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From: Zhu, Karen (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Levenson, Leo (TIS); Torres, Rosa (ADM); Talwar, Amit (ADM); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Oerth, Sally (CII);


Ko, Yvonne (CPC); DeMartini, Keith (CPC); Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: OCII & GSW billing for Q3, FY 14-15
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 11:14:06 AM
Attachments: OCII_Q3 FY 1415.pdf
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Hi Catherine,
 
Attached please find the OCII & GSW billing invoices for Q3, FY 14-15.  The outstanding balance for
OCII is $25,877.36.  Because we have not yet received any Q2 payment from GSW, attached please


find the 2nd notice for the Q2 billing and the total outstanding balance for GSW is $122,918.14
($60,747.28 for Q2 + $$62,170.86 for Q3).  Can you please kindly pass the invoices to GSW asap? 
Or, if it’s easier for you, you may point me to someone over there who I can work directly with
regarding  GSW invoices.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.  Thank you!
 
Karen Zhu
Finance Division
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6408│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: karen.zhu@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 



April 20, 2015 



Catherine Reilly, Project Manager 
OC II 
One south Van Ness Ave, 51h  Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



1650 Mission St. 
Sue 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 



Reception: 
415.558.6378 



Fax: 



Subject: 	OCI! Projects - Fee Collection for Q3, FY 14-15 (1/1/2015-3/31/2015) 	
415.558.6409 



Planning 



Dear Ms. Reilly, 	 Information: 
415.558.6377 



Attached please find a detail Time Accounting Cost Report for the following accounts listed of staff 
time spent on OCIl projects. The total amount is $25,877.36 covered period 1/1/2015-
3/31/2015. 



Account # Account Name Hours Cost 
2007.0946E_14 Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 75.50 $10,032.43 



20101847CWP OCII Design Transbay 57.25 $7,033.66 



2013.0005U Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Review 11.75 $1,415.99 



2013.0196U Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1 1.25 $150.64 



2014.0748E 4101 Third Street 1.50 $125.37 



2014-000652GEN OClI 4101 3rd Street 1.00 $120.51 



2014-000693GEN OCII Design General 6.50 $783.32 



2014-000696GEN OCII Design Transbay B1k9 0.00 . 	$0.00 



2014-000697GEN OCII Design BIk 8 1.00 $120.51 



2014-000698GEN OCII Design Transabay BIk 5 3.75 $451.91 



2014-000699GEN OCIL Env. Transabay BIk 5 16.75 $2,068.19 



2014-000789CWP OCII Design Transbay B1k9 0.00 $0.00 



2014-000790CWP OCII Design Transbay BIk 1 1.50 $180.77 



2014-000953GEN OCII Transbay BIk 1 ENV 12.00 $1,377.00 



2014-002651GEN OCII Transbay BIk 1 Design Review 5.75 $692.93 



2015-003309GEN JOCII ENV Transbay Blk8 11.25 $1,324.13 



Total  1 206.75 $25,877.36 



This letter is to inform you that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment to our index code 
290225 and sub-object 49997. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please contact Karen Zhu at 415-558-6408 or 
Karen.zhu@sfgov.org . Thank you for your prompt response. 



Sincerely, 



Keth DeMartini 
Finance & IT Manager 



C.C. 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 











Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate 	NAME 	 Hours 	Cost NOTATION 



2007.0946E_14 Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 	Contact: 
	



Tiffany Bohee 



Bill Wycko 
01/29/2015 Bill Wycko 2.50 $450.85 document drafting 



2.50 $450.85 



Joy Navarrete 
01/05/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.50 $214.38 Addendum 3 calls and drafting 
01/06/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 internal meeting and drafting Addendum 3 
01/07/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 meeting at OCII and drafting addendum 
01/08/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 meetings and drafting 
01/0912015 Joy Navarrete 2.50 $357.30 addendum 3 
01/12/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 meeting, drafting 
01/13/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 addendum 3 
01/14/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 Records Request 
01/15/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 sunshine request 
01/20/2015 Joy Navarrete 4.00 $571.68 OCII informational hearing 
01/26/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 meeting at GGU 
01/29/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.50 $214.38 Gilman Avenue addendum coordination 
02/04/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 community re: dust control plan 
02/17/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 scheduling meeting, reviewing documents 
02/18/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.50 $214.38 Gillman review of trafiic analysis and meeting with Bill 
02/19/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 Gilman Street addendum meeting and review 
03/10/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 project coordination meeting 



35.00 $5,002.20 



Randall Dean 
01/02/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 Candlestick Pt C0-2-05 - discussion w consultant re strategy 
01/12/2015 Randall Dean 3.00 $361.53 issue of approving site permit w/o completion of ATP 
01/21/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 sending various archeo reports to consultant for revision of ATP for CP-02 - CP-05 



01/28/2015 Randall Dean 3.00 $361.53 revision of ATP for CP-02 - CP-05 
02/04/2015 Randall Dean 2.50 $301.28 revision of ATP for CP-02 through CP-05 
02/05/2015 Randall Dean 3.00 $361.53 revised ATP CP-2 through CP-05 
02/09/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 consultant discussion 
02/13/2015 Randall Dean 6.00 $723.06 revision of ATP for CP-2 through CP-5 
02/23/2015 Randall Dean 2.50 $301.28 research of additional historical archeo 
02/27/2015 Randall Dean 2.00 $241.02 review of prior archeo testing 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost 



03/02/2015 Randall Dean 4.50 $542.30 
03/03/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 
03/09/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 
03/10/2015 Randall Dean 4.50 $542.30 
03/13/2015 Randall Dean 2.00 $241.02 



38.00 $4,579.38 



75.50 $10,032.43 



20101847CWP OCII Design Transbay 



Joshua Switzky 
02/04/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 
02/06/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 
02/12/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 
02/27/2015 Joshua Switzky 2.00 $285.84 
03/06/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 



6.00 	$857.52  



Maia Small 
01/14/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 
01/20/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 
01/20/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
01/23/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 
01/28/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/02/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/04/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/05/2015 Mala Small 4.00 $482.04 
02106/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/09/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 
02/10/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/11/2015 Maia Small 2.50 $301.28 
02/12/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/13/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/16/2015 Maia Small 3.00 $361.53 
02/17/2015 Maia Small 3.00 $361.53 
02/1712015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/19/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/19/2015 Maia Small 3.50 $421.79 



NOTATION 
comments & discussion-geoarcheology 
questions regarding prehistoric coring 
questions regarding prehistoric coring 
research RE omitted prehistoric sites 
additional comments on ATP 



Contact: 



mtg 
mtg 
mtg 
review 
Block 1, Block 5 



Meeting coordination and internal design review discussion 
OCII coordination 
Façade and landscape design review 
OCII coordination 
Block 5 preservation/driveway discussion with the TJPA 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Meeting with OClI and TJPA 
Block 5 - site analysis 
Block 5 - design review 
Block 5 
Block 5 
Block 5 
Block 8 
Block 5 
Block 8 
Block 5 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



02/24/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 Block 8 design review 
02/24/2015 Maia Small 4.00 $482.04 design review Block 5 
02/25/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 design review Block 5 
02/26/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 design review Block 5 
02/26/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 Block 8 design review 
02/27/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 CEQA and process discussion Block 5 
03/03/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 design review block 5 
03/09/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 Block 5 design review 
03/12/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 Block 8 design review 
03/18/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 design review 
03/19/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 Block 8 design review 



51.25 $6,176.14 



57.25 $7,033.66 



2013.0005U Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Review 	 Contact: 	 Wells Lawson 



Maia Small 
01/07/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 Design review meeting with OCII 
01/08/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 design review analysis 
01/09/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 design review comments preparation 



2.50 $301.28 



Mat Snyder 
01/28/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 fielded questions about Harney for OCII and MTA staff 
01/29/2015 Mat Snyder 0.50 $60.26 misc. correspondence and research on Harney 
02/02/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 phone 
02/04/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 meeting with ocii staff to discuss street cross section 
02/06/2015 Mat Snyder 1.25 $150.64 meeting with ocii, dpw, mta 
02/09/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 consolidate meeting notes 
02/24/2015 Mat Snyder 1.00 $120.51 review of D4D, other docs in preparation for meeting 
02/24/2015 Mat Snyder 3.00 $361.53 D4D parking and tower meeting and follow-up 
03112/2015 Mat Snyder 1.00 $120.51 prep for project coordination and follow-up 
03/26/2015 Mat Snyder 0.50 $60.26 initial review of Sub Phase applications 
03/31/2015 Mat Snyder 1.00 $120.51 additional review 



9.25 $1,114.72 



11.75 $1,415.99 



201 3.01 96U Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1 Contact: 	 Wells Lawson 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 11112015-313112015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



Mat Snyder 
01/07/2015 Mat Snyder 1.25 $150.64 Phase 1 - Block 49 Design Review Meeting 



1.25 $150.64 



1.25 $150.64 



2014.0748E 4101 Third Street Contact: 	 Christine Maher 



Sandy Ngan 
02/20/2015 Sandy Ngan 1.50 $125.37 Call with project sponsor’s communication lead, received update on project, revised 



notice, distribution notice for review 



1.50 $125.37 



1.50 $125.37 



2014-000652GEN OCII 4101 3rd Street Contact: 	 Jessica Range 



David Winslow 
03/20/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 conf. call WI sponsor design review 



1.00 $120.51 



1.00 $120.51 



201 4-000693GEN OCII Design General Contact: 	 Viktoriya Mass 



David Winslow 
01/08/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 Mission Bay Block 40 Office allocation revision 
02/04/2015 David Winslow 3.00 $361.53 (2hrs) design review for UBER HO, (1 hr) 4101 third st. 
03/03/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 meeting to discuss mission bay commission hearing 
03/09/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 OCII Transbay BIk F bulk measurement mtg with city staff. 



6.50 $783.32 



6.50 $783.32 



201 4-000697GEN OCII Design BIk 8 Contact: 	 Viktoriya Wise 



Maia Small 
03/26/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 design review internal discussion 
03/26/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 schematic design review 



1.00 $120.51 



1.00 $120.51 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



201 4-000698GEN OCII Design Transbay Blk5 Contact: 	 Viktoriya Wise 



Maia Small 
03/26/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 schematic design review 
03/27/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 design discussion /open space 
03/30/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 design review 
03/31/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 design review 



3.75 $451.91 



3.75 $451.91 



201 4-000699GEN OCII Env. Transbay BIk 5 Contact: 	 Chris Kern 



Chris Kern 
03/09/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 internal meeting reprocess 
03/11/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 internal meetings reprocess 
03/16/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 review draft note to file 
03/17/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 emails re draft note to file 
03/31/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 meeting with Sue and Wade re process 



2.50 $339.28 



Sarah Jones 
03/23/2015 Sarah Jones 0.25 $41.78 ERO review 



0.25 $41.78 



Susan Mickelsen 
02/24/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.00 $120.51 TC with new PM; update on status; coordination emails 
02/25/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 Emails; coordination of meeting 
02/26/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.25 $30.13 Internal check-in 
02/27/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.25 $150.64 Meeting with OCII and Planning; internal check in before meeting 
03/04/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 TC 
03/09/2015 Susan Mickelsen 3.50 $421.79 Review EIR, Internal mtg Director, internal meeting follow-up, emails 



03/11/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.75 $210.89 Internal meeting; start working on document 
03/16/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.50 $180.77 Email; draft memo; update with changes; internal conversation and tc re: same 



03/17/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.50 $180.77 memo changes; ero assignment; internal cony re: same 
03/18/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 tc to OClI 
03/23/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.75 $90.38 email; clean up file 
03/25/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 email; plans; tc 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



