufhauser@warriors.com); Dwight Long
Subject: Warriors OCII - Office review
 
Clarke, Catherine,


I know we are planning on meeting on Tuesday the 31st. Catherine, should I be sending out this 3:30
pm appointment?
 
Mallory
 
Mallory Shure
Sr. Project Architect, AIA, LEED AP
PFAU LONG ARCHITECTURE
98 Jack London Alley SF CA 94107
415.908.6408 X 216
Direct 415.780.9719
pfaulong.com | Facebook | Twitter | LinkedIn
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From: Wong, Diane C.
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Documents cited in Warriors" ADEIR 1B
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 4:23:51 PM


Thank you!
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 4:15 PM
To: Wong, Diane C.
Cc: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN)
Subject: RE: Documents cited in Warriors' ADEIR 1B
 
We do not have the letter from Director Reiskin at this time, but anticipate to have the signed letter
sometime in April/early May. Attached is the Mariposa Pump Station memo.
 


From: Wong, Diane C. [mailto:Diane.Wong@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 3:56 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN)
Subject: Documents cited in Warriors' ADEIR 1B
 
Hi Brett,
 
I have been meaning to ask you for a couple of documents that were cited in ADEIR 1B.  Can you
please provide me with a copy of the following documents:
 
Transportation Section
Cited in footnote 18 on page 5.2-70:  Letter from Director Reiskin [regarding sufficient funding for
Special Event Transit Service Plan]
 
Utilities
Cited in footnote 3 on page 5.7-8:  San Francisco Department of Public Works, Memo to Manfred
Wong and Bessie Tam of the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, Mariposa Pump Station
(MPTS) Dry Weather Flow Hydraulic Analysis, February 3, 015 (Date to be revised when memo is
revised).
 
Appreciate it.
 
Thanks.  Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
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F:(415) 476-9478
diane.wong@ucsf.edu
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From: Wong, Diane C.
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Tim Erney (terney@kittelson.com); Ribeka Toda - Kittelson Portland


(rtoda@kittelson.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Yamauchi, Lori
Subject: Availability for Week of April 6
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 1:56:25 PM


Hi Catherine,


Thanks for suggesting a meeting with the Warriors' transportation consultants to review our detailed
comments on the Warriors' ADEIR 1B.   I would like for Tim Erney and Ribeka Toda of Kittelson and
Associates, Inc. to participate.  Tim and Ribeka, can you provide your availability for the week of April
6?


My availability:


Mon 4/6:  1 p.m. or later
Tues 4/7:  9 a.m. to 10 a.m., 1 p.m. to 3 p.m.
Wed 4/8:  10 a.m. or later
Thur 4/9: 3 p.m. or later
Fri 4/10:  all day


Thanks.  Diane
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From: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Documents cited in Warriors" ADEIR 1B
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 4:03:20 PM


I:\Cases\2012\2012.0718 - Warriors Arena\Infrastructure\Mariposa_Mission_Bay_Feb_3_2015.pdf
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 4:01 PM
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: FW: Documents cited in Warriors' ADEIR 1B
 
We do not have the letter from Ed Resikin yet. Do we have a revised Mariposa Pump Station memo?
I couldn’t find the Feb 3, 2015 one in the project files.
 


From: Wong, Diane C. [mailto:Diane.Wong@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 3:56 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN)
Subject: Documents cited in Warriors' ADEIR 1B
 
Hi Brett,
 
I have been meaning to ask you for a couple of documents that were cited in ADEIR 1B.  Can you
please provide me with a copy of the following documents:
 
Transportation Section
Cited in footnote 18 on page 5.2-70:  Letter from Director Reiskin [regarding sufficient funding for
Special Event Transit Service Plan]
 
Utilities
Cited in footnote 3 on page 5.7-8:  San Francisco Department of Public Works, Memo to Manfred
Wong and Bessie Tam of the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, Mariposa Pump Station
(MPTS) Dry Weather Flow Hydraulic Analysis, February 3, 015 (Date to be revised when memo is
revised).
 
Appreciate it.
 
Thanks.  Diane
 
Diane Wong
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Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
diane.wong@ucsf.edu
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Miscelleneous
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 11:32:37 AM


I did review the info from Chris Sanchez regarding the Carl Moyer program, but have not discussed
with Chris or Jessica. I will get back to you on this issue later today.
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 11:22 AM
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: GSW Miscelleneous
 
Chris and Brett:
 


·        FYI, Luba is still going through the transportation comments on the SEIR, after which we will
start to put together an agenda, and try to aggregate the transportation issues into two
different days, which will help define which transportation staff (e.g. SFMTA) come to which
meeting. We can probably add any non-transportation issues into the second day.


·        We are checking with our airports group regarding the comments received from UCSF on
the GSW impacts on the helipad operations in the SEIR transportation section; I’ll let you
know what we come up with. 


·        Have you had a chance to the review the email we sent you Friday regarding the use of Carl
Moyer Program to offset project emissions?


 
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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC); Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: FW: Records Request - Mission Bay, Hunters Point & Treasure Island projects
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 11:46:05 AM


The records request includes emails, so please provide any emails regarding the project in the folder
listed below. I informed Christine that we could not pull all the emails and project documents until
next week.
 


From: Lamorena, Christine (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 11:37 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Contreras, Andrea (CPC)
Cc: CTYPLN - Record Request; Cooper, Rick (CPC)
Subject: RE: Records Request - Mission Bay, Hunters Point & Treasure Island projects
 
Hi all –
 
To update you, the requestor clarified that he is also seeking email correspondence. As such, please
include PDFs of your emails in the I drive folder. Thanks!
 
 
Christine Lamorena, AICP, LEED AP
Manager of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9085 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: christine.lamorena@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
 
Planning Information Center (PIC): 415-558-6377 or pic@sfgov.org
Property Information Map (PIM): http://propertymap.sfplanning.org 
 
 


From: Lamorena, Christine (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 3:30 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Contreras, Andrea (CPC)
Cc: CTYPLN - Record Request; Cooper, Rick (CPC)
Subject: Records Request - Mission Bay, Hunters Point & Treasure Island projects 
Importance: High
 
Hi all –
 
You are included in this email because we believe you possess records related to the below request.
Disregard this email if it was sent to you in error.
 
We received a record request for CEQA/environmental documents for the Mission Bay
(2014.1441E), Hunters Point Shipyard (2007.0946E), and Treasure Island (2007.0903E) projects.
The details of the request are below. Please review the entire request.
 
In order to satisfy the request, please prepare and place all responsive electronic records saved as
PDFs in the following folder: I:\Record Requests\2015\PRR - Mission Bay, Hunters Point, Treasure
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Island projects - Winnie Byrd - 022515 and all responsive hard copy records on my desk (Room 530 -
office behind Patricia & Margaret’s cubicles).
 
We’ve agreed to provide the hard copy records prior to the electronic records. As such, all hard copy
records are due by COB Thursday, March 26 and all electronic records are due by COB Tuesday,
March 31.
 
Please do not include email correspondence in the electronic records until further notice.
 
Use eMerge Account Code: COM05 for time used to prepare and respond to this request.
 
Please let me know once you’ve completed your part of the request and if there are other staff
members that should be included in this email.
 
 
Thanks for your help,
 
Christine Lamorena, AICP, LEED AP
Manager of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9085 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: christine.lamorena@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
 
Planning Information Center (PIC): 415-558-6377 or pic@sfgov.org
Property Information Map (PIM): http://propertymap.sfplanning.org 
 
 


From: Chen, Josephine (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, February 25, 2015 1:31 PM
To: Lamorena, Christine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Request to view public records
 
Dear Christine,
 
Please reference to Winnie’s email for her requests.
 
Thank you,
Josephine
 
 
 


From: Winifred Bird [mailto:wbird@sfpublicpress.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 25, 2015 11:16 AM
To: Chen, Josephine (CPC)
Cc: Kevin Stark
Subject: Request to view public records
 
Hi Josephine,
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Thanks for taking my call just now. This is Winnie Bird with SF Public Press.
 
I would like to view the CEQA/environmental review documents for the following sites:
 
1. Mission Bay development project 
2. Hunter's Point Shipyard development project
3. Treasure Island development project
 
For all three I am interested in the development project overall rather than specific
buildings within it. 
 
I will be going out of town next week, so please contact reporter Kevin Stark at 952 457
7038 (cc'd above). I will still be reachable by email, however.
 
Winnie Bird
(415)717-1425








From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Wong, Diane C.
Cc: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN)
Subject: RE: Documents cited in Warriors" ADEIR 1B
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 4:14:44 PM
Attachments: Mariposa_Mission_Bay_Feb_3_2015.pdf


We do not have the letter from Director Reiskin at this time, but anticipate to have the signed letter
sometime in April/early May. Attached is the Mariposa Pump Station memo.
 


From: Wong, Diane C. [mailto:Diane.Wong@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 3:56 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN)
Subject: Documents cited in Warriors' ADEIR 1B
 
Hi Brett,
 
I have been meaning to ask you for a couple of documents that were cited in ADEIR 1B.  Can you
please provide me with a copy of the following documents:
 
Transportation Section
Cited in footnote 18 on page 5.2-70:  Letter from Director Reiskin [regarding sufficient funding for
Special Event Transit Service Plan]
 
Utilities
Cited in footnote 3 on page 5.7-8:  San Francisco Department of Public Works, Memo to Manfred
Wong and Bessie Tam of the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, Mariposa Pump Station
(MPTS) Dry Weather Flow Hydraulic Analysis, February 3, 015 (Date to be revised when memo is
revised).
 
Appreciate it.
 
Thanks.  Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
diane.wong@ucsf.edu
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Technical Memorandum  



To:  Manfred Wong – SFPUC                  



            Bessie Tam – SFPUC 



 



Thru:  Wallis Lee – DPW Hydraulic Section  



 



From:  Bassam Aldhafari – DPW Hydraulic Section 



 



Date:      February 3, 2015  



 



Subject:  Mariposa Pump Station (MPS) Dry Weather Flow Hydraulic Analysis  



 



Executive Summary: 



In coordination with the SFPUC Waste Water Enterprise we have reviewed historical and 



current studies of the Mariposa drainage system to determine the impacts of existing and 



future developments within the area. An analysis was needed to determine the following: 



A) Existing hydraulic capacity at Mariposa PS (sanitary only) and needed upgrades to meet 



immediate inflows resulting from UCSF Medical Center and flows from the existing sewer 



network and B) An estimate of projected inflows resulting from the entire Mariposa 



tributary under full development conditions (Approximately 240 acres in size), which 



includes the proposed Warriors Development in blocks 29-32. As a result of the sanitary 



flow analysis, the following tasks were conducted: 



1. Assess current sanitary drainage conditions for the Mariposa tributary. Under  



existing conditions, the Mariposa Dry Weather Pump Station is capable of 



pumping a peak flow rate of 1.2 MGD, with average daily pumping of 0.6 MGD 



and a total sump volume of approximately 1,800 gallons.      



2. Determine immediate improvements to maintain the hydraulic performance of 



MPS to collect and convey approximately 2.0 MGD peak flow resulting from UCSF 



Medical Center (Activated February 2015) and the tributary south of Mariposa St. 



The interim solution is to accommodate additional flows from the UCSF Hospital 



within Mission Bay and consists of connecting the existing 10-inch sanitary force 



main to the 20-inch wet weather force main which increases the peak pumping 



capacity to approximately 3.5 MGD (see Attachment 3 for resulting pump curves).  



This will allow the 20-inch force main to be used for dry weather flow conveyance 



for the interim project only. 



3. Summarize long-term (full build out) user projected sanitary flows to convey 1.7 



MGD average and 4.8 MGD peak flow (as of 1/27/2015). See Table 1 below for 



breakdown of estimated full development flow projected to contribute to 



Mariposa Sanitary PS. These projections are intended to summarize expected 



inflows based on available information but dot not account for flows that can 



contribute from other tributary areas or unforeseen development.  
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Table 1: Summary of Average and Peak Flow to MPS by Block 



Peak Sanitary Flow Projections to Mariposa Sanitary Pump Station by User 



Sanitary Flow Contribution from Combined Sewer System  



Tributary Area (Basin "B" from Attachment 2) 180 Acres     



Contributing Area 



Average 



(MGD) 



Peak 



Flow 



(MGD) Notes 



Flow from South of Mariposa St Combined Sewer System 0.6 1 Assuming total Basin "B" 



contributes to MPS.  



Sanitary Flow Contribution from Mission Bay Development at Full Build out 



Tributary Area (Basin "A" from Attachment 2) 60 Acres     



Block Number/User 



Average 



(gpm) 



Peak 



Flow 



(gpm) Notes 



24: Genentech and Bayers Hall  80 
240 



Combines lots 24a, 24b, 



and 24c*.  



25: Academic Office Building 71 213 From UCSF LRDP* 



29-32: Warriors Stadium** 
114 



746 



Total contribution from 



blocks 29, 30, 31, 32** 



33-34: UCSF 63 190 From UCSF LRDP* 



36-39 & X3: UCSF Medical Center 1 90 474 Phase 1 289 beds 



40: Commercial 40 118 



From Mission Bay 



Sanitary Master Plan 



UCSF Medical Center 2 77 405 Phase 2 550 beds total 



Remaining Blocks 17 50 



Blocks P23,P26, X4. 



Mission Bay Sanitary 



Master Plan  



        



Total Average (MGD) 1.4     



Total Peak (MGD)   3.5   



        



Estimated (I&I) based on Metcalf and Eddy (Wastewater 



Engineering, 1972) 0.3   



Assuming an infiltration 



rate of 30000 gpd/mile 



(total length of sewer 



appreciated at 9.4 miles) 



        



Total Average  Flow  (Basin "A" + Basin "B")  + I&I (MGD) 2.3   Equivalent to 3.5 CFS 



Total Peak Flow (Basin "A" + Basin "B") + I&I (MGD)   4.8 Equivalent to 7.4 CFS 



* Refer to Mission Bay UCSF LRDP Sanitary Sewer Exhibit (Attachment 5) 



** Refer to Warriors Stadium Sanitary Sewer Exhibit (Attachment 6) 
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The long term improvements will include an upgrade of existing drainage infrastructure to accommodate full 



development inflows. Downstream conveyance capacity will need to be assessed as part of the long term 



improvements to determine the ability of sewers to convey full development flows from MPS.  The projections 



summarized above are based on available information but do not account for flows that can contribute from 



other tributary areas or unforeseen development, therefore final design flow should be reassessed to account 



for future development within the area that may contribute to MPS.  



Enclosed Attachments: 



Attachment 1: Schematic of Mariposa Drainage System  



Attachment 2: Tributary Area and Existing Sewer Network Map 



Attachment 3: Pump Curves for Interim Force Main Interconnect Project 



Attachment 4: Pipe Calculations for Sewer Sizing Along Mariposa St 



Attachment 5: Peak Sanitary Flow Projection Exhibit from UCSF LRDP 



Attachment 6: Peak Sanitary Flow Projection Exhibit from Golden State Warriors 



Background: 



To assess Mariposa Dry Weather current flow conditions, a number of previous hydraulic studies of the area 



were compiled and reviewed to develop a baseline of existing conditions. Currently the Mariposa Pump Station 



serves a dual purpose of collecting, storing, and discharging (through force mains) sanitary and combined storm 



water flows from surrounding tributaries to the South East Pollution Control Treatment Plant (SEP).  Refer to 



Attachment 1 for a schematic of the Mariposa Drainage System (Dry Weather).  



The Mariposa watershed is comprised of two main basins (240 acres) that are divided north and south of 



Mariposa St. A portion of Mission Bay (400 ft north of 16
th



 St and southward to Mariposa St), approximately 60 



acres in size, historically discharged sanitary and storm water flows to the Mariposa watershed (Shown as sub-



watershed "A" in Attachment 2).  The second watershed discharges sanitary and storm flows north from Potrero 



Hill to the Mariposa Drainage System (Shown as sub-watershed “B” in Attachment 2), and is approximately 180 



acres in size.  The Mariposa watershed is comprised of sanitary and storm sewer systems (Mission Bay will be an 



MS4 area, whereas south of Mariposa St Tributary will remain as a combined sewer system). The sanitary 



system collects all sanitary flow from basin A and B and pumps the flow through a 10-inch force main to a 27-



inch gravity sewer at the intersection of Illinois St/21
st



 St. The storm system collects combined flows which are 



being stored in a 0.7 MG transport storage box on Mariposa St between Terry Francois Blvd and 3
rd



 St and 



pumped through a 20-inch force main to the previously mentioned gravity sewer. The flow then gravitates to 



SEP.  Combined (sanitary and storm) flow that exceeds the wet weather pumping and storage capacity overflows 



into the San Francisco Bay (see Attached “Drainage Schematic” of the Mariposa drainage system). Due to the 



separation of sanitary and storm sewers within the Mission Bay area, wet weather flows from Mission Bay South 



will be redirected to a new wet weather pump station currently under construction and will no longer contribute 
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to the Mariposa Wet Weather System. A separate analysis is need to assess wet weather impacts as a result of 



new development on the Mariposa System and is not included as part of the analysis.         



Existing Conditions of Sanitary Flow Drainage for Mariposa Tributary: 



The existing flow rate that enters the Mariposa sanitary pump station is approximately 0.6 MGD average with a 



peak flow rate of 1 MGD, not including flows from basin “A”.  Based on pump tests conducted by the SFPUC the 



peak pumping rate of the Mariposa sanitary pump station is approximately 1.2 MGD.  Current peak flow 



estimates into the Mariposa station pump station fluctuate between 0.8 to 1.0 MGD under existing flow 



conditions, prior to UCSF occupancy. Anticipated flow from UCSF Hospital (estimated by F&L at 570 GPM, see 



Attachment 5 from UCSF LRDP) will exceed the existing peak pumping capacity of the Mariposa sanitary pump 



station, which triggered an interim solution to be developed as part of this analysis.  



Flow Meter Installation:  



In order to verify the inflow to the box structure, SFPUC Waster Water Enterprise collected sanitary flow data 



from November and December 2014 at four monitoring locations and at the Mariposa Sanitary Pump Station to 



determine inflows and outflows of the Mariposa System.  The average total inflow from all the flow meters was 



estimated to be 1.02 MGD (Using DCS data from Mariposa PS).  The flow capacity from the DCS data of the dry 



weather (single pump) is approximately 1.06 MGD. Flow data from all meters are summarized in Figures 1-5 



below with measured average and peak flow for each site.  



 



 



Figure 1: Flow Meter Data for 39-Inch Sewer at 3rd/Mariposa 



AVERAGE 



PEAK 
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Figure 2: Flow Meter Data for 48-Inch Sewer at Illinois/Mariposa 



 



Figure 3: Flow Meter Data for 48-Inch Sewer at Illinois/Mariposa 



AVERAGE 



PEAK 



AVERAGE 



PEAK 
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Figure 4: Flow Meter Data for 24-Inch Sewer at Illinois/Mariposa 



 



Figure 5: Flow Meter Data from DCS for 10-Inch Force Main at Mariposa PS 



 



AVERAGE 



PEAK 



AVERAGE 



PEAK 
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Summary of Previous Hydraulic Reports:       



This section contains a detailed breakdown of flows for each historical study received by EHY. References to 



studies will be provided. Studies on record with Hydraulic Section are chronologically ordered and summarized 



in Table 2 below: 



Table 2: Summary of Projected Average and Peak Flows from Mission Bay Development to MPS 



Report Date Report Title Completed By Projected Average 



Sanitary Flow from 



Mission Bay (Total) 



Projected Peak Sanitary 



Flow from Mission Bay 



(Total)  



March 1989 Mariposa Facilities 



Hydraulic Model 



HCE  No mention of average 



sanitary flow to MPS 



Mentions a peak 2 MGD 



pumping rate 



December 1997 Mission Bay Sanitary 



Sewer Flows 



KCA  Average flow to Mariposa 



is stated as 0.532 MGD 



Memo states only average 



flows to Mariposa not peak 



December 2000 Mission Bay Project 



Separated Sanitary 



Sewers 



Olivia Chen 



Consultants 



2.61 MGD total (0.48 MGD 



from UCSF and 1.43 MGD 



from other users). MPS 



average is 0.61 MGD 



7.83 MGD total (1.44 MGD 



from UCSF and 4.29 MGD 



from other users). Mariposa 



Peak is 1.83 MGD 



December 2011 Mission Bay Interim 



Development (Draft) 



HCE Not clear if stated value is 



average or peak flow from 



draft report 



Not clear if stated value is 



average or peak flow from 



draft report 



November 2013 Bayside Operations 



Study 



SSIP PMC Existing 0.5 MGD total 



average flow for MPS. No 



projection given.   



No projection given for peak 



flow.  



May 2014 UCSF Long Range 



Development Plan 



(EIR) 



Freyer and 



Laureta 



Average is calculated as 0.7 



MGD based on an assumed 



peaking factor of 3.  



Projected peak flow of 1445 



GPM to MPS from Mission 



Bay, equivalent to 2.1 MGD 



(Revised in latest EIR). Does 



not include Warriors 



Stadium.  



January 2014 Mariposa/Mission 



Bay Flow Analysis  



GHD (Revised 



in May 2014) 



1.0 MGD from supporting 



table 



2.81 MGD from full build out 



to Mariposa system.  



May 2014 Mariposa/Mission 



Bay Flow Analysis  



GHD 1.63 MGD from supporting 



table 



2.82 MGD from full build out 



to Mariposa system.  



January 2015 Water and Sewer 



Analysis for Golden 



State Warriors Arena 



@ Mission Bay Blocks 



29-32 



BKF 0.16 MGD (114 GPM) from 



new development in blocks 



29-32 



1.1 MGD (746 GPM) from 



new development in blocks 



29-32 
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Process to Determine Needed Interim Improvements: 



The proposed interim and long-term improvements to the Mariposa Pump Station are based on projected flows 



from contributing areas. The following procedure was used in this analysis: 



- Determine tributary area and existing sanitary flow and pump operation. 



- Estimate future sanitary and peak flow rates from user’s part of the tributary area contributing to the 



Mariposa pump station. 



- Propose adequate gravity sewer size to convey projected peak sanitary flows to existing dry weather 



sump. 



- Determine size and location for new sewer connection to utilize existing transport storage box in event of 



sanitary flow exceeding the pump capacity or as a dry weather flow diversion during future 



construction/maintenance of the sanitary sump/pumps or force main. 



- Summarize Waste Water Enterprise interim improvements to the pump station and force mains to 



accommodate interim flows resulting from the UCSF Medical Center.  



Defined Design Constraints: 



- Required static head of 35.5 ft to lift sanitary flow from existing dry weather sump at MPS to the 



discharged manhole at intersection of 21
st 



St/Illinois St. The existing pump set point upstream in the dry 



weather sump is set to -11.5 ft and the invert of the discharge pipe is set to 24.0 ft relative to City datum.     



- Minimum flow velocity of 3 ft/s needed to flush debris from proposed force main. 



- Flow velocity not to exceed 8 ft/s to protect force main from abrasion/scour.  



Summary of Findings/Recommendations for Interim Improvements: 



- The interim option to accommodate additional flows from the UCSF hospital is to connect the existing 10-



inch sanitary force main to the 20-inch wet weather force main. This will enable the MPS DW pumping 



capacity of the existing sanitary pumps from approximately 1.2 MGD to approximately 3.5 MGD (see 



Attachment 3 for pump curves provided by SFPUC WWE-Mechanical Section). This solution will only be 



able to accommodate a small number of future users that will connect to the sewer system. A long-term 



improvement plan will need to be analyzed and may consider a number of alternates that will convey full 



development flow to SEP. 



- Current flow meter data within the contributing tributary and sanitary pump station confirms the existing 



inflows are reaching dry weather pumping capacity at Mariposa PS.  



- The estimated total Mariposa PS dry weather peak flow is 4.8 MGD (This peak value is based on the map 



provided by F&L consultant of UCSF) discharge after full development of Mission Bay to the Mariposa DW 



Pump Station in addition to calculations reviewed by DPW-Hydraulics to estimate peak flows from lots 



owned by the Warriors (see Attachment 3). 
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- The existing 12-inch sewer main on Mariposa St between 3
rd



 St and the Mariposa PS dry weather sump 



will need to be enlarged to 24-inch HDPE to accommodate full development flows (See Attachment 4 for 



detailed calculations).  



- Hydraulic capacity of the downstream gravity sewers which discharge to the South East Treatment Plant 



will need to be assessed under full development conditions and will be conducted as part of the long 



term improvement study.   



- Future study will include recommendations for long term improvements (pumped or gravity) to account 



for full Mission Bay development.  



Note: This analysis excludes the aspect of solid/grit handling and odor control. Flow calculations are subject to 



change as a result of new development in the Mariposa watershed.  



cc:  DPW:   Norman Chan    Iqbal Dhapa    Louis Douglas    Richard Graham    Bimu Shrestha    Cliff Wong     



SFPUC:  Tony Flores    George Engel    Michael Tran    Brian Carlomagno    Ed Ho    Marla Jurosek  



               Lori Regler      Leslie Webster 
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ATTACHMENT 2



STUDY BY: APPROVED BY: HYD JO:
BA WL 2508J



HYDRAULIC STUDY: MISSION BAY/MARIPOSA PS
SANITARY FLOW ANALYSIS



TRIBUTARY AREA (SANITARY) AND EXISTING 
NETWORK MAP



0 500 1,000 1,500 2,000250
Feet



Manhole



Catchment
Existing Network 



Mariposa PS



Basin "A"
60 Acres



Basin "B"
180 Acres











Single Pump System Curve 
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Two Pump System Curve 











Parameters



24 inches
12 inches
0.004 ft/ft
f(Q) ft
0.01 ‐‐
4871.7 gpm
f(Q) sq. ft
f(Q) ft
(A/P) ft
AxV gpm (cfs)
1.49 ‐‐
1 cfs = 448.8 gpm



Flow depth Flow depth (H) (θ) (K) (s) (A) (P) (R) (V) (Q) (Q)



Manning's ( n )



Hydraulic Capacity Calculation For Existing 24‐inch Mariposa St Sewer Main



Pipe Diameter ( D )
Pipe Radius ( R )
Slope ( So ) 
Depth of Flow ( d )



Design Flow Rate Qd



Flow Area ( A )
Wetted Perimeter (P)
Hydraulic Radius (R )
Flow Rate (Q)



Manning's Equation Used for Velocity Calcuation
Unit Conversion



Flow Depth < D/2 Flow Depth > D/2



English Unit Conversion



Circular Segment Height (H) H=d H=D‐d
Central Angle (θ) θ = 2arccos[(r‐H)/r] θ = 2arccos[(r‐H)/r]



Circular Segement Area (K) K = r2(θ‐sinθ)/2 K = r2(θ-sinθ)/2
Arc Leng (s) s = r x θ s = r x θ



Flow Area (A) A = K A = πr2 - K



Wetter Perimeter (P) P = s P = 2πr ‐ s
Hydraulic Radius (R ) R = A/P R= A/P



d



D



Flow depth 



(d) inches



Flow depth 



(d) ft



 (H)     



ft



(θ)          
radians



(K) 



sq. ft



(s)   



ft



(A)      



sq. ft



(P)     



ft



(R)     



ft



(V)     



ft/s



(Q)      



cfs



(Q)      



gpm



1 0.08 0.0833 0.8 0.04 0.8 0.04 0.8 0.05 1.4 0.1 27
2 0.17 0.1667 1.2 0.13 1.2 0.13 1.2 0.11 2.1 0.3 119
4 0.33 0.3333 1.7 0.34 1.7 0.34 1.7 0.20 3.3 1.1 505
6 0.50 0.5 2.1 0.61 2.1 0.61 2.1 0.29 4.2 2.6 1147
8 0.67 0.6667 2.5 0.92 2.5 0.92 2.5 0.37 4.9 4.5 2007
10 0.83 0.8333 2.8 1.24 2.8 1.24 2.8 0.44 5.5 6.8 3038
12 1.00 1 3.1 1.57 3.1 1.57 3.1 0.50 5.9 9.3 4185
14 1.17 0.8333 2.8 1.24 2.8 1.90 3.5 0.55 6.3 12.0 5384
16 1.33 0.6667 2.5 0.92 2.5 2.22 3.8 0.58 6.6 14.6 6561
18 1.50 0.5 2.1 0.61 2.1 2.53 4.2 0.60 6.7 17.0 7633
20 1.67 0.3333 1.7 0.34 1.7 2.80 4.6 0.61 6.8 18.9 8491
22 1.83 0.1667 1.2 0.13 1.2 3.02 5.1 0.59 6.6 20.0 8976
24 2.00 0 0.0 0.00 0.0 3.14 6.3 0.50 5.9 18.7 8370



8370 gpm = 18.68 cfs 12.05 MGD
4872 gpm = 10.87 cfs 7.00 MGD
13.1 inches
5.9 ft/sExpected Velocity



Pipe Full Capacity 



Projected Total Inflow 



Expected Flow Depth 

















UCSF Flows Tributary to the Mariposa Pump Station
8/4/2014



Block



Peak Flow     



(see note 1)



Projected 



Peak Flow



Master Plan 



Peak Flow



Net Peak Flow 



Difference



(GPM) (GPM) (GPM) (GPM)
24a/b 213 116 97
24c 27 42 ‐15
25a 96 42 54
25b 117 70 47
33/34 190 135 55
Hospital 474 429 45



Net: 283



Notes: 1) Peak Flows from Blocks 24a/b and 24c are from water
     purchased (90%) multiplied by peaking factor of 3.