03/27/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.25 $30.13 tc/rtc/message to OCII 
03/31/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.25 $30.13 Question 



14.00 $1,687.14 



16.75 $2,068.19 



201 4-00079OCWF OCII Design Transbay BIk 1 Contact: 	 David Winslow 



David Winslow 
02/27/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 Block F bulk controls 



1.50 $180.77 



1.50 $180.77 



2014-000953GEN 20142051 OCII - Transbay BIk 1 Env. Contact: 	 Kansai Uchida 



Kansai Uchida 
01/06/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.75 $86.06 Shadow review 
01/09/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind study receipt/initial check 
01/12/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.75 $86.06 Shadow study review and consultant call 
01/29/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Consultant check-in/billing setup 
01/30/2015 Kansai Uchida 2.75 $315.56 Shadow review, comment transmittal 
02/23/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind review 
02/24/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind study review 
02/25/2015 Kansai Uchida 1.50 $172.13 Wind study review 
02/27/2015 Kansai Uchida 2.50 $286.88 Archeo coordination, wind study review, scheduling 
03/02/2015 Kansai Uchida 1.50 $172.13 OCII call, archeology update, shadow review, block 8 inquiry 
03/04/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Cumulative projects coordination 
03/05/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Consultant shadow response 
03/09/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Shadow study draft 2 initial review 
03/12/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind study 
03/19/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Public inquiry 



12.00 $1,377.00 



12.00 $1,377.00 



2014-002651 GEN OCII Transbay BIk 1 Design Review Contact: 	 OCII 



David Winslow 
02/12/2015 David Winslow 1.25 $150.64 internal staff design review 
03/06/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 review of clementine and proposed streetscape improvements 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS � Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



03/11/2015 David Winslow 2.00 $241.02 clementine street design parameters 
03/18/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review of Clementina St 



5.75 $692.93 



5.75 $692.93 



201 5-003309GEN OCII ENV Transbay BIk 8 Contact: 	 Wietgrefe 



Michael Li 
03/30/2015 Michael Li 0.50 $60.26 Reviewed wind tunnel report. 



0.50 $60.26 



Wade Wietgrefe 
03/17/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 1.75 $205.75 



03/23/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 1.00 $117.57 
03/24/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 0.25 $29.39 
03/26/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 1.75 $205.75 
03/31/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 6.00 $705.42 



10.75 $1,263.88 



11.25 $1,324.13 



Grand Total: 206.75 $25,877.36 



coordination with OCII; review of past environmental documents in transbay 



Review of EIRJS and MMRP. Sent email 
Coordination with finance 
Coordination and preliminary review of documents 
Review FEIR/S, wind, and traffic studies. Responded to OCIl 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PQ 
	



PLANNING DEPARTMENT 



April 20, 2015 
1650 Mission St. 
Sue 400 
San Francisco, 



Golden State Warriors 
CA 94103-2479 



do Ms. Catherine Reilly, Project Manager Reception: 



OCII 415.558.6378 



1 South Van Ness, 5th  Floor Fax: 



San Francisco, CA 94103 415.558.6409 



Planning 
Information: 



Subject: 	GSW Projects 415.558.6377 



Fee Collection for 3rd Quarter FY 14 15 (1/1/2015-3/3112015) 



Dear Ms. Reilly, 



Attached please find a detail Time Accounting Report for the following accounts listed of staff 
time spent on GSW projects. The total amount is $62,170.86 covered period 1/1/2015-
3/31/2015. 



Account # Account Name Hours Cost 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 466.50 $62,170.86 
2014-0027010FA GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 0.00 $0.00 
Total  466.50 $62,170.86 



This letter is to inform you that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment to "San 
Francisco Planning Department" and specify the project title, given above, on the check, and 
address it to 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 to the attention of Karen 
Zhu. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please contact Karen Zhu at 415-558-6408 or 
Karen.zhusfgov.org . Thank you for your prompt response. 



Sincerely, 



Ke$h DeMartini 
Fi/iance & IT Manager 



C.C. 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 
Chris Kern, Planner 
Brett Bollinger, Planner 











Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed UseDevelopment 



Bill Wycko 
03/01/2015 Bill Wycko 5.00 $901.70 
03/02/2015 Bill Wycko 2.00 $360.68 
03/04/2015 Bill Wycko 3.00 $541.02 
03108/2015 Bill Wycko 2.00 $360.68 
03/12/2015 Bill Wycko 4.00 $721.36 
03/12/2015 Bill Wycko 3.00 $541.02 



03/25/2015 Bill Wycko 7.50 $1,352.55 
03/26/2015 Bill Wycko 0.50 $90.17 



27.00 	$4,869.18 



NOTATION 



Contac Clarke Miller 



Entered time for Bill Wycko 
Entered time for Bill Wycko 
Entered time for Bill Wycko 
Entered time for Bill Wycko. 
Entered time for Bill Wycko. 
Entered time for Bill Wycko. Preparation of review comments for Warriors Arena 
Transportation 
Entered hours of work time for Bill Wycko. 
Entered hours of work time for Bill Wycko. 



Brett Bollinger 
01/05/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Emails. Phone. Doc review 
01/06/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Email. Conference Call. Doc Review 
01/08/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 offsite TMP/UCSF meeting 
01/12/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Transportation docs. Email. Phone. 
01/13/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Email. Transportation/AQ review 
01/14/2015 Brett Bollinger 5.00 $602.55 Arrival distribution discussions/emails. 
01/15/2015 Brett Bollinger 5.00 $602.55 Email. Doc review. AQ Meeting at BAAQMD 
01/20/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 Email. Phone. Document review. 
01/21/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Email. Phone. Schedule discussion meeting. 
01/26/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Email/Phone 
01/28/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 DEIR 
01/29/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Trans. DEIR. 
01/29/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Wind phone. Trans review. Mode Split. 
02/09/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIRIA 
02/10/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/11/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/12/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/17/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/18/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/19/2015 Brett Bollinger 5.00 $602.55 ADEIRIA 
02/20/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/24/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Conference call and document review 
02/25/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 ADEIR 1A other documents 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost 



03/02/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 
03/03/2015 Brett Bollinger 8.00 $964.08 
03/04/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 
03/05/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 
03/0612015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 
03/09/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 
03/10/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 
03/11/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 
03/12/2015 Brett Bollinger 9.00 $1,084.59 
03/17/2015 Brett Bollinger 7.00 $843.57 
03/18/2015 Brett Bollinger 7.00 $843.57 
03/19/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 
03/20/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 
03/25/2015 Brett Bollinger 9.00 $1,084.59 
03/26/2015 Brett Bollinger 9.00 $1,084.59 



160.00 $19,281.60 



Chris Kern 
01/05/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/06/2015 Chris Kern 5.00 $678.55 
01/07/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 
01/08/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 
01/09/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 



01/12/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 
01/13/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 
01/14/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 
01/15/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 
01/20/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/21/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/22/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/23/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/26/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 
01/27/2015 Chris Kern 6.50 $882.12 



01/28/2015 Chris Kern 8.00 $1,085.68 
01/29/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 
02/02/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 



NJC’TATI(ThJ 



ADEIR lB 
ADEIR lB 
Meeting 
AQ Meeting 
ADEIR lB 
email/phone 
email/phone 
ADEIR I 
All-day ADEIR 1 B meeting at ESA 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR 1 B all-day meeting. 
ADEIR 1 B all-day meeting. 



Project management 
Project management, air quality meeting 
Project management, CEQA meetings 
Project management, meeting re sewer/stormwater infrastructure 
Project management, air quality review/meeting prep, review sewer and stormwater 
background report, SLR analysis 
project management 
project management, meeting with BAAQMD 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
weekly city staff project meeting 
review ADEIR1A 
review ADEIR1A 
review ADEIR1A 
Review ADEIR1 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



02/03/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 weekly city staff meeting 
02/03/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 transportation team meeting 
02/04/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 Review ADEIR1 
02/05/2015 Chris Kern 3.25 $441.06 Review ADEIR1 
02/06/2015 Chris Kern 5.50 $746.41 Review ADEIR1A. 
02/09/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADEIR1A 
02/10/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADEIR1A 
02/11/2015 Chris Kern 6.00 $814.26 review ADEIR1A; meeting re utilities; internal meeting re air quality 
02/12/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 review ADEIR1A 
02/17/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 Review ADEIR1A 
02/18/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 Review ADEIR1A 
02/19/2015 Chris Kern 5.00 $678.55 Review ADEIR1A 
02/20/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 project management, conference call with CEQA consultants 
02/23/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADEIR1A, internal meetings 
02/24/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 ADEIR1A comment consolidation 
02/25/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 ADEIR1A comment consolidation, project management 
02/26/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 Review ADEIRIB 
03/02/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADSEIR1B, OEWD coordination 
03/03/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 review ADSEIR1 B, project management 
03/04/2015 Chris Kern 6.50 $882.12 review ADSEIR1 B, CEQA team meeting, project management 
03/05/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 review ADSEIR1B 
03/06/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 revisions to air quality offset MM and related coordination 
03/09/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 drafting and coordination re air quality mitigation measure, project management 



03/10/2015 	Chris Kern 	 4.50 	$610.70 	drafting AQ mitigation measure and related coordination; weekly City meeting; 
coordination re transportation analysis; project management 



03/11/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 
03/12/2015 Chris Kern 8.00 $1,085.68 
03/16/2015 Chris Kern 3.50 $474.99 
03/17/2015 Chris Kern 3.75 $508.91 
03/18/2015 Chris Kern 4.50 $610.70 
03/23/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 
03/24/2015 Chris Kern 5.00 $678.55 



03/25/2015 	Chris Kern 
	



9.00 	$1,221.39 
03/26/2015 	Chris Kern 



	
2.50 	$339.28 



review ADElRlA& 16 
ADEIR1A review work session at ESA 
review comments on ADSEIR1 B, project management 
Review ADEIR1 B, comment consolidation, revise GHG section 
review & consolidate comments on ADSEIR1 B 
review comments on ADEIR1 B, project management 
review comments in ADEIR1 B; coordination with OCII & OEWD, prep for work 
sessions 
work session to review comments on ADSEIR1 B 
consultation with CAO, coordination re AQ mitigation, project management 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 
Wrirkr1f 
	



NAME 
	



Hours 	Cost NOTATION 



03/30/2015 
	



Chris Kern 
	



1.00 	$135.71 	internal meetings re AQ mitigation; project management 
03/31/2015 
	



Chris Kern 
	



1.00 	$135.71 	project management; AQ mitigation 



	



196.50 	$26,667.02 



David Winslow 
01/28/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 office design team kick off meeting 
02/10/2015 David Winslow 0.50 $60.26 internal staff coord. mtg 
02/12/2015 David Winslow 1.25 $150.64 design review team meeting 
02/24/2015 David Winslow 0.50 $60.26 internal team coordination 
02/26/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review meeting with project sponsor 
03/03/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 design review mtg w/ sponsor 
03/05/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review mtg. w. sponsor 
03/17/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review of office 
03/19/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 landscape design review mtg. 
03/24/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 Internal meeting 



11.75 	$1,415.99 



Jessica Range 
01/06/2015 Jessica Range 1.00 $136.11 
01/13/2015 Jessica Range 2.00 $272.22 
01/27/2015 Jessica Range 1.00 $136.11 
01/28/2015 Jessica Range 1.50 $204.17 
01/29/2015 Jessica Range 8.00 $1,088.88 
02/11/2015 Jessica Range 0.50 $68.06 
03/12/2015 Jessica Range 2.50 $340.28 
03/19/2015 Jessica Range 1.00 $136.11 
03/24/2015 Jessica Range 2.00 $272.22 



03/25/2015 
	



Jessica Range 
	



2.00 	$272.22 



AQ meeting 
Meeting with BAAQMD 
review DEIR-1 AQ section 
review AQ section 
review AQ section of EIR 
review comments with Brett and Chris 
Off site meeting 
draft responses to questions from BAAQMD 
Review GHG section, prepare response to BAAQMD questions and general 
coordination. 
review revised impacts section for health risks and provide edits to ESA. 



03/26/2015 
	



Jessica Range 
	



1.50 	$204.17 	internal coordination and coordination with BAAQMD 



	



23.00 	$3,130.53 



Randall Dean 
02/23/2015 
	



Randall Dean 	 1.00 	$120.51 	draft ATP 
02/24/2015 
	



Randall Dean 	 2.00 	$241.02 	draft ATP 
03/02/2015 
	



Randall Dean 	 1.00 	$120.51 	draft ATP issue 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3131/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



03/04/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 draft ATP submittal issue 
03/10/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 draft ATP & language of IS 



6.00 $723.06 



Viktoriya Wise 
01/06/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.00 $155.86 Internal meeting with city atty; email 
01/07/2015 Viktoriya Wise 5.00 $779.30 noon meeting with MTA to go over approach to transit service plan and mitigation 



measures; item at MTAB? Standing GSW 3-hour meeting to discuss transportation, 
hydrology and public utilities. 	In the AM, prep for the meeting; check in the Brett. 



01/10/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.75 $116.90 reviewed email correspondence and followed up with Luba, brett and jose on a few 
things. 



01/13/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.25 $38.97 Internal meeting with Tim Erney 
01/13/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.25 $350.69 Updated SBJ on the status; met with Chris and Brett to discuss the temporal 



distribution; reviewed the emails and info on the subject matter and discussed 
approach with LCW; called Kate; read email from Adam about Giants/GSW games 
solutions. 



01/14/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.25 $350.69 Conference call with consultants to discuss approach to temporal distribution and 
transit data; call with team, including Ken, to discuss schedule; general emails and 
discussions with staff. 



01/15/2015 Viktoriya Wise 3.50 $545.51 emails about the schedule and analysis of temporal distribution; call with - ken; call 
with the team; met with Chris and Brett to discuss impact statements; call with Paul 
about schedule; met with Luba to discuss structure of transportation chapter. 



01/20/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.50 $77.93 reviewed the temporal distributions and talked with Jose 
01/22/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.25 $38.97 Discussed schedule with Brett 
01/27/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.25 $38.97 touched base with Chris; phone conversation with Clarke 
01/28/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.50 $77.93 met with brett to give guidance on next list of to do items; updated chris kern on 



transpo and he updated me on utlis 
02/02/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.00 $155.86 Put together the agenda for Wed meeting and discussed the approach with Luba; 



left messages for team members about meeting and call with Adam. 



02/03/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.50 $233.79 emails and prep for meeting the next day 
02/04/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.50 $389.65 review what luba sent and the revised travel demand model; email to team; 



conversation with Jeff; etc. 
02/04/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.00 $311.72 Internal transportation meeting 
02/10/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.75 $116.90 Meeting with Brett to go over outstanding items; discussion with Chris about 



transportation and overall ERO review 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 
Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



02/18/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.00 $155.86 Meeting with Bill, chris and brett 
02/18/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.00 $311.72 Performance standard draft; several calls with luba and email to team. 



02/22/2015 Viktoriya Wise 3.50 $545.51 replied to mit measure comments from carli and luba about peds; reviewed the 
pedestrian analysis luba sent and gave back comments; revised the mit measure for 
TSP and drafted the ped mit measure; sent an email about ped measure to the 
team. 



02/26/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.00 $311.72 email with Luba; talked with MTA about transit; conference call with Ken; later 
conference call with Adam, City atty, and rest of team. 



02/27/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.25 $350.69 talked with adam on the phone; got the section and put together 3-page summary of 
impacts in prep for meeting with Mayor and his meeting with UCSF. 



35.00 	$5,455.10 



Virnaliza Byrd 
03/01/2015 	Virnaliza Byrd 5.00 $363.85 	Entered time for Bill Wycko 



5.00 $363.85 



Wade Wietgrefe 
03/05/2015 	Wade Wietgrefe 2.25 $264.53 	Prep for and attend meeting regarding AQ 



2.25 $264.53 



466.50 $62,170.86 



Grand Total: 466.50 $62,170.86 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 



SECOND NOTICE l650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 



April 20, 2015 CA 94103-2479 



Reception: 
415.558.6378 



Golden State Warriors 
Fax: 



do Ms. Catherine Reilly, Project Manager 415.558.6409 
OCII 



th I South Van Ness, 5 	Floor 
Planning 
Information: 



San Francisco, CA 94103 415.558.6377 



Subject: 	GSW Projects 
Fee Collection for 2d  Quarter FY 14 15 (10/1/2014-12/31/2014) 



Dear Ms. Reilly: 



Enclosed is a copy of the bill that we sent you on February 18, 2015. To date we 
have no record that this bill has ever been paid. The bill requested payment for 
the GSW projects reviewing by our staff during 10/1/2014-12/31/2014. There is an 
outstanding balance of $60,747.28. Please refer to the attached Time Accounting 
Costs Report. 



This letter is a second notice that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment 
to "San Francisco Planning Department" and specify the project title, given above, 
on the check, and address it to 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 
94103 to the attention of Karen Zhu. 



In the event that you do not send payment in full within 30 days from this letter’s 
date, the balance will be forwarded for collection to the Bureau of Delinquent 
Revenue. Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please do not hesitate to 
contact Karen Zhu at (415) 558-6408 or Karen.zhu@sfgov.org . 



Sincerely, 



 



lKith=DeMartini  
V  Finance Manager 



cc: 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING 



February 18, 2015 



Golden State Warriors 
do Ms. Catherine Reilly, Project Manager 
OCIL 
I South Van Ness, 5 1 Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



Subject: 	GSW Projects 
Fee Collection for 2’ Quarter FY 14 15 (10/1/2014-12/31/2014) 



Dear Ms. Reilly, 



Attached please find a detail Time Accounting Report for the following accounts listed of staff 
time spent on GSW projects. The total amount is $60,747.28 covered period 10/1/2014-
12/31/2014. 



Account # Account Name Hours Cost 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 758.75 $60,729.96 



2014-0027010FA GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 0.25 $17.32 



Total  759.00 $60,747.28 



This letter is to inform you that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment to "San 
Francisco Planning Department" and specify the project title, given above, on the check, and 
address it to 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 to the attention of Karen 
Zhu. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please contact Karen Zhu at 415-558-6408 or 
Karen.zhusfgov.org . Thank you for your prompt response. 



Sincerely, 



Finance & 



C.C. 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 
Chris Kern, Planner 
Brett Bollinger, Planner 



1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 



Reception: 



415.558.6378 



Fax: 



415.558.6409 



Planning 
Information: 



415.558.6377 











Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable NOTATION 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed UseDevelopment Contact: 	Clarke Miller 



BBOLLING 
10/01/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 585.33 Y Meeting and prep. TMP review. 
10/02/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 585.33 Y TMP review. Transit service plan coordination. EIR emails/phone 
10/03/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 351.20 Y TMP review 
10/06/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 351.20 Y TMP comments 
10/08/2014 BBOLLING 6.00 702.40 Y Meeting prep. Meetings. IS review. TMP comments review 
10/09/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 234.13 Y Email. IS consolidation 
10/14/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.05 Y Email. Phone. Meeting Prep 
10/15/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.05 Y Meetings and prep. emails. phone 
10/16/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y SB743. 
10/20/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y Meeting prep. Email/phone correspondence 
10/27/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y email and phone correspondence 
10/27/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y Meeting with Trans Consultants 
11/04/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Discussproject events over last two weeks in my absence. 
11/04/2014 BBOLLING 0.75 90.38 Y Email/Phone 
11/04/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Discussproject events over last two weeks in my absence. 
11/05/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Emails/phone correspondence 
11/05/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y Archeo meeting. 
11/05/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Emails/phone correspondence 
11/06/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y Review IS comments 
11/06/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y mtg 
11/10/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y Review IS/NOP comments. Other project CEQA issues. Phone. Email. 
11/12/2014 BBOLLING 8.00 964.08 Y Initial Study review session at ESA 
11/13/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Transit Meeting 
11/13/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y Newspaper Ad 
11/13/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Transit Meeting 
11/14/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y NOA, NOC. Email. 
11/17/2014 BBOLLING 1.50 180.77 Y Review 
11/17/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y NOP/IS 
11/17/2014 BBOLLING 0.50 60.26 Y Review 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 0.50 60.26 Y Review 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 1.50 180.77 Y Weekly City Hall GSW Meeting 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y Email, phone and review of revised GSW schedule 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 0.50 60.26 Y Schedule 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable 



11/19/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 
11/19/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
11/20/2014 BBOLLING 2.50 301.28 Y 
11/20/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 
11/25/2014 BBOLLING 6.00 723.06 Y 
12/02/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/02/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y 
12/03/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y 
12/04/2014 BBOLLING 2.50 301.28 Y 
12/08/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y 
12/09/2014 BBOLLING 6.00 723.06 Y 
12/10/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/11/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 
12/12/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/15/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/16/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/17/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/22/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/23/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/30/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 



156.25 18,747.06 



CKERN 
10/01/2014 CKERN 4.00 581.64 Y 
10/02/2014 CKERN 4.00 581.64 Y 
10/06/2014 CKERN 1.00 145.41 Y 
10/07/2014 CKERN 1.00 145.41 Y 
10/08/2014 CKERN 5.00 727.05 Y 
10/09/2014 CKERN 3.00 436.23 Y 
10/17/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 Y 
10/20/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 Y 
10/20/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 Y 
10/20/2014 CKERN 2.00 271.42 Y 
10/21/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 Y 
10/21/2014 CKERN 2.50 339.28 Y 
10/22/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 Y 



NOTATION 



review 
Info needs. Phone/email, meeting cooridnation 
Meeting-Project Info 
Email/Phone correspondence 
Travel Demand Memo and TMP/Meeting 
TMP Meeting prep and attendance 
TMP/Trans Impact Statement review 
Meeting and meeting prep. 
Scoping meeting 
Scoping Meeting prep/review 
Meeting and prep 
Storm/Waste-Water Meeting 
Meeting 
Scoping Meeting prep/review 
Email/Phone/Document review 
Email/Phone/Document review 
Meetings. prep. 
PD review 
PD review 
Emails/Document review 



project management/review documents/meeting 
projetc management/review documents 
project management 
project management 
project management/meetings/review documents 
project management/review and consolidate comments 



Phone calls re project description changes. 
coordination re SFPUC comments on Draft IS 
Email/Phone Correspondence 
Weekly interdepartmental coordination meeting 
Project management; conference call re SFPUC admin draft IS Comments 
internal meetings, conference call with project team, project management 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate 	USER NAME 	 Hours 	Cost Billable NOTATION 



10/23/2014 	CKERN 	 2.00 	271.42 Y 	coordination with SFPUc and consultants re Utilities analysis; project 
management 



10/27/2014 CKERN 1.50 203.57 	Y 
10/28/2014 CKERN 7.00 949.97 	Y 
10/29/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
10/30/2014 CKERN 8.00 1,085.68 	Y 
10/31/2014 CKERN 3.50 474.99 	Y 
11/03/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
11/04/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
11/05/2014 CKERN 6.00 814.26 	Y 
11/10/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 