2) Hospital Blocks encompass Blocks 36, 37, 38, 39, X3.



3) Projected Peak Flows are from UCSF Planned Development.



4) Net increase of 283 GPM Peak Flow (94 GPM average flow)
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors project
Date: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 10:10:46 PM


Claudia we finished pur meetings and i will be in tomorrow morning and respond
first thing. Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Guerra, Claudia (CII)"
Date:03/25/2015 12:40 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)"
Cc: "Guerra, Claudia (CII)"
Subject: FW: Warriors project


Catherine,
 
I know you are off site today.  Do you want to schedule a quick meeting with Tiffany to discuss the
questions being asked below? Or do you just want to provide an answer to them via email – your
call.
 
Let me know either way.
 
Thanks,
 
Claudia
 
From: Cory Weinberg [mailto:cweinberg@bizjournals.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 11:57 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Cc: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: Warriors project
 
Hey Tiffany,


How are you? Anything new and exciting and fun in your world? I hope the finger is healing.


I had a few questions about the Warriors office project. Can we set up a quick phone call for this
week? The questions are these, off the top of my head:


What’s the timetable for the office space to get built? 
What kind of process would they have to go through since the project is entitled? 
When are designs expected to come out?
What role is Strada playing in this? 
Have you heard anything about this growing buzz that Uber is going to lease some of the
Warriors’ space too?


Best,



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

mailto:claudia.guerra@sfgov.org





Cory
-- 
Cory Weinberg
Reporter | Real Estate & Economic Development
San Francisco Business Times
(415) 288-4960
http://sanfrancisco.bizjournals.com/
Twitter: @coryweinberg



http://sanfrancisco.bizjournals.com/






From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Jim Baehr; Molly Mazzolini; Molly Hayes; David Carlock; Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com);


Kristin Kontz; Winslow, David (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Signage Context Discussion
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 12:59:00 PM


May be a couple minutes late to jump on.


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


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 17, 2015 9:00 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Jim Baehr; Molly Mazzolini; Molly Hayes; David Carlock;
Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Kristin Kontz; Winslow, David (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
(ECN)
Subject: Signage Context Discussion
When: Friday, March 27, 2015 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: (641) 715-3200 (133-750#) and join.me/warriorsarena


Dial-in: (641) 715-3200 (133-750#)


Screenshare: join.me/warriorsarena  (“knock” to join)


 


The Warriors will share a presentation on signage at relevant venues, followed by a short
discussion.


 



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:jbaehr@infinitescale.com

mailto:mmazzolini@infinitescale.com

mailto:mhayes@warriors.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:KKontz@warriors.com

mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: FW: Warriors project
Date: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 12:40:53 PM


Catherine,
 
I know you are off site today.  Do you want to schedule a quick meeting with Tiffany to discuss the
questions being asked below? Or do you just want to provide an answer to them via email – your
call.
 
Let me know either way.
 
Thanks,
 
Claudia
 


From: Cory Weinberg [mailto:cweinberg@bizjournals.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 11:57 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Cc: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: Warriors project
 
Hey Tiffany,


How are you? Anything new and exciting and fun in your world? I hope the finger is healing.


I had a few questions about the Warriors office project. Can we set up a quick phone call for this
week? The questions are these, off the top of my head:


What’s the timetable for the office space to get built? 
What kind of process would they have to go through since the project is entitled? 
When are designs expected to come out?
What role is Strada playing in this? 
Have you heard anything about this growing buzz that Uber is going to lease some of the
Warriors’ space too?


Best,
Cory
-- 
Cory Weinberg
Reporter | Real Estate & Economic Development
San Francisco Business Times
(415) 288-4960
http://sanfrancisco.bizjournals.com/
Twitter: @coryweinberg
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Bollinger, Brett


(CPC); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 5:59:07 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png


Yes, the lead on the plaza variant design is our landscape architect (SWA), while the lead on early
site plans was the Manica Architecture team. The MANICA group has completed their site-wide
scope and is now focused on the arena and its more immediate surroundings.
 
As a relative layperson (i.e., not a designer nor a frequent peruser of EIRs), I have no problems
comparing the two proposed designs. But I’ll await further comment from this group.
 
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, March 27, 2015 5:23 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Ideally, the site plan (you provided yesterday) and the building elevation you provided today for this
project variant would be in the same format to what you we are presenting for the proposed project
design in the SEIR Project Description, since they are being considered on an equal basis, and thus,
so an apples-to-apples visual comparison can be made by the reader.  However, if you are using a
different architect and/or software program for this variant (can you confirm), we understand that
may not be possible to present them in the same format.
 
I’ll talk to Chris Kern on Monday (he’s out today) to get his insight, and we can follow up with you
early next week.
 
FYI, the EIR Alternatives plans you provided are fine since they are expected to be somewhat more
generalized and not on a project-level.
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Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 4:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
See attached per second request. Is this sufficient?
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:23 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Thanks, Kate.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul,
 
Here’s the presentation. You’re correct we have no written description.
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We do plan to complete elevations for this option but have not yet done so. I’ll send along when
able.
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.


 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
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Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review
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o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to







accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


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


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Bollinger, Brett


(CPC); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 5:59:05 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png


Yes, the lead on the plaza variant design is our landscape architect (SWA), while the lead on early
site plans was the Manica Architecture team. The MANICA group has completed their site-wide
scope and is now focused on the arena and its more immediate surroundings.
 
As a relative layperson (i.e., not a designer nor a frequent peruser of EIRs), I have no problems
comparing the two proposed designs. But I’ll await further comment from this group.
 
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, March 27, 2015 5:23 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Ideally, the site plan (you provided yesterday) and the building elevation you provided today for this
project variant would be in the same format to what you we are presenting for the proposed project
design in the SEIR Project Description, since they are being considered on an equal basis, and thus,
so an apples-to-apples visual comparison can be made by the reader.  However, if you are using a
different architect and/or software program for this variant (can you confirm), we understand that
may not be possible to present them in the same format.
 
I’ll talk to Chris Kern on Monday (he’s out today) to get his insight, and we can follow up with you
early next week.
 
FYI, the EIR Alternatives plans you provided are fine since they are expected to be somewhat more
generalized and not on a project-level.
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Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 4:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
See attached per second request. Is this sufficient?
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:23 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Thanks, Kate.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul,
 
Here’s the presentation. You’re correct we have no written description.
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We do plan to complete elevations for this option but have not yet done so. I’ll send along when
able.
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.


 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
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Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review
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o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to







accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


 
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 (ADM)
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors project
Date: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 1:44:37 PM


I will respond to her tonight. I am with the warriors and will get some clarification
but can answer most off the top of my head.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Guerra, Claudia (CII)"
Date:03/25/2015 12:40 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)"
Cc: "Guerra, Claudia (CII)"
Subject: FW: Warriors project


Catherine,
 
I know you are off site today.  Do you want to schedule a quick meeting with Tiffany to discuss the
questions being asked below? Or do you just want to provide an answer to them via email – your
call.
 
Let me know either way.
 
Thanks,
 
Claudia
 
From: Cory Weinberg [mailto:cweinberg@bizjournals.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 11:57 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Cc: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: Warriors project
 
Hey Tiffany,


How are you? Anything new and exciting and fun in your world? I hope the finger is healing.


I had a few questions about the Warriors office project. Can we set up a quick phone call for this
week? The questions are these, off the top of my head:


What’s the timetable for the office space to get built? 
What kind of process would they have to go through since the project is entitled? 
When are designs expected to come out?
What role is Strada playing in this? 
Have you heard anything about this growing buzz that Uber is going to lease some of the
Warriors’ space too?


Best,



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

mailto:claudia.guerra@sfgov.org





Cory
-- 
Cory Weinberg
Reporter | Real Estate & Economic Development
San Francisco Business Times
(415) 288-4960
http://sanfrancisco.bizjournals.com/
Twitter: @coryweinberg
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From: Mary Lucas McDonald
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; joyce@orionenvironment.com
Subject: Warriors - Sea Level Rise Wording
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 11:53:43 AM


Hi Chris,
 
Thanks for the consolidated comments on the Warriors hydrology section. I wanted to check in with
you one wording change:
 
When referring to 2050 and 2100 inundation elevations that include 100-year storm surge, you have
asked us to use the term “100-year flood elevation” or “base flood elevation” in place of
“inundation elevation” (see Impact HY-7). We specifically avoided the terms you suggest because
this nomenclature implies a FEMA flood zone and FEMA has not endorsed the inundation maps.
 Maybe just the use of “flood elevation” in place of “inundation elevation” would work. What do you
think?
 
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: Paul Mitchell
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Bollinger, Brett


(CPC); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 5:23:10 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
Ideally, the site plan (you provided yesterday) and the building elevation you provided today for this
project variant would be in the same format to what you we are presenting for the proposed project
design in the SEIR Project Description, since they are being considered on an equal basis, and thus,
so an apples-to-apples visual comparison can be made by the reader.  However, if you are using a
different architect and/or software program for this variant (can you confirm), we understand that
may not be possible to present them in the same format.
 
I’ll talk to Chris Kern on Monday (he’s out today) to get his insight, and we can follow up with you
early next week.
 
FYI, the EIR Alternatives plans you provided are fine since they are expected to be somewhat more
generalized and not on a project-level.
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 4:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
See attached per second request. Is this sufficient?
 
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: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:23 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Thanks, Kate.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul,
 
Here’s the presentation. You’re correct we have no written description.
 
We do plan to complete elevations for this option but have not yet done so. I’ll send along when
able.
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
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for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.


 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
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Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This







update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).
o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates


are available at this time.
·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure


5.2-13 to remain?
o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We


will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Bollinger, Brett


(CPC); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 5:23:08 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
Ideally, the site plan (you provided yesterday) and the building elevation you provided today for this
project variant would be in the same format to what you we are presenting for the proposed project
design in the SEIR Project Description, since they are being considered on an equal basis, and thus,
so an apples-to-apples visual comparison can be made by the reader.  However, if you are using a
different architect and/or software program for this variant (can you confirm), we understand that
may not be possible to present them in the same format.
 
I’ll talk to Chris Kern on Monday (he’s out today) to get his insight, and we can follow up with you
early next week.
 
FYI, the EIR Alternatives plans you provided are fine since they are expected to be somewhat more
generalized and not on a project-level.
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 4:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
See attached per second request. Is this sufficient?
 
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: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:23 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Thanks, Kate.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul,
 
Here’s the presentation. You’re correct we have no written description.
 
We do plan to complete elevations for this option but have not yet done so. I’ll send along when
able.
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
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for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.


 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
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Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This







update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).
o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates


are available at this time.
·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure


5.2-13 to remain?
o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We


will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR) (ECN)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling: GSW Week Ahead Check-in
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 10:29:14 AM


Works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Wong, Phillip (MYR) (ECN)"
Date:03/23/2015 10:19 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Rich, Ken (MYR) (ECN)" ,"Gavin, John (ECN)" ,"Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" ,"Van
de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN)"
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (ADM)"
Subject: Rescheduling: GSW Week Ahead Check-in


Hello all,
 
The Mayor is making a request to have a standing meeting time with Ken on Mondays at 2:30pm.  I
apologize for the frequently errant rescheduling of this meeting.
Can we move to 1:30pm on Mondays starting April 13th?
 
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
 
 


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) On Behalf Of Rich, Ken (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2014 2:54 PM
To: Rich, Ken (MYR); Gavin, John (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: GSW Week Ahead Check-in
When: Monday, March 23, 2015 2:30 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: Ken's Office; Call-in #: 877-336-1828, Access Code: 955112
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors project
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 8:59:00 AM
Attachments: Warriors" Info Memo - Item 8(a) - April 29 Spec Comm mtg.pdf


MBS GSW Major Phase Infor Memo.pdf


I talked with the Warriors yesterday. See the responses 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: Guerra, Claudia (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 12:41 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: FW: Warriors project
 
Catherine,
 
I know you are off site today.  Do you want to schedule a quick meeting with Tiffany to discuss the
questions being asked below? Or do you just want to provide an answer to them via email – your
call.
 
Let me know either way.
 
Thanks,
 
Claudia
 


From: Cory Weinberg [mailto:cweinberg@bizjournals.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 11:57 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Cc: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: Warriors project
 
Hey Tiffany,


How are you? Anything new and exciting and fun in your world? I hope the finger is healing.


I had a few questions about the Warriors office project. Can we set up a quick phone call for this
week? The questions are these, off the top of my head:


What’s the timetable for the office space to get built? – THE OFFICE WIL BE BUILT AT THE
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126-0852014-002 	 Agenda Item No 8 (a) 
Meeting of December 16, 2014 



INFORMATIONAL MEMORANDUM 



TO: 	Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure 



FROM: 	Tiffany Bohee 
Executive Director 



SUBJECT: Informational Memorandum on the Major Phase for the Golden State Warriors 
Event Center and Mixed-Use Development on Blocks 29 to 32 in the Mission Bay 
South Redevelopment Project Area 



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 



GSW Arena LLC ("GSW"), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC, which owns and 
operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association ("NBA") team, proposes to 
construct a multi-purpose event center and a variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open 
space and structured parking ("GSW Project") on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) 
within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco. The project site is 
bounded by South Street on the north, Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, and by 
the future planned realigned Terry A. Francois Boulevard on the east. GSW has entered into an 
agreement to purchase the project site from the current site owner, an affiliate of salesforce.com . 



The GSW has submitted a Major Phase for Blocks 29-32, pursuant to the Mission Bay South 
Owner Participation Agreement, that will supplant the salesforce.com  Major Phase for Blocks 
29-32 ("GSW Major Phase"). The Major Phase will serve as a detailed master plan for the GSW 
Project, which will include an 18,000-seat state-of-the-art event center and two prominent office 
buildings with about 500,000 leasable square feet of office space, surrounding an open space 
plaza of civic importance. In addition to the event center and office space, the project will 
include up to 61,000 leasable square feet of retail (including a food hall), automobile and bicycle 
parking, service and loading areas and a series of smaller open spaces. 



The GSW has been working with its design team, led by Manica Architecture with concept 
design input by Snohetta, both of which are world renowned architectural firms. The design 
goals for the GSW Project are to create a vibrant, urban environment that is well-integrated with 
the growing Mission Bay neighborhood, contributes to the vitality of Mission Bay's street life 
and helps activate the pedestrian realm. Unlike typical suburban event center projects, the GSW 
Project will integrate the event center with the surrounding neighborhood, with publicly- 
accessible and active uses on the ground floor such as retail, restaurants, and open spaces. A 
central plaza along 3 rd Street will be open to the public and will include cafes, retail offerings, 
and other inviting uses to activate the site on a daily basis. 



Since the Mission Bay South Design for Development ("Design for Development") regulations, 
which control the design of the site, for Blocks 29-32 were focused on office and retail uses 
versus an event center, the Design for Development will require amendments by the Commission 
to allow the proposed GSW Project. The proposed Design for Development Amendments 
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principally relate to height of the event center, building massing, number of towers, tower 
separation, and bulk. In no case will the GSW Project exceed the 160' height limit or otherwise 
be inconsistent with the standards set forth in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan. 



The GSW is developing a Transportation Management Plan ("TMP") for the GSW Project. The 
TMP will include the proposed transportation management plan for event center events, 
including staging areas for transit, street closures, traffic routing, and locations of traffic control 
officers. The goals of the TMP are to maximize safety for all site visitors, and promote the use 
of sustainable alternatives to vehicular use, including walking, bicycling, and use of all modes of 
transit to reduce the overall transportation impacts of the GSW Projects to the adjacent 
neighborhood. 



The Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee ("CAC") has discussed the GSW Project, and 
related topics, at eight meetings since May 2014. In addition to meeting with the CAC, the GSW 
and OCII/City staff have also held numerous meetings with other stakeholders. Comments 
received to date focus on design, traffic congestion/parking, events management, and 
construction impacts. 



The Planning Commission will be holding an informational workshop on the GSW Major Phase 
at its December 18, 2015 meeting. The Commission will also hold a workshop on the GSW 
Major Phase on January 6, 2015. Once both Commissions have provided comments on the 
Major Phase, the GSW will move into the next stage of design with the Schematic Designs for 
the individual buildings and open space areas anticipated to be presented to the Commissions in 
spring 2015. No official actions can be made related to the GSW Project until further 
environmental impact review is completed and certified by the Commission, anticipated to occur 
in late summer/early fall 2015. 



BACKGROUND 



Golden State Warriors Project Site 



GSW Arena LLC ("GSW"), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC, which owns and 
operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association ("NBA") team, proposes to 
construct a multi-purpose event center and a variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open 
space and structured parking ("GSW Project") on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) 
within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco (see Exhibit A for a 
location map). The project site is bounded by South Street on the north, Third Street on the west, 
16th Street on the south, and by the future planned realigned Terry A. Francois Boulevard on the 
east. The project site is across Third Street from the University of California, San Francisco 
("UCSF") research campus and near the future UCSF Medical Center. The San Francisco Bay 
and the future public park Park P22 are located across Terry A. Francois Boulevard from the 
development site. GSW has entered into an agreement to purchase the project site from the 
current site owner, an affiliate of salesforce.com . 
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Major Phase Submission Requirements 



The Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement ("OPA") between OCII and FOCIL-MB 
and the Interagency Cooperation Agreement ("ICA") between OCII and City departments 
establish the protocols for development approvals in Mission Bay South. Under these 
agreements, FOCIL-MB, or a third party developer such as the GSW, is required to submit its 
overall plans for development in "Major Phases" of one or more land use blocks. 



As specified in the OPA, Major Phase submissions provide information on proposed land uses 
and intensities of development, height, bulk, and massing of future buildings, location and 
general design of open space, and the subdivision of blocks into building parcels. Each Major 
Phase application must also specify the required infrastructure improvements to be built in 
association with the blocks, including street and utility construction and streetscape 
improvements. 



Major Phases do not present schematic designs for individual buildings. Schematic design 
applications for individual development projects within a Major Phase are submitted to the 
Commission for review following Major Phase approval and must be consistent with the 
requirements established for each Major Phase. 



Previous Major Phase Approvals 



The GSW's proposed Major Phase includes Blocks 29 to 32 ("GSW Major Phase"). There were 
two previously approved Major Phases for these blocks. 



The first Major Phase for these blocks was approved by the former Redevelopment Commission, 
for a prior owner, Alexandria Real Estate Equities ("ARE"), on June 20, 2006 (Resolution No. 
84-2006). ARE did not develop the blocks and sold them, along with Blocks 26 (Parcel 1), 27 
(Parcel 1), 33 and 34 to salesforce.com . Saleforce.com  then proposed an alternative Major Phase 
for its entire campus, including Blocks 26 (Parcel 1), 27 (Parcel 1), and 29 to 34, which was 
approved by the former Redevelopment Commission on September 20, 2011 (Resolution No. 97-
2011), and which supplanted the previous ARE Major Phase for Blocks 29 to 32. 



The current GSW Major Phase submittal will serve as a completely revised Major Phase 
submittal for Blocks 29 — 32 and supplant the salesforce.com  Major Phase for Blocks 29-32. 



DISCUSSION 



GSW Major Phase Overview  



The GSW Major Phase application calls for a little over one million leasable square feet of event 
center and mixed-use development on 11 acres in Mission Bay South. The Major Phase will 
serve as a detailed master plan for the GSW Project, which will include a state-of-the-art event 
center and two prominent office buildings, surrounding an open space plaza of civic importance. 
In addition to the event center and office space, the project will include retail, automobile and 
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bicycle parking, service and loading areas and a series of smaller open spaces. The entire GSW 
Major Phase is included as Exhibit B. 



The design team is led by Manica Architecture with concept design input by Snohetta, both of 
which are world renowned architectural firms with extensive expertise in major civic buildings 
and sports facilities. 



Key Design Goals 
The fundamental design goal for the GSW Project, as described in the GSW Major Phase, is to 
create a vibrant, urban environment that will be well-integrated with the growing Mission Bay 
neighborhood. Another key design goal is to ensure that the future campus contributes to the 
vitality of Mission Bay's street life and helps activate the pedestrian realm. Unlike typical 
suburban event center projects that often have a single event center surrounded by a sea of 
parking, the GSW Project will integrate the event center with the surrounding neighborhood, 
with publicly-accessible and active uses on the ground floor such as retail, restaurants, and open 
spaces. Each building will have its own entrance and the site will be very permeable, with 
access points off all major streets. A central plaza along 3 rd Street, discussed in more detail 
below, will be open to the public and will include cafes, retail offerings, and other inviting uses 
to activate the site on a daily basis. 



Land Use Program 
The GSW Major Phase provides for the development of an 18,000 seat event center, about half a 
million leasable square feet of office space, between 50,470 and 61,100 leasable square feet of 
new retail space, and a series publicly accessible open spaces, as well as 1,082 parking spaces 
(950 of which would be on Blocks 29-32 and the other 132 spaces located in an existing South 
Street garage) and ancillary service and circulation areas. The mix of uses is designed to ensure 
that the site is active not only during an event, but at all other times as well through the inclusion 
of office and retail uses to provide employment and retail opportunities for the surrounding 
neighborhood and larger San Francisco community. The land use program is summarized in 
Table 1 and the GSW Major Phase application is included in this memo as Exhibit B. 



Building Massing and Height 
The massing proposed in the Major Phase is intended to reinforce Mission Bay's urban setting 
while also being sensitive to the surrounding context. The proposed roughly circular-shaped 
event center building would be located in the central-east portion of the site. The event center 
building would be approximately 135 feet at its roof peak, and would include multiple levels of 
varying elevations with a northeast facing "bayfront terrace" located on the northeast facade. The 
event center would include a wide variety of facilities, including spectator seating and suites, 
restaurants/bars and clubs, meeting rooms and event hall; spectator support facilities such as food 
service/kitchens, concessions, merchandising and restrooms; GSW management offices and 
practice facility; media support facilities; and event center operations such as loading, staging 
and marshaling areas, mechanical/electrical/ plumbing space, and storage and maintenance 
facilities. The bayfront terrace would be accessible to visitors via a separate exterior entry 
located on the event center's northeastern façade, so the space could be used during no-event 
times. 
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TABLE 1 
SUMMARY OF PROPOSED PROJECT FACILITIES 



Project Component Characteristic 



Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity 18,064 seats 



Size 



Event Center 
Office Space 
Retail Space 
Total Building Area 



Total LSFa 



506,500 
503,900 



50,470-61,100 
1,061,900-1,071,500 LSF 



Height/Levels 
Event Center 
Office and Retail Buildings 



Retail-only Buildings 



135 feet 
160 feet (11 stories) total [90-foot (6-story) podiums with 70-foot 



(5-story) towers above]; retail uses within street level and plaza-level 
floors 



41 feet in market hall building northeast corner of site; 38 feet in 
gatehouse building along Third Street 



Parking/Loading Spaces Blocks 29-32: 
950 parking stalls below-grade or at-grade (concealed by Third Street 
Plaza) 
13 truck docks below-grade 



Existing off-site at 450 South Street Parking Garage: 
132 parking stalls 



Vehicular Access Access point for autos and all large trucks on 16th Street at Illinois Street 
Access point for autos and small trucks on South Street at Bridgeview 



Way 



Open Space 3.2 acres 



NOTES: 



LSF = leasable square feet. 



a The,maximum commercial and retail square footage allowed under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan is tracked by leasable square footage. 



b The GSW are negotiating with UCSF to purchase the rights to develop additional retail square footage on-site. As a result, there is a range of the amount of retail 



square footage that is being proposed, with the lower range being the amount that would be developed if the GSW is unable to obtain the additional retail rights. 



Two office and retail buildings would be located on the west side of the project site, at the corner 
of Third Street and South Street (northwest corner of site) and at the corner of Third Street and 
16th Street (site southwest corner). The two office and retail buildings would each consist of 11 
stories (160 feet tall); each office and retail building would consist of a podium ground level plus 
5 podium levels (90 feet tall), with a 5 story (70 foot) tower (with smaller floorplate than the 
podium) above. These buildings could serve a variety of office and/or research and development 
uses. 



Retail uses are planned to occupy several areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the two 
office and retail buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the event center 
(including in the "gatehouse" building, which has a sloping height from 28 to 32 feet, located 
along Third Street), and 41-foot high retail building along Terry A. Francois Boulevard and 
South Street, which would contain the "food hall," a retail concept similar to the Ferry Building. 



Three levels of enclosed on-site parking (two below grade, and one concealed at street level) 
providing 950 parking spaces would be located below the office and retail buildings and plaza 
areas. In addition, the GSW has the right to 132 existing parking spaces at the garage located at 
450 South Street. Parking for the office and retail uses will be provided at a ratio consistent with 
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the Design for Development (i.e. 1 parking space per 1,000 gross square feet of office space and 
up to the maximum allowed for retail uses, which ranges from 1 space per 200 to 500 gross 
square feet depending on the amount and type of retail per building). Based on studies of 
parking demand at the GSW's current location, and taking into consideration accessibility to 
transit of the Block 29-32 site, the GSW have proposed to provide parking for the event center 
equal to 1 parking space per 32 seats and to also take advantage of the opportunities to share the 
office parking in the evenings and weekends when the majority of the daily workers have left to 
provide additional parking space for evening events. 



Public Open Space 
The GSW Project will include approximately 3.2 acres of publically accessible open space areas 
that will be comprised of two primary plazas (one-along 3 r  Street and one at the southeast corner 
of the site) and additional paved or landscaped areas. The main 3rd Street plaza is raised eight 
feet above the Third Street sidewalk and will be roughly equivalent in area to the central flat 
plaza area at Union Square and the main plaza at Rockefeller Center. The plaza will be 
programed to activate it on a daily basis in conjunction with the activity generated by the 
fronting retail uses at the base of the surrounding buildings. The smaller southeast plaza at the 
corner of Terry Francois and 16th Street leads into the secondary entrance to the event center. In 
addition to the plazas, there is a publicly accessible green roof on top of the food hall, with 
public walkways that wrap around the exterior of the north and eastern-sides of the event center 
to connect the main plaza to the food hall, bayfront overlook, main concourse entry and bayfront 
terrace exterior entry.. 



In addition to providing active gathering spaces, the open spaces will serve to move people to 
and from the event center events in an organized manner, allowing for adequate staging areas to 
avoid spilling of pedestrians onto the surrounding sidewalks and streets. The corners at 3rd 
Street and 16th and South Streets have been expanded to allow for pedestrian staging for transit. 
Once the GSW select a landscape architecture team, the design of all of the open space areas will 
be further detailed and presented as part of the schematic design review process. 



Circulation, Transit and Automobile and Bicycle Parking 
All parking and loading for the site is located below ground, or concealed at grade, and is 
accessed through two garage entries, one at the intersection of 16 th  and Illinois Streets and the 
other mid-block along South Street, between 3 rd Street and Terry Francois Boulevard. Truck 
loading will only take place at the 16 th  Street entrance, with the retail parking using the South 
Street entrance. The GSW Project is currently proposing 950 underground parking spaces within 
Blocks 29-32, with an additional 132 parking spaces located in an existing garage at 450 South 
Street, for a total of 1,082 spaces to serve the GSW Project. While determining the appropriate 
number of on-site parking spaces, opportunities for sharing parking between the daytinie office 
uses and the larger night/weekend event center uses is assumed. In addition, the Transportation 
Management Plan ("TMP") (discussed below) is being developed to encourage people to utilize 
transit and other alternative modes of transportation to minimize the need for vehicle parking and 
minimize the traffic impacts surrounding the site. Through the TMP and environmental review 
processes, City/OCII staff will be continuing to work with the GSW to ensure the proposed 
parking ratios for the GSW Project provide adequate parking based on anticipated number of 
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people that will drive to the site, while ensuring that transit use is prioritized to minimize traffic 
impacts to the surrounding neighborhoods. 