11/12/2014 CKERN 8.50 1,153.54 	Y 



11/13/2014 CKERN 0.50 67.86 	Y 
11/18/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
11/19/2014 CKERN 1.50 203.57 	Y 
11/20/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 



11/24/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
11/25/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
11/26/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
12/01/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
12/02/2014 CKERN 0.50 67.86 	Y 
12/03/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/09/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
12/09/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/09/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
12/10/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/15/2014 CKERN 0.50 67.86 	Y 
12/16/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/17/2014 CKERN 7.50 1,017.83 	Y 



12/18/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/22/2014 CKERN 9.00 1,221.39 	Y 
12/23/2014 CKERN 7.00 949.97 	Y 



internal project management; coordination wiht consultants 
Review IS Admin Draft 2 
review IS admin draft 2 
Review admin draft IS 2 & related coordination 
Coordination with OCII, CAO, and consultants re IS admin draft 2. 
coordination with OCII, CAO, Consultant, Sponsor re arche resources 
Review admin draft IS 
review admin draft IS 2 
review comments from OCII, CAO and GSW on IS Draft2. Coordination with 
consultants re IS review sessions. Coordination with OCII re scoping meeting. 
work session at ESA to finalize IS; internal coordination re NOP publication 
process 
finalize IS/NOP 
coordination re schedule 
review and coordination re schedule for EIR 
meeting re DEIR info needs and schedule; follow up coordination with 
consultants, OCII, DPW and SFPUC 
coordination/project management re infrastructure requirements for project. 
Project management 
project management 
project management 
Project management 
CEQA team meeting; project management 
scoping meeting 
CEQA team meeting 
prep for scoping meeting 
Meetings re infrastructure requirements and schedule 
meeting re schedule 
review ADEIR1 PD section 
project management, meeting at OEWD, CEQA team meeting, review 
ADEIR1 
CPC info hearing, review ADEIR1 
Review ADEIR1 sections and project management 
review ADEIR1 and project management 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable NOTATION 



12/24/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 Y review ADEIR1 and project management 
12/29/2014 CKERN 8.00 1,085.68 Y review ADEIR1 & TMP correspondence 
12/30/2014 CKERN 9.00 1,221.39 Y review TMP & project management 



160.50 21,956.06 



DWINSLOW 
10/02/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 167.22 Y team mtg. wsponsior 
10/06/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 111.48 Y coordination and review 
10/07/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 111.48 Y meeting 
10/09/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 111.48 Y weekly mtg. 
10/16/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 114.74 Y design review and coord. mtg 
10/21/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y Weekly interdepartmental coordination meeting 
10/21/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y Weekly interdepartmental coordination meeting 
11/06/2014 DWINSLOW 2.00 241.02 Y design review meeting 
11/07/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y coordination 
11/13/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y Newspaper Ad 
12/08/2014 DWINSLOW 3.50 421.79 Y informational hearing calenar description and memo 
12/09/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 180.77 Y hearing memo/exec sumamry. briefing director, team coord 
12/09/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 180.77 Y coord. 
12/11/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 180.77 Y hearing document prep 
12/12/2014 DWINSLOW 3.00 361.53 Y hearing prep and coord. 
12/15/2014 DWINSLOW 2.00 241.02 Y hearing prep and coord. 
12/16/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y hearing prep 
12/17/2014 DWINSLOW 3.00 361.53 Y hearing prep and coord 
12/18/2014 DWINSLOW 6.00 723.06 Y hearing prep and attendance 



34.50 4,111.19 



EWATTY 
10/01/2014 EWATTY 0.50 75.66 Y Reviewed project appvl list. 



0.50 75.66 



JRANGE 
10/22/2014 JRANGE 0.50 68.06 Y AQ meeting with consultants 
12/17/2014 JRANGE 2.50 340.28 Y Internal meeting and review of draft AQ impacts and AQ impact EIR 



discussion. 



3.00 408.33 



JSWITZKY 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable NOTATION 



10/16/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.91 Y mtg 
11/06/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.92 Y mtg 
11/13/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.92 Y Newspaper Ad 
11/20/2014 JSWITZKY 2.00 285.84 Y Email/Phone correspondence 
11/25/2014 JSWITZKY 0.50 71.46 Y coordination 
12/09/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.92 Y review 
12/18/2014 JSWITZKY 1.50 214.38 Y info hearing 



8.00 	1,143.35 



RDEAN 
10/21/2014 RDEAN 5.00 602.55 Y review of IS and research of background material; project was not submitted 



for PAR review nor archeological scoping previously per standard EP 



10/24/2014 RDEAN 5.50 662.81 Y review of draft IS and background material 
10/27/2014 RDEAN 0.50 60.26 Y Comments on I.S. 
10/28/2014 RDEAN 0.50 60.26 Y Comments on I.S. 
10/30/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y teleconference regarding comments 
10/30/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y teleconference regarding comments 
10/30/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y teleconference regarding comments 
11/07/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y comments on revision of archeo sub-section 
11/14/2014 RDEAN 0.50 60.26 Y discussion about archeo mit measure, etc. 
11/17/2014 RDEAN 1.50 180.77 Y review, comments, revisions of SOW for ATP 



17.50 2,108.93 



VMASS 
10/01/2014 VMASS 3.50 529.62 Y Team meeting and emails. 
10/02/2014 VMASS 1.50 226.98 Y met with Brett; baseline analysis and meetings with Sarah; call with Jose; etc. 



10/05/2014 VMASS 3.00 453.96 Y TMP review 
10/06/2014 VMASS 1.50 226.98 Y Conference call with OCII and consultants about No Project alternative; sent 



bb comments on TMP and other emails from GSW. 
10/09/2014 VMASS 1.25 189.15 V Discussion with Chris about schedule (appeals, etc.); email from Brett and 



with Jose/Luba; etc. approved billing for quarter. 



10/10/2014 VMASS 1.50 226.98 V Started IS review 
10/13/2014 VMASS 8.00 1,246.88 Y Reviewed the Initial Study 
10/14/2014 VMASS 2.25 350.68 V finished IS review and met with Chris and Brett to discuss the 6 or so main 



comments; email to MTA about curb management for post event; call with 
Erin Miller. 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable 



10/15/2014 VMASS 3.50 545.51 Y 
10/27/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
10/30/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/04/2014 VMASS 4.50 701.37 Y 
11/05/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 



11/07/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
11/10/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/12/2014 VMASS 8.00 1,246.88 Y 
11/12/2014 VMASS 1.25 194.83 Y 
11/12/2014 VMASS 1.75 272.76 Y 



11/13/2014 VMASS 1.25 194.83 Y 
11/14/2014 VMASS 8.00 1,246.88 Y 
11/14/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/16/2014 VMASS 2.00 311.72 Y 
11/18/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/19/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/20/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 



11/23/2014 VMASS 2.00 311.72 Y 
11/24/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 



11/25/2014 VMASS 0.25 38.97 Y 
11/25/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
11/30/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
12/01/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 



12/02/2014 VMASS 2.00 311.72 Y 



NOTATION 



transportation meeting; team meeting for IS comments; email 
Conference Call with Luba, Jose and Brett 
Meeting with Chris to discuss Archeology; email response to Jose. 
Reviewed Initial Study 
Met with Chris and Brett to go over Initial Study comments and outstanding 
items for publication. 



Reviewed J. Malamut comments; general email. 
Conference call with Luba 
Initial Study review session at ESA 
Reviewed the revised Archeo section 
Reviewed the revised PD for initial study including comments from staff, OCII 
and project sponsor; went over all the various emails from last week. 



Meeting with MTA and LCW/Jose 
IS war room meeting 
Meeting with Randall; call with GSW about scope 
Screencheck Review 
Schedule 
email exchanges 
Project team meeting to go over outstanding information needs, particularly 
around transportation 



Review of the Travel Demand Memo and draft email to City Atty 
email to chris about budget; email to brett about my comments; call with 
Adam; email to City Atty 



call with Adam and Ken 
call with Jose and Luba to finalize the Travel Demand Memo 
Review of the TMP in anticipation of meeting on Tuesday 
Call with Julie and Jeff to discuss Transit Service Plan issues (saturday, with 
giants, 2020 model); read email from City Attorney; follow up email to 
jose/Iuba/brett 



finished reviewing the TDM plan and had a team meeting with MTA; followed 
up by a short meeting with jose/Iuba/brett to discuss Transit Service plan items 



12/04/2014 	VMASS 	 2.00 	311.72 Y 	regular meeting - discussed GHG, alternatives and Transportation section 
organization; 



Page 6 of 7 











Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable 



12/04/2014 VMASS 1.50 233.79 Y 



12/08/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
12/10/2014 VMASS 2.50 389.65 Y 
12/11/2014 VMASS 1.00 155.86 Y 
12/12/2014 VMASS 0.25 38.97 Y 
12/16/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
12/16/2014 VMASS 1.25 194.83 Y 
12/17/2014 VMASS 3.00 467.58 Y 
12/18/2014 VMASS 1.00 155.86 Y 



78.50 12,179.39 



458.75 60,729.96 



2014-0027010FA GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 



NOTATION 
Reviewed the document organization for transportation impacts and discussed 
with Brett briefly; call to Luba. 
Call about the Travel Demand Memo 
Team meeting and meeting with Chris about schedule 
conference call with brett and consultants 
John Malamut email exchange 
did some research on candlestick to see if we can use the same approach 
call with John Malamut about TSP approach; called adam; updatec Chris 
team meeting; meeting with sarah to discuss TSP appraoch 
read some emails and watched the commission hearing; followed up with 
chris about pile driving and visual sims 



Contact: BAY JACARANDA NO 2932 LLC 



AHUISMAN 
12/12/2014 	AHUISMAN 	 0.25 



	
17.32 Y 
	



created record only for billing purposes 



	



0.25 
	



17.32 



	



0.25 	17.32 



Grand Total: 
	



459.00 	60,747.28 
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From: Redmond, Michael (POL)
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); DeFilippo, Jerome (POL)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Fwd: Meeting in late April/early May re: GSW Event Center & environs security
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 4:19:12 PM


Adam,
 
Captain DeFilippo, Lieutenant Heidohrn and Sgt McDonnel from Southern Station will be in
attendance to discuss public safety and officer deployment.
 
Mike
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 12:52 PM
To: Redmond, Michael (POL); DeFilippo, Jerome (POL)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Fwd: Meeting in late April/early May re: GSW Event Center & environs security
 
Commander Redmond and Captain DeFilippo:
 
Just wanted to confirm your attendance at next Thursday’s Mission Bay CAC meeting (5:00pm at 225
Berry Street) where we will be talking about Warriors event management strategies.  It will be
predominantly about transportation but public safety is included and there may be questions on
officer deployment, etc.  I’m working on the presentation now and will send something to you on
Monday for your review.  Let’s discuss next week once you’ve had a chance to review it.


Thanks,
 
Adam
 


From: Redmond, Michael (POL) 
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 1:37 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Fwd: Meeting in late April/early May re: GSW Event Center & environs security
 
Adam the best contact will be Captain Jerry DeFilippo of Southern Station. 


Captain DeFilippo is cc'd on this email. 


Mike


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Sent: Thursday, April 9, 2015 1:20:14 PM
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
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Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Fwd: Meeting in late April/early May re: GSW Event Center & environs security
 
Commander:
 
UCSF is asking to discuss public safety around the Warriors arena.  Who would be the best contact
from SFPD?  Thanks,


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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Yamauchi, Lori" <Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu>
Date: April 8, 2015 at 9:03:03 PM CST
To: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, "Van de Water, Adam
(ECN)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, "Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com)"
<cmiller@stradasf.com>
Cc: "Denson, Mike" <Mike.Denson@ucsf.edu>, "Partika, Eric" <Eric.Partika@ucsf.edu>,
"Beauchamp, Kevin" <Kevin.Beauchamp@ucsf.edu>, "Subbarayan, Kamala"
<Kamala.Subbarayan@ucsf.edu>, "Lane, Laura" <Laura.Lane@ucsf.edu>, "Gordon,
Ben" <Ben.Gordon@ucsf.edu>, "Fung, Neil" <Neil.Fung@ucsf.edu>
Subject: RE: Meeting in late April/early May re: GSW Event Center & environs
security


Catherine,
 
Thanks for your prompt response.  Yes, as I noted below, the meeting should take place
after Adam returns.  If you wish to set it up for the week that he gets back, that’s fine. 
Please advise as to who from the City will attend.  It is imperative that SF Police and
GSW security be included in the meeting.  Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
University of California, San Francisco
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
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Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 5:56 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com)
Cc: Denson, Mike; Partika, Eric; Beauchamp, Kevin; Subbarayan, Kamala; Lane, Laura;
Gordon, Ben; Fung, Neil
Subject: RE: Meeting in late April/early May re: GSW Event Center & environs security
 
Hi, Lori – would it be ok to wait until Adam is back?  He has been taking the lead on this
with the City folks, and if possible to wait, I think the conversation would be more
productive.  I can be working on setting it up in the meantime so that it occurs the
week he gets back.
 
Let me know.  Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 12:04 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com)
Cc: Denson, Mike; Partika, Eric; Beauchamp, Kevin; Subbarayan, Kamala; Lane, Laura;
Gordon, Ben; Fung, Neil
Subject: Meeting in late April/early May re: GSW Event Center & environs security
 
Adam, Catherine, Kate and Clarke,
 
Catherine – since Adam is out through next week, can you please get back to me on
whether the meeting I propose below is possible and who from the City should be
involved? 
 
Per Adam and Catherine’s meeting with Barbara French and me last week, the issue of
security plans was briefly discussed.  After a meeting with Kate and Clarke today, I
asked if UCSF could meet with the City and GSW staff re: security planning for the
Event Center and environs.  In particular, I would like to include UCSF Police personnel
(Mike Denson, Eric Partika), UCSF Medical Center security (Ben Gordon, Neil Fung) in
the meeting.  Would it be possible for SF Police and GSW security to be represented at
the meeting? 
 
The point of the meeting is to discuss assumptions that UCSF, the City and the GSW
can use in developing their security plans in and around the Event Center, discuss how
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SFPD and GSW security plan to provide security in and around the Event Center vis-à-
vis UCPD, discuss staffing (by type, number, hours/frequency), and discuss how the
design of the Event Center encourages or discourages crime/vagrancy/etc.,
 
Kate and Clarke were agreeable to such a meeting after Adam returns from his
vacation.  If the City is agreeable, I would be happy to arrange the meeting, once I
know who are the attendees. 
 
Catherine – please advise with the City attendees.  Kate – please advise with the GSW
attendees. 
 
Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
University of California, San Francisco
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
654 Minnesota St., 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
Cell:  (415) 602-6898
 








From: Paul Mitchell
To: Molly Hayes
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce; Brian Boxer; Kern, Chris (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Matthew Russell
Subject: FW: Warriors ATP
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 1:25:02 PM
Attachments: Warriors Stadium Bore Locations_042015.pdf


Molly:
 


1.        We followed up with the driller and our in-house archaeologist who would monitor the
drilling regarding their availability.  Unfortunately, May 10-18 is already booked and May
22-27 is conflicted by the Memorial holiday.  Consequently, would it be possible to schedule
the drilling between June 1-5 (we would need that consecutive block of 5 days). A backup
alternate schedule would be June 8-12 (again, a consecutive block of 5 days).  Please let us
know if either of these work for you.


2.        An informal mark-up of estimate drilling locations attached.  We’ll make a more formal
figure for the revised ATP later this week.


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 3:31 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Clarke Miller; Matthew Russell
Subject: RE: Warriors ATP
 
Paul,
 
Could you please provide me with the following information?
 
1) Locations (roughly) of drilling -- in particular, will there be drilling in the parking lots on-site (see
Google Earth pic for reference)?
2) Date the driller would prefer to come between May 10-18 or May 22-27.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 11:54 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
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Cc: Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Clarke Miller; Matthew Russell; Molly Hayes
Subject: RE: Warriors ATP
 
Great; thanks.
 
We will wait to hear back from you and/or Molly before we coordinate with our driller.
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 11:41 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Clarke Miller; Matthew Russell; Molly Hayes
Subject: RE: Warriors ATP
 
Hi Paul,
 
Glad to hear it. I'm looping in Molly Hayes on our end, who has helped coordinate on-site testing for
other purposes (geotech, etc.) and should be familiar with the steps we'll need to take.
 
Molly, please coordinate with s.f. through David Kelly as usual.
 
Thanks all,
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
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2015 5:41 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Clarke Miller; Matthew Russell
Subject: RE: Warriors ATP
 
 
Kate:
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Responding to you remotely...
 
Good news. We received the review from the City Archaeologist (Randall Dean) yesterday, and
comments were light.  Consequently, we can schedule the driller shortly (and they typically need an
approximate 30-day heads-up).  Before we contact the driller, please let us know 1) if there are any
schedule conflicts on the Warriors side in May that would preclude the driller from conducting the
drilling at the site that month, and 2) if you need us to coordinate with anyone on your team prior to
us locking in our driller on a date?
 
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 
 
 
 
 
 
________________________________________
From: Kate Aufhauser [KAufhauser@warriors.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2015 4:13 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Clarke Miller; Matthew Russell
Subject: RE: Warriors ATP
 
Hi Paul -
I presume no word on this yet?
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
 
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
 
kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
 
[Golden State Warriors]<http://www.nba.com/warriors/>
 
website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> | tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> | social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>
 
SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>
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From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
Sent: Monday, March 30, 2015 12:21 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Clarke Miller; Matthew Russell
Subject: FW: Warriors ATP
 
Kate:
 
As you can see below, Randall Dean promises his comments on the archaeological testing plan by
this Thursday, after which we can share with you our next steps based on those comments.
 
-Paul
 
From: Matthew Russell
Sent: Monday, March 30, 2015 11:54 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Subject: Warriors ATP
 
Hi Paul,
 
Randall just called me back..He had a number of issues his office was trying to sort out, which
delayed his review (he kind of explained them to me, I'll tell you about them, maybe they'll make
sense to you).  But the bottom line is he'll get us his review  by Thursday this week.
 
Matt
 
Matthew A. Russell, Ph.D., RPA
ESA | Cultural Resources
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA  94108-2512
direct 415.962.8405 | mobile 510.295.8535
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Wong, Phillip (ECN); Sharpe, Catherine
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:29:00 AM


Works for me.
 
We just need to make sure the GSW can make it, along with UCSF and Uber.  Catherine – since it
sounds like you are working with Steve on getting someone from Uber, could you please check with


him on the 14th?  I will email Kevin B from UCSF.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Wong, Phillip (ECN) 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:25 AM
To: Sharpe, Catherine
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Thank you.
Once others on our side confirm I will let you know; I just offered dates so most are on the same
page with available dates and times.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:24 AM
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To: Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 


Philip. Thank you.  Let’s go with Thursday, May 14th. I’ve booked Golden Gate on the 4th


floor for the meeting.  I realize it’s the same day as the CAC meeting.  If the Warriors are
presenting, Adam and John are welcome to just stay here. I can book a room for them. 
Thanks
 


From: Wong, Phillip (ECN) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:13 AM
To: Sharpe, Catherine
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Good morning.
Thank you for the update.
Once we confirm a time and date it would be greatly appreciated if you’re able to schedule
a conference room at 409 Illinois.
I would like to propose the following dates and times for the week of May 11, 2015.  Kindly
advise.


-        Monday 5/11, 4PM – 5PM
-        Thursday 5/14, 1PM – 2:30PM
-        Friday 5/15, 1PM – 3PM


 
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
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 26, 2015 10:32 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 
Good morning and thank you.  Two requests, please.  First, I had requested that if at
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all possible the meeting be calendared for the week May 11th.  Second, again if at all
possible, as the majority of the attendees are in MB and can walk to a meeting, I’m
more than happy to schedule a conference room in 409 Illinois building.  We have
the space and can accommodate.  Why don’t we connect tomorrow?
 
Best,
Catherine
 


From: Wong, Phillip (ECN) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 2:50 PM
To: Sharpe, Catherine
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Good afternoon.
Following up on your email.  Apologies for the delayed reply.
We are holding Monday 5/4, 4PM – 5PM for this meeting to take place in City Hall.
Please advise.
 
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


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2015 5:57 PM
To: 'Jesse Blout'; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin,
John (ECN)
Cc: Keenan, Meichiel
Subject: Life Science roundtable
 
I’m thinking that we should convene the Life Science community in the week
following the Events Management presentation to the CAC.  Purpose would
be a review of the plan followed by an in-depth discussion.  Event
management is obviously one of the hot topics with our community. 
What days’ work best for all of you?
 
Catherine
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Catherine Sharpe
Director, Community Affairs
FibroGen, Inc.
409 Illinois Street
San Francisco, CA 94158 USA
 Phone: (415) 978-1870
 Cell: (650) 278-5010
Email:  casharpe@fibrogen.com
www.fibrogen.com
       
This transmission contains information intended for the exclusive use of the
individual or entity to whom it is addressed and may contain information that is
proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable
law.  
If you are not the intended recipient (or an employee or agent responsible for
delivering this transmission to the intended recipient), you are hereby notified that
any copying, disclosure or distribution of this information may be subject to legal
action, restriction, or  sanction. If you have received this transmission in error, please
notify us immediately. Thank you. 
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From: Sharpe, Catherine
To: Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:23:46 AM


Philip. Thank you.  Let’s go with Thursday, May 14th. I’ve booked Golden Gate on the 4th floor for
the meeting.  I realize it’s the same day as the CAC meeting.  If the Warriors are presenting, Adam
and John are welcome to just stay here. I can book a room for them. 
Thanks
 


From: Wong, Phillip (ECN) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:13 AM
To: Sharpe, Catherine
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Good morning.
Thank you for the update.
Once we confirm a time and date it would be greatly appreciated if you’re able to schedule a
conference room at 409 Illinois.
I would like to propose the following dates and times for the week of May 11, 2015.  Kindly advise.


-        Monday 5/11, 4PM – 5PM
-        Thursday 5/14, 1PM – 2:30PM
-        Friday 5/15, 1PM – 3PM


 
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
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 26, 2015 10:32 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 
Good morning and thank you.  Two requests, please.  First, I had requested that if at all
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possible the meeting be calendared for the week May 11th.  Second, again if at all possible,
as the majority of the attendees are in MB and can walk to a meeting, I’m more than happy
to schedule a conference room in 409 Illinois building.  We have the space and can
accommodate.  Why don’t we connect tomorrow?
 
Best,
Catherine
 


From: Wong, Phillip (ECN) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 2:50 PM
To: Sharpe, Catherine
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Good afternoon.
Following up on your email.  Apologies for the delayed reply.
We are holding Monday 5/4, 4PM – 5PM for this meeting to take place in City Hall.
Please advise.
 
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


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2015 5:57 PM
To: 'Jesse Blout'; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John
(ECN)
Cc: Keenan, Meichiel
Subject: Life Science roundtable
 
I’m thinking that we should convene the Life Science community in the week
following the Events Management presentation to the CAC.  Purpose would be a
review of the plan followed by an in-depth discussion.  Event management is
obviously one of the hot topics with our community. 
What days’ work best for all of you?
 