The GSW Project is incorporating bicycle facilities to encourage bicycling to and from the site 
and to take advantage of the dedicated bike lanes planned or existing on 16th Street, Illinois St. 
and Terry Francois Boulevard. In addition to enclosed bicycle storage for the office/retail 
buildings (111 spaces) and bicycle racks on the sidewalks surrounding the site (75 spaces), the 
GSW Project will include a secure permanent bike valet for approximately 300 bicycles which 
will likely be operated on a valet basis during major events. The bike valet will be located either 
on-site along 16th Street or Terry Francois Boulevard, where the bicycle lanes serving the site 
are located. The GSW have also asked to explore the possibility of locating the bike valet in the 
adjacent Park P22 so that it would be available for other users of the park, which will serve as a 
regional facility. However, since it is unknown at this time the design implications and costs 
related to that proposal, the GSW Project is assuming the bike valet will be located on-site at this 
time. The GSW Project will also include space within the plaza areas to allow for occasional 
temporary bike corrals with a capacity of at least additional 100 spaces for larger events 
anticipated to attract higher numbers of bicycle riders. Appropriate locations for the City's Bike 
Share pods are being explored to connect the event center to the city system. 



The GSW Project will be well-served by local transit. The site sits on the Third Street Light Rail 
line (T 3 rd Street), which will see increased service with completion of the Central Subway. The 
55-16th  Street motor coach will begin service to Mission Bay from the 16 th  Street BART station 
in early 2015, with the extension of the 22 Fillmore trolley coach following. Both lines will 
travel north along Third Street in front of the site. The Caltrain station is located less than a half- 
mile north from the site at 4 th and King, with another Caltrain station located to the south at 22nd 
Street. 



Public Art 
The GSW Project will be required to comply with the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan 
Art Requirement that requires any development with 25,000 gross square feet or more of retail 
and commercial uses to install art on-site or pay a fee to OCII for use for art in public park, in an 
amount equal to 1% of the hard costs of initial construction of projects. A project can include a 
combination of on-site art and off-site fees to meet the 1% requirement. The GSW will be hiring 
an arts consultant as part of its professional services team to help develop a public arts program 
for the project and an arts proposal will be presented as part of the schematic design review. 



Sustainable Design Strategies 
The GSW Project would be subject to a number of sustainability requirements, including the 
California CalGreen Code, City of San Francisco Green Building Code, and the 2012 NBA 
Arena Design Standards — Sustainability Requirements. The project would be designed to 
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEEDS) Gold standards using a campus 
approach, whereby each individual proposed structure as well as the overall site would qualify 
for individual Gold ratings. This would be achieved through incorporation of a variety of design 
features and implementation of practices during construction and operation to provide energy 
and water conservation and efficiency, encourage alternative transportation above and beyond 
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that required for LEED certification, promote a healthy indoor environment, minimize waste, 
and maximize recycling opportunities. 



Public Open Space 
The site of the approximately 5.5-acre Park P22 is located to the west of the site, across Terry A. 
Francois Boulevard. Pursuant to the existing San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development 
Corporation ("BCDC") permit for Mission Bay, the development of Blocks 29-32 will trigger the 
requirement to development Park P22. The design for Park P22 will be developed through a 
public review process that is scheduled to start in early 2015, working closely with the GSW and 
other key stakeholders. Since Park P22 is located on Port property, both the OCII and the Port 
Commissions will need to approve the schematic design for Park P22, anticipated to occur in 
mid-2015. 



Parks P23 and P24 comprise about 1.9 acres of land and are located to the south of the project 
site, across 16th Street. The former Redevelopment Commission approved the schematic 
designs for the two parks on February 16, 2010 (Resolution No. 17-2010) and construction on 
the two parks will start in mid-2015 once the underlying stormwater pump station located in Park 
P23 is complete. 



Infrastructure Improvements 
To serve the GSW Project, as well as the larger transportation needs of the Mission Bay South 
Project Area, public streets around the project will be improved. Improvements to South Street, 
16th  Street, Terry A. Francois Boulevard, Illinois Street and Third Street will be completed, 
consistent with the Infrastructure Plan, except for the striping of the roadways, which is proposed 
to differ from the Infrastructure Plan to allow for safe movement of pedestrians, bicycles, and 
vehicles around the site. New sidewalks will be built, and other pedestrian elements such as new 
trees, pedestrian scaled lighting, trash cans, and bike racks will be installed as part of the 
approved Mission Bay South Master Streetscape Plan. 



New joint utility trench, wet utilities and recycled water lines will be installed as part of the street 
improvement work on Terry A. Francois Boulevard, 16 th  Street and Illinois Street. New sewer 
lines will be installed along Illinois Street. 



Proposed Amendments to the Design for Development Standards 



In Mission Bay South, the design of development is regulated by the Design for Development. 
Since the Design for Development regulations for Blocks 29-32 were focused on office and retail 
uses, versus an event center, the Design for Development will require amendments to allow the 
proposed GSW Project. Appendix A of the GSW Major Phase (included in Exhibit B of this 
memo) summarizes the amendments to the Design for Development that would need to allow the 
proposed GSW Project ("Design for Development Amendments"). The proposed Design for 
Development Amendments principally relate to height of the event center, building massing, 
number of towers, tower separation, and bulk. In no case will the GSW Project exceed the 160- 
foot height limit or otherwise be inconsistent with the standards set forth in the Mission Bay 
South Redevelopment Plan. The proposed Design for Development Amendments would be 
adopted prior to approval of the Major Phase, anticipated in late summer/early fall 2015. 
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Transportation Management Plan  



The GSW are working with OCII/City staff and community to create a Transportation 
Management Plan ("TMP") for the GSW Project. The draft TMP will be finalized in early 2015. 
Appendix B in the GSW Major Phase (Exhibit B of this memo) includes a description of what 
will be contained in the final TMP and outlines the proposed transportation management plan for 
event center events, including staging areas for transit, street closures, traffic routing, and 
locations of traffic control officers. The goals of the TMP are to maximize safety for all site 
visitors, promote the use of sustainable alternatives to vehicular use, including walking, 
bicycling, and use of all modes of transit to reduce the overall transportation impacts of the GSW 
Projects to the adjacent neighborhood. The TMP will continue to be refined as the project is 
developed and as part of the environmental review process. Some of the key features of the 
proposed TMP are: 



• 16th  Street Reconfiguration: Reconfigure the right-of-way of 16 th  Street between 3rd 
Street and Terry A. Francois Boulevard to allow vehicle access at the GSW Project's 
primary driveway, while providing safe staging for transit and creating a safer 
environment for bicyclists. 



• Parking Control Officers ("PCOs"): Locate PCOs at key intersections and garage 
entries pre- and post-events. 



• Transit Staging: Protect transit areas along the southwest, northwest and western sides 
of the site to ensure ease of movement of buses and Muni trains. 



• Drop-off Staging: Locate drop offs for taxis, paratransit, pedicabs, and black cars along 
the east and northeast sides of the site. 



• Temporary Street Closures: Temporarily close northbound 3 rd Street and portions of 
South, Illinois, and 16 th  Streets after a "peak" (basketball game or large concert) event. 



• Travel Demand Strategies: Identify a list of strategies, such as parking pricing and 
smartphone apps, to discourage the use of cars and encourage the use of alternative 
modes of transportation and other incentives, such as transit, to and from the site. 



Citizens Advisory Committee and Community Outreach Program 



The Mission Bay CAC is the official community group leading the community process for the 
GSW Project. The CAC has discussed the GSW Project, and related topics, at its May, August, 
September, October, November and December 2014 meetings, including a two-session 
workshop on the GSW Major Phase in September, with topics ranging from the overall project 
concept, site plan, GSW Major Phase, and transportation management plan. In addition to 
meeting with the CAC, the GSW and OCII/City staff have also outreached to other stakeholders, 
including: 



• Mission Bay life science community 
• Neighborhood leaders from: South Beach, Rincon Hill, Mission Bay, Dogpatch, and 



Potrero Hill 
• UCSF 
• San Francisco Giants 
• San Francisco Bicycle Coalition 
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• San Francisco Walk 
• Local residents and business/merchants 



Comments received from the CAC and larger community fall within the following main 
categories: 



1) Design and Massing 
• Bayfront terrace height and design 
• Height and setback along the pedestrian edge of site and throughout buildings 
• Local wind patterns 
• High quality of design and creation of needed open space 
• Excitement about an active area with commercial (food) retail options 
• Understanding of great need for more office/lab space in area 



2) Traffic Congestion and Parking 
• Access to hospital, residents, and businesses during events 
• Adequate transit to serve the site 
• Location of parking 
• Traffic control 
• AT&T Park and GSW events on the same day 
• Street closures and local access 
• Adequate bicycle parking and infrastructure 



3) Event Management 
• Crowd control and security 
• Trash and physical impacts on adjacent properties 



4) Construction Impacts 
• Noise, dust control, traffic, and vibration 



Where appropriate, comments related to the overall design of the project, such as reducing the 
massing of the bayfront terrace and planning for transportation management controls, have been 
addressed in the GSW Major Phase and TMP. Some comments, such as adequate policing and 
clean-up, are under development in plans that will be presented at future CAC meetings. Other 
issues, such as dust and noise, will be further addressed through the environmental impact report 
and required mitigation measures. 



Equal Opportunity Program and Compliance with OCII Policies 



The GSW shall comply with OCII's Equal Opportunity Program and have worked closely with 
contract compliance staff to comply with the Small Business Enterprise ("SBE") Program on this 
development. The GSW have undertaken an extensive outreach process to identify opportunities 
for SBE participation in the project. To offer opportunities to the greatest extent possible to 
small businesses and ensure their maximum participation, the GSW made deliberate efforts to 
divide scopes of work, including those for partnership opportunities with prime consultants. The 











126-0852014-002 	 Page 11 



GSW identified approximately 50 professional services opportunities and undertook a multi-
stage solicitation effort. Requests for qualifications ("RFQ") were issued first to allow small 
businesses a quick and easy way to submit interests and qualifications. This was followed by 
issuance of request for proposals ("RFP") to shortlisted firms to ascertain, in further detail, firm 
qualifications, approaches to the requested scope of work, and costs. Interviews were conducted 
to ensure the best possible selection and, in some instances, connect small businesses for teaming 
arrangements. While time consuming, the GSW made particular efforts to ensure full 
consideration of all firms desiring to participate in this project. 



The GSW issued its RFQ on May 27, 2014 and held a pre-submittal conference on June 9, 2014, 
both of which were well received and well attended. The RFQ was provided to 525 businesses 
and the pre-submittal meeting was attended by over 150 attendees. Publication of the RFQ and 
announcement of the pre-submittal meeting were not only advertised on OCII's and GSW's 
websites but notices were also sent directly to small businesses in the design and professional 
services industries. The GSW's outreach effort drew 384 responses to the RFQ, of which 146 
were from SBEs (38% of the total responses). 



Due to the extensive process needed to screen and select firms, the GSW are proceeding to build 
its design and consultant team in a two phase approach: firms with disciplines that are needed 
immediately, such as architects, are being selected in the first phase (currently in progress), while 
disciplines that are not needed until a later date, such as testing and inspection, are being selected 
in the second phase, which is anticipated to occur early to mid- next year. To date the GSW have 
shortlisted, obtained proposals, and interviewed about half of the disciplines needed for this 
project, with efforts continuing. The GSW have awarded 20 of the disciplines thus far, 
approximately 50% of which is going to SBEs. For informational purposes, GSW projects 
approximately 35% minority-owned business participation and 20% women-owned business 
participation, reflecting the diversity of the City and County of San Francisco in its team. 



While the GSW are continuing to assemble its design and consultant team, OCII's discussion 
with the GSW and preliminary review of the GSW's procurement strategy and road map indicate 
that the GSW are on its way to meet the 50% SBE goal for professional services when its team is 
fully assembled. The GSW remain committed to OCII's SBE Program and continue to provide a 
good mix of diversity and opportunities for small businesses that would not otherwise have the 
opportunity to work on such as unique project as the GSW Project. 



During the construction phase of this project, the GSW have expressed its commitment to 
meeting OCII's requirements and goals, which include the 50% SBE construction subcontracting 
participation goal, payment of prevailing wages and the 50% local construction workforce hiring 
goal. Additionally, permanent hiring will be subject to the Mission Bay South Owner 
Participation Agreement in accordance with the City's First Source Hiring Program, which will 
ensure that San Francisco residents are given first consideration for the project's permanent 
entry-level employment, with a 50% goal of the entry-level positions being filled by San 
Francisco residents. 
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CEQA Environmental Review 



As part of its actions on September 17, 1998 establishing the Mission Bay Redevelopment 
Project Areas, the former Redevelopment Commission certified the project's Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report ("FSEIR"), adopted California Environmental Quality Act 
("CEQA") findings, adopted a series of mitigation measures, and established a comprehensive 
system for mitigation monitoring. The Board of Supervisors, the Planning Commission, and 
various City departments adopted similar findings and mitigation monitoring plans. This FSEIR 
includes by reference a number of addenda. 



The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR 
under CEQA Guidelines 1518. The Mission Bay FSEIR analyzed the environmental impacts 
associated with the development program proposed for the entire plan area, including the 
program under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, which includes Blocks 29-32. Thus, 
under CEQA, the proposed GSW Project is considered a subsequent activity under the Mission 
Bay South Redevelopment program. However, the FSEIR did not anticipate the development of 
an event center on Blocks 29-32, so a focused EIR will be prepared to analyze the difference in 
impacts identified for the proposed project from those disclosed in 1998; the focused EIR will be 
a Subsequent EIR. ("SEIR") per CEQA Guidelines Section 15162. OCII is considered the lead 
agency under CEQA for the SEIR, and the Commission will be responsible for certification of 
the SEIR. 



As the first step in the preparation of the SEIR pursuant to CEQA, OCII released a Notice of 
Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report ("NOP") for the GSW Project on November 19, 
2014, which was provided to the Commission as part of their December 2, 2014 packet, with a 
Scoping Meeting having been held on December 9, 2014 and comments due by December 19, 
2014. Comments received during the scoping period will be incorporated into the Draft SEIR, 
which is anticipated to be released in spring 2015. The NOP includes an initial study that 
contains a project description and analyzes which environmental impact categories will not have 
new, additional, or modified significant impacts from those disclosed in the 1998 document, and 
which require further study in the SEIR. The draft of the SEIR is anticipated to be released for 
public review in spring 2015. 



No official actions can be made related to the GSW Project until the SEW has been certified by 
the Commission, anticipated to occur in late summer/early fall 2015. As a result, no action on 
the GSW Major Phase can be made at this time, but it will return to the Commission for official 
action once the SEIR has been certified. 



Next Steps 



The GSW Major Phase is the first of many stages to arrive at the final approvals of the GSW 
Project. The Commission will hold a workshop on the GSW Major Phase on January 6, 2015. 
Since the SEW is not certified, the Commission will not take action on the GSW Major Phase at 
that meeting. However, comments received will direct the next stage of design for the GSW 
Project. 
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Once the Schematic Designs have gone through a public review process, including the 
Commission, the GSW will begin working on the Design Development and Construction 
Drawings. It is anticipated that all of the Commission actions would occur at the same meeting 
as the certification of Final SEIR. The GSW are planning on completing the project no later than 
the start of the 2018 basketball season. 



The following is a summary of the anticipated schedule for review and approval of the GSW 
Project: 



• Planning Commission Review of GSW Major Phase — December 18, 2014 
• OCII Commission Review of GSW Major Phase — January 6, 2015 
• CAC Review of Schematic Designs — early 2015 
• OCII/Planning Commission Review of Schematic Designs — early spring 2015 
• Release of Draft SEW — spring 2015 
• OCII Commission Certification of Final SEW - late summer/early fall 2015 
• OCII Commission Approval of Design for Development Amendments, GSW Major 



Phase, and Schematic Designs - late summer/early fall 2015 
• Planning Commission Approval of Schematic Designs for Office Buildings - late 



summer/early fall 2015 



OCII Commission Review 
Once Commission has provided comments on the Major Phase, the GSW will move into the next 
stage of design with Schematic Designs for the individual buildings and open space areas. As 
with the GSW Major Phase, when the Commission reviews the schematic designs this spring, it 
will be workshop versus action item, as the SEW will not be certified. Once the Commission 
certifies the Final SEIR, then it can approve all the actions needed to allow the GSW Project, 
including the Design for Development Amendments, Major Phase, and Schematic Designs. It is 
anticipated that the Final SEW will be ready for certification in late summer/early fall 2015 with 
project approval occurring at the same time. 



There may also be amendments to other documents, such as the Mission Bay South Signage 
Plan, but further work on the design is necessary to identify what amendments may be needed. 
A detailed list of any other actions that the Commission will take on the associated Mission Bay 
documents will be provided as part of the schematic design review, and would occur after the 
Final SEW is certified. 



Planning Commission Review 
While the Planning Commission does not have approval authority under the Mission Bay Plan 
for the GSW Major Phase or Design for Development Amendments, pursuant to the OPA all 
Major Phases as referred to the Planning Director for review and comment, which can include 
review and comment by the Planning Commission. Due to the significance of the GSW Project, 
the Planning Director has referred review of the GSW Major Phase to the Planning Commission 
which will be holding a workshop on the proposed Major Phase on Thursday, December 18, 
2014 to provide comments on the GSW Major Phase. Per the Mission Bay Plan, the Planning 
Commission does have oversight over the office allocation for the office components of the 
project, so the schematic designs for the Prop M office buildings included in the GSW Project 
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will require Planning Commission final approval. (While the office space for this project has 
already been allocated and deducted from the City's cumulative office cap according to prior 
approvals granted to Alexandria, the allocation was conditioned on subsequent Planning 
Commission review of actual building designs as has been the protocol throughout Mission Bay.) 
As with the Commission, the Planning Commission will not be able take final action on the 
schematic designs until the OCII Commission has certified the Final SEIR. 



In addition to the review of the GSW Project by the Planning Commission, Planning Department 
staff and the Planning Director have been involved throughout the design review for the project 
at a staff level, along with representatives from SFMTA and the Office of Economic and 
Workforce Development. 



(Originated by Cat ine Reilly Project Manager) 



Tiffa 
Execut 



y ohee 
ye Direct r 
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Mission Bay Location Map 
Exhibit B: 
	



Blocks 29-32 Major Phase 
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SAME TIME AS THE ARENA, WHICH IS ANTICIAPTED TO START CONSTRUCTION AT
THE END OF 2015.
What kind of process would they have to go through since the project is entitled? THE OFFICE IS
BEING ANALYZED/REVIEWED AS PART OF THE OVERALL GOLDEN STATE
WARRIORS EVENT CENTER AND MIXED USE PROJECT.  SEE ATTACHED MEMO
OUTLINING THE OVERALL REVIEW PROCESS FOR THE PROJECT.  WHILE THE SITE
ALREADY HAS THE PROP M ALLOCATION, THE PLANNING COMMISSION, ALONG
WITH THE OCII COMMISSION, WILL NEED TO APPROVE THE DESIGN OF THE OFFICE
BUILDINGS.
When are designs expected to come out? – THE MISSION BAY CITIZENS ADVISORY
COMMITTEE HAS BEEN REVIEWING THE DESIGNS AS THEY PROGRESS.  THEY
REVIEWED THE PROPOSED SCHEMATIC DESIGNS FOR THE ARENA AND EASTERN
RETAIL SPACES AT THE MARCH 12TH MEETING AND WILL BE REVIEWING THE
OFFICE/3RD STREET PLAZA AREAS AT THEIR APRIL 9TH MEETING.
What role is Strada playing in this? STRADA IS THE ENTITLEMENT CONSULTANT.
Have you heard anything about this growing buzz that Uber is going to lease some of the
Warriors’ space too? HAVE NOT HEARD ANYTHING ABOUT THIS RUMOR.  THE
WARRIORS ARE TALKING TO SEVERAL POTENTIAL TENANTS, BUT HAVE NOT
PROVIDED ANY NAMES.


Best,
Cory
-- 
Cory Weinberg
Reporter | Real Estate & Economic Development
San Francisco Business Times
(415) 288-4960
http://sanfrancisco.bizjournals.com/
Twitter: @coryweinberg
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam


(ECN); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 4:45:36 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png


See attached per second request. Is this sufficient?
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:23 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Thanks, Kate.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul,
 
Here’s the presentation. You’re correct we have no written description.
 
We do plan to complete elevations for this option but have not yet done so. I’ll send along when
able.
 
Kate
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.


 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
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As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
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flight path.
o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.


·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please
provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in







the TMP to see if need to be revised
o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently


contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


 
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: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Warriors trip gen memo
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 2:40:35 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
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We want to give them the whole memo in case they want to delve deeper. So yes, we want the 150 pg doc.
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 2:40 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: RE: Warriors trip gen memo
 
Does this table work? I took this from the 150 page travel demand memo, which I am sure they do not want the whole document.
 


 
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 2:33 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Warriors trip gen memo
 
Can you email this to me, we are going to include it as an attachment to our email back to BAAQMD.
 
 
 
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
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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: HPS CAC
To: info@hpscac.com
Subject: Meetings reminder: Tonight the Shipyard CAC"s Environmental & Reuse (6:00pm) and Executive (7:00pm)


Subcomittees meet.
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 12:02:04 PM
Attachments: Environmental & Reuse Agenda 3-23-2015 rvsd 3-20-15.pdf


Executive meeting agenda 3-23-2015 rvsd 3-20-15.pdf


Hello, 


Please join us, for the Mayor's Hunter's Point Shipyard Citizens Advisory's Environmental &
Reuse Subcommittee meeting at 6:00pm and  Executive Subcommittee meeting at 7:00pm,
this evening, at the Shipyard Site Office Trailers (Conference Room).


Meeting agendas attached:


Location link:
https://maps.google.com/maps?q=37.729752,-122.36855&ie=UTF-
8&ei=wkzFTpK8MMTOiAKBy_WcAg&oi=mode_link&cd=3&ved=0CAoQ_AUoAg
Thank you,
HPS Citizens Advisory Committee (HPSCAC)
HPS SASFRA Site Office
Administrative Support
415.822.4622
415.822.4840 Fx
sanfranciscocac@aol.com
info@hpscac.com
P.O. Box 885063
San Francisco, CA 94188
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For additional information, please contact SFRA/HPSY Site Office at (415)822-4622 or SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com, www.hpscac.com 



Reveised 3/20/2015 



The Mayor’s Hunters Point Shipyard  



Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC)  



 
ENVIRONMENTAL & REUSE SUBCOMMITTEE  



MEETING  



 



Monday, March 23, 2015 
6:00pm - 7:00pm  



 



Location: (Hunters Point Shipyard, Lennar Trailers (Conference Room) 
 



CHAIR 



Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 



VICE-CHAIR 



Ollie Mixon 



SECRETARY 



Gerald Gage 



MEMBER 



Sululagi Palega 



MEMBER 



Dedria Smith 



 



Regular Meeting Agenda 
 



 



 



1.  Call to Order:            Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair  



2.  A. Roll Call:                      Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 



     B. Approval of Agenda: March 23, 2015 



     C. Approval of Minutes: May 21, 2012  



     D. Approval of Minutes: March 24, 2014 



     E. Announcements: 



3.  Continuing Business:   
 



A. Candlestick Stadium Demolition/Dust Control Upate………………………….Lennar/OCII Representatives     
 



               
  
  



 
4.  Public Comment on Non-agenda Items:  (Please limit time to two minutes)  



 
5.  Date/Agenda for next meeting:           Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 



 
6.  Adjournment:              Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 
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For additional information, please contact SFRA/HPSY Site Office at (415)822-4622 or SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com, www.hpscac.com 



Reveised 3/20/2015 



 



 



 



 
ACCESSIBLE MEETING POLICY 



 
For additional information about Agenda items, please call the CAC office at 415-822-4622 
 



1. Meetings are held at the Hunters Point Shipyard, Site Office Trailer (600 Innes Ave. S.F. 94124), or at 



the Southeast Community Facility (Alex Pitcher Community Room, 1800 Oakdale Ave. S.F. CA 94124), 
or at an alternative, accessible location in the Bayview Hunters Point community in San Francisco. The 
meeting rooms are wheelchair accessible and have accessible seating for persons with disabilities and 
those using wheelchairs. 



 
2. The closest accessible BART station is 24th and Mission to both the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast 



Community Facility. Accessible Muni lines serving the Site Office Trailer includes the #19 Polk bus; lines 
serving the Southeast Community Facility include #23 Monterey, #24 Divisadero, #44 O’Shaughnessy, and 
#54 Felton buses, and the T Third Street LRT.  Further information can be obtained by calling 415-923-
6142. 



 
3. There is accessible parking on the street at the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast Community Facility. 



In addition, limited parking is available in the Site office parking lot. 
 
4. The following services are available by calling 415-822-4622 at least 72 hours prior to the meeting: 



American Sign Language interpreters, use of a reader during a meeting, or a sound enhancement system. 
Following a meeting, minutes can be made available upon request by CD or alternative formats after 
transcription is completed. 



 



5. In order to assist the CAC’s efforts to accommodate persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, 
multiple chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees at public meetings are requested to refrain 
from using various scented or chemical based products because other attendees may be sensitive to 
these products. Please help the CAC to accommodate these individuals. 
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For additional information, please contact SFRA/HPSY Site Office at (415)822-4622 or SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com 



Revised 3/20/2015 



The Mayor’s Hunters Point Shipyard  
Citizens Advisory Committee (HPSCAC)  



 



EXECUTIVE SUBCOMMITTEE 



MEETING 



Monday, March 23, 2015 
7:00pm - 8:00pm  



Location: Hunters Point Shipyard, Site Office Trailers (Conference Room) 



 
CHAIR 



Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 



VICE-CHAIR  



Ollie Mixon 



SECRETARY 



  Elder Gerald Gage 



MEMBERS Pastor Josiah Bell Richard Laufman Dedria Smith Dorris Vincent 



 
Regular Meeting Agenda 



 
 



1.  Call to Order:                    Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 



2.  A. Roll Call:                    Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 
     B. Approval of Agenda: March 23, 2015 
     C. Approval of Minutes: February 23, 2015 
     D. Announcements: 



 
3.  Continuing Business:  
                                   



A. Chair’s Report: Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 
 



B.  CAC Subcommittee Chair Reports: 
1. Business & Employment, Dorris Vincent 
2. Environment & Reuse, Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt  



  3. Planning Development & Finance, Richard Laufman 
4. Housing, Dedria Smith & Pastor Josiah Bell  
 



C. Implementation Committee Benefits update………….......................................................... (Committee) 
 



D. SASFRA/OCII  Report…………......Thor Kaslofsky (Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure) 
 



E. Shipyard Developers Report……………………………………………………………Lennar Representative 



 
F. Shipyard Site Office Report:…………………………………………..……………..Site Office Representative 
 



 



 
   4.   Public Comment (On non-agenda items): 



 
   5.   Agenda Items for Full CAC Meeting of 4/13/2015                                                                                  Committee



 
   6.   Adjournment:                                                        Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 
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For additional information, please contact SFRA/HPSY Site Office at (415)822-4622 or SanFranciscoCAC@aol.com 



 



 



 
 
 
 



ACCESSIBLE MEETING POLICY 
 
For additional information about Agenda items, please call the CAC office at 415-822-4622 
 



1. Meetings are held at the Hunters Point Shipyard, Site Office Trailer (600 Innes Ave. S.F. 94124), or at the 
Southeast Community Facility (Alex Pitcher Community Room, 1800 Oakdale Ave. S.F. CA 94124), or at an 
alternative, accessible location in the Bayview Hunters Point community in San Francisco. The meeting rooms are 
wheelchair accessible and have accessible seating for persons with disabilities and those using wheelchairs. 



 
2. The closest accessible BART station is 24th and Mission to both the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast 



Community Facility. Accessible Muni lines serving the Site Office Trailer includes the #19 Polk bus; lines serving 
the Southeast Community Facility include #23 Monterey, #24 Divisadero, #44 O’Shaughnessy, and #54 Felton 
buses, and the T Third Street LRT.  Further information can be obtained by calling 415-923-6142. 



 
3. There is accessible parking on the street at the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast Community Facility. In 



addition, limited parking is available in the Site office parking lot. 
 



4. The following services are available by calling 415-822-4622 at least 72 hours prior to the meeting: American Sign 
Language interpreters, use of a reader during a meeting, or a sound enhancement system. Following a meeting, 
minutes can be made available upon request by CD or alternative formats after transcription is completed. 



 



5. In order to assist the CAC’s efforts to accommodate persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple 
chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees at public meetings are requested to refrain from using various 
scented or chemical based products because other attendees may be sensitive to these products. Please help the 
CAC to accommodate these individuals. 
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam


(ECN); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 4:45:32 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png


See attached per second request. Is this sufficient?
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:23 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Thanks, Kate.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul,
 
Here’s the presentation. You’re correct we have no written description.
 
We do plan to complete elevations for this option but have not yet done so. I’ll send along when
able.
 
Kate
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.


 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:wyckowilliam@comcast.net

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:wyckowilliam@comcast.net

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com





As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
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flight path.
o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.


·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please
provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in







the TMP to see if need to be revised
o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently


contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


 
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: Beaupre, David (PRT)
To: Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: FW: Terry Francois/Lefty O"Doul follow-up
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 1:43:31 PM
Attachments: TFB_Mariposa Signal 31215 90% Submittal plans-2.pdf


Mike and Catherine,
 
We recently met with Janice Li about a variety of Port related bicycle things, one of the things she
brought up was getting mixed messages about TFB, Lefty O’Doul and bike lanes (see below). Mike
she mentioned that Neal Patel told her Lefty O’Doul is not even an MTA project, so you may want to
share with him it is unless I am misunderstanding.
 
The last we me, which was just a few weeks ago, I think we confirmed the following:


1)       We will convert all of TFB to the East side Cycletrack upon completion of the rebuild of TFB


from Mariposa to 16th Street (the date may slip, but the trigger is completion), this will likely
occur this fall or early winter (we will work together to secure funds)


2)       Lefty O’Doul will occur at the same time as above (unless there is an unforeseen condition
that does not allow)


 
Let me know if I have misstated something, Mike, maybe share this with Neal, I would like to get
back to Janice in the coming weeks.
 
Lastly,  Mike the TFB 90% drawings are out for interagency review, they are referenced as Mission
Bay Blocks 33 & 34 Public Improvements, 90% Submittal (March 12, 2015), so if the SMTA routing is
working, you should have received a copy (I believe they went to Al Herce when he was still at MTA).
Attached is one of the drawings, which I believe illustrates signals at TFB and Mariposa
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1
San Francisco CA 94111
415-274-0539
 
 
 
From: Janice Li [mailto:janice@sfbike.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 4:52 PM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
Hi David,
 
Thanks for joining us in the Port/SFBC powwow last week, and it was a wonderful day for
Sunday Streets on the Embarcadero as well. I expect Noah to be sending a follow-up email to
our meeting as well, but I really appreciate all the planning efforts you've put into ensuring
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the best bike connections along the Port's waterfront.
 
Regarding Terry Francois Blvd and Lefty O'Doul Bridge, I want to make sure we have all the
correct information. We seem to be hearing multiple timelines and different stages of
planning from everyone -- Neal Patel stated that Lefty O'Doul is not yet confirmed to be an
SFMTA project and Catherine Reilly had different timelines for the TF Blvd alignment.
 
Whenever you feel is best (perhaps post-EIR for Lefty O'Doul, depending on when that is), it
would be good to sit down with you, Mike Sallaberry and Neal to talk timelines, outreach
and design. This is something that is going to be very exciting for our members and we want
to make sure this helps to build momentum for Warriors, Pier 70, India Basin, etc. Let me
know if you have any additional updates from Mike and when you think this meeting might
be (next few weeks or next few months?).
 
Thanks in advance,
Janice


 
--
Janice Li
Community Organizer
____________________________________________
 


San Francisco Bicycle Coalition
Promoting the Bicycle for Everyday Transportation


(415) 431-BIKE (2453) x302
833 Market Street, 10th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
_______________________________________
 
March is Women's History Month!
CELEBRATE BY GETTING INVOLVED WITH WOMEN BIKE SF



https://www.sfbike.org/membership/

https://www.facebook.com/sfbike

https://twitter.com/sfbike

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

http://www.sfbike.org/?

http://goo.gl/maps/7SqWX

http://www.sfbike.org/news/march-is-womens-history-month/?org=451&lvl=100&ite=7104&lea=2867864&ctr=0&par=1






From: Miller, Erin
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC); Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com);


Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN); Clarke Miller; bboxer@esaassoc.com
Subject: Fwd: Warriors ADSEIR Review
Date: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 10:52:37 AM
Attachments: Contractor Parking Plan Legislation.msg


ATT00001.htm


Please see attached email from DPW re parking legislation. 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Dusseault, Brian" <Brian.Dusseault@sfmta.com>
Date: March 24, 2015 at 5:39:13 PM PDT
To: "Miller, Erin" <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review


It was introduced last week.  City staff and public have 30 days to comment, propose
ammendments.
 
See attached.
 
Brian B Dusseault, P.E.
Senior Engineer
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
Division of Sustainable Streets - Transportation Engineering
(415) 701-4676
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 3:52 PM
To: Dusseault, Brian
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
Any word on this one?  Legislated today?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
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Contractor Parking Plan Legislation


			From


			Fong, Lynn


			To


			Thomas, John (DPW); Rivera, Patrick (DPW); Sweiss, Fuad (DPW); Nuru, Mohammed (DPW); Sanguinetti, Jerry (DPW); Short, Carla (DPW); Stringer, Larry (DPW); Cisneros, Fernando (DPW); Kong, Ramon (DPW); Chan, Norman (DPW); Dhapa, Iqbalbhai (DPW); Wong, Clifton P (DPW); Wong, Lesley (DPW); Thi, Khun (DPW); Lynch, Nancy (DPW); Quan, Robert (DPW); Botts, Tony (DPW); BSM-Permits Staff; Wong, Johnie (PUC); Nguyen, Thanh (PUC); Gardiner, Michael (PUC); Miller, Katie (PUC); Ryan, Joan (PUC); Tse, Bernie (DPW); Banaria, Jose (PUC); Shu, Eugene (PUC); Farhangi, Shahnam (MTA); Lee, Matthew C; Yuen, Victor (MTA); Chow, Lisa (MTA); Funghi, John (MTA); Phang, Tee (MTA); Hennessy, Cathal (MTA); Tanner, Britt (MTA); Quan, Harvey; Liu, Cheryl (MTA); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Olea, Ricardo (MTA); Rozzi, Richard (DPW); Pavich, Michael (DPW); Lee, Anthony (DPW); Chono, Cynthia (DPW); Lee, Frank W (DPW); Ho, Matthew (PUC);  (ODS1@pge.com); O'Leary, Paul; Derek Nippe (Derek_Nippe@cable.comcast.com); Doreen Martinez - PG&E (Dase@pge.com); Gino Graziani - Comcast (gino_graziani@cable.comcast.com); Dusseault, Brian (MTA); Valle-Schwenk, David (MTA); Broady, Scott (MTA); Thoppil, Joseph (DPW)


			Cc


			Montejano, Jess (BOS); Stefani, Catherine


			Recipients


			John.Thomas@sfdpw.org; Patrick.Rivera@sfdpw.org; Fuad.Sweiss@sfdpw.org; Mohammed.Nuru@sfdpw.org; Jerry.Sanguinetti@sfdpw.org; Carla.Short@sfdpw.org; Larry.Stringer@sfdpw.org; Fernando.Cisneros@sfdpw.org; Ramon.Kong@sfdpw.org; Norman.Chan@sfdpw.org; Iqbalbhai.Dhapa@sfdpw.org; Clifton.P.Wong@sfdpw.org; Lesley.Wong@sfdpw.org; Khun.Thi@sfdpw.org; Nancy.Lynch@sfdpw.org; Robert.Quan@sfdpw.org; Tony.Botts@sfdpw.org; BSM-PermitsStaff@sfdpw.org; jwong@sfwater.org; thnguyen@sfwater.org; mgardiner@sfwater.org; kmiller@sfwater.org; jryan@sfwater.org; Bernie.Tse@sfdpw.org; jbanaria@sfwater.org; eshu@sfwater.org; shahnam.farhangi@sfmta.com; Matthew.Lee@sfmta.com; victor.yuen@sfmta.com; lisa.chow@sfmta.com; john.funghi@sfmta.com; tee.phang@sfmta.com; cathal.hennessy@sfmta.com; britt.tanner@sfmta.com; harvey.quan@sfmta.com; cheryl.liu@sfmta.com; mike.sallaberry@sfmta.com; ricardo.olea@sfmta.com; Richard.Rozzi@sfdpw.org; Michael.Pavich@sfdpw.org; Anthony.Lee@sfdpw.org; Cynthia.Chono@sfdpw.org; frank.w.lee@sfdpw.org; mho@sfwater.org; ODS1@pge.com; Paul_O'leary2@cable.comcast.com; Derek_Nippe@cable.comcast.com; Dase@pge.com; gino_graziani@cable.comcast.com; brian.dusseault@sfmta.com; david.valle-schwenk@sfmta.com; scott.broady@sfmta.com; Joseph.Thoppil@sfdpw.org; jess.montejano@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org





 







The Department of Public Works, Bureau of Street Use and Mapping Section is distributing an Ordinance sponsored by Supervisor Mark Farrell and co-sponsored by Supervisor Malia Cohen amending the Public Works Code to require a contractor parking plan as a condition for excavation permits for major work and specified temporary street space occupancy permits for construction related work.  







 







Please contact Jess Montejano, Legislative Aide, no later than Friday, March 27, 2015 if you would like to submit your comments or have any questions regarding the new Ordinance.  You can contact Jess at:







 







Jess Montejano
Legislative Aide
Office of Supervisor Mark Farrell
City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689
Phone: (415) 554-7752
Jess.Montejano@sfgov.org
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Supervisor Farrell, Cohen
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[bookmark: Text2]Ordinance amending the Public Works Code to require a contractor parking plan as a condition for excavation permits for major work and specified temporary street space occupancy permits for construction work; and affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act.







	NOTE:	Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font.



Additions to Codes are in single-underline italics Times New Roman font.



Deletions to Codes are in strikethrough italics Times New Roman font.



Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font.



Board amendment deletions are in strikethrough Arial font.



Asterisks (*   *   *   *) indicate the omission of unchanged Code 
subsections or parts of tables.Do NOT delete this NOTE: area.











Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:







Section 1.  Environmental Finding.  The Planning Department has determined that the actions contemplated in this ordinance comply with the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq.).  Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No.  _____________ and is incorporated herein by reference.  The Board affirms this determination.  







Section 2.  The Public Works Code is hereby amended by revising Sections 2.4.20 and 724, to read as follows:







SEC. 2.4.20.  ACTION ON APPLICATIONS FOR PERMITS TO EXCAVATE.



(a)   After receipt of an application for a permit to excavate, the Department, within a reasonable time period, shall determine whether an application is complete. 



(b)  Any application for an excavation permit for major work shall include a contractor parking plan.  The plan shall include the following: 



 	(1)  Number of parking spaces requested and the rationale therefor, including the use of side streets for staging purposes;



	(2)  The average number of employees anticipated each day at the work site; 



	 (3)  Timeline and phasing of the project, including the duration of each phase, and how it will affect the number of on street parking spaces set aside for the excavation project at each phase;



	(4)  A proposal to provide the Department with updates through writing, phone, or an in-person visit regarding any changes to the status of the project, on a regular basis as appropriate and at least once at the mid-point of the permit term or any extension thereof.  If the permittee provides updates through phone or in-person visit, the permittee shall provide this same information in writing to the Department within two days of the phone or in-person communication;



	(5)  Information about the availability of on-site or nearby garage parking or other off-street parking opportunities in the vicinity, the distance of these opportunities from the project site, and, if the applicant contacted any off-street parking opportunities, the name and date of such contact;



	(6)  A proposal concerning opportunities for car-pooling  or other off-site parking arrangements;



	(7)  A proposal on how the applicant will make the on-street parking available to the general public if no work is scheduled and/or no equipment or material storage is needed on the street or portion thereof or by 4:00 pm if project work is complete for the day;



	(8)  A proposal on how the applicant will make the on-street parking available to the general public by 4:00 pm if project work is complete for the day; and



	(9)  Any other information the Department or other affected department such as the Municipal Transportation Agency deems valuable for understanding the impact of the project on the neighborhood and neighborhood parking supply.



(c)  Within  a reasonable time period in advance of initiating excavation, the Public Utilities Commission and Municipal Transportation Agency shall provide copies of their contractor parking plan for their major excavation projects to the Department for informational purposes only.



(d)  If there is an emergency excavation as defined in Section 2.4.22 that also will be a major work, the excavator shall submit the contractor parking plan to the Department no later than five business days after initiating the work. 



(e)  If the application is deemed to be incomplete, the Department promptly shall advise the applicant in a written, electronic, or facsimile communication of the reasons for rejecting the application as incomplete. 



(d f)   If the application is deemed to be complete, the Department, in its discretion, may deny, approve, or conditionally approve the application. 



	(i 1)   If the application is approved or conditionally approved, the Department shall issue a permit to the applicant. The Department may condition a permit with specified requirements that preserve and maintain the public health, safety, welfare, and convenience. The Department shall inform the permittee of the basis for such requirements. 



	(ii 2)   If the application is denied, the Department shall advise the applicant in a written, electronic, or facsimile communication of the basis for denial.







SEC. 724.  TEMPORARY OCCUPANCY OF STREET – PERMITS REQUIRED.



(a)   Street Space Occupancy Permit. A permit will be required for occupying any part of the street or sidewalk for building construction operations or for any other purpose, and shall be granted only to the owner or lessee of the premises fronting thereon or his or her authorized agent. 



	(1)   Material and equipment shall not occupy more than the designated parking lane width and not more than ½ of the official sidewalk width along the boundary of the fronting property unless permission is granted pursuant to Sections 724.7 and 724.8 for temporary occupancy of additional street space. For purposes of this Subsection, material and equipment shall mean only construction material used at the site, construction equipment, vehicles bearing the logo or other identifying information so that the City could verify that it belongs to the contractor or a subcontractor working at the site and refuse containers for construction debris. For purposes of Section 724.1(b), material and equipment also shall include any material or equipment related to the proposed use. For purposes of this Subsection, parking lane width shall not exceed eight feet in width, and if such lane also is designated as a commute lane, such lane may not be occupied unless permission is granted pursuant to Sections 724.7 and 724.8 for temporary occupancy of additional street space. 



	(2)   A minimum clearance of four feet must be maintained at all times to accommodate pedestrian path of travel requirements. A minimum clearance of four feet, six inches must be maintained at all times between the materials and equipment and the outer rail of any railroad track. Clearance of materials from fire hydrants, fire alarm boxes and value covers shall be as required by the Fire Department. Clearance of materials from traffic signal controllers and pull boxes shall be as required by the Department of Public Works. 



	(3)   All sand, dirt or other materials shall be prevented from being blown or moved to other parts of the street, or from interfering with other property use. The gutters shall not be obstructed. 



	(4)   Lights, barriers, barricades, signs, cones, and other devices for pedestrian and traffic safety, and other requirements shall be provided as set forth in Department of Public Works orders or regulations. 



	(5)   For purposes of Sections 724 et seq., building construction operations shall include all work related to the construction, demolition, maintenance, repair, or replacement of a building. 



(b)   Permit Applications.



	(1)   An applicant for a permit shall submit to the Department a written request for a permit no sooner than fifteen days prior to the initiation of the proposed occupation of street space. The permit request shall specify the duration and extent of the proposed occupancy and all other information as set forth in Departmental orders or regulations. 



	(2)   A permit applicant also shall request in writing the basis for any proposed modifications to standard permit requirements, such as extended hours of occupancy for the storage of materials and equipment.



	(3)  Any application for a permit in any residential, Urban Mixed Use, PDR 1-D, or PDR 1-G district as defined in the Planning Code that requests more than one on-street parking space and a permit of three  months or longer shall include a contractor parking plan.  The plan shall include the following: 



 	(A)  Number of parking spaces requested and rationale therefor, including the use of side streets for staging purposes;



	(B)  The average number of employees anticipated each day at the work site;



 	(C)  Timeline and phasing of the project, including the duration of each phase, and how it will affect the number of parking spaces set aside for the project;



	(D)  A proposal to provide the Department with updates through writing, phone, or an in-person visit regarding any changes to the status of the project, on a regular basis as appropriate and at least once at the mid-point of the permit term or any extension thereof.  If the permittee provides updates through phone or in-person visit, the permittee shall provide this same information in writing to the Department within two days of the phone or in-person communication;



	(E)  Information about the availability of on-site or nearby garage parking or other off-street parking opportunities in the vicinity, the distance of these opportunities from the project site, and, if the applicant contacted any off-street parking opportunities, the name and date of such contact;



	(F)  A proposal concerning opportunities for car-pooling or other off-site parking arrangements;



	(G)  A proposal on how the applicant will make the on-street parking available to the general public if no work is scheduled and/or no equipment or material storage is needed on the street or portion thereof or by 4:00 pm if project work is complete for the day;



	(H)  A proposal on how the applicant will make the on-street parking available to the general public by 4:00 pm if project work is complete for the day; and



	(I)  Any other information the Department or other affected department such as the Municipal Transportation Agency deems valuable for understanding the impact of the project on the neighborhood and neighborhood parking supply. 



* * * * 







Section 3.  Effective and Operative Dates.  This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after enactment.  Enactment occurs when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the ordinance unsigned or does not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board of Supervisors overrides the Mayor’s veto of the ordinance.  The operative date of this ordinance shall be 90 days after it is effective.  







[bookmark: Text14]Section 4.  Scope of Ordinance.  In enacting this ordinance, the Board of Supervisors intends to amend only those words, phrases, paragraphs, subsections, sections, articles, numbers, punctuation marks, charts, diagrams, or any other constituent parts of the Municipal Code that are explicitly shown in this ordinance as additions, deletions, Board amendment additions, and Board amendment deletions in accordance with the “Note” that appears under the official title of the ordinance.  







   











APPROVED AS TO FORM:



DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney











By:		



	John D. Malamut



	Deputy City Attorney







n:\legana\as2015\1500188\01000202.doc













01000406.DOC


01000406.DOC






FILE NO.



[[NOTE:  Any highlighting is hidden and will not print.]]











LEGISLATIVE DIGEST







[Public Works Code – Contractor Parking Plan]







[bookmark: Text2]Ordinance amending the Public Works Code to require a contractor parking plan as a condition for excavation permits for major work and specified temporary street space occupancy permits for construction work; and affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act.







Existing Law







Public Works Code Article 2.4 regulates excavation in City streets.  Public Works Code Section 724 regulates temporary occupancy of City streets for construction projects and other activities.







Amendments to Current Law







This legislation would require an applicant for an excavation permit for “major work”, defined as streets excavation work of more than 15 consecutive calendar days, to submit a contractor parking plan to the Department of Public Works as part of the application.  The contractor parking plan would include specified information that the Department can consider in light of its permit decision.  The legislation would require the Public Utilities Commission and the Municipal Transportation Agency to submit copies of their parking plans for major excavation work to the Department for informational purposes.  The ordinance also would require contractor parking plans for applicants seeking a temporary construction street occupancy permit for more than one parking space for projects that last 3 months or more in residential, Urban Mixed Use, PDR 1-D, or PDR 1-G districts as defined in the Planning Code.  The legislation would make findings under the California Environmental Quality Act. 
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From: Dusseault, Brian 
Sent: Friday, March 13, 2015 9:23 AM
To: Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
yes
 
Brian B Dusseault, P.E.
Senior Engineer
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
Division of Sustainable Streets - Transportation Engineering
(415) 701-4676
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2015 4:22 PM
To: Dusseault, Brian
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
Thanks.. can you please keep me apprised?
 
Thanks
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Dusseault, Brian 
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2015 4:11 PM
To: Miller, Erin
Subject: Re: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
I think it may get introduced at BOS next Tuesday
 
Not certain it will happen so perhaps don't commit that comment to writing when you
sent back to warriors
 
Brian


Sent from my iPhone


On Mar 12, 2015, at 3:21 PM, "Miller, Erin" <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com> wrote:



http://www.sfmta.com/

mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com





Do you know the timing on this legislation?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Dusseault, Brian 
Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2015 4:19 PM
To: Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
Hi Erin,
 
See attached
 
Brian B Dusseault, P.E.
Senior Engineer
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
Division of Sustainable Streets - Transportation Engineering
(415) 701-4676
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2015 12:51 PM
To: Dusseault, Brian
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
Do you know any details of that proposed legislation?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Dusseault, Brian 
Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2015 12:20 PM
To: Miller, Erin



http://www.sfmta.com/

http://www.sfmta.com/





Cc: Olea, Ricardo; Valle-Schwenk, David
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
Hi Erin,
 
Regarding this section - the project will need  to do more than is listed to
include accommodate transit operations on the street, maintain walkways
and traffic lanes, and potentially posting of PD/PCOs/flaggers for some
phases of the work if sidewalks and roadways and transit affected. Parking
loss may also become an area of concern.  This may become more
complex  when proposed legislation at BOS institutes the requirement to
prepare a parking plan.
 
<image001.png>
 
 
 
Brian B Dusseault, P.E.
Senior Engineer
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
Division of Sustainable Streets - Transportation Engineering
(415) 701-4676
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 03, 2015 4:57 PM
To: Kirschbaum, Julie B; Flynn, Jeffrey; Jefferis, Richard Scott; Olea,
Ricardo; Zamora, Ramon; Sallaberry, Mike; Samii, Camron; Mattern, Lauren;
Dusseault, Brian
Subject: Warriors ADSEIR Review
Importance: High
 
This link takes you to the ADSEIR for the Warriors Arena:
https://www.dropbox.com/s/dyozixahga0b80o/5-02_Transportation-
Circulation_GSW%20MB%20ADSEIR_022715.pdf?dl=0
 
Attached is a color coded summary of impacts, mit measures, and
improvement measures.  This table includes the referenced page number
for the Impacts.  Please use this guide to review the Identified impacts in
the context of the document.  At this time, I am focusing on reviews for
only those impacts identified as Significant and Unavoidable (SU), or as SU
w Mitigation.  One exception from this is the impacts to bicycle network. 
No significant impacts have been identified, and I would like Livable
streets to review the relevant sections in the document to make sure you
agree.
 
As you may have guessed, the major impacts are to transit.  Transit
reviewers, please review this carefully.  I expect that we will be asked the



https://www.dropbox.com/s/dyozixahga0b80o/5-02_Transportation-Circulation_GSW%20MB%20ADSEIR_022715.pdf?dl=0

https://www.dropbox.com/s/dyozixahga0b80o/5-02_Transportation-Circulation_GSW%20MB%20ADSEIR_022715.pdf?dl=0





question: what, if anything, can we do to serve the demand that is
resulting in these impacts.  i.e., can we provide MORE service on the T


Third or the 16th Street BART Shuttle.
 
You should try to review this in summary at least for tomorrow’s CEQA
meeting with Environmental Planning (sorry short notice but I’ve been
working on making your effort a bit easier).  In the longer run, It’d be
great for you to review the document in more detail to ensure that
assumptions about transportation improvements, programs and policies
are aligned with your expectations.  I’ve included the draft agenda for the
CEQA meeting tomorrow here as well.  If you can’t make it, please just
share with me any comments you have.
 
Tomorrow will not be your only chance to review and feedback, but we
are on a very fast track with this work.
 
Thanks for your help and tolerance!
 
Erin
 
 
 


 Regional Transit


 Muni


 Traffic, Signals, Engineering,
Parking


 Livable Streets


 Public Safety, Construction


 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 



http://www.sfmta.com/










From: Miller, Erin
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC); Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com);


Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN); Clarke Miller; bboxer@esaassoc.com
Subject: Fwd: Warriors ADSEIR Review
Date: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 10:52:39 AM
Attachments: Contractor Parking Plan Legislation.msg


ATT00001.htm


Please see attached email from DPW re parking legislation. 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Dusseault, Brian" <Brian.Dusseault@sfmta.com>
Date: March 24, 2015 at 5:39:13 PM PDT
To: "Miller, Erin" <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review


It was introduced last week.  City staff and public have 30 days to comment, propose
ammendments.
 
See attached.
 
Brian B Dusseault, P.E.
Senior Engineer
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
Division of Sustainable Streets - Transportation Engineering
(415) 701-4676
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 3:52 PM
To: Dusseault, Brian
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
Any word on this one?  Legislated today?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 



mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:bboxer@esaassoc.com

mailto:Brian.Dusseault@sfmta.com

mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com

http://www.sfmta.com/



Contractor Parking Plan Legislation


			From


			Fong, Lynn


			To


			Thomas, John (DPW); Rivera, Patrick (DPW); Sweiss, Fuad (DPW); Nuru, Mohammed (DPW); Sanguinetti, Jerry (DPW); Short, Carla (DPW); Stringer, Larry (DPW); Cisneros, Fernando (DPW); Kong, Ramon (DPW); Chan, Norman (DPW); Dhapa, Iqbalbhai (DPW); Wong, Clifton P (DPW); Wong, Lesley (DPW); Thi, Khun (DPW); Lynch, Nancy (DPW); Quan, Robert (DPW); Botts, Tony (DPW); BSM-Permits Staff; Wong, Johnie (PUC); Nguyen, Thanh (PUC); Gardiner, Michael (PUC); Miller, Katie (PUC); Ryan, Joan (PUC); Tse, Bernie (DPW); Banaria, Jose (PUC); Shu, Eugene (PUC); Farhangi, Shahnam (MTA); Lee, Matthew C; Yuen, Victor (MTA); Chow, Lisa (MTA); Funghi, John (MTA); Phang, Tee (MTA); Hennessy, Cathal (MTA); Tanner, Britt (MTA); Quan, Harvey; Liu, Cheryl (MTA); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Olea, Ricardo (MTA); Rozzi, Richard (DPW); Pavich, Michael (DPW); Lee, Anthony (DPW); Chono, Cynthia (DPW); Lee, Frank W (DPW); Ho, Matthew (PUC);  (ODS1@pge.com); O'Leary, Paul; Derek Nippe (Derek_Nippe@cable.comcast.com); Doreen Martinez - PG&E (Dase@pge.com); Gino Graziani - Comcast (gino_graziani@cable.comcast.com); Dusseault, Brian (MTA); Valle-Schwenk, David (MTA); Broady, Scott (MTA); Thoppil, Joseph (DPW)


			Cc


			Montejano, Jess (BOS); Stefani, Catherine


			Recipients


			John.Thomas@sfdpw.org; Patrick.Rivera@sfdpw.org; Fuad.Sweiss@sfdpw.org; Mohammed.Nuru@sfdpw.org; Jerry.Sanguinetti@sfdpw.org; Carla.Short@sfdpw.org; Larry.Stringer@sfdpw.org; Fernando.Cisneros@sfdpw.org; Ramon.Kong@sfdpw.org; Norman.Chan@sfdpw.org; Iqbalbhai.Dhapa@sfdpw.org; Clifton.P.Wong@sfdpw.org; Lesley.Wong@sfdpw.org; Khun.Thi@sfdpw.org; Nancy.Lynch@sfdpw.org; Robert.Quan@sfdpw.org; Tony.Botts@sfdpw.org; BSM-PermitsStaff@sfdpw.org; jwong@sfwater.org; thnguyen@sfwater.org; mgardiner@sfwater.org; kmiller@sfwater.org; jryan@sfwater.org; Bernie.Tse@sfdpw.org; jbanaria@sfwater.org; eshu@sfwater.org; shahnam.farhangi@sfmta.com; Matthew.Lee@sfmta.com; victor.yuen@sfmta.com; lisa.chow@sfmta.com; john.funghi@sfmta.com; tee.phang@sfmta.com; cathal.hennessy@sfmta.com; britt.tanner@sfmta.com; harvey.quan@sfmta.com; cheryl.liu@sfmta.com; mike.sallaberry@sfmta.com; ricardo.olea@sfmta.com; Richard.Rozzi@sfdpw.org; Michael.Pavich@sfdpw.org; Anthony.Lee@sfdpw.org; Cynthia.Chono@sfdpw.org; frank.w.lee@sfdpw.org; mho@sfwater.org; ODS1@pge.com; Paul_O'leary2@cable.comcast.com; Derek_Nippe@cable.comcast.com; Dase@pge.com; gino_graziani@cable.comcast.com; brian.dusseault@sfmta.com; david.valle-schwenk@sfmta.com; scott.broady@sfmta.com; Joseph.Thoppil@sfdpw.org; jess.montejano@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org





 







The Department of Public Works, Bureau of Street Use and Mapping Section is distributing an Ordinance sponsored by Supervisor Mark Farrell and co-sponsored by Supervisor Malia Cohen amending the Public Works Code to require a contractor parking plan as a condition for excavation permits for major work and specified temporary street space occupancy permits for construction related work.  