Catherine
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Catherine Sharpe
Director, Community Affairs
FibroGen, Inc.
409 Illinois Street
San Francisco, CA 94158 USA
 Phone: (415) 978-1870
 Cell: (650) 278-5010
Email:  casharpe@fibrogen.com
www.fibrogen.com
       
This transmission contains information intended for the exclusive use of the individual or
entity to whom it is addressed and may contain information that is proprietary, privileged,
confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  
If you are not the intended recipient (or an employee or agent responsible for delivering this
transmission to the intended recipient), you are hereby notified that any copying, disclosure
or distribution of this information may be subject to legal action, restriction, or  sanction. If
you have received this transmission in error, please notify us immediately. Thank you. 
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From: Joyce Hsiao
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: GSW meeting marathon this Weds
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:02:42 PM


Hi Brett,
Thanks for being considerate of my time. My main concern is whether or not any of
the information that comes out of any of these meetings will affect the assumptions
we are currently using for the SEIR.  And from past experience, I think the best way
to know is to attend these meetings.  I will be available tomorrow to discuss the
schedule of the ADSEIR #2 submittal.
Joyce
 
Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com
On 4/20/2015 4:56 PM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) wrote:


I will take the lead and organize these various meetings. I will send out an agenda
tomorrow morning. Chris and I tried to call you earlier to let you know that your time
would be better spent working on the EIR and not attending these meetings. Your
choice, just let us know either way. We did want to touch base with you about
schedule of Draft 2 of the SEIR so that we can really that to the GSW CEQA team at the
meeting.
 


From: Joyce Hsiao [mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 4:52 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Paul Mitchell
Subject: GSW meeting marathon this Weds
 
Hi Brett,
I just left you a VM message, but I wanted to let you know in writing that I
received your message, and that I will be attending all of Warriors meeting on
Weds to represent the EIR consultant team. (Paul is coming down with a flu, so
we don't want him in the room with us.) Given that these meetings are all being
organized by someone else, I assume we are not responsible for the meeting
agendas or for running the meetings. Right?


I would appreciate if you could send me an email confirming the schedules and
topics for the multiple meetings. 
Thanks,
Joyce
-- 
Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
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211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com
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From: Phillips, Heather@ARB
To: Alex, Ken; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Chris Calfee (christopher.calfee@opr.ca.gov); chris.ganson@opr.ca.gov; scott.morgan@opr.ca.gov; Kate


Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); "Murphy, Mary G." (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller
(CMiller@stradasf.com); David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); "Michael Keinath" (mkeinath@environcorp.com);
Catherine Mukai (cmukai@environcorp.com); Karperos, Kurt@ARB; Magliano, Karen@ARB; Taylor,
Jonathan@ARB; Roberts, Terry@ARB; Cunningham, Joshua@ARB; Sdun, Holger@ARB; Morkner Brown,
Christina@ARB; Phillips, Heather@ARB


Subject: Transmittal of ARB"s Final Determination for Mission Bay Event Center (AB 900)
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 1:11:15 PM
Attachments: ARB AB 900 Determination_Mission Bay Event Center.pdf


Good afternoon, Mr. Alex.
Please find attached to this email a cover letter and Executive Order from the Air Resources Board’s
(ARB) Executive Officer that contains ARB’s final determination that the Event Center and Mixed-Use
Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32, as proposed by the Applicant (Golden State Warriors,
LLC), would not result in net additional greenhouse gas emissions for purposes of certification under
the Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011 (AB 900). This
transmittal is accompanied by ARB staff’s evaluation (Attachment 1) of the documentation
submitted by the Applicant’s representatives (Attachments 2 and 3).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thank you,
 
Heather Phillips, AICP
Air Pollution Specialist, Sustainable Communities Policy and Planning Section
Air Quality Planning and Science Division
California Air Resources Board
heather.phillips@arb.ca.gov
Ph. 916-322-0339
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ATTACHMENT 1 



ARB Staff Evaluation of AB 900 Application 



 











 



ARB Staff Evaluation for 
Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay 



Blocks 29-32  
 



 
I. Introduction 



 
GSW Arena LLC (“Applicant”), an affiliate of the Golden State Warriors (GSW), LLC, 
which owns and operates the National Basketball Association (NBA) team, proposes to 
construct a multi-purpose event center, along with office and retail space and parking 
land uses on an 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Plan Area of the City and County of San Francisco, California.  The 
project would involve relocating the GSW NBA games and associated operations to the 
proposed Mission Bay Arena and associated office space from the existing Oracle 
Arena and team headquarters in Oakland, California.  The Applicant is seeking 
certification for the project under Assembly Bill 900 (AB 900), the Jobs and Economic 
Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act. 



AB 900 provides for streamlined judicial review under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) if certain conditions are met.  One condition is that the project does 
not result in any net additional greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions as determined by the 
Air Resources Board (ARB).  As part of the determination, ARB staff prepared this 
technical evaluation of the GHG emissions from the project.  



This evaluation includes an executive summary, an overview of the AB 900 zero net 
additional GHG emissions requirement, a brief description of the proposed project, a 
technical review and assessment of GHG emissions information provided by the 
Applicant in their AB 900 application, and ARB staff’s recommendation on the AB 900 
GHG emissions determination for the proposed project. 



 
II. Executive Summary 



 
ARB staff reviewed the projected GHG emissions provided by the Applicant and 
independently confirmed GHG emission factors used to estimate construction and 
operational emissions.  Staff concurs with the GHG quantification in the Applicant’s 
proposal (Attachments 2 and 3). 



Based on an evaluation of the documentation provided by the Applicant, ARB staff 
concludes that, with voluntary GHG offset commitments documented in Attachment 3, 
the project would not result in any net additional GHG emissions relative to the baseline 
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as summarized in Tables 1 and 2 below.  ARB staff confirms that the proposed project 
would meet the GHG emissions requirements of the “Jobs and Economic Improvement 
through Environmental Leadership Act.” (Pub. Resources Code, §21178 et seq.)  A 
detailed description of emissions by source is reviewed in subsequent sections. 



Table 1 shows project construction-generated GHG emissions.  Project construction is 
expected to be completed in approximately 24 months, with construction beginning as 
early as 2015.  The Applicant has committed to offset the GHG emissions generated 
during project construction no later than six months after the issuance of a Temporary 
Certificate of Occupancy for the project.  The Applicant will enter into a binding and 
enforceable agreement with the lead agency (the City and County of San Francisco’s 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure [OCII]) to offset all GHG emissions 
associated with project construction and will purchase any necessary offsets from a 
qualified GHG emissions broker. 



Table 1: Project Construction-Generated GHG Emissions1 



Emission Source 
GHG Emissions (MT CO2e/year) 



Year 1 (2015-16) Year 2 (2016-17) Total 



Off-road equipment 3,997 1,358 5,355 



Construction trips 2,355 2,355 4,711 



Total 6,352 3,714 10,066 



GHG Offsets Required2 -10,066 
Notes:  
GHG = greenhouse gas; MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
1 Source: GSW 2015; Exhibit H, pg. 4 
2 The applicant has committed to purchase GHG offsets for construction-related GHG 
emissions no later than six months after issuance of a Temporary Certificate of Occupancy. 
Procurement and retirement of verifiable, permanent GHG offsets will be a condition of project 
approval enforceable by the project’s lead agency.  



 



Table 2 summarizes the net increase in project operation-related GHG emissions 
through the useful life of the project, which the Applicant has defined as 30 years.  In 
the absence of any formal plans for redevelopment of the existing Oracle Arena, ARB 
assumed Oracle Arena remains as the reference point for the purpose of defining a 
baseline.  The Applicant has committed to execute a contract to offset the net increase 
in GHG emissions generated during project operation no later than six months after the 
arena component of the project is 90 percent leased and occupied.  The Applicant will 
enter into a binding and enforceable agreement with the project’s lead agency (OCII) to 
offset all GHG emissions associated with project operation and will purchase any 
necessary offsets from a qualified GHG emissions broker. 
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Table 2: Comparison of Baseline and Project Operation-Related GHG Emissions1 



Year2 



GHG Emissions (MT CO2e/year) 
Baseline (Oracle 
Arena and GSW 
Headquarters) 



Proposed Project 
(Mission Bay 
Event Center) 



Difference GHG Offsets 
Required3 



2017 15,034 19,133 4,099 -4,099 
2018 14,780 18,813 4,032 -4,032 
2019 14,527 18,493 3,966 -3,966 
2020 14,253 18,139 3,886 -3,886 
2021 14,049 17,854 3,805 -3,805 
2022 13,815 17,529 3,714 -3,714 
2023 13,553 17,163 3,611 -3,611 
2024 13,348 16,879 3,530 -3,530 
2025 13,086 16,513 3,427 -3,427 
2026 12,881 16,228 3,347 -3,347 
2027 12,677 15,944 3,267 -3,267 
2028 12,502 15,700 3,198 -3,198 
2029 12,356 15,497 3,140 -3,140 
2030 12,210 15,293 3,083 -3,083 
2031 12,093 15,131 3,037 -3,037 
2032 12,006 15,009 3,003 -3,003 
2033 11,918 14,887 2,968 -2,968 
2034 11,860 14,806 2,946 -2,946 
20354 11,802 14,724 2,923 -2,923 



Notes:  
GHG = greenhouse gas; MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. 
1 Source: GSW 2015; Exhibit H, pg. 13 
2 The applicant estimates a useful life of the project of 30 years with first year of occupancy as early as 
2017. 
3 The applicant has committed to purchase GHG offsets for the annual net increase in operation-
related GHG emissions for the entire useful life of the project, through a binding and enforceable 
agreement with the lead agency. Procurement and retirement of verifiable, permanent GHG offsets will 
be a condition of approval enforceable by the project’s lead agency.  
4 Emissions projections for both the baseline and the proposed project are constant after 2035. The 
useful life of the project would end in 2047, as defined by the Applicant. 



 



III. Overview of AB 900 
 
AB 900 provides a streamlined judicial review for development projects if, among other 
conditions, the “project does not result in any net additional emission of greenhouse 
gases, including greenhouse gas emissions from employee transportation, as 
determined by the State Air Resources Board pursuant to Division 25.5 (commencing 
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with Section 38500) of the Health and Safety Code.” (Pub. Resources Code, §21183, 
subd. (c).) 



The Governor’s Guidelines for AB 900 applications require applicants to submit a 
proposed methodology for quantifying the project’s GHG emissions and documentation 
that the project will not result in any net additional GHG emissions.  The documentation 
must quantify direct and indirect GHG emissions associated with the project’s 
construction and operation, including GHG emissions from employee transportation, 
and the net emissions of the project after accounting for any mitigation measures.  The 
project’s net emissions, after mitigation, must be monitored and enforced consistent 
with Public Resources Code section 21183, subdivision (d). 



The role of ARB staff in the GHG emissions determination of a proposed AB 900 project 
is limited to an evaluation of the quantification methods and documentation submitted 
by the Applicant for purposes of the Governor’s certification.  ARB staff evaluated the 
technical elements of the project application, including existing emissions in the 
absence of the project (i.e., baseline), input data and assumptions used for emissions 
and mitigation calculations, quantification methods, and an estimate of the project’s net 
GHG emissions after any mitigation. 



IV. Existing Conditions 
 
The GSW NBA team currently hosts games at Oracle Arena in Oakland (500,000 
square feet arena), where its office headquarters and support facilities (25,000 square 
feet) are also located.  Oracle Arena also hosts non-game events such as family shows, 
concerts, conferences, and other events with lower attendance than NBA basketball 
games.  