 







Please contact Jess Montejano, Legislative Aide, no later than Friday, March 27, 2015 if you would like to submit your comments or have any questions regarding the new Ordinance.  You can contact Jess at:







 







Jess Montejano
Legislative Aide
Office of Supervisor Mark Farrell
City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689
Phone: (415) 554-7752
Jess.Montejano@sfgov.org
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Lynn S.N. Fong, P.E.







Permit Manager
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[bookmark: Text2]Ordinance amending the Public Works Code to require a contractor parking plan as a condition for excavation permits for major work and specified temporary street space occupancy permits for construction work; and affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act.







	NOTE:	Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font.



Additions to Codes are in single-underline italics Times New Roman font.



Deletions to Codes are in strikethrough italics Times New Roman font.



Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font.



Board amendment deletions are in strikethrough Arial font.



Asterisks (*   *   *   *) indicate the omission of unchanged Code 
subsections or parts of tables.Do NOT delete this NOTE: area.











Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:







Section 1.  Environmental Finding.  The Planning Department has determined that the actions contemplated in this ordinance comply with the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq.).  Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No.  _____________ and is incorporated herein by reference.  The Board affirms this determination.  







Section 2.  The Public Works Code is hereby amended by revising Sections 2.4.20 and 724, to read as follows:







SEC. 2.4.20.  ACTION ON APPLICATIONS FOR PERMITS TO EXCAVATE.



(a)   After receipt of an application for a permit to excavate, the Department, within a reasonable time period, shall determine whether an application is complete. 



(b)  Any application for an excavation permit for major work shall include a contractor parking plan.  The plan shall include the following: 



 	(1)  Number of parking spaces requested and the rationale therefor, including the use of side streets for staging purposes;



	(2)  The average number of employees anticipated each day at the work site; 



	 (3)  Timeline and phasing of the project, including the duration of each phase, and how it will affect the number of on street parking spaces set aside for the excavation project at each phase;



	(4)  A proposal to provide the Department with updates through writing, phone, or an in-person visit regarding any changes to the status of the project, on a regular basis as appropriate and at least once at the mid-point of the permit term or any extension thereof.  If the permittee provides updates through phone or in-person visit, the permittee shall provide this same information in writing to the Department within two days of the phone or in-person communication;



	(5)  Information about the availability of on-site or nearby garage parking or other off-street parking opportunities in the vicinity, the distance of these opportunities from the project site, and, if the applicant contacted any off-street parking opportunities, the name and date of such contact;



	(6)  A proposal concerning opportunities for car-pooling  or other off-site parking arrangements;



	(7)  A proposal on how the applicant will make the on-street parking available to the general public if no work is scheduled and/or no equipment or material storage is needed on the street or portion thereof or by 4:00 pm if project work is complete for the day;



	(8)  A proposal on how the applicant will make the on-street parking available to the general public by 4:00 pm if project work is complete for the day; and



	(9)  Any other information the Department or other affected department such as the Municipal Transportation Agency deems valuable for understanding the impact of the project on the neighborhood and neighborhood parking supply.



(c)  Within  a reasonable time period in advance of initiating excavation, the Public Utilities Commission and Municipal Transportation Agency shall provide copies of their contractor parking plan for their major excavation projects to the Department for informational purposes only.



(d)  If there is an emergency excavation as defined in Section 2.4.22 that also will be a major work, the excavator shall submit the contractor parking plan to the Department no later than five business days after initiating the work. 



(e)  If the application is deemed to be incomplete, the Department promptly shall advise the applicant in a written, electronic, or facsimile communication of the reasons for rejecting the application as incomplete. 



(d f)   If the application is deemed to be complete, the Department, in its discretion, may deny, approve, or conditionally approve the application. 



	(i 1)   If the application is approved or conditionally approved, the Department shall issue a permit to the applicant. The Department may condition a permit with specified requirements that preserve and maintain the public health, safety, welfare, and convenience. The Department shall inform the permittee of the basis for such requirements. 



	(ii 2)   If the application is denied, the Department shall advise the applicant in a written, electronic, or facsimile communication of the basis for denial.







SEC. 724.  TEMPORARY OCCUPANCY OF STREET – PERMITS REQUIRED.



(a)   Street Space Occupancy Permit. A permit will be required for occupying any part of the street or sidewalk for building construction operations or for any other purpose, and shall be granted only to the owner or lessee of the premises fronting thereon or his or her authorized agent. 



	(1)   Material and equipment shall not occupy more than the designated parking lane width and not more than ½ of the official sidewalk width along the boundary of the fronting property unless permission is granted pursuant to Sections 724.7 and 724.8 for temporary occupancy of additional street space. For purposes of this Subsection, material and equipment shall mean only construction material used at the site, construction equipment, vehicles bearing the logo or other identifying information so that the City could verify that it belongs to the contractor or a subcontractor working at the site and refuse containers for construction debris. For purposes of Section 724.1(b), material and equipment also shall include any material or equipment related to the proposed use. For purposes of this Subsection, parking lane width shall not exceed eight feet in width, and if such lane also is designated as a commute lane, such lane may not be occupied unless permission is granted pursuant to Sections 724.7 and 724.8 for temporary occupancy of additional street space. 



	(2)   A minimum clearance of four feet must be maintained at all times to accommodate pedestrian path of travel requirements. A minimum clearance of four feet, six inches must be maintained at all times between the materials and equipment and the outer rail of any railroad track. Clearance of materials from fire hydrants, fire alarm boxes and value covers shall be as required by the Fire Department. Clearance of materials from traffic signal controllers and pull boxes shall be as required by the Department of Public Works. 



	(3)   All sand, dirt or other materials shall be prevented from being blown or moved to other parts of the street, or from interfering with other property use. The gutters shall not be obstructed. 



	(4)   Lights, barriers, barricades, signs, cones, and other devices for pedestrian and traffic safety, and other requirements shall be provided as set forth in Department of Public Works orders or regulations. 



	(5)   For purposes of Sections 724 et seq., building construction operations shall include all work related to the construction, demolition, maintenance, repair, or replacement of a building. 



(b)   Permit Applications.



	(1)   An applicant for a permit shall submit to the Department a written request for a permit no sooner than fifteen days prior to the initiation of the proposed occupation of street space. The permit request shall specify the duration and extent of the proposed occupancy and all other information as set forth in Departmental orders or regulations. 



	(2)   A permit applicant also shall request in writing the basis for any proposed modifications to standard permit requirements, such as extended hours of occupancy for the storage of materials and equipment.



	(3)  Any application for a permit in any residential, Urban Mixed Use, PDR 1-D, or PDR 1-G district as defined in the Planning Code that requests more than one on-street parking space and a permit of three  months or longer shall include a contractor parking plan.  The plan shall include the following: 



 	(A)  Number of parking spaces requested and rationale therefor, including the use of side streets for staging purposes;



	(B)  The average number of employees anticipated each day at the work site;



 	(C)  Timeline and phasing of the project, including the duration of each phase, and how it will affect the number of parking spaces set aside for the project;



	(D)  A proposal to provide the Department with updates through writing, phone, or an in-person visit regarding any changes to the status of the project, on a regular basis as appropriate and at least once at the mid-point of the permit term or any extension thereof.  If the permittee provides updates through phone or in-person visit, the permittee shall provide this same information in writing to the Department within two days of the phone or in-person communication;



	(E)  Information about the availability of on-site or nearby garage parking or other off-street parking opportunities in the vicinity, the distance of these opportunities from the project site, and, if the applicant contacted any off-street parking opportunities, the name and date of such contact;



	(F)  A proposal concerning opportunities for car-pooling or other off-site parking arrangements;



	(G)  A proposal on how the applicant will make the on-street parking available to the general public if no work is scheduled and/or no equipment or material storage is needed on the street or portion thereof or by 4:00 pm if project work is complete for the day;



	(H)  A proposal on how the applicant will make the on-street parking available to the general public by 4:00 pm if project work is complete for the day; and



	(I)  Any other information the Department or other affected department such as the Municipal Transportation Agency deems valuable for understanding the impact of the project on the neighborhood and neighborhood parking supply. 



* * * * 







Section 3.  Effective and Operative Dates.  This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after enactment.  Enactment occurs when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the ordinance unsigned or does not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board of Supervisors overrides the Mayor’s veto of the ordinance.  The operative date of this ordinance shall be 90 days after it is effective.  







[bookmark: Text14]Section 4.  Scope of Ordinance.  In enacting this ordinance, the Board of Supervisors intends to amend only those words, phrases, paragraphs, subsections, sections, articles, numbers, punctuation marks, charts, diagrams, or any other constituent parts of the Municipal Code that are explicitly shown in this ordinance as additions, deletions, Board amendment additions, and Board amendment deletions in accordance with the “Note” that appears under the official title of the ordinance.  







   











APPROVED AS TO FORM:



DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney











By:		



	John D. Malamut



	Deputy City Attorney
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LEGISLATIVE DIGEST







[Public Works Code – Contractor Parking Plan]







[bookmark: Text2]Ordinance amending the Public Works Code to require a contractor parking plan as a condition for excavation permits for major work and specified temporary street space occupancy permits for construction work; and affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act.







Existing Law







Public Works Code Article 2.4 regulates excavation in City streets.  Public Works Code Section 724 regulates temporary occupancy of City streets for construction projects and other activities.







Amendments to Current Law







This legislation would require an applicant for an excavation permit for “major work”, defined as streets excavation work of more than 15 consecutive calendar days, to submit a contractor parking plan to the Department of Public Works as part of the application.  The contractor parking plan would include specified information that the Department can consider in light of its permit decision.  The legislation would require the Public Utilities Commission and the Municipal Transportation Agency to submit copies of their parking plans for major excavation work to the Department for informational purposes.  The ordinance also would require contractor parking plans for applicants seeking a temporary construction street occupancy permit for more than one parking space for projects that last 3 months or more in residential, Urban Mixed Use, PDR 1-D, or PDR 1-G districts as defined in the Planning Code.  The legislation would make findings under the California Environmental Quality Act. 
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From: Dusseault, Brian 
Sent: Friday, March 13, 2015 9:23 AM
To: Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
yes
 
Brian B Dusseault, P.E.
Senior Engineer
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
Division of Sustainable Streets - Transportation Engineering
(415) 701-4676
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2015 4:22 PM
To: Dusseault, Brian
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
Thanks.. can you please keep me apprised?
 
Thanks
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Dusseault, Brian 
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2015 4:11 PM
To: Miller, Erin
Subject: Re: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
I think it may get introduced at BOS next Tuesday
 
Not certain it will happen so perhaps don't commit that comment to writing when you
sent back to warriors
 
Brian


Sent from my iPhone


On Mar 12, 2015, at 3:21 PM, "Miller, Erin" <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com> wrote:



http://www.sfmta.com/

mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com





Do you know the timing on this legislation?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Dusseault, Brian 
Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2015 4:19 PM
To: Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
Hi Erin,
 
See attached
 
Brian B Dusseault, P.E.
Senior Engineer
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
Division of Sustainable Streets - Transportation Engineering
(415) 701-4676
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2015 12:51 PM
To: Dusseault, Brian
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
Do you know any details of that proposed legislation?
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Dusseault, Brian 
Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2015 12:20 PM
To: Miller, Erin



http://www.sfmta.com/

http://www.sfmta.com/





Cc: Olea, Ricardo; Valle-Schwenk, David
Subject: RE: Warriors ADSEIR Review
 
Hi Erin,
 
Regarding this section - the project will need  to do more than is listed to
include accommodate transit operations on the street, maintain walkways
and traffic lanes, and potentially posting of PD/PCOs/flaggers for some
phases of the work if sidewalks and roadways and transit affected. Parking
loss may also become an area of concern.  This may become more
complex  when proposed legislation at BOS institutes the requirement to
prepare a parking plan.
 
<image001.png>
 
 
 
Brian B Dusseault, P.E.
Senior Engineer
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
Division of Sustainable Streets - Transportation Engineering
(415) 701-4676
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 03, 2015 4:57 PM
To: Kirschbaum, Julie B; Flynn, Jeffrey; Jefferis, Richard Scott; Olea,
Ricardo; Zamora, Ramon; Sallaberry, Mike; Samii, Camron; Mattern, Lauren;
Dusseault, Brian
Subject: Warriors ADSEIR Review
Importance: High
 
This link takes you to the ADSEIR for the Warriors Arena:
https://www.dropbox.com/s/dyozixahga0b80o/5-02_Transportation-
Circulation_GSW%20MB%20ADSEIR_022715.pdf?dl=0
 
Attached is a color coded summary of impacts, mit measures, and
improvement measures.  This table includes the referenced page number
for the Impacts.  Please use this guide to review the Identified impacts in
the context of the document.  At this time, I am focusing on reviews for
only those impacts identified as Significant and Unavoidable (SU), or as SU
w Mitigation.  One exception from this is the impacts to bicycle network. 
No significant impacts have been identified, and I would like Livable
streets to review the relevant sections in the document to make sure you
agree.
 
As you may have guessed, the major impacts are to transit.  Transit
reviewers, please review this carefully.  I expect that we will be asked the



https://www.dropbox.com/s/dyozixahga0b80o/5-02_Transportation-Circulation_GSW%20MB%20ADSEIR_022715.pdf?dl=0

https://www.dropbox.com/s/dyozixahga0b80o/5-02_Transportation-Circulation_GSW%20MB%20ADSEIR_022715.pdf?dl=0





question: what, if anything, can we do to serve the demand that is
resulting in these impacts.  i.e., can we provide MORE service on the T


Third or the 16th Street BART Shuttle.
 
You should try to review this in summary at least for tomorrow’s CEQA
meeting with Environmental Planning (sorry short notice but I’ve been
working on making your effort a bit easier).  In the longer run, It’d be
great for you to review the document in more detail to ensure that
assumptions about transportation improvements, programs and policies
are aligned with your expectations.  I’ve included the draft agenda for the
CEQA meeting tomorrow here as well.  If you can’t make it, please just
share with me any comments you have.
 
Tomorrow will not be your only chance to review and feedback, but we
are on a very fast track with this work.
 
Thanks for your help and tolerance!
 
Erin
 
 
 


 Regional Transit


 Muni


 Traffic, Signals, Engineering,
Parking


 Livable Streets


 Public Safety, Construction


 
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 



http://www.sfmta.com/










From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); VandeWater, Adam (ECN);


Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:23:36 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks, Kate.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul,
 
Here’s the presentation. You’re correct we have no written description.
 
We do plan to complete elevations for this option but have not yet done so. I’ll send along when
able.
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
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·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.


 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
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Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There







are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


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



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com





website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); VandeWater, Adam (ECN);


Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:08:49 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png
20150319_P_Presentation to OCII_VARA scheme.pdf


Paul,
 
Here’s the presentation. You’re correct we have no written description.
 
We do plan to complete elevations for this option but have not yet done so. I’ll send along when
able.
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.
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Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update
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Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update
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Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update
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Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update
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Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update
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Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update
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Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
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structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for







SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


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


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); VandeWater, Adam (ECN); Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger,


Brett (CPC)
Subject: Revised Alternatives Site Plans
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:05:22 PM
Attachments: image001.png


2015.03.26_CEQA_Same_Site_Alternatives_V4.pptx


Paul –
 
Please see the attached revisions to our site plans for the Reduced Intensity and No Project
alternatives.
 
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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NO PROJECT & REDUCED INTENSITY


ALTERNATIVE DESIGNS


MARCH 24, 2015








MANICA Architecture


26 March 2015





16th St. Low-rise


South St. Tower


116,000 sf Office Space


18,000 sf Retail Space


290,000 sf Office Space


27,000 sf Retail Space


55,000 sf Retail Space


Market Hall, TFB, South St Retail


WARRIORS CEQA ALTERNATIVES


     “REDUCED INTENSITY” OPTION


          Reduced Retail, Office & Parking


10,000 sf Retail Space


Event Center








MANICA Architecture


26 March 2015


WARRIORS CEQA ALTERNATIVES


“REDUCED INTENSITY” OPTION


          Reduced Retail, Office & Parking





GSW Arena


16th St. Low-rise


Office/Retail


South St. Tower


Office/Retail


Gatehouse





Plaza w/ Underground Parking (775 Stalls)


+135’


+55’


+32’


+10’


+160’


+90’


Pedestrian Entrance


Traffic


Entrance


Traffic


Entrance


South St.


16th St.


Terry A Francois Blvd.


Third St.


Pedestrian Entrance


Pedestrian Entrance


Pedestrian Entrance


Pedestrian Entrance


Pedestrian Entrance


			Building Type			Previous Area (gsf)			Reduced Area (gsf)			Delta


			Office			580,000			406,000			174,000


			Retail			125,000			110,000			15,000


			Total			705,000			516,000			189,000





SUMMARY:


16TH Street Tower has been reduced by seven total floors.  (5) of which are tower and (2) of which are podium.


The subgrade parking garage has had 175 stalls removed.


The open space remains consistent with the “Full Intensity” baseline.


Retail has been reduced across the project as follows:


3,000sf from South Street Podium


3,000sf from 16th Street Podium


9,000 sf from Market Hall, TFB, South St.











NORTH








WARRIORS CEQA ALTERNATIVES


     “NO PROJECT” OPTION


          Site Developed for Alternate Office/Retail Use
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Block 29


Block 30


Block 31


Block 32


NORTH


SOUTH STREET


THIRD STREET


TERRY A FRANCOIS BLVD


16TH STREET











WARRIORS CEQA ALTERNATIVES


     “NO PROJECT” OPTION


          Site Developed for Alternate Office/Retail Use


MANICA Architecture
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29


30


31


32


Third Street Retail


2 Stories


19,000 GSF





Office Tower


13 Stories


208,000 GSF





Office Midrise


7 Stories


40,600 GSF





Above-Grade Structured Parking


5.5 Stories


550 Stalls


148,500 GSF





Office Midrise


7 Stories


131,700 GSF





Office Midrise


7 Stories


39,900 GSF





Above-Grade Structured Parking


5 Stories


500 Stalls


135,000 GSF





Bay Front Park Retail


1 Stories


13,000 GSF


Office Midrise


7 Stories


157,700 GSF





Office Midrise


5 Stories


65,000 GSF





Office Midrise


7 Stories


49,000 GSF


Office Midrise


4 Stories


64,000 GSF


Office Midrise


7 Stories


49,000 GSF


Office Midrise


5 Stories


77,500 GSF


Office Midrise


7 Stories


112,000 GSF


Office Midrise


7 Stories


61,600 GSF


NORTH


16th St.


South St.


Third St.


TFB








image1.png





image2.jpeg





image3.jpeg





image4.jpg





image5.jpg













From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); VandeWater, Adam (ECN);


Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:08:45 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png
20150319_P_Presentation to OCII_VARA scheme.pdf


Paul,
 
Here’s the presentation. You’re correct we have no written description.
 
We do plan to complete elevations for this option but have not yet done so. I’ll send along when
able.
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.
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2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update
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Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update



vara scHeMe birds eye vieW 











Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update



vara scHeMe: bird’s eye vieW 2











Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update



vara scHeMe: vieW froM 3rd sTreeT











Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update



vara scHeMe: vieW froM Upper plaza











Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update



vara scHeMe: vieW froM Terraces


















 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
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structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for







SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


 
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: Paul Mitchell
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR) (ECN); Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce


Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06:44 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.


 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
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to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.
o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance


with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian







flows, etc.) will be modified.
·         Final TMP. 


o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in
progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


 
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: Paul Mitchell
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR) (ECN); Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce


Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06:46 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.


 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
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to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.
o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance


with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian







flows, etc.) will be modified.
·         Final TMP. 


o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in
progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


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


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR) (ECN); Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com


Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:04:16 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
2015.03.26_Vara_Variant_Site_Plan.pdf


Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.
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o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).







·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to
project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


 
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: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Draft Response to BAAQMD questions 1 &2
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 9:42:45 AM
Attachments: Responses to Alison Re VMT and Warriors+ck.docx
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Here are my (very minor) edits. Thanks for helping with this!
 
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: Range, Jessica (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, March 20, 2015 10:39 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: Draft Response to BAAQMD questions 1 &2
 
Brett,
 
Please forward the attached responses to Alison’s Questions 1 and 2 to Michael and Catherine at
Environ, the Warriors team, and Mary for their review.  We still need Mary to respond to Question 3,
copied below:


1.        My understanding from the City of Oakland’s Coliseum Area Specific Plan DEIR is that
the Specific Plan includes updating the Arena. Since this is the intention, assuming
Oakland will attract another basketball team and continue hosting the same number of
non-game events would result in the most conservative and health-protective analysis.
Therefore, I think we need more information in order to support an analysis that does
not make this assumption.    


 
Thanks,
 
 
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
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Response:


1.       Please provide more information about Warriors ticket sales, and how sales support lower VMT if the Warriors move to SF.


Overall VMT per game will decrease at the new arena, even though the number of spectator seats at the new arena is roughly the same as at the Oracle Arena (18,000 seats). VMT per game are calculated based on the aggregated zip codes of season ticketholder addresses, using the distance between each county and the arena. For both the Oracle Arena and the San Francisco Event Center, the average trip length is approximately 25 miles for auto trips. Based on full attendance and making conservative assumptions, mode split for vehicle trips is approximately 83% at the Oracle Arena. For the San Francisco Event Center, automobile mode split is lower, at less than 60%. The vehicle mode split for the Oracle Arena is based on parking occupancy rates for Warriors events (a known quantity). As you may know, the existing Oracle parking lot has substantial capacity at 8,553 parking spaces (the SF Event Center would have just over 900 parking spaces).  


The mode split at the SF Event Center for basketball event attendee trips were based on weekday and Saturday game attendance data at AT&T Park collected by the San Francisco Giants in the fall 2012. For basketball event attendees, the mode split obtained from the San Francisco Giants survey data was adjusted in consultation with the SFMTA to better represent a more limited transit access and longer walking distances from downtown to the project site, as compared to AT&T Park, which is located about 0.6 miles closer to the Market Street corridor (i.e., a portion of transit and walk trips were shifted to auto trips).  For example, it was assumed that the overall auto usage for a basketball game at the proposed project site would be between 54 percent (weekdays) and 60 percent (weekends), compared to 38 and 42 percent, respectively, at AT&T Park, while overall transit usage would be about 35 percent, compared to 45 percent at AT&T Park.  The modal split allocation for each major origin/ destination was estimated by using the San Francisco Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines data for visitor trips to this area of the City (Superdistrict 3) as a guide and proportionally shifting walk trips outside of San Francisco to transit trips.





The adjusted mode split for basketball event attendee trips assumes that the project would include a Transit Service Plan for additional Muni service as well as increased Mission Bay TMA shuttle service during basketball game events. The Draft EIR will present criteria air pollutant emissions with and without implementation of the Transit Service Plan. 





 


BThe results of the all of the above show that being in a mixed-use development close to more transit options than just BART, the San Francisco Event Center reduces VMT per game to approximately 220,000, with variation between weekdays and weekends, which is approximately 55% of the Oracle Arena VMT per game of 397,553. Similarly,


2.       Please provide more information about non-game event ticket sales, and how sales support lower VMT if the events move to SF.


 The Warriors game day trip lengthVMT estimates were used as a proxy for trip lengths for concert non-game events. However, attendance at the existing Oracle Arena for concert events is assumed to be lower than game day attendance. For the SF Event Center, the Draft EIR conservatively assumes concert event attendance to be equal to game day event attendance, i.e. a sold out event. 


Another type of non-game event that could occur at the SF Event Center is Conventions.  This type of event has different trip generation characteristics because most conventions attract people from a wide area for a number of days, and those people tend to stay in the local vicinity for the duration of the convention. The mode split for this type of event was derived by the EIR Consultant’s Traffic Engineers. Mode split assumptions for convention/corporate events attendees were based on data provided by the Moscone Center Operator and documented in the Moscone Center Expansion EIR (Final EIR certified on August 14, 2014),  with some adjustments to account for the project site’s location (Superdistrict 3). Specifically, it was assumed that the overall auto usage would be twice the Moscone Center (20 percent at the proposed project site versus 10 percent at the Moscone Center), with minimal walk trips (2 percent at the proposed project site versus 30 percent at the Moscone Center). Taxi and shuttle bus trips would continue to represent about half of all the trips, while transit trips would increase to 23 percent. The modal split allocation for each major origin/destination was estimated by using San Francisco Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines data for visitor trips to this area of the City (Superdistrict 3) as a guide and proportionally shifting walk trips from other areas of the City (Superdistrict 1, 2 and 4) to transit trips and shifting walk trips starting or ending outside of San Francisco to auto trips; no adjustments were made for walk trips occurring within this area of the City (Superdistrict 3).


The mode split assumptions for the project are further documented in the Traffic Engineer’s Trip Generation Memorandum. 	Comment by Jessica Range: Should we attach?

CK: Yes.


 per non-game event is lower for games at the San Francisco Event Center than at the Oracle Arena. For both games and non-game events, the Mission Bay location results in decreased vehicle mode split.



















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 (ADM)
To: "Clarke Miller"; Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN)
Subject: RE: Weekly GSW Check-In
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 10:26:00 AM


Could we plan on keeping this short since we spent such quality time together yesterday? 
Thanks


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 10:26 AM
To: Jesse Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Weekly GSW Check-In
When: Thursday, March 26, 2015 10:30 AM-11:30 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: Call-in #: 877-336-1828; Access Code: 955112; Host Code: 748198


Weekly tracking log is attached.


  << File: 20150326_Decision item list.xlsx >>
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Clarke Miller; Jose Farran; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN); Joyce 


Hsiao; Kern, Christopher (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Miller-Blankinship, Erin 
(MTA)


Subject: Re: Contractor Parking
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:35:15 PM


Hi Kate
Thank you. However, your additional language on the construction worker parking 
does not specify a requirement that the contractor prepare a parking plan - which is 
what we were going for at the meeting yesterday. 


Also, referring to the "potential resources south of the project site" raises questions. 
Resources for what, why isn't it part of the project, etc. Actions associated with 
"heavily encouraged to take transit" need to be included.  Providing the free shuttle 
for early construction worker arrivals sounds like a good way to encourage transit 
use, but it should be provided right away, rather than "if demand warrants".


If you want to go with this or similar language for the project description, then 
Improvement Measure I-TR-1 will be revised per SFMTA's comment to require a 
contractor parking plan, and will refer to the proposed legislation.  Sounds like this 
approach may be the easiest. 


We can discuss this some more at next Wednesday's meeting, but it would be better 
if we can cross this item off our list sooner than later. 
Thank you,
Luba


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


On Mar 26, 2015, at 12:00 PM, Kate Aufhauser <kaufhauser@warriors.com> wrote:


Hi Paul,
 
Per yesterday’s discussion, we propose the following language to address construction 
worker parking:
 
Prior to awarding sub-contracts, parking plans will be discussed with contractors to 
make them aware of available resources. These may include the substantial daytime 
availability in Lot A (except daytime game-days), and potential resources south of the 
project site that are under consideration by the project sponsor. In addition, on-site 
parking will be made available to contractors and workers when feasible.



mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:wyckowilliam@comcast.net

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com





 
Workers will also be heavily encouraged to take transit to the site. If demand warrants, 
the Warriors would work with contractors and the Mission Bay TMA to extend the 
operation of an early-morning shuttle that currently transports construction workers 
from transit hubs to active project sites in Mission Bay.
 
Let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


<image003.png>
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); VandeWater, Adam (ECN); Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger,


Brett (CPC)
Subject: Revised Alternatives Site Plans
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:05:24 PM
Attachments: image001.png


2015.03.26_CEQA_Same_Site_Alternatives_V4.pptx


Paul –
 
Please see the attached revisions to our site plans for the Reduced Intensity and No Project
alternatives.
 