The proposed project site is located in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan 
Area, which is designated as a Priority Development Area.  The proposed project site is 
currently vacant, only occupied by paved surface parking facilities and previously 
disturbed land.  



The Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area–of which the proposed project site 
(Blocks 29-32) is a part–was subject to a previous programmatic environmental review 
under CEQA.  The Mission Bay Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report 
(FSEIR) was certified in 1998.  Development consistent with the Redevelopment Plan is 
allowed on the proposed project site, including up to 1.1 million gross square feet of 
previously entitled commercial uses. 
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V. Proposed Project Description 
 
ENVIRON International Corporation (ENVIRON), on behalf of the Applicant, prepared a 
GHG emissions assessment for the proposed project to demonstrate that the 
requirements of AB 900 can be met.  A full copy of this proposal can be found in 
Attachment 2, Exhibits G and H. 



The proposed project would result in demolition and removal of the existing paved 
parking lots from the site.  Construction is proposed to begin in 2015 and conclude in 
2017.  The project could become operational as early as 2017.  



This proposed facility would include a 750,000 square foot (18,064 seat) event center 
and practice facility, GSW headquarters/offices (25,000 square feet), parking and 
loading (234,411 square feet), non-GSW office space (580,000 square feet), retail uses 
(125,000 square feet), and open space.  It was determined by the Applicant and the 
lead agency that the non-GSW office (580,000 square feet) and retail (125,000 square 
feet) uses were consistent with, and therefore covered by, the prior environmental 
analysis (Mission Bay FSEIR) and are already entitled for development consistent with 
the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan Area.  For this reason, GHG emissions that could 
be attributable to the previously entitled development of office and retail space are 
treated as part of the baseline (no project) scenario and also as part of the proposed 
project scenario.  In other words, the GHG emissions from the non-GSW office and 
retail uses would be automatically offset and are not included in this evaluation.   



The lead agency did not assume that the event center would fall within the scope of the 
vested development rights consistent with the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan Area 
due to the unique nature of the arena land use type.  The event center and relocation of 
associated GSW operations are the subject of the Supplemental environmental analysis 
for which the applicant is seeking AB 900 certification. 



For this reason, the applicant prepared a full evaluation of the GHG emissions 
attributable to the proposed event center and GSW operations as relocated to Mission 
Bay.  The applicant also assumed that 50 percent of non-basketball game events would 
continue to occur at Oracle Arena1, and those emissions were included as part of the 
GHG emissions profile for the proposed project.  



1 Any future plans to repurpose Oracle Arena are unknown at this time. The Applicant has not, and need 
not attempt to speculate on the potential repurposing or demolition of Oracle Arena.  It is reasonable to 
assume that the market for event space will continue in Oakland, and that Oracle Arena will 
accommodate some non-GSW events into the foreseeable future as it does today. 
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The Applicant is seeking Leadership in Environmental Design (LEED) Gold certification 
for energy efficiency for the proposed project.  In addition, the co-location of the 
proposed Mission Bay Events Center with office and retail uses is anticipated to result in 
some amount of trip-internalization, which will reduce vehicle trips and vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT) compared to a scenario with a single land use on the site.  



Structured parking for all proposed uses is proposed on site with a total of 950 vehicle 
parking spaces, which is approximately 320 fewer spaces than would normally be 
required by development code.  Reduced parking is permitted due to transit service 
accessibility and other transportation demand management strategies proposed to be 
included in the project by design.  Approximately 500 bike parking spaces are proposed 
on site, which is approximately 440 more than the minimum normally required by 
development code.  



The entire property would be fully built out prior to occupancy.  Thus, the proposed 
project would not result in simultaneous construction and operational GHG emissions 
from partial occupancy during construction.  



VI. Technical Review and Assessment 
 



The Applicant relied upon a variety of sources for activity data and emission factors to 
quantify GHG emissions.  This ARB staff evaluation is focused on reviewing the data 
sources, emission factors, emission calculations, and assumptions used for the 
application, and determining whether these sources and assumptions are reasonable. 



The Applicant relied upon the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), a 
widely used emissions quantification tool developed in coordination with local air 
districts to quantify criteria pollutant and GHG emissions from land use development 
projects in California.  CalEEMod uses widely accepted sources for emission estimates 
combined with appropriate default data that can be used if site-specific information is 
not available.  CalEEMod is populated with data from the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency AP-42 emission factors, California Air Resources Board (ARB) on-
road and off-road equipment emission models such as the Emission Factor 2011 model 
(EMFAC2011), the Off-road Emissions Inventory Program model (OFFROAD), and 
studies commissioned by California agencies such as the California Energy 
Commission (CEC) and CalRecycle.  The Applicant used CalEEMod, or its underlying 
data, to calculate all GHG emissions, including construction, electricity, natural gas, 
mobile, solid waste, and water and wastewater.  Stationary source emission sources 
were calculated manually outside the model.  
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VII. Project Construction Emissions 
 
Construction-related GHG emissions are one-time direct emissions and would occur 
over a 24-month construction period.  The Applicant estimated GHG emissions 
associated with project construction by using the CalEEMod tool, which applies ARB-
recommended off-road and on-road emissions factors from its OFFROAD2011 and 
EMFAC2011 emission factor models.  With some exceptions, the Applicant used 
CalEEMod default settings to generate construction-related GHG emissions.  The 
Applicant estimates a total of 10,066 metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent (MT CO2e) 
over the two-year project construction period, as shown in Table 1.  Construction-
related GHG emissions reflect the types of equipment expected and the number of 
hours of operation anticipated over the construction schedule.  This includes heavy-duty 
equipment, such as refuse hauling trucks, excavators, cranes, and conventional work 
vehicles.  



ARB staff concluded that the methodology and estimated GHG emissions provided by 
the Applicant for construction are appropriate. 



 
VIII. Baseline Emissions 
 
Operational emissions from activities at Oracle Arena and the GSW Headquarters in 
Oakland represent baseline conditions.  The baseline includes stationary, energy 
consumption from electricity and natural gas, mobile, area, solid waste, water, and 
wastewater-related GHG emissions.  The application states that GHG emissions from 
Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters within the base year (2017) are estimated as 
15,034 MT CO2e.  The application also provided annual GHG estimations through 2035.  



ARB staff conducted an independent assessment of the Applicant’s GHG emission 
estimations, demand factors, and assumptions used in the Applicant’s baseline 
calculation, summarized in Table 3 below.  ARB’s assessment very closely matches the 
Applicant’s annual baseline GHG estimations summarized in Table 2. 
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Table 3: ARB Staff’s Assessment of Baseline Operational Emissions 



Venue Year Emission Source [MT CO2e/year]1 



  
Energy Mobile Area Waste Water Stationary Total 



Oracle Arena2 2017 1,413 12,388 0.005 91 517     
GSW HQ3   258 365 0.005 2 1 none   
Sub-Total   1,671 12,753 0.010 93 518   15,035 
  2018 1,623 12,549 0.010 93 518   14,783 



  2019 1,573 12,344 0.010 93 518   14,528 
  2020 1,533 12,111 0.010 93 518   14,255 
  2021 1,533 11,907 0.010 93 518   14,051 
  2022 1,533 11,673 0.010 93 518   13,817 
  2023 1,533 11,411 0.010 93 518   13,555 
  2024 1,533 11,206 0.010 93 518   13,350 
  2025 1,533 10,944 0.010 93 518   13,088 
  2026 1,533 10,739 0.010 93 518   12,883 
  2027 1,533 10,535 0.010 93 518   12,679 
  2028 1,533 10,360 0.010 93 518   12,504 
  2029 1,533 10,214 0.010 93 518   12,358 
  2030 1,533 10,068 0.010 93 518   12,212 
  2031 1,533 9,951 0.010 93 518   12,095 
  2032 1,533 9,864 0.010 93 518   12,008 
  2033 1,533 9,776 0.010 93 518   11,920 
  2034 1,533 9,718 0.010 93 518   11,862 
  20354 1,533 9,660 0.010 93 518   11,804 



Notes: 
GHG = greenhouse gas; MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. 
1 Source: GSW 2015; Exhibit H, pg. 12-13. 
2 Oracle Arena: Assumes 47 games and 42 events annually. 
3 GSW Oakland Headquarters offices. 
4 Emissions projections for both the baseline and the proposed project are constant after 2035. The useful life of the 
project would end in 2047, as defined by the Applicant. 



 
 
IX. Project Operational Emissions 



 
The proposed project’s operational emissions are characterized by the Mission Bay 
Event Center, GSW Headquarters relocated to Mission Bay, associated parking and 
loading area, and continued operation of Oracle Arena at 50 percent of non-NBA game 
events.  The project includes operational GHG emissions from energy consumption 
(electricity, natural gas), mobile, stationary, area, solid waste, water, and wastewater 
sources.  
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ARB staff conducted an independent assessment of the proposed project’s emission 
calculations, demand factors, and assumptions used to estimate project operation GHG 
emissions and arrived at virtually the same GHG quantification as provided by the 
applicant.  ARB’s assessment of the proposed projects operational emissions are 
summarized in Table 4 below. 



Table 4: ARB Staff’s Assessment of Proposed Project Operational Emissions 



Venue Year Emission Source [MT CO2e/year]1 



  
Energy Mobile Area Waste Water Stationary Total 



Oracle Arena2 2017 333 2,280 0.0023 21 122     
Mission Bay EC3   748 16,741 0.014 136 23 106   
GSW HQ4   74 104 0.00047 4.6 0.66     
Parking/Loading   446   0.0090         
Sub-Total   1,601 19,125 0.02577 161.60 145.66 106 21,139 
  2018 1,566 18,819 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 20,799 
  2019 1,524 18,512 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 20,449 
  2020 1,489 18,162 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 20,065 
  2021 1,489 17,856 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 19,759 
  2022 1,489 17,506 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 19,409 
  2023 1,489 17,112 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 19,015 
  2024 1,489 16,806 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 18,709 
  2025 1,489 16,412 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 18,315 
  2026 1,489 16,105 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 18,008 
  2027 1,489 15,799 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 17,702 
  2028 1,489 15,536 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 17,439 
  2029 1,489 15,318 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 17,221 
  2030 1,489 15,099 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 17,002 
  2031 1,489 14,924 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,827 
  2032 1,489 14,792 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,695 
  2033 1,489 14,661 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,564 
  2034 1,489 14,574 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,477 
  20355 1,489 14,486 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,389 
Notes: 
MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. 
1 Source: GSW 2015; Exhibit H, pg. 12-13. 
2 Oracle Arena: Assumes 21 non-NBA events annually. 
3 Mission Bay Event Center: Assumes 47 games and 161 events annually. 
4 GSW Headquarters: New GSW Headquarters relocated to Mission Bay. 
5 Emissions projections for both the baseline and the proposed project are constant after 2035. The useful life of the 
project would end in 2047, as defined by the Applicant. 
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There were two GHG emission credits applied to the project that resulted in reduced 
operational emissions, discussed in the following paragraph. 



Because the proposed project is seeking LEED Gold certification for energy efficiency, 
the project would consume less energy than a comparable code-compliant project not 
seeking this certification.  Thus, the proposed land uses would generate lower GHG 
emissions due to greater building energy efficiency when compared with a similarly 
sized code-compliant project.  In addition, because of the co-location of the Event 
Center with office and retail land uses, it is reasonable to assume that some amount of 
trip internalization and reduced vehicle trips would occur.  Reasonable GHG emission 
credits due to trip linking were also applied to the project that reduced mobile-source 
emissions compared to a project without the proposed mix of land uses.  



Table 5 below summarizes ARB staff’s independent assessment of the comparison 
between baseline and the proposed project’s GHG emissions after applying the 
emissions credits for energy efficiency and trip linking. 
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Table 5: Summary of ARB Staff’s Assessment of Baseline                                    
and Project Operational Emissions 



  Annual Operational Emissions [MT CO2e/year] 



Year 



Oracle Arena 
and GSW HQ 



(Baseline) 



Project Operational Emissions 



Proposed 
Project 



Credits 
Total 



  
Energy 



Eff. Trip Link 
2017 15,035 21,139 -647 -1,362 19,131 
2018 14,783 20,799 -639 -1,340 18,819 
2019 14,528 20,449 -632 -1,318 18,499 
2020 14,255 20,065 -627 -1,293 18,145 
2021 14,051 19,759 -627 -1,271 17,861 
2022 13,817 19,409 -627 -1,246 17,536 
2023 13,555 19,015 -627 -1,218 17,170 
2024 13,350 18,709 -627 -1,196 16,886 
2025 13,088 18,315 -627 -1,168 16,520 
2026 12,883 18,008 -627 -1,147 16,234 
2027 12,679 17,702 -627 -1,125 15,950 
2028 12,504 17,439 -627 -1,106 15,706 
2029 12,358 17,221 -627 -1,090 15,504 
2030 12,212 17,002 -627 -1,075 15,300 
2031 12,095 16,827 -627 -1,062 15,138 
2032 12,008 16,695 -627 -1,053 15,015 
2033 11,920 16,564 -627 -1,044 14,893 
2034 11,862 16,477 -627 -1,037 14,813 
20351 11,804 16,389 -627 -1,031 14,731 



Notes: 
MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. 
1 Emissions projections for both the baseline and the proposed project are 
constant after 2035. The useful life of the project would end in 2047, as defined 
by the Applicant. 



 
 
On average, ARB’s estimate of annual emissions (Table 5) differs from the application 
(Table 2) by less than one percent.  This difference is insignificant and indicates that the 
methodology and estimated GHG operational project GHG emissions provided by the 
Applicant are appropriate. 



Based on the Applicant’s proposal, annual project operational emissions would exceed 
baseline emissions by approximately 20 percent throughout the lifetime of the project. 
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The applicant used GHG emission factors for electricity that will change over time due 
to the California Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS), a program designed to meet 
statewide GHG reduction targets.  The RPS requires 33 percent of grid electricity to 
come from renewable sources by 2020.  Additionally, current ARB mobile-source 
emission factor estimates were used.  These emission factors are based on a modified 
version of the ARB EMFAC2011 on-road inventory and include current emission 
reduction rules such as the Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS), Advanced Clean Cars 
(LEV III), and the Phase I Heavy-Duty Vehicle GHG rule, to reflect the entire “on-road” 
fleet statewide. 
 
The implementation of the above regulations is anticipated to result in continuous GHG 
reductions from the energy and mobile sectors and reduce overall GHG emissions over 
the life of the project.  Applying these emission factors will affect the estimate of 
operational GHG emissions for both the baseline and the proposed project, resulting in 
an annual net difference of approximately 20 percent.  



X. Method to Offset Emissions 
 
Under the proposed methodology, the proposed project would result in a one-time net 
increase of 10,066 MT CO2e during project construction, and an estimated net increase 
in GHG emissions of 4,099 MT CO2e during the first year of project operation.  
Operational emissions will be on-going for the duration of the project life, and are 
expected to decline over the life of the project as emissions factors decline associated 
with adoption of lower-GHG-emitting vehicle technologies and renewable sources of 
electricity.  The project sponsor agreed to meet the requirement set forth in California 
Public Resources Code section 21183, subdivision (c) to demonstrate that the project 
would result in no net additional GHG emissions through the purchase of voluntary 
carbon credits sufficient to offset all projected additional GHG emissions, as detailed in 
Attachment 3.  



Notably, the commitments to enter into contracts to offset net additional GHG emissions 
will be incorporated as an improvement measure in the FSEIR for the proposed project.  
All improvement measures will be enforceable through the project’s Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), which represents a binding and 
enforceable agreement between the Project Sponsor and the lead agency (OCII). 



 
XI. Conclusions and Recommendations 



 
Based on an evaluation of the documentation provided by the Applicant and its 
commitment to purchase GHG offsets, ARB staff concludes that the project operational 
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and construction emissions will not result in any net additional GHG emissions relative 
to the baseline. 
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Project Proposal 1  



1 Project Proposal  
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, on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay 
South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco. 



GSW, in their commitment to sustainability and the environment, are taking this opportunity to 
certify the new Event Center as an Environmental Leadership Project under California Public 
Resources Code (PRC) 21178-21189.3. 



1.1 Project Description 
Under the project, Blocks 29-32 would be developed with a multi-purpose event center and a 
variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open space and structured parking on the 
approximately 11-acre site. The 18,064-seat arena would total 750,000 gross square feet 
(GSF), with an additional 25,000 GSF of GSW office space. The arena, basketball practice 
facility, and GSW office space comprise the event center. Two separate buildings will house 
office space totaling 580,000 GSF and retail space, which includes food service, totaling 
125,000 GSF. With parking and loading areas of 475,000 GSF, the project total square footage 
is 1,955,000 GSF. 



A Site Plan is provided in Exhibit A.  



Table 1. Project Land Uses at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 



Land Use Square Footage 



Event Center 750,000 



GSW Office Space 25,000 



Office Space 580,000 



Retail Space1 125,000 



Parking and Loading 475,000 



Notes: 
1 Proposed retail uses are approximately 51,500 GSF sit‐down 
restaurant, 11,000 quick‐service restaurant, and 62,500 GSF soft 
goods retail including food retail. 



 



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. François Boulevard on the east. The 
proposed event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the NBA 
season and provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses, including concerts, family 
shows, other sporting events, cultural events, conferences and conventions. GSW has entered 
into an agreement to purchase the project site from the current site owner, an affiliate of 
salesforce.com. The project is subject to review under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and a number of local and state approvals. 
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Project Proposal 2  



Development is allowed within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area, including 
Blocks 29-32, consistent with the land use program and subject to the development controls of 
the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, Mission Bay South Design for Development, and 
other related documents. No amendment to the South Plan would be required, although the 
proposed project at Blocks 29-32 would require certain amendments and/or variations to other 
documents. 



The Mission Bay Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (Mission Bay FSEIR), certified 
in September 1998, is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan 
EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15180. 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 project at Blocks 29-32 is considered a subsequent activity 
under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment program. 



Concurrently with adoption of the Redevelopment Plan, the former San Francisco 
Redevelopment Agency (which was succeeded by the Office of Community Investment and 
Infrastructure, or OCII) entered into an Owner Participation Agreement with Catellus as Master 
Developer (now FOCIL-MB, LLC, as Catellus’ successor-in-interest) (the “OPA”). The OPA 
provides a road map for development consistent with the Redevelopment Plan and the Mission 
Bay South Design for Development, and sets forth the rights and obligations of the property 
owner (the “Owner”) to develop buildings and other improvements in the Plan Area. The OPA, in 
conjunction with the Redevelopment Plan and an Interagency Cooperation Agreement with 
other reviewing City agencies, is intended to establish the same types of vested rights typically 
found in a statutory Development Agreement. 



The Owner’s vested rights to develop the permitted uses and up to the maximum development 
intensity permitted under the OPA and Redevelopment Plan are passed to subsequent owners 
through various Purchase and Sale Agreements, Assignment and Assumption Agreements 
initially approved by the Agency and now by OCII, and related covenants recorded against title. 
FOCIL, as the master developer, allocates the overall land use and density/intensity allowed 
project-wide on a block-by-block basis as parcels are sold, and these allocations were initially 
tracked by the Agency and now by OCII in their Major Phase and project-level approvals. For 
example, Blocks 29-32 are subject to a recorded covenant that permits the owner to develop up 
to 1.1 million gross square feet (as defined under the Mission Bay South Design for 
Development) of commercial development, and all remaining square footage available for retail 
development in the Mission Bay South Plan Area, subject to necessary design approvals by the 
Agency in accordance with the Mission Bay South Design Review and Document Approval 
Procedure. FOCIL has assigned all attendant vested rights under the OPA to the Blocks 29-32 
owner under an Assignment, Assumption and Release agreement approved by the Agency. 
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Consistency with Statutory 
Requirements for CEQA Streamlining 3  



2 Consistency with Statutory Requirements for CEQA 
Streamlining 



The following information shows how the Project satisfies the statutory requirements for CEQA 
streamlining as further informed by the criteria set forth in the Governor's Guidelines for 
Streamlining Judicial Review under CEQA (PRC) Section 21178 et seq.). 



 Information to show the project is residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, 
entertainment, or recreational in nature.  



The Project is sports and entertainment in nature. The project site is designed to be a 
multi-purpose event center, which will host the Golden State Warriors NBA team, as well 
as a variety of entertainment events, such as concerts, family shows, other sporting 
events, cultural events, conferences and conventions. The Project will also be retail and 
commercial in nature, as the center will also include office, retail, open space and 
structured parking. Proposed site plans for the Project are attached as Exhibit A.  



 Information to show the project will qualify for LEED silver certification. The 
application shall specify those design elements that make the project eligible for 
LEED silver certification, and the applicant shall submit a binding commitment to 
delay operating the project until it receives LEED silver certification. If, upon 
completion of construction, LEED silver certification is delayed as a result of the 
certification process rather than a project deficiency, the applicant may petition the 
Governor to approve project operation pending completion of the certification 
process.  



The Project has been designed to meet the standards for LEED Gold certification, which 
meet and exceed those required for LEED Silver certification. Relevant design features 
include, but are not limited to: 



‐ Project siting in an urban infill area, immediately adjacent to a local transit stop and 
less than a mile from other regional transit resources, including train and ferry 



‐ Maximization of open space (more than one-fourth of the total site area) 



‐ Reduction of fan and employee trips by private automobile through an aggressive 
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program, including participation in a 
local Transportation Management Association’s shuttle program; provision of over 
500 bike parking locations; and a mobile application to direct site visitors towards 
efficient and sustainable modes of transit 



‐ Provision of carpool and vanpool spaces (5% of total spaces on-site) 



‐ Provision of reserved spaces either for fuel efficient vehicles (FEV) (5% of total 
spaces on-site), or for vehicle charging stations (VCS) (3% of total spaces on-site) 



‐ Stormwater quality treatment via on-site treatment basins 



‐ 50% reduction in water usage for outdoor irrigation, through water-efficient 
landscaping (emphasizing native or adapted plants) and irrigation systems 
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‐ 30% reduction in water usage indoors, through installation of efficient fixtures 



‐ 15% (arena) or 24% (offices) greater energy efficiency than as discussed in Exhibit 
B, the LEED point tally 



‐ 75% diversion of construction waste from landfill 



‐ Use of low VOC-emitting interior building materials and recycled content 



A preliminary LEED point tally for the Project is attached as Exhibit B. Because final LEED 
certification is not granted until a project is completed and operational, the project sponsor 
will petition the Governor to approve project operation pending completion of the 
certification process, as permitted under PRC Section 21178 et seq. 



 Information to show the project will achieve at least 10 percent greater 
transportation efficiency than comparable projects. “Transportation efficiency” is 
defined as the number of vehicle trips by employees, visitors, or customers to the 
project divided by the total number of employees, visitors, and customers. The 
applicant shall provide information setting forth its basis for determining and 
evaluating comparable projects and their transportation efficiency, and how the 
project will achieve at least 10 percent greater transportation efficiency. For the 
purposes of this provision, comparable means a project of the same size, capacity 
and location type. 



The Project will be highly transit-accessible for all site visitors and daily employees. Nearby 
transit resources