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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NO PROJECT & REDUCED INTENSITY


ALTERNATIVE DESIGNS


MARCH 24, 2015








MANICA Architecture


26 March 2015





16th St. Low-rise


South St. Tower


116,000 sf Office Space


18,000 sf Retail Space


290,000 sf Office Space


27,000 sf Retail Space


55,000 sf Retail Space


Market Hall, TFB, South St Retail


WARRIORS CEQA ALTERNATIVES


     “REDUCED INTENSITY” OPTION


          Reduced Retail, Office & Parking


10,000 sf Retail Space


Event Center








MANICA Architecture


26 March 2015


WARRIORS CEQA ALTERNATIVES


“REDUCED INTENSITY” OPTION


          Reduced Retail, Office & Parking





GSW Arena


16th St. Low-rise


Office/Retail


South St. Tower


Office/Retail


Gatehouse





Plaza w/ Underground Parking (775 Stalls)


+135’


+55’


+32’


+10’


+160’


+90’


Pedestrian Entrance


Traffic


Entrance


Traffic


Entrance


South St.


16th St.


Terry A Francois Blvd.


Third St.


Pedestrian Entrance


Pedestrian Entrance


Pedestrian Entrance


Pedestrian Entrance


Pedestrian Entrance


			Building Type			Previous Area (gsf)			Reduced Area (gsf)			Delta


			Office			580,000			406,000			174,000


			Retail			125,000			110,000			15,000


			Total			705,000			516,000			189,000





SUMMARY:


16TH Street Tower has been reduced by seven total floors.  (5) of which are tower and (2) of which are podium.


The subgrade parking garage has had 175 stalls removed.


The open space remains consistent with the “Full Intensity” baseline.


Retail has been reduced across the project as follows:


3,000sf from South Street Podium


3,000sf from 16th Street Podium


9,000 sf from Market Hall, TFB, South St.











NORTH








WARRIORS CEQA ALTERNATIVES


     “NO PROJECT” OPTION


          Site Developed for Alternate Office/Retail Use
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Block 29


Block 30


Block 31


Block 32


NORTH


SOUTH STREET


THIRD STREET


TERRY A FRANCOIS BLVD


16TH STREET











WARRIORS CEQA ALTERNATIVES


     “NO PROJECT” OPTION


          Site Developed for Alternate Office/Retail Use


MANICA Architecture


26 March 2015


29


30


31


32


Third Street Retail


2 Stories


19,000 GSF





Office Tower


13 Stories


208,000 GSF





Office Midrise


7 Stories


40,600 GSF





Above-Grade Structured Parking


5.5 Stories


550 Stalls


148,500 GSF





Office Midrise


7 Stories


131,700 GSF





Office Midrise


7 Stories


39,900 GSF





Above-Grade Structured Parking


5 Stories


500 Stalls


135,000 GSF





Bay Front Park Retail


1 Stories


13,000 GSF


Office Midrise


7 Stories


157,700 GSF





Office Midrise


5 Stories


65,000 GSF





Office Midrise


7 Stories


49,000 GSF


Office Midrise


4 Stories


64,000 GSF


Office Midrise


7 Stories


49,000 GSF


Office Midrise


5 Stories


77,500 GSF


Office Midrise


7 Stories


112,000 GSF


Office Midrise


7 Stories


61,600 GSF


NORTH


16th St.


South St.


Third St.


TFB
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam


(MYR) (ECN); Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com


Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:04:19 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
2015.03.26_Vara_Variant_Site_Plan.pdf


Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.
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o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).







·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to
project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


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


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Bollinger, Brett


(CPC); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 5:59:10 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png


Yes, the lead on the plaza variant design is our landscape architect (SWA), while the lead on early
site plans was the Manica Architecture team. The MANICA group has completed their site-wide
scope and is now focused on the arena and its more immediate surroundings.
 
As a relative layperson (i.e., not a designer nor a frequent peruser of EIRs), I have no problems
comparing the two proposed designs. But I’ll await further comment from this group.
 
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, March 27, 2015 5:23 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Ideally, the site plan (you provided yesterday) and the building elevation you provided today for this
project variant would be in the same format to what you we are presenting for the proposed project
design in the SEIR Project Description, since they are being considered on an equal basis, and thus,
so an apples-to-apples visual comparison can be made by the reader.  However, if you are using a
different architect and/or software program for this variant (can you confirm), we understand that
may not be possible to present them in the same format.
 
I’ll talk to Chris Kern on Monday (he’s out today) to get his insight, and we can follow up with you
early next week.
 
FYI, the EIR Alternatives plans you provided are fine since they are expected to be somewhat more
generalized and not on a project-level.
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Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 4:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
See attached per second request. Is this sufficient?
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:23 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Thanks, Kate.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul,
 
Here’s the presentation. You’re correct we have no written description.
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We do plan to complete elevations for this option but have not yet done so. I’ll send along when
able.
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.


 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
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Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review
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o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to







accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


 
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: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com);


Murphy, Mary G. (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com)
Cc: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: RE: Draft Response to BAAQMD questions 1 &2
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 9:59:49 AM
Attachments: image001.png


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


All-
 
Please provide your edits to responses 1 and 2 by COB Today. You can provide them to me directly.
 
Thanks,
 
 
Jessica Range
Senior Planner, Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9018 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


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


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, March 20, 2015 10:43 AM
To: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com)
Cc: Range, Jessica (CPC); Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: FW: Draft Response to BAAQMD questions 1 &2
 
All: Please find the attached draft responses to the BAAQMD questions 1 and 2 for review and
comment. We also need GSW to respond to Question 3 below:
 
My understanding from the City of Oakland’s Coliseum Area Specific Plan DEIR is that the Specific
Plan includes updating the Arena. Since this is the intention, assuming Oakland will attract another
basketball team and continue hosting the same number of non-game events would result in the
most conservative and health-protective analysis. Therefore, I think we need more information in
order to support an analysis that does not make this assumption.
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, March 20, 2015 10:39 AM
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To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: Draft Response to BAAQMD questions 1 &2
 
Brett,
 
Please forward the attached responses to Alison’s Questions 1 and 2 to Michael and Catherine at
Environ, the Warriors team, and Mary for their review.  We still need Mary to respond to Question 3,
copied below:


1.        My understanding from the City of Oakland’s Coliseum Area Specific Plan DEIR is that
the Specific Plan includes updating the Arena. Since this is the intention, assuming
Oakland will attract another basketball team and continue hosting the same number of
non-game events would result in the most conservative and health-protective analysis.
Therefore, I think we need more information in order to support an analysis that does
not make this assumption.    


 
Thanks,
 
 
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: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); VandeWater, Adam (ECN); Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger,


Brett (CPC)
Subject: Revised Alternatives Site Plans
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:05:22 PM
Attachments: image001.png


2015.03.26_CEQA_Same_Site_Alternatives_V4.pptx


Paul –
 
Please see the attached revisions to our site plans for the Reduced Intensity and No Project
alternatives.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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NO PROJECT & REDUCED INTENSITY


ALTERNATIVE DESIGNS


MARCH 24, 2015








MANICA Architecture


26 March 2015





16th St. Low-rise


South St. Tower


116,000 sf Office Space


18,000 sf Retail Space


290,000 sf Office Space


27,000 sf Retail Space


55,000 sf Retail Space


Market Hall, TFB, South St Retail


WARRIORS CEQA ALTERNATIVES


     “REDUCED INTENSITY” OPTION


          Reduced Retail, Office & Parking


10,000 sf Retail Space


Event Center








MANICA Architecture


26 March 2015


WARRIORS CEQA ALTERNATIVES


“REDUCED INTENSITY” OPTION


          Reduced Retail, Office & Parking





GSW Arena


16th St. Low-rise


Office/Retail


South St. Tower


Office/Retail


Gatehouse





Plaza w/ Underground Parking (775 Stalls)


+135’


+55’


+32’


+10’


+160’


+90’


Pedestrian Entrance


Traffic


Entrance


Traffic


Entrance


South St.


16th St.


Terry A Francois Blvd.


Third St.


Pedestrian Entrance


Pedestrian Entrance


Pedestrian Entrance


Pedestrian Entrance


Pedestrian Entrance


			Building Type			Previous Area (gsf)			Reduced Area (gsf)			Delta


			Office			580,000			406,000			174,000


			Retail			125,000			110,000			15,000


			Total			705,000			516,000			189,000





SUMMARY:


16TH Street Tower has been reduced by seven total floors.  (5) of which are tower and (2) of which are podium.


The subgrade parking garage has had 175 stalls removed.


The open space remains consistent with the “Full Intensity” baseline.


Retail has been reduced across the project as follows:


3,000sf from South Street Podium


3,000sf from 16th Street Podium


9,000 sf from Market Hall, TFB, South St.











NORTH








WARRIORS CEQA ALTERNATIVES


     “NO PROJECT” OPTION


          Site Developed for Alternate Office/Retail Use
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Block 29


Block 30


Block 31


Block 32


NORTH


SOUTH STREET


THIRD STREET


TERRY A FRANCOIS BLVD


16TH STREET











WARRIORS CEQA ALTERNATIVES


     “NO PROJECT” OPTION


          Site Developed for Alternate Office/Retail Use
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29


30


31


32


Third Street Retail


2 Stories


19,000 GSF





Office Tower


13 Stories


208,000 GSF





Office Midrise


7 Stories


40,600 GSF





Above-Grade Structured Parking


5.5 Stories


550 Stalls


148,500 GSF





Office Midrise


7 Stories


131,700 GSF





Office Midrise


7 Stories


39,900 GSF





Above-Grade Structured Parking


5 Stories


500 Stalls


135,000 GSF





Bay Front Park Retail


1 Stories


13,000 GSF


Office Midrise


7 Stories


157,700 GSF





Office Midrise


5 Stories


65,000 GSF





Office Midrise


7 Stories


49,000 GSF


Office Midrise


4 Stories


64,000 GSF


Office Midrise


7 Stories


49,000 GSF


Office Midrise


5 Stories


77,500 GSF


Office Midrise


7 Stories


112,000 GSF


Office Midrise


7 Stories


61,600 GSF


NORTH


16th St.


South St.


Third St.


TFB
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Hussain, Lila (ADM)
Subject: RE: John Kilroy’s Big News; NEMA Not For Sale; and Hines’ $180M Office Project
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 10:20:00 AM


I talked with Kilroy.  It sounds like they are still in negotiations with several potential tenants and still in non-disclosure, so cannot
say the names (I got the sense that the speech below may have made things sound further baked than they are).  They are still
pushing tenants to explore the childcare option, and strongly encouraged them to continue to advocate that option.  While they
did not mention any names, I gave my standard “if you are talking with UCSF here are things you need to address related to the
PILOT” speech so that in the event they are speaking with UCSF, they have the grain of salt to understand the realities of the PILOT
and the Block 33/34 process.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (CII) 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 4:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Hussain, Lila (ADM)
Subject: FW: John Kilroy’s Big News; NEMA Not For Sale; and Hines’ $180M Office Project
 
John Kilroy reported at a conference yesterday that he has two letters of intent with credit worthy tenants not in tech for The


Exchange on 16th (Block 40).  Can you find out who those tenants are?  And the status of the childcare space in light of the fact
that they have almost leased the building.  See the blog from Bisnow below.
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


 


From: Real Estate Bisnow - San Francisco [mailto:newsletter@news.bisnow.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: John Kilroy’s Big News; NEMA Not For Sale; and Hines’ $180M Office Project
 


DON'T SEE IMAGES? CLICK HERE


March 23, 2015


John Kilroy Spills Big News About The Exchange
Kilroy CEO John Kilroy announced that its 680k SF mixed-use
complex in Mission Bay, The Exchange on 16th, could be pretty
much full before it even breaks ground.


We snapped John as he spoke last night at USC Lusk Center's Real
Estate: 2030 forum at the Hyatt Regency on the Embarcadero. John
says Kilroy will start construction on the $450M complex in June.
"It looks like we might have it almost all leased to two great credit
tenants," he says, and surprisingly, neither are in tech. LOIs are in
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place, he adds. The project is a slam dunk because it's close to
public transit, visible from the freeway, and Mission Bay has
become the southern portion of SoMa—where Millennials live and
there's room for housing to be built.


The Exchange at 16th is made up of two six-story and two 12-
story buildings that'll have roof decks, natural light, high ceilings
and views of downtown and the Bay Bridge (above, new
renderings he showed last night). The four buildings will connect
so that some floors will have 90k SF floor plates. Density is big for
his firm; he won't build a project that can't handle at least eight
employees per 1k SF. This Mission Bay project will be able to
house a whopping 12 per 1k SF. Companies don't like that kind of
density for long periods, but when work ramps up, they need the
capacity to hire quickly and pack employees in.


There's a massive amount of office stock in the US that's going to
be obsolete because it can't handle densities, he says. Kilroy tears
out hundreds of tons of granite in the buildings it buys each year.
These days granite is like having wingtip shoes, he jokes. He
explains Kilroy's big focus on going green: Millennials are the
most sustainable group that has ever walked the face of the earth,
other than American Indians and Aborigines, John says. It's part of
their culture to save the earth. Down in LA, sex appeal also sells;
he showed a snazzy rendering video paired to James Brown's Sex
Machine touring Kilroy's creative office/retail haven coming to
Hollywood.


Share:


  
  


Top stories on Bisnow.com
Chinese Investment Firm
Eyes Cushman & Wakefield


Fed Delivers Dovish Rate Hike
Forecast to Surprise of Many


Jacob Chetrit Moves to Evict
Tenant Over Airbnb Listing


Simon Ups the Ante in
Macerich Bid


NEMA Not For Sale


This week we reported that HFF was helping
Crescent Heights possibly sell NEMA, but now that
plan is off the table. This morning we chatted with
regional manager Roman Speron, who says the 754-
unit complex is not for sale. (Above, the blowout
opening party in fall 2013.) "We had a number of
groups approach us off the market after we completed
our lease up, interested in partnering with us," Roman
tells us.


Share:


CH is ramping up its footprint in the Bay Area
and plans to double its staff in S.F. over the next few
months. Those hires are related to new projects
coming on line, which include the Honda dealership
site and 524 Howard. And it's on the market for a
bigger office space in the city, says Roman (pictured
far right, with his NEMA family).
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Hines’ $180M Office Project in San Mateo
Gets Going


The new 305k SF 400/450 Concar project in San Mateo just broke
ground, and the $180M office development now has another
partner on board. Goldman Sachs just joined the team, which
includes Hines and Pearlmark Real Estate Partners. And J.P.
Morgan will be providing the construction loan for $100M, which
covers around 56% of the development cost, writes The Registry.
Hines bought the site in 2008 with Pearlmark, which had invested
in the project for one of its investment funds. Since then, that fund
has pursued other investments, so an additional capital source had
to be brought in. That's how Goldman came on board, says Hines
senior managing director Cameron Falconer. Hines hired JLL to
assist in finding a new investor and construction debt for the
project. Demolition of existing buildings has started, and delivery is
slated for the end of 2016. [REG]


Share:


Uber's New 'Boring' HQ?
Uber’s worldwide HQ coming to Mission
Bay didn't get off on the right foot, thanks to
a conflict between Uber’s team and a
principal at Gensler. Now it's apparently
pursuing SHoP's design (pictured), which
SocketSite's inside source characterizes as
“two boring glass boxes.” The boxes will
land at 1455 and 1515 Third St, next to the
incoming Golden State Warriors arena.
Approvals for the Uber development are
already locked down, so the project is moving
fast. In August, Bisnow was the first to report
on the land sale, and Uber's plans to erect its
HQ on the site were revealed a month later.
[SocketSite]


Share:


SHoP


Negotiating Guidance
You Can Use Now


The art of commercial real estate negotiation is not easily taught in
a book. That’s why Bisnow Education offers One on One With
David Adelman, featuring real-world insight and practical,
applicable advice concerning our industry’s most tricky
component. Campus Apartments CEO David Adelman shares his
knowledge and experience with host Peter Linneman, chairman of
the Wharton School of Real Estate. The conversation presents
usable information about buying, selling, vendor contracts and
everything else that requires give and take. Also revealed is the
biggest lesson David has learned, which may inspire all of your
negotiating going forward. Find out exactly what negotiating is:
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Winning? War? Marriage? All of the above?


This video, and all of Bisnow’s learning tools, are designed for
understanding financial models and industry lingo at all
professional levels. They'll also be a tremendous asset to your
corporate training program. Group rates available. Find out more
about our helpful videos (with more to come) by clicking here. Buy
the entire set and receive this latest video for free by emailing
Bisnow's Amelia Garland at amelia.garland@bisnow.com.


Doing Retail Business in
DC, Maryland, Virginia?


Headed to ICSC's annual expo in Las Vegas this spring? If so, we
hope you'll join our party for the Metro Washington DC region at
the Wynn Hotel's incomparable Tryst Nightclub from 5:30 to
8:00 PM on May 18.


We're honored to announce that our supporting firms include these
top retail players of the DC region:


Founding Partners
Acadia Realty Trust
ASB Real Estate Investments
Calkain Companies
Combined Properties
Cushman & Wakefield
Douglas Development
Federal Realty Investment Trust
JBGR Retail
McCaffery Interests
Miller Walker Retail Real Estate
Peterson Companies
Potomac Development
Roadside Development
Streetsense
Vornado/Charles E. Smith
Washington REIT (formerly WRIT)


Presenting Sponsors
Papadopoulos Properties


Founding Sponsors
CohnReznick
Continental Title Group
Divaris Real Estate
Goulston & Storrs
Renaud Consulting
Rosenthal Properties
Shulman Rogers
Washington Gas
TEEL Construction
christopher consultants


More information? Please check out our event page, or contact
Chris.Wainwright@Bisnow.com
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In Case You Missed It...
Donald Bren's
Multifamily
Makeover for
Millennials


Target Raises Base Pay to $9
an Hour


Hong Kong Group
Plans Mixed-Use in
Bellevue


Bascom
and Carlyle
Pay $45M
for
Emeryville
Apartments


Acadia Realty
Enters S.F.
Market with
$155M Buy


  
  


STAY TUNED FOR MORE COVERAGE NEXT WEEK FROM THE USC
FORUM. TIERNEY.PLUMB@BISNOW.COM


The email address for your subscription is: tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
CONTACT | MANAGE EMAIL PREFERENCES | UNSUBSCRIBE


Advertise or Sponsor: mike.martinez@bisnow.com


VISIT BISNOW.COM


SHARE 


SPONSOR A NEWSLETTER


TERMS & CONDITIONS PRIVACY POLICY


You have been selected to receive this newsletter either through prior contact or professional association.
If you have received it in error, please accept our apologies and unsubscribe at the bottom of the newsletter.


© 2015, Bisnow LLC, 641 S Street NW, 3rd Floor, Washington, DC 20001. All rights reserved.
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj
Subject: GSW field spot check transportation data collection
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 9:24:30 AM


Brett,
 
Following up on or discussion on Wednesday about performing spot checks in the Mission Bay area,
we have decided to postpone all the counts until the week of April 6.
 
This week is spring break for UCSF students so we have cancelled the parking counts we had
originally planned to do.  Next week is Easter and the SFUSD has its spring break.  More importantly
for our purposes, today is a UCSF holiday (Cesar Chavez day) so more people might be taking
vacation next week.
 
Since it would be easy to attack any counts we perform during this time, we have decide to postpone
them until April 7-9 (weekday) and April 11 (Saturday), although it would make our schedule much
tighter.  The Giants are way during that week so it should be OK.
 
Per our discussions on Wednesday, we plan to recount weekday and Saturday occupancies at UCSF
garages, and perform weekday vehicle turning movement counts at Third/16th, Fourth/16th, and
Fourth/Mariposa.  We will also collect weekday pedestrian and bicycle counts at Third/Mariposa.
 
Let us know if you have any questions or comments.
 
_______________________________________________________
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: Paul Mitchell
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Bollinger, Brett


(CPC); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 5:23:11 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
Ideally, the site plan (you provided yesterday) and the building elevation you provided today for this
project variant would be in the same format to what you we are presenting for the proposed project
design in the SEIR Project Description, since they are being considered on an equal basis, and thus,
so an apples-to-apples visual comparison can be made by the reader.  However, if you are using a
different architect and/or software program for this variant (can you confirm), we understand that
may not be possible to present them in the same format.
 
I’ll talk to Chris Kern on Monday (he’s out today) to get his insight, and we can follow up with you
early next week.
 
FYI, the EIR Alternatives plans you provided are fine since they are expected to be somewhat more
generalized and not on a project-level.
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 4:45 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
See attached per second request. Is this sufficient?
 
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: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:23 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Thanks, Kate.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul,
 
Here’s the presentation. You’re correct we have no written description.
 
We do plan to complete elevations for this option but have not yet done so. I’ll send along when
able.
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
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for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.


 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
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Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This







update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).
o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates


are available at this time.
·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure


5.2-13 to remain?
o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We


will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA)
Subject: RE: Terry Francois/Lefty O"Doul follow-up
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 4:25:00 PM


Turns out the GSW also want to stage on the roadway. I  said they would need to get a permit to
enter from the Port.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Beaupre, David (PRT) 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:49 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Sallaberry, Michael (MTA)
Subject: RE: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
I believe they are talking about road closure to construct the road and cycletrack, in which case I
think it would be OK, if that happened bike and ped can be routed to shoreline
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1
San Francisco CA 94111
415-274-0539
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:08 PM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Sallaberry, Michael (MTA)
Subject: RE: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
My only caveat is that I am hearing that MBDG and the GSW would like to explore shutting TFB in
front of the GSW site for the offseason of the Giants.  Or maybe we talked about that when we all
met (for some reason I’m having problems remember the extent of that closure).  Do we want to
have the cycle track if it will merge into the blue green way while the road is constructed?  May
make sense since gets all the bikes on that side and easier to merge them onto the shared pathway. 
Thoughts?
 
Catherine Reilly



mailto:david.beaupre@sfport.com

mailto:mike.sallaberry@sfmta.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





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


From: Beaupre, David (PRT) 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 1:43 PM
To: Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: FW: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
Mike and Catherine,
 
We recently met with Janice Li about a variety of Port related bicycle things, one of the things she
brought up was getting mixed messages about TFB, Lefty O’Doul and bike lanes (see below). Mike
she mentioned that Neal Patel told her Lefty O’Doul is not even an MTA project, so you may want to
share with him it is unless I am misunderstanding.
 
The last we me, which was just a few weeks ago, I think we confirmed the following:


1)       We will convert all of TFB to the East side Cycletrack upon completion of the rebuild of TFB


from Mariposa to 16th Street (the date may slip, but the trigger is completion), this will likely
occur this fall or early winter (we will work together to secure funds)


2)       Lefty O’Doul will occur at the same time as above (unless there is an unforeseen condition
that does not allow)


 
Let me know if I have misstated something, Mike, maybe share this with Neal, I would like to get
back to Janice in the coming weeks.
 
Lastly,  Mike the TFB 90% drawings are out for interagency review, they are referenced as Mission
Bay Blocks 33 & 34 Public Improvements, 90% Submittal (March 12, 2015), so if the SMTA routing is
working, you should have received a copy (I believe they went to Al Herce when he was still at MTA).
Attached is one of the drawings, which I believe illustrates signals at TFB and Mariposa
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1
San Francisco CA 94111
415-274-0539
 
 
 
From: Janice Li [mailto:janice@sfbike.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 4:52 PM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:janice@sfbike.org





Subject: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
Hi David,
 
Thanks for joining us in the Port/SFBC powwow last week, and it was a wonderful day for
Sunday Streets on the Embarcadero as well. I expect Noah to be sending a follow-up email to
our meeting as well, but I really appreciate all the planning efforts you've put into ensuring
the best bike connections along the Port's waterfront.
 
Regarding Terry Francois Blvd and Lefty O'Doul Bridge, I want to make sure we have all the
correct information. We seem to be hearing multiple timelines and different stages of
planning from everyone -- Neal Patel stated that Lefty O'Doul is not yet confirmed to be an
SFMTA project and Catherine Reilly had different timelines for the TF Blvd alignment.
 
Whenever you feel is best (perhaps post-EIR for Lefty O'Doul, depending on when that is), it
would be good to sit down with you, Mike Sallaberry and Neal to talk timelines, outreach
and design. This is something that is going to be very exciting for our members and we want
to make sure this helps to build momentum for Warriors, Pier 70, India Basin, etc. Let me
know if you have any additional updates from Mike and when you think this meeting might
be (next few weeks or next few months?).
 
Thanks in advance,
Janice


 
--
Janice Li
Community Organizer
____________________________________________
 


San Francisco Bicycle Coalition
Promoting the Bicycle for Everyday Transportation


(415) 431-BIKE (2453) x302
833 Market Street, 10th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
_______________________________________
 
March is Women's History Month!
CELEBRATE BY GETTING INVOLVED WITH WOMEN BIKE SF



https://www.sfbike.org/membership/

https://www.facebook.com/sfbike

https://twitter.com/sfbike

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

http://www.sfbike.org/?

http://goo.gl/maps/7SqWX

http://www.sfbike.org/news/march-is-womens-history-month/?org=451&lvl=100&ite=7104&lea=2867864&ctr=0&par=1






From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam


(ECN); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 4:45:37 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png


See attached per second request. Is this sufficient?
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:23 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Thanks, Kate.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul,
 
Here’s the presentation. You’re correct we have no written description.
 
We do plan to complete elevations for this option but have not yet done so. I’ll send along when
able.
 
Kate
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.


 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
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As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
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flight path.
o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.


·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please
provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for
SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in







the TMP to see if need to be revised
o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently


contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


 
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: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW - UCSF Comments - Helicopter
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 3:50:18 PM
Attachments: GSW Helicopter Flight Path with Crane radius.pdf


GSW Helicopter Flight Path with Crane radius - overall.pdf
3rd and 16th view with Heli flightpath.pdf
TFB view with Heli flightpath.pdf
Mission Bay Helicopter Flight Paths 2014_rev 5-13-14.pdf
Map of Flight Paths.pdf
UCSF Heliport Layout Plan 2013-09-09.pdf


Chris and Brett:  As a followup to my last email, below and attached are what Clarke sent us last
Wednesday.  The first three pdfs are the results of their analysis.
 
-Paul
 


From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 5:20 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Jose Farran; Joyce; Kate Aufhauser; Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); 'Sekhri, Neil
(NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)'
Subject: RE: GSW - UCSF Comments - Helicopter
 
All,
 
Here are the diagrams that our general contractor produced which illustrate that neither the
building heights (with penthouse mechanical areas) nor the cranes interfere with the flight path info
that was provided to us by UCSF. As you can tell, the analysis is not well polished, but it does
illustrate there’s sufficient buffer in all cases. Given that the project will need to comply with FAA
regulations and therefore have appropriate building-top and crane-top hazard lighting, do we need
to otherwise submit an official analysis for CEQA? We could share these results directly with UCSF
and engage them in a conversation on how the project will not create an interference issue as an
alternate route.
 
I’ve copied Mary and Neil in the event they want to chime in on the appropriate approach here.
 
I’ve also attached three pdfs that UCSF initially gave to us on flight paths and trajectories.
 
Clarke
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 5:09 PM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Jose Farran; Joyce; Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW - UCSF Comments - Helicopter
 
Luba:
 
One of the items the sponsor will be providing us will be the results of a preliminary review they
conducted of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the proposed use of
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tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Perhaps we can discuss what if any
additional discussion may be needed after we receive that information.
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 5:03 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Jose Farran; Joyce; Paul Mitchell
Subject: GSW - UCSF Comments - Helicopter
 
HI Kate and Clarke
We have initiated review of the UCSF comments on the transportation section.  Comment
#47 - attached - requires information from the project sponsor regarding how the construction
of the project (i.e., cranes and boons), as well as the operation of the three buildings would
not conflict with the approved flight paths for the UCSF helicopter service.  We do not have
the expertise to conduct this analysis, nor the background on how the project was designed to
take the flight paths into account. Hopefully the architects have already worked this out.
Thank you,
Luba



mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:[mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com]






From: Beaupre, David (PRT)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Sallaberry, Michael (MTA)
Subject: RE: Terry Francois/Lefty O"Doul follow-up
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:49:06 PM


I believe they are talking about road closure to construct the road and cycletrack, in which case I
think it would be OK, if that happened bike and ped can be routed to shoreline
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1
San Francisco CA 94111
415-274-0539
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:08 PM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Sallaberry, Michael (MTA)
Subject: RE: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
My only caveat is that I am hearing that MBDG and the GSW would like to explore shutting TFB in
front of the GSW site for the offseason of the Giants.  Or maybe we talked about that when we all
met (for some reason I’m having problems remember the extent of that closure).  Do we want to
have the cycle track if it will merge into the blue green way while the road is constructed?  May
make sense since gets all the bikes on that side and easier to merge them onto the shared pathway. 
Thoughts?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Beaupre, David (PRT) 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 1:43 PM
To: Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: FW: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
Mike and Catherine,
 
We recently met with Janice Li about a variety of Port related bicycle things, one of the things she
brought up was getting mixed messages about TFB, Lefty O’Doul and bike lanes (see below). Mike
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she mentioned that Neal Patel told her Lefty O’Doul is not even an MTA project, so you may want to
share with him it is unless I am misunderstanding.
 
The last we me, which was just a few weeks ago, I think we confirmed the following:


1)       We will convert all of TFB to the East side Cycletrack upon completion of the rebuild of TFB


from Mariposa to 16th Street (the date may slip, but the trigger is completion), this will likely
occur this fall or early winter (we will work together to secure funds)


2)       Lefty O’Doul will occur at the same time as above (unless there is an unforeseen condition
that does not allow)


 
Let me know if I have misstated something, Mike, maybe share this with Neal, I would like to get
back to Janice in the coming weeks.
 
Lastly,  Mike the TFB 90% drawings are out for interagency review, they are referenced as Mission
Bay Blocks 33 & 34 Public Improvements, 90% Submittal (March 12, 2015), so if the SMTA routing is
working, you should have received a copy (I believe they went to Al Herce when he was still at MTA).
Attached is one of the drawings, which I believe illustrates signals at TFB and Mariposa
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1
San Francisco CA 94111
415-274-0539
 
 
 
From: Janice Li [mailto:janice@sfbike.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 4:52 PM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
Hi David,
 
Thanks for joining us in the Port/SFBC powwow last week, and it was a wonderful day for
Sunday Streets on the Embarcadero as well. I expect Noah to be sending a follow-up email to
our meeting as well, but I really appreciate all the planning efforts you've put into ensuring
the best bike connections along the Port's waterfront.
 
Regarding Terry Francois Blvd and Lefty O'Doul Bridge, I want to make sure we have all the
correct information. We seem to be hearing multiple timelines and different stages of
planning from everyone -- Neal Patel stated that Lefty O'Doul is not yet confirmed to be an
SFMTA project and Catherine Reilly had different timelines for the TF Blvd alignment.
 
Whenever you feel is best (perhaps post-EIR for Lefty O'Doul, depending on when that is), it
would be good to sit down with you, Mike Sallaberry and Neal to talk timelines, outreach
and design. This is something that is going to be very exciting for our members and we want



mailto:janice@sfbike.org





to make sure this helps to build momentum for Warriors, Pier 70, India Basin, etc. Let me
know if you have any additional updates from Mike and when you think this meeting might
be (next few weeks or next few months?).
 
Thanks in advance,
Janice


 
--
Janice Li
Community Organizer
____________________________________________
 


San Francisco Bicycle Coalition
Promoting the Bicycle for Everyday Transportation


(415) 431-BIKE (2453) x302
833 Market Street, 10th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
_______________________________________
 
March is Women's History Month!
CELEBRATE BY GETTING INVOLVED WITH WOMEN BIKE SF



https://www.sfbike.org/membership/

https://www.facebook.com/sfbike

https://twitter.com/sfbike

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

http://www.sfbike.org/?

http://goo.gl/maps/7SqWX
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW - UCSF Comments - Helicopter
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 3:50:16 PM
Attachments: GSW Helicopter Flight Path with Crane radius.pdf


GSW Helicopter Flight Path with Crane radius - overall.pdf
3rd and 16th view with Heli flightpath.pdf
TFB view with Heli flightpath.pdf
Mission Bay Helicopter Flight Paths 2014_rev 5-13-14.pdf
Map of Flight Paths.pdf
UCSF Heliport Layout Plan 2013-09-09.pdf


Chris and Brett:  As a followup to my last email, below and attached are what Clarke sent us last
Wednesday.  The first three pdfs are the results of their analysis.
 
-Paul
 


From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 5:20 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Jose Farran; Joyce; Kate Aufhauser; Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); 'Sekhri, Neil
(NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)'
Subject: RE: GSW - UCSF Comments - Helicopter
 
All,
 
Here are the diagrams that our general contractor produced which illustrate that neither the
building heights (with penthouse mechanical areas) nor the cranes interfere with the flight path info
that was provided to us by UCSF. As you can tell, the analysis is not well polished, but it does
illustrate there’s sufficient buffer in all cases. Given that the project will need to comply with FAA
regulations and therefore have appropriate building-top and crane-top hazard lighting, do we need
to otherwise submit an official analysis for CEQA? We could share these results directly with UCSF
and engage them in a conversation on how the project will not create an interference issue as an
alternate route.
 
I’ve copied Mary and Neil in the event they want to chime in on the appropriate approach here.
 
I’ve also attached three pdfs that UCSF initially gave to us on flight paths and trajectories.
 
Clarke
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 5:09 PM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Jose Farran; Joyce; Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW - UCSF Comments - Helicopter
 
Luba:
 
One of the items the sponsor will be providing us will be the results of a preliminary review they
conducted of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the proposed use of
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tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Perhaps we can discuss what if any
additional discussion may be needed after we receive that information.
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 5:03 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Jose Farran; Joyce; Paul Mitchell
Subject: GSW - UCSF Comments - Helicopter
 
HI Kate and Clarke
We have initiated review of the UCSF comments on the transportation section.  Comment
#47 - attached - requires information from the project sponsor regarding how the construction
of the project (i.e., cranes and boons), as well as the operation of the three buildings would
not conflict with the approved flight paths for the UCSF helicopter service.  We do not have
the expertise to conduct this analysis, nor the background on how the project was designed to
take the flight paths into account. Hopefully the architects have already worked this out.
Thank you,
Luba
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA)
Subject: RE: Terry Francois/Lefty O"Doul follow-up
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:07:00 PM


My only caveat is that I am hearing that MBDG and the GSW would like to explore shutting TFB in
front of the GSW site for the offseason of the Giants.  Or maybe we talked about that when we all
met (for some reason I’m having problems remember the extent of that closure).  Do we want to
have the cycle track if it will merge into the blue green way while the road is constructed?  May
make sense since gets all the bikes on that side and easier to merge them onto the shared pathway. 
Thoughts?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Beaupre, David (PRT) 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 1:43 PM
To: Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: FW: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
Mike and Catherine,
 
We recently met with Janice Li about a variety of Port related bicycle things, one of the things she
brought up was getting mixed messages about TFB, Lefty O’Doul and bike lanes (see below). Mike
she mentioned that Neal Patel told her Lefty O’Doul is not even an MTA project, so you may want to
share with him it is unless I am misunderstanding.
 
The last we me, which was just a few weeks ago, I think we confirmed the following:


1)       We will convert all of TFB to the East side Cycletrack upon completion of the rebuild of TFB


from Mariposa to 16th Street (the date may slip, but the trigger is completion), this will likely
occur this fall or early winter (we will work together to secure funds)


2)       Lefty O’Doul will occur at the same time as above (unless there is an unforeseen condition
that does not allow)


 
Let me know if I have misstated something, Mike, maybe share this with Neal, I would like to get
back to Janice in the coming weeks.
 
Lastly,  Mike the TFB 90% drawings are out for interagency review, they are referenced as Mission
Bay Blocks 33 & 34 Public Improvements, 90% Submittal (March 12, 2015), so if the SMTA routing is
working, you should have received a copy (I believe they went to Al Herce when he was still at MTA).
Attached is one of the drawings, which I believe illustrates signals at TFB and Mariposa
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Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1
San Francisco CA 94111
415-274-0539
 
 
 
From: Janice Li [mailto:janice@sfbike.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 4:52 PM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
Hi David,
 
Thanks for joining us in the Port/SFBC powwow last week, and it was a wonderful day for
Sunday Streets on the Embarcadero as well. I expect Noah to be sending a follow-up email to
our meeting as well, but I really appreciate all the planning efforts you've put into ensuring
the best bike connections along the Port's waterfront.
 
Regarding Terry Francois Blvd and Lefty O'Doul Bridge, I want to make sure we have all the
correct information. We seem to be hearing multiple timelines and different stages of
planning from everyone -- Neal Patel stated that Lefty O'Doul is not yet confirmed to be an
SFMTA project and Catherine Reilly had different timelines for the TF Blvd alignment.
 
Whenever you feel is best (perhaps post-EIR for Lefty O'Doul, depending on when that is), it
would be good to sit down with you, Mike Sallaberry and Neal to talk timelines, outreach
and design. This is something that is going to be very exciting for our members and we want
to make sure this helps to build momentum for Warriors, Pier 70, India Basin, etc. Let me
know if you have any additional updates from Mike and when you think this meeting might
be (next few weeks or next few months?).
 
Thanks in advance,
Janice


 
--
Janice Li
Community Organizer
____________________________________________
 


San Francisco Bicycle Coalition
Promoting the Bicycle for Everyday Transportation


(415) 431-BIKE (2453) x302
833 Market Street, 10th Floor
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San Francisco, CA 94103
_______________________________________
 
March is Women's History Month!
CELEBRATE BY GETTING INVOLVED WITH WOMEN BIKE SF



http://www.sfbike.org/news/march-is-womens-history-month/?org=451&lvl=100&ite=7104&lea=2867864&ctr=0&par=1






From: Wong, Diane C.
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN)
Subject: Documents cited in Warriors" ADEIR 1B
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 3:56:16 PM


Hi Brett,
 
I have been meaning to ask you for a couple of documents that were cited in ADEIR 1B.  Can you
please provide me with a copy of the following documents:
 
Transportation Section
Cited in footnote 18 on page 5.2-70:  Letter from Director Reiskin [regarding sufficient funding for
Special Event Transit Service Plan]
 
Utilities
Cited in footnote 3 on page 5.7-8:  San Francisco Department of Public Works, Memo to Manfred
Wong and Bessie Tam of the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, Mariposa Pump Station
(MPTS) Dry Weather Flow Hydraulic Analysis, February 3, 015 (Date to be revised when memo is
revised).
 
Appreciate it.
 
Thanks.  Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
diane.wong@ucsf.edu
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW - Markup of UCSF letter on Transportation section of EIR
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 4:13:00 PM


I have to finish one thing up – want to talk about 4.30-ish?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: VandeWater, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 3:32 PM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Jose Farran; Luba Wyznyckyj
Subject: RE: GSW - Markup of UCSF letter on Transportation section of EIR
 
Thank you Jose and Luba!  Catherine and I are looking for a time to preview with UCSF .  We’ll let you
know if we have any questions as we read through.


Best,


Adam
 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 3:09 PM
To: VandeWater, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Jose Farran; Luba Wyznyckyj
Subject: GSW - Markup of UCSF letter on Transportation section of EIR
 
Here you go.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Sallaberry, Mike (MTA)
Subject: RE: Terry Francois/Lefty O"Doul follow-up
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 4:25:00 PM


Turns out the GSW also want to stage on the roadway. I  said they would need to get a permit to
enter from the Port.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Beaupre, David (PRT) 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:49 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Sallaberry, Michael (MTA)
Subject: RE: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
I believe they are talking about road closure to construct the road and cycletrack, in which case I
think it would be OK, if that happened bike and ped can be routed to shoreline
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1
San Francisco CA 94111
415-274-0539
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:08 PM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Sallaberry, Michael (MTA)
Subject: RE: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
My only caveat is that I am hearing that MBDG and the GSW would like to explore shutting TFB in
front of the GSW site for the offseason of the Giants.  Or maybe we talked about that when we all
met (for some reason I’m having problems remember the extent of that closure).  Do we want to
have the cycle track if it will merge into the blue green way while the road is constructed?  May
make sense since gets all the bikes on that side and easier to merge them onto the shared pathway. 
Thoughts?
 
Catherine Reilly



mailto:david.beaupre@sfport.com

mailto:mike.sallaberry@sfmta.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





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


From: Beaupre, David (PRT) 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 1:43 PM
To: Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: FW: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
Mike and Catherine,
 
We recently met with Janice Li about a variety of Port related bicycle things, one of the things she
brought up was getting mixed messages about TFB, Lefty O’Doul and bike lanes (see below). Mike
she mentioned that Neal Patel told her Lefty O’Doul is not even an MTA project, so you may want to
share with him it is unless I am misunderstanding.
 
The last we me, which was just a few weeks ago, I think we confirmed the following:


1)       We will convert all of TFB to the East side Cycletrack upon completion of the rebuild of TFB


from Mariposa to 16th Street (the date may slip, but the trigger is completion), this will likely
occur this fall or early winter (we will work together to secure funds)


2)       Lefty O’Doul will occur at the same time as above (unless there is an unforeseen condition
that does not allow)


 
Let me know if I have misstated something, Mike, maybe share this with Neal, I would like to get
back to Janice in the coming weeks.
 
Lastly,  Mike the TFB 90% drawings are out for interagency review, they are referenced as Mission
Bay Blocks 33 & 34 Public Improvements, 90% Submittal (March 12, 2015), so if the SMTA routing is
working, you should have received a copy (I believe they went to Al Herce when he was still at MTA).
Attached is one of the drawings, which I believe illustrates signals at TFB and Mariposa
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1
San Francisco CA 94111
415-274-0539
 
 
 
From: Janice Li [mailto:janice@sfbike.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 4:52 PM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
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Subject: Terry Francois/Lefty O'Doul follow-up
 
Hi David,
 
Thanks for joining us in the Port/SFBC powwow last week, and it was a wonderful day for
Sunday Streets on the Embarcadero as well. I expect Noah to be sending a follow-up email to
our meeting as well, but I really appreciate all the planning efforts you've put into ensuring
the best bike connections along the Port's waterfront.
 
Regarding Terry Francois Blvd and Lefty O'Doul Bridge, I want to make sure we have all the
correct information. We seem to be hearing multiple timelines and different stages of
planning from everyone -- Neal Patel stated that Lefty O'Doul is not yet confirmed to be an
SFMTA project and Catherine Reilly had different timelines for the TF Blvd alignment.
 
Whenever you feel is best (perhaps post-EIR for Lefty O'Doul, depending on when that is), it
would be good to sit down with you, Mike Sallaberry and Neal to talk timelines, outreach
and design. This is something that is going to be very exciting for our members and we want
to make sure this helps to build momentum for Warriors, Pier 70, India Basin, etc. Let me
know if you have any additional updates from Mike and when you think this meeting might
be (next few weeks or next few months?).
 
Thanks in advance,
Janice


 
--
Janice Li
Community Organizer
____________________________________________
 


San Francisco Bicycle Coalition
Promoting the Bicycle for Everyday Transportation


(415) 431-BIKE (2453) x302
833 Market Street, 10th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
_______________________________________
 
March is Women's History Month!
CELEBRATE BY GETTING INVOLVED WITH WOMEN BIKE SF
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: Draft Agendas for your Review
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 6:19:03 PM
Attachments: 2015_03_25_GSW CEQA Meeting DRAFT.docx


2015_03_26_GSW CEQA Meeting DRAFT.docx
UCSF Detailed Comment Memo_Warriors ADEIR1B_Final_3-16-15.pdf


 
Chris/Brett:
 
Attached are separate draft agendas for 3/25 and 3/26 for your review.


·         The agendas are somewhat in long-form, spelling out the essence of Luba’s comments for
several items


·         On 3/26, under “Other,” please let me know if there are any specific “other” issues you want
to address.  I will take another look on our end tomorrow as well.


·         The time frames allotted for topics are guesstimates only; feel free to juggle anything
around.


·         Luba requests that we include the UCSF detailed letter as an attachment when we send out,
as some SFMTA staff may not have the letter


 
I will be in Tuesday to revise with any edits.
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
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AGENDA





Event Center and Mixed Use Development in Mission Bay


WORK SESSION ON COMMENTS ON ADMIN DRAFT #1B SEIR 





Wednesday, March 25, 2015, 9:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.


at ESA on behalf of San Francisco Planning Department








1. Introduction and Purpose of Work Session		9:00 to 9:10 a.m.


2. UCSF Comments on Transportation			9:10 a.m. to noon


Comment 23. TMP - Overlapping events, Fourth Street


Comment 24. TMP – Field Monitoring


Comment 25. TMP – Performance Standard


Comment 26. TMP – Boarding Muni within 45 minutes post event


Comment 28. Methodology – Why only Basketball game for overlapping events


Comment 30. Methodology – Traffic analysis assuming no UCSF parking available


Comment 31. Construction – Truck routing on 16th Street and implementation of Muni Forward


Comment 32. Construction – Construction Worker Plan


Comment 34. Traffic - Where PCOs deployed, should be considered significant impacts


Comment 35. Traffic – Does not account for drivers circling around looking for parking


Comment 36. Traffic – Analysis of conditions without UCSF parking


Comment 39. Transit – Mitigation Measure M-TR-4a: Additional Muni service


Comment 40. Transit – If parking not available, what if more people take transit



3. Lunch								Noon to 12:30 p.m.



4. UCSF Comments on Transportation (Continued)		12:30 to 1:30 p.m.


Comment 48. Emergency Vehicle Access – Does not address all trips to UCSF hospitals


Comment 49. Emergency Vehicle Access – What about those in personal vehicles that would be subject to congestion


Comment 53. Overlapping – M-TR-11b: Update B/MBTCC – “shall make efforts” results in unenforceable mit measure. SFMTA alternate wording review removes intent.


[bookmark: _GoBack]Comment 54. Overlapping – If transit overwhelmed, what if more people drive


Comment 55. Overlapping – More mit measures


Comment 56. Mit Measure M-TR-14: Additional BART Service – unenforceable – request performance standard


Comment 59. No TSP – Why those auto performance standards if they result in significant impacts


5.  Other Methodology Comments				1:30 p.m. to 3:00 p.m


· Additional counts to reflect conditions with UCSF facilities, and what additional analysis


· Review exact configuration and timing of bus lanes on 16th Street.


· Not a Basketball Game/Concert analysis


· PCOs at freeway ramps – Fifth/Bryant/I-80 EB on-ramp? Fifth/Harrison I-80 WB off-ramp?


· What about impacts at intersections not studied?


· Update D4D versus project supply comparison. Where can this discussion go? Project Description?


6. Redesign of 16th Street east of Third with respect to Bicycle Lanes and Curbside Operations 							3:00 p.m. to 4:30 p.m.


· Relook per Erin’s comment - “Need to take a closer look at how the curb, sidewalk and street would be organized and managed during events.  Width of sidewalk, queuing location(s), post-event bicycle wayfinding/walk your bike signage/other crowd management tools.”


· “Maybe this section could be refined to hold all parked/staged vehicles within parking lane, thereby allowing cyclists to remain in protected curbside bike lane.”


· “Many opportunities for conflict between bikes and other modes exist in this plan, particularly along 16th Street.  This street section should be studied in more detail, with clear approaches to all event scenarios that result in temporal modifications to the street designated right-of-way.”


· How eastbound bicycles approach TFB (G. Riessen) 


· Other Bicycle - SFMTA requests location of bike share station on the site plan


· Other Bicycle - Kate: SFBC suggests we may staff the valet (limited staffing, approx. 1 person) for smaller events like conventions. Team should discuss.
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AGENDA





Event Center and Mixed Use Development in Mission Bay


WORK SESSION ON COMMENTS ON ADMIN DRAFT #1B SEIR 


[bookmark: _GoBack]


Thursday, March 26, 2015, 9:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.


at ESA on behalf of San Francisco Planning Department








1. Introduction and Purpose of Work Session		9:00 to 9:10 a.m.


2. Remaining Transportation Issues				9:10 a.m. to noon


a. Mitigation Measures – Additional Muni Service


b. Mitigation Measure – Signalize Illinois/Mariposa


c. Mitigation Measure – New - Southbound Muni Platform Extension?


d. Mitigation Measure – Mariposa Street Restriping Study – inappropriate for GSW to bear total expense


e. Construction – What sequence of project versus TFB? What if project staging area not available?


f. Construction – Updated construction access plans from sponsor


g. Construction – Parking plan as part of Project Description, and not in the Improvement Measure


3. Lunch								Noon to 12:30 p.m.


4. Remaining Transportation Issues (continued)		12.30 to 2:00 p.m.


h. Has TFB been approved for Pedicabs?  And if so, why is this a temporary area?  Should it not be figured into the Blue Greenway designs for TFB?



i. TMP – TDM Measures


5. Other Issues							2:00 to 4:30 p.m.


a. UCSF Helipad


i. Potential impacts of GSW tower crane during construction to UCSF helipad operations. 





ii. Potential impacts of GSW buildings on UCSF helipad operations





iii. Potential impacts of GSW project nightlighting on UCSF helipad operations [Construction and Operation]



b. Project Description


i. Resolution of Convention for Presenting Building Elevations in SEIR





c. Air Quality?


d. Noise?


e. Hydrology?


f. Utilities?
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DATE:    March 16, 2015 



 



TO:    Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director, Office of Community Investment &  



Infrastructure; c/o Brett Bollinger, San Francisco Planning Department 



 



FROM:   Lori Yamauchi, Associate Vice Chancellor, UCSF Campus Planning 



 



RE:  Comments on Administrative Draft EIR 1B for the  



  Golden State Warriors’ Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at 



  Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32 



 



Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Administrative Draft 



Environmental Impact Report 1B (ADEIR 1B) for the Golden State Warriors’ Event 



Center and Mixed‐Use Development project at Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32.  We 



appreciate your efforts to respond to our EIR scoping comments and to address some 



of our concerns in ADEIR 1B.  However, we remain concerned about the magnitude of 



impacts on not only UCSF and our hospitals, but on surrounding neighborhoods as 



well.   



 



Overall, the study finds multiple significant and unavoidable impacts that cannot be 



mitigated.  We recommend that more effective mitigation measures to offset the 



impacts be included. 



 



Issues of greatest concern in this ADEIR 1B include:  



 the unenforceability of some of the proposed transportation mitigation 



measures, which we find disconcerting.  The magnitude of the transportation 



impacts suggest that the Transportation Management Plan (TMP) as currently 



designed may not be as effective as planned. 



 the absence of a mitigation measure requiring limits on large concurrent events 



with Giants games, which certainly appears warranted given the findings of 



the transportation analysis 



 the assumption that UCSF parking facilities would be available to Warriors’ 



Event Center patrons– please add an analysis of the transportation impacts 



without UCSF parking supply 



 the lack of planning regarding contractor parking 



 and the insufficient analysis related to impacts on emergency medical access, 



including the UCSF helipad 
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Should our concerns remain unaddressed, we may comment on the Draft EIR when it is released for 



public review.  Our comments on ADEIR 1A, which have not yet been addressed in ADEIR 1B, still 



apply.  Detailed comments on ADEIR 1B are below. 



 



Comments on Administrative Draft EIR 1B 



 



Chapter 5.2 Transportation 



 



Mission Bay FSEIR Transportation Section 



 



1. Page 5.2‐2, Mission Bay FSEIR Impacts and Mitigation Measures:  “The Mission Bay FSEIR 



identified 22 additional mitigation measures beyond those incorporated into the project 



description (i.e. FSEIR Mitigation Measures E.29 through E.50).”  The EIR should discuss 



which of these mitigation measures have been implemented, which are not yet in place, and 



a schedule for implementation. 



 



Setting 



 



2. Page 5.2‐5, 16th Street:  There is no mention of the Muni Forward (or Transit Effectiveness 



Project), and its plans for 16th Street.  Does the analysis assume implementation of Muni 



Forward on 16th Street, and if so, does it assume implementation of the Expanded 



Alternative or the Moderate Alternative? 



 



3. Page 5.2‐6, Roadway improvements planned for Medical Center:  Is the 4th & Mariposa 



traffic signal planned? It was mentioned in the Final TMP for the Event Center (p. 14). 



 



4. Page 5.2‐6, Intersection Operations:  Counts were conducted on multiple days over a year, 



and adjustments were made to account for the future roadway network.  However, no 



details have been provided to explain how volumes were balanced or vehicles reassigned 



within the roadway network. 



 



5. Page 5.2‐6, Existing conditions Intersection Operations:  Traffic volumes would be highest 



during the p.m. peak, 10% lower during evening peak and 40% of p.m. peak during late 



evening peak.   How do these volumes relate to capacity at intersections? 



 



6. Page 5.2‐8, Table 5.2‐1 Existing Conditions without Giants Game – Intersection LOS:  The 



text on p.5.2‐7 states that the Medical Center travel demand and vehicle trips have been 



added to 2013‐2014 counts.  Does this mean that the “Existing” LOS reflects the additional 



Medical Center vehicle trips?  Should the EIR transportation analysis be updated with 



“actual” volumes after Medical Center opening? 
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7. The text on p.5.2‐7 states that roads and intersections reflect buildout of the roadway 



network.  Does that include extension of Owens St. between 16th & Mariposa?  Does the 



Existing LOS reflect projected conditions with buildout of planned roadway improvements? 



 



8. Page 5.2‐13:  Intersection LOS are worst before and after Giants games at AT&T, especially 



after weekday afternoon sellout events during 3:30 to 4:40 period when AT&T exiting traffic 



coincides with evening commute traffic.  However, the LOS Existing with a Giants Game (on 



p. 5.2‐35, Table 5.2‐9, is for an EVENING Giants game, not a weekday Giants game (or non‐



Giants sellout event), of which there are 10 per year.  What is the projected LOS during 



Weekday PM Peak with a weekday Giants game or non‐Giants sellout event? 



 



9. Page 5.2‐13, Ramp Operations:  As we previously commented, other study locations at 



freeway mainlines and other on‐ and off‐ramps should be added to the analysis. 



 



10. Page 5.2‐16, Local Muni service:  What is the current utilization of capacity on the 22 



Fillmore and the T Third during the weekday PM peak, evening, and late evening?  Page 5.2‐



120 states that the 22 Fillmore capacity utilization is currently 89.5%; is this before the 



implementation of the 55 – 16th Street service?  Is this before the Muni Forward (Transit 



Effectiveness Project (TEP)) project on 16th Street or after? 



 



11. There is no information about existing vehicle travel time or vehicle queuing within Mission 



Bay. 



 



12. Page 5.2‐6 Intersection Operations and Page 5.2‐22 Pedestrian Network:  The existing 



roadway and pedestrian volumes were adjusted to account for the recent opening of the 



UCSF Mission Bay Hospitals.  Instead of just adding in the project volumes from the UCSF 



estimates, spot checks should be done. 



 



13. Some of our previous comments about mode split assumptions have not been addressed 



(such as the high percentage of transit and other trips on Saturday evenings). 



 



14. Page 5.2‐21, Expansion of Mission Bay TMA Shuttle Program:  Why are the Saturday hours 



so limited (6 p.m. to 8 p.m.)? 



 



15. Page 5.2‐23, Bicycle Network:  Is the bike path on 4th St. between 16th & Mariposa through 



the 4th Street public plaza included? 



 



16. Page 5.2‐27, Emergency Vehicle Access:  Emergency vehicle access to the Medical Center 



emergency room also can occur off Owens Street through the South Connector Road. 
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Project Transportation Improvements Assumptions 



 



17. It appears that the project assumes the TMP is in place, but it cannot guarantee that the TMP 



mode split goals are met.  A sensitivity analysis should be done with different mode split 



levels. 



 



18. The analysis assumes all on‐street changes (establishment of new on‐street parking 



designations, post‐event lane closures) would be in place.  However, these need to be 



approved by outside bodies; at a minimum, this needs to be acknowledged. 



 



19. Page 5.2‐52, Transportation Management Plan Concert Events and Basketball Games:  No 



PCO is planned at 4th & Mariposa Street.  What if the traffic signal at 4th & Mariposa stalls 



traffic which PCOs at 3rd/Mariposa and I‐280/Mariposa are waving through overridden 



signals?  Could a roving PCO be stationed at 4th/Mariposa if necessary? 



 



20. Page 5.2‐56, Concert Events and Basketball Games:  The discussion of the temporary 



northbound lane closure on Third Street indicates that northbound traffic at this location 



would be directed to westbound 16th Street.  What is the effect of this in combination with 



planned Muni Forward implementation on 16th Street (Expanded Alternative or Moderate 



Alternative)? 



 



21. Page 5.2‐56, Transportation Management Plan, Concert Events and Basketball Games:  Prior 



to the end of the event, temporary lane closures will be implemented, including northbound 



3rd between Mariposa & 16th Streets, forcing northbound traffic to turn left onto westbound 



16th Street – will northbound traffic turning on to westbound 16th Street be allowed to turn 



right (north) on 4th Street, or will they be directed to turn right (north) on 7th Street?  We are 



concerned about traffic going north on 4th Street through the campus, unless traffic is 



anticipated to be light. 



 



22. Page 5.2‐58, TDM Strategies:  “Allow employees to work flexible schedules and 



telecommute, to the extent possible.”  This is not an option for Event Center employees. 



 



23. Page 5.2‐58, Transportation Management Plan, Overlap between events at the proposed 



Event Center and AT&T Park:  Adjustments to the TMP would be made, including PCO 



staffing adjustments and, with 4th Street Bridge closed to northbound travel, event center 



attendees would be directed to travel southbound on Terry Francois Boulevard and 



westbound on 16th Street. This is not adequate given the amount of traffic expected.  Also, 



will drivers going westbound on 16th Street be prohibited from turning right on 4th Street 



since the 4th St. bridge northbound travel will be closed? 



 



24. Page 5.2‐60, Monitoring, Refinement and Performance Standards:  Field monitoring should 



not expire after the first two years of operation, and instead should be conducted in 
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subsequent years until buildout of the Mission Bay South area is completed. Visitor surveys 



should be conducted on an annual basis as well. 



 



25. The performance standards of 53% auto mode share for event attendees and 48% auto mode 



share for employees and visitors (no event scenario) seem very high and easily attainable.  



How were these determined?  Even with the attainment of these performance standards, 



significant and unavoidable traffic and transit impacts would result, and parking demand 



would not be accommodated.  We would infer that adherence to the performance standard 



would not go far enough in preventing and reducing congestion.  Therefore, we recommend 



that the performance standards be strengthened to improve the effectiveness of the TMP and 



to reduce the traffic impacts of the project. 



 



26. Page 5.2‐61:  The Transit Mode Share performance standard of boarding within Muni 45 



minutes seems long. What is the basis of this standard?  The practical result of this 



performance standard is that an event attendee taking the T‐Third and transferring to BART 



late at night when trains to the East Bay run only every 20 minutes could be facing a two‐



hour transit trip home.  This is likely to result in more persons shifting to vehicles, and this 



should be analyzed. 



 



Impact Analysis Methodology 



 



27. Page 5.2‐62, Approach to Impact Analysis Methodology:  “In the case of sporting events, the 



expected attendance would depend on the interest in competing teams. . .”  Warriors’ games 



have been sold out for years at Oracle Arena regardless of the opponent. 



 



Scenario Assumptions 



 



28. Page 5.2‐70, Organization of Impacts and Overarching Scenario Assumptions:  In the 



discussion regarding conditions without implementation of the Special Event Transit Service 



Plan, it is stated that only the Basketball Game scenario is the representative worst‐case 



scenario.  Why is the Basketball Game scenario worse than the concurrent Giants Game 



scenario? 



 



Travel Demand 



 



29. Page 5.2‐82, Mode of Travel – Convention event:  The text states that 919 p.m. peak vehicle 



trips are fewer than weekday p.m. peak vehicle trips for a basketball game.  This is not true. 



Table 5.2‐24 shows 886 p.m. peak vehicle trips for Basketball Game, which are less than 919 



p.m. peak vehicle trips for convention events. 



 



30. Page 5.2‐82, Vehicle Assignment:  As stated above, the analysis assumes that UCSF parking 



facilities would be available for the proposed project.  UCSF parking facilities are 



constructed first and foremost for the purpose of serving UCSF’s physicians, faculty, staff, 
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patients, students and visitors.  Given that we only recently opened our Mission Bay 



Hospitals and that the UCSF campus is still being developed, we do not yet have a complete 



understanding of our actual parking needs and are conducting analyses of parking demand 



and supply to determine what, if any, UCSF parking would be available to Event Center 



patrons.  Even in the evening and late evening hours, we are experiencing a demand for 



parking.  We can provide the City with updated parking occupancy information. We request 



that the transportation analysis be supplemented with a scenario that assumes no UCSF 



parking would be available for the proposed project and accordingly deducts current UCSF 



parking occupancy from existing area‐wide demand. 



 



Construction Impacts 



 



31. Page 5.2‐97, Project Construction Impacts:  UCSF has concerns regarding construction truck 



routing onto 16th Street, and would like to discuss expected timing of implementation of 



Muni Forward on 16th Street. 



 



32. As we commented previously, the lack of contractor parking is of concern. The project 



sponsor should be required to develop and implement a construction worker transportation 



and parking plan. 



 



Traffic Impacts 



 



33. Page 5.2‐99+, Traffic Impacts:  At times the intersection level of service (LOS) results are 



somewhat counterintuitive, with plus project conditions better than no project conditions. 



 



34. We assume that parking control officers (PCOs) were placed at intersections that are known 



to be or presumed to be problematic without the presence of a PCO. Therefore, at study 



intersections where PCOs would be present, the project should automatically be considered 



to have a significant impact.  As the significance conclusions are based on LOS and delays, 



experience suggests that the presence of PCOs at failing intersections assists in minimizing 



vehicle/pedestrian conflicts, but does not eliminate, and actually may exacerbate delays for 



both vehicles and pedestrians. 



 



35. The analysis does not account for the effects of drivers circulating around looking for 



available on‐street parking or cheaper off‐street parking.  All vehicles are directly assigned to 



their respective facility.  This substantially underestimates the effect of the project.  Although 



this analysis is not standard, it should be considered given the magnitude of the parking 



shortfalls. 



 



36. Page 5.2‐99,100,103 Traffic Impacts ‐ Without Giants Game –Basketball Game – 15% of the 



p.m. peak vehicle trips were assigned to UCSF parking garages and lots.  As we indicated, 



an analysis should be added to determine impacts if UCSF parking were not available to 



Warriors’ patrons.   With this analysis, would more significant traffic impacts occur? 











Tiffany Bohee 



March 16, 2015 
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37. Page 5.2‐110:  It is inappropriate for the wayfinding mitigation measure to specify 



wayfinding to UCSF parking facilities, as UCSF may not permit Warriors’ event patrons to 



park at its facilities.  References to UCSF parking facilities should be deleted.   



 



38. Please clarify whether the recommended routing in the wayfinding mitigation measure was 



assumed as part of the project. 



 



Transit Impacts 



 



39. Page 5.2‐122 through 5.2‐126, Transit Impact Mitigation Measures:  To strengthen these 



mitigation measures, we recommend that the additional Muni service needed to mitigate 



impacts be quantified and built into performance standards for transit in the TMP along with 



enforcement mechanisms if performance standards are not met.  Also, we recommend that 



the City consider special transit shuttles to areas in San Francisco from which large numbers 



of Event Center patrons travel. 



 



40. Page 5.2‐124, Transit impacts on Regional transit service – Basketball Game – The TMP does 



not add regional transit service during events, but additional demand on regional transit 



service during the weekday evening peak, weekday late evening peak, and Saturday 



evening peak will cause significant impacts.  The analysis should consider what would 



happen if more persons take transit because there would be insufficient parking to meet 



demand.  Could the projected transit capacity handle the additional transit demand? 



 



Pedestrian Impacts 



 



41. Page 5.2‐129, Pedestrian LOS:  Some of the pedestrian LOS results do not make sense.  Given 



the volumes of pedestrians to/from the T station, it could be expected that sidewalks and 



crosswalks could be overwhelmed. 



 



42. Pedestrians departing the T would all disembark at the same time.  The pedestrian LOS 



analysis should be adjusted to address these “surge” conditions. 



 



43. Additional pedestrian analysis may be needed to specifically address movements to the T, 



such as platform crowding or capacity of the adjacent sidewalk corners. 



 



44. The pedestrian and bicyclist analyses are missing relevant analysis of potential conflicts 



(although likely not significant). 



 



45. Page 5.2‐132, Pedestrian Safety:  “During event days at the event center, the proposed 



project’s TMP would be in effect, and resulting [sic] in an increased potential for pedestrian‐



vehicle and pedestrian‐bicycle conflicts compared to the No Event scenario.”  This suggests 



that the increased potential for conflicts results from the TMP, not the events. 











Tiffany Bohee 



March 16, 2015 
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Loading, Air Traffic, Emergency Vehicle Access 



 



46. Loading, Parking, and Bicycle Parking:  There is no assessment of meeting Planning Code 



requirements (although it is not clear if the Code is applicable to the project). 



 



47. Page 5.2‐142, Air Traffic Impacts:  This topic is not a matter of impact on mere air traffic.  The 



project has the potential to impact emergency air medical access to a children’s hospital.  The 



analysis as presented is inaccurate, as the proposed project would result in buildings of 



additional height and bulk compared to the program previously analyzed in the 1998 



Mission Bay Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay SEIR).  The project proposes an amendment to the 



Design for Development standards to allow a 135‐foot tall arena where a 90‐foot base height 



is currently allowed.  The project proposes an amendment to the Design for Development 



standards to allow an additional 160‐foot tall tower on the site, for a total of two 160‐towers 



on the site rather than one.  At the time the UCSF medical helipad was approved, the 



Mission Bay SEIR, as a program EIR, could not have been expected to provide information 



concerning the locations and number of construction tower cranes on the site, which could 



exceed 160 feet in height and interfere with FAA approved helipad flight paths.  Given the 



presence of the UCSF helipad, now part of the existing conditions, the Warriors’ Event 



Center EIR, a project‐level EIR, should provide some project‐specific information regarding 



expected number and location of construction tower cranes, including the reach of the 



“boom,” and assess the potential impacts on emergency air medical access.   



 



48. Page 5.2‐143, Emergency Vehicle Access Impacts:  Discussion of potential impacts to 



emergency vehicles is light, and does not specifically address all the trips to/from the UCSF 



Hospitals.  



 



49. Persons experiencing a medical emergency may need to reach the hospitals via their 



personal vehicles, rather than via ambulance.  It is imperative that the analysis address 



access to the hospitals in these emergency situations, particularly given potential traffic 



gridlock and temporary street closures.  Delays could result in serious impacts on the ability 



of patients to receive timely care.   



 



Concurrent Events 



 



50. Page 5.2‐147+, Conditions with a SF Giants Game at AT&T Park, Traffic Impacts:  The 



analysis does not reroute vehicles when concurrent events are scheduled; however, it is 



likely that access patterns will shift to (a) avoid congestion, (b) due to road closures, and (c) 



not park in lots that accommodate Giants demand. 



 



51. Additional details are needed as to what type of Giants game was used for the concurrent 



events analysis (i.e., was it a sold‐out game?) and whether a concurrent midday Giants game 



was considered. 
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52. Page 5.2‐153, Mitigation Measures for Concurrent Events:  As stated previously, where 



deployment of PCOs is required, impacts should automatically be considered significant.  



(See Comment #34) 



 



53. Mitigation Measure M‐TR‐11b:  language such as “shall make efforts to” results in an 



unenforceable mitigation measure.  We recommend the identification of a performance 



standard.  Also, if mitigation measures still result in significant impacts, scheduling of events 



to avoid overlap of large concerts with Giants games should be considered.   



 



54. Page 5.2‐156+, Transit Impacts (with SF Giants game):  With concurrent events, transit would 



be overwhelmed.  A sensitivity analysis should be done to see the effects this could have on 



other modes (i.e., would there be a diversion from transit to driving?). 



 



55. A mitigation measure to reduce the number of large concurrent events should be considered, 



given the magnitude of traffic, transit, and parking impacts of the project.  The proposed 



Mitigation Measure M‐TR‐11b, calling for the Transportation Coordinating Committee to 



coordinate the scheduling of events to avoid overlap of games to the extent feasible, may not 



adequately mitigate the impacts. 



 



56. Page 5.2‐158, Mitigation Measure M‐TR‐14:  This is an unenforceable mitigation measure.  



We recommend a performance standard in the TMP. 



 



57. Page 5.2‐161, Pedestrian Impacts:  LOS is based on delays.  See comment #34.  Use of PCOs 



does not necessarily reduce delays, it can increase delays. 



 



58. Page 5.2‐163, Emergency Vehicle Access Impacts:  Same comments as above regarding 



emergency vehicle access. 



 



Without Special Event Transit Service 



 



59. Page 5.2‐165, Mitigation Measure M‐TR‐18: Auto Mode Share Performance Standard and 



Monitoring (Without Special Event Transit Service Plan).  It is unclear what the target auto 



mode shares of 53% on weekdays and 59% on weekends are intended to achieve.  The 53% 



auto mode share has already been shown to result in significant unavoidable traffic and 



transit impacts for large events.  What would the LOS be for 12,500‐person events?  



 



Cumulative Impacts 



 



60. Page 5.2‐174+, Cumulative Impacts:  The presentation of cumulative conditions looks like 



some things were missing. 
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61. Page 5.2‐191, Cumulative Pedestrian Impacts:  Same comment as above – PCOs would not 



necessarily reduce delays. 



 



62. Page 5.2‐195, Cumulative Air Traffic Impacts:  Same comments as above.  At the time of 



environmental review and approval of the UCSF helipad, UCSF could not have anticipated 



the development of the Warriors’ Event Center and all of the height and bulk exceptions 



now being sought for Blocks 29‐32.  Project‐specific analysis regarding impacts on 



emergency air medical access should be provided. 



 



Parking  



 



63. Page 5.2‐196+, Parking Conditions:  Although it is correct that parking shortfalls are not 



considered environmental impacts, the magnitude of the shortfalls, in combination with the 



overloaded transit conditions, suggests that many patrons may not be able to access the 



Event Center.  The secondary effects, such as vehicles circling the blocks looking for parking 



and adding to traffic congestion, would likely result in other significant impacts.  As such, 



some additional assessment should be done. 



 



Chapter 5.3 Noise 



 



64. Page 5.3‐30, Vehicular Traffic Noise:  last paragraph, UCSF housing should be included in 



the list of multi‐family receptors. 



 



65. Page 5.3‐33, Comparison of Impact NO‐5 to Mission Bay FSEIR Impact Analysis:  same 



comment, UCSF housing should be included in the list of sensitive receptors. 



 



 



Should you have any questions about this memo, please contact me at (415) 476‐8312, or Diane 



Wong of my staff at (415) 502‐5952. 



 













From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); VandeWater, Adam (ECN);


Kern, Christopher (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:08:49 PM
Attachments: image002.png
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Paul,
 
Here’s the presentation. You’re correct we have no written description.
 
We do plan to complete elevations for this option but have not yet done so. I’ll send along when
able.
 
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: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:06 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for this.
 


·         If possible, can you please provide the other accompanying figures you presented yesterday
for this variant?  We won’t plan on presenting them in the SEIR, however, it was helpful to
get more context from the other pespectives for when we write the description for it in the
SEIR (we assume you have no written description for this variant?)


·         This variant is being analyzed at an equal level of detail as the project in the SEIR (albeit
largely only affecting wind effects). As such, do you plan on also providing an building
elevation drawing for this variant (e.g., at a minimum, looking east from Third Street towards
the project), similar to how we plan to present building elevation drawings in the Project
Description for the proposed project?  Certainly, UCSF would be interested in seeing that.



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:wyckowilliam@comcast.net

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.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










plaza landscape UpdaTe
Golden  sTaTe  Warriors



2015.03.19











Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update



Concession



Gatehouse



Re
ta



il 
te



rr
ac



e 
- s



am
e 



la
ng



ua
ge



 
as



 v
ar



a 
te



rr
ac



es



Re
ta



il 
te



rr
ac



e 
- s



am
e 



la
ng



ua
ge



 
as



 v
ar



a 
te



rr
ac



es



Bosque



ov
er



lo
ok



ov
er



lo
ok



G
re



en
/ F



ul
l I



ce
 ri



nk
/ 



N
BA



 c
ou



rt
 / 



m
ov



ie
 



se
at



in
g



Concession under waterwall



vara scHeMe plan 











Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update



vara scHeMe birds eye vieW 











Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update



vara scHeMe: bird’s eye vieW 2











Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update



vara scHeMe: vieW froM 3rd sTreeT











Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update



vara scHeMe: vieW froM Upper plaza











Golden State Warriors



2015.03.19 | Plaza Landscape Update



vara scHeMe: vieW froM Terraces


















 
Thanks.
 
-Paul


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul –
 
As follow-up to the first item (project variant), please see the attached conceptual site plan. Let me
know if you need anything else.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 6:18 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); 'wyckowilliam@comcast.net';
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: CEQA Info Request - Sponsor Replies, Part 1
 
Paul, Joyce, and others -
 
Answers to ESA’s recent info request are below. More answers to come when available.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 


·         Project Variant Conceptual Site Plan/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan for
project variant that does not include the gatehouse building (and any other potential design
changes within or outside the UCSF visual easement on the project site, such as the podium
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structure, plaza and approaches to the plaza).  Please describe if the limited retail included in
the gatehouse would be relocated on site. Please confirm any changes in total development
square footage.


o    Site plan production is underway, with wind testing planned directly afterwards. Both
SWA (L.arch) and RWDI (wind) are working or ready to do so.


o    Please presume there will be no change in project program under this variant,
including no change in total development square footage, proposed retail square
footage, or proposed vehicle parking spaces.


·         Construction Tower Crane / UCSF Compatibility.  The sponsor indicated it had conducted a
preliminary review of applicable regs (e.g., FAA) when considering compatibility of the
proposed use of tower cranes at the project site with the UCSF helipad.  Please provide that
preliminary review


o    Clarke has provided MCJV's diagrams, which ESA and/or Luba may use to draft a
discussion in the EIR. Generally, the graphics demonstrate that neither the building
(penthouse mechanical areas) nor cranes will interfere with the approved helicopter
flight path.


o    The document should also state that GSW is prepared to comply with FAA law.
·         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. As discussed as the 3/12/15 meeting, please


provide a copy of the sponsor's proposed good neighbor policies/plan to include in the SEIR
Project Description that will address proposed crowd control, directing people to the
proposed transit connections (as opposed to up Bridgeview Way), outdoor noise
management and other practices to minimize effects on surrounding land uses.


o    Per recent emails, ESA will include a placeholder in the SEIR until early May (following
CAC discussions on these strategies,, scheduled for 4/30). Then, we will reconvene
to discuss preliminary proposed practices to include in the SEIR Project Description.


o    Note: At this time, the text should also state that GSW has committed to compliance
with Mission Bay's Good Neighbor Policy during construction, and that GSW will
comply with the Entertainment Commission's standard "good neighbor" practices
under the conditions of a Place of Entertainment permit.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to determine if SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-13 will be
revised to have taxi versus general loading, and no black car loading, on Terry A. Francois
Boulevard? Project sponsor to investigate use of Port lots for staging of black cars prior to
the end of an event, and provide details


o    Terry Francois Boulevard's curb management plan will be revised to replace any
"black car loading" labels with "general loading" (passenger pick-up/drop-off). There
are no changes anticipated to the planned taxi zone or paratransit zone on TFB. This
update will be reflected in our revised TMP (forthcoming by 4/18).


o    Note: Adam is reaching out to the Port about the lot closest to our site. No updates
are available at this time.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to confirm if black car loading on 16th Street on Figure
5.2-13 to remain?


o    Yes, that area will remain on our plans and will still be called "black car loading." We
will remove conflicting footnotes in the TMP that may reference TNC
loading/unloading in that zone.


·         On-street Loading.  Project sponsor to rearrange of on-street commercial loading spaces for







SEIR Transportation Figure 5.2-9.  Add a couple of spaces to South and 16th Streets closer to
Third Street.


o    This change will be reflected in the text, charts, and graphics of our revised TMP
(forthcoming by 4/18). Note we are planning to move 2 commercial loading spaces


in total (one to South Street, one to 16th Street).
·         16th Street Sidewalk.  Project sponsor and OCII to finalize 16th Street sidewalk adjacent to


project site. [We assumed the minimum width would be 10 feet, but discussed the additional
queuing areas.  It would be better to have at least 12.5 feet of sidewalk area (i.e., the 10 foot
dedicated plus 2.5 feet of sidewalk width within the 20 foot setback), similar to South Street. 
Plus the additional queuing areas.]


o    OCII/MTA direction, based on a 3/20 email, is for 20 feet of free clearance from the
tree wells along the 16th St. sidewalk. Our designers are studying approaches to
accomplish this goal now (hoping to review resulting design development with OCII
and Planning on 3/31). We will share design details when available.


·         TMP Performance Standards.  Project sponsor to review performance standards included in
the TMP to see if need to be revised


o    Please assume any performance standards related to auto mode share currently
contained in the project TMP will be re-written to match those deemed appropriate
for the SEIR transportation section. The admin draft provided mode split targets for
weekday events and weekend events, while GSW’s TMP previously provided them
for weekday event attendees and weekday non-event office workers. We will
modify the TMP to match the SEIR’s focus on auto mode split events, since those are
the scenarios generating the greatest community concern.


o    No other TMP performance standards (clear signage for bike parking, safe pedestrian
flows, etc.) will be modified.


·         Final TMP. 
o    Forthcoming (submission no later than 4/18, as requested). Work with F&P is in


progress. As requested, we plan to call Luba to confirm all changes (per her notes
and edits), and to keep a record of changes for ESA to expedite review of the revised
document.


 
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: Tran, Michael
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Freeman, Craig (PUC)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 11:05:38 AM


Hi Chris,
 
Sorry I’m getting back to you late; this email must have gotten lost in my inbox.  I do not believe our
Operations and Pretreatment staff are currently OK with the volume of water proposed.  It is my
understanding the GSW team will reach out the regional board for a separate discharge directly to
the bay.
 
Also I want to clarify a few questions regarding SWPS #1 and SWPS #5.  SWPS #1 has been built ~12-
13 years ago but has not been accepted by the City for ownership/maintenance; this was discussed
in detail during our initial December 2014 meeting.  At that time, it was generally agreed that
volumetric testing is needed to verify the station’s performance because the City would not have
access to maintenance or performance data.  After our meeting with BKF/GSW this past Tuesday
3/24, they recall that the City requested for volumetric testing of SWPS #1 because there was
uncertainty if the station is performing as intended.  Is this still the case and does BKF/GSW need to
test SWPS #1 specifically for the EIR?
 
As for SWPS #5, it is currently under construction and will not be fully complete until after the EIR is
published.  I believe Planning Department is OK with using the assumed design numbers. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thanks,
Michael
 


From: Kern, Christopher (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 9:13 AM
To: Tran, Michael
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Thanks for keeping me in the loop on this, but I’m not sure if I need to attend this meeting. Can you
provide a bit more information re the agenda? The latest draft of the EIR addresses construction
dewatering as follows:


 


Construction dewatering is expected to last approximately nine months. The initial
estimated and peak water discharge rate is 1,850 gallons per minute (gpm) and
would last three to four days.  By the end of the first week, the discharge rate
would reduce to about 300 gpm, and by the end of the second week, to about 100
gpm. By the end of the initial 45-day construction period, the discharge rate would
reduce to approximately 30 to 40 gpm, and this rate is expected to last the duration
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of the dewatering period, approximately seven and a half months. The three
potential construction dewatering discharge options are: (1) directly discharging to
the City's combined sewer system; (2) installing an on-site dewatering treatment
system and discharging the treated water to the Bay if the capacity of the Mariposa
Pump Station would be exceeded with the discharge; and (3) a combination of the
first two options.


If discharged to the combined sewer system, the discharges would be subject to the
City’s Industrial Waste Ordinance, adopted in 1992. This ordinance is found in Article
4.1 of the Public Works Code, as supplemented by Order No. 158170, which regulates
the quantity and quality of discharges to the combined sewer system. In accordance
with Article 4.1 and Order No. 158170, the discharge permit would contain
appropriate discharge standards and may require installation of meters to measure
the volume of the discharge. Although the groundwater could contain contaminants
related to past site activities, as well as sediment and suspended solids, the
construction contractors would be required to treat the groundwater as necessary to
meet permit requirements prior to discharge, and discharge rates would be
controlled so that the capacity of the sewer system would not be exceeded.


If discharged directly to the Bay, the discharges would be subject to permitting
requirements of the RWQCB under the VOC and Fuel General NPDES permit,
described in Section 5.9.4.2, State Regulations, which specifies water quality criteria
and monitoring requirement s for discharges under the permit. Accordingly, under
this option, sediment would be removed in settling tanks and the discharges would
be treated on-site for hydrocarbons and metals. A treatability study would be
conducted prior to discharge to demonstrate that the treatment system can
successfully meet the discharge limitations.  The treated water would be discharged
through a stormwater swale or outfall pipe downstream of Pump Station SDPS-5
(part of the Mission Bay South separate stormwater system) shown on Figure 5.7-2.
Regular influent and effluent water quality monitoring would be conducted to
demonstrate permit compliance.


The combined option could include directing a portion of the initial discharges to the
Bay as described above until flows have subsided to the point that they are within
the capacity of the Mariposa pump station. Discharges to both the Bay and the
combined sewer system would be subject to the same permitting requirements as
described above. With discharge to the combined sewer system in accordance with
regulatory requirements, or discharge to the Bay in accordance with the VOC and
Fuel General NPDES permit, water quality impacts related to a violation of water
quality standards or degradation of water quality due to discharge of groundwater
produced during construction‐related dewatering would be less than significant.


Does SFPUC have concerns regarding the accuracy or adequacy of this discussion for CEQA
purposes?
 
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: Michael Tran (via Doodle) [mailto:mailer@doodle.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 8:07 AM
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Michael Tran invites you to participate in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary,
Construction Dewatering."


Hi there,
 
Michael Tran (mitran@sfwater.org) invites you to participate in
the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction
Dewatering."


Michael Tran says:


Please confirm which dates are best for you.


Participate now


What is Doodle? Doodle is a web service that helps Michael Tran to find a


suitable date for meeting with a group of people. Learn more about how


Doodle works.


You have received this e-mail because "Michael Tran" has invited you to participate
in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


Doodle AG, Werdstrasse 21, 8021 Zürich



mailto:mailer@doodle.com

https://doodle.com/?tmail=poll_invitecontact_participant_invitation_with_message&tlink=logo

mailto:mitran@sfwater.org

https://doodle.com/r3v4y85accszmg46?tmail=poll_invitecontact_participant_invitation_with_message&tlink=pollbtn

https://doodle.com/main.html?tlink=checkOutLink&tmail=poll_invitecontact_participant_invitation_with_message

https://doodle.com/main.html?tlink=checkOutLink&tmail=poll_invitecontact_participant_invitation_with_message





 


    Shipman, Dorinda and Kimbrel, Elizabeth, Langan Treadwell Rollo, 2015. Memorandum to Kate Aufhauser, Golden
State Warriors and Clarke Miller, Strada Investment Group regarding Construction Dewatering Discharge Options,
Golden State Warriors Arena, San Francisco, California. February 17, 2015.


    Ibid.
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: David Carlock
Subject: Sales Center Window Dressing
Date: Friday, March 27, 2015 3:00:02 PM
Attachments: image002.png


2015.03.27_SC_WindowDressing.pptx


Catherine –
 
Thanks for hopping on today to talk signage. I’m very excited about our project’s potential to raise
the bar on this front.
 
We ran out of time before I mentioned this, but I wanted to run one other question by you. The
team of designers working on our Sales Center (TI at 500 TFB, ground floor) has started to inquire
about artistic window dressing . This is definitely not signage, but could – depending on design
development and/or City and landlord direction – include images or text, so I mentioned to the
group that I’d like to run some of the ideas by you.
 
Attaching two slides showing the current thinking, and comps in Mission Bay. What do you think
about our desire to do something similar for this temporary installation? We want to create
something that yields the appropriate amount of attention and excitement from passers-by, but
nothing that generates a community dialogue that could impact our signage program approval for
 the permanent project.  
 
If you’d prefer to chat by phone you can reach me at 202-230-2642.
 
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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Option 1





Perforated metal (outside of glass)











1180 Fourth Street, MB


450 South St., MB
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Option 2











Perforated vinyl graphics (inside glass)


Market Hall, MB








Perforated vinyl graphics (inside glass)
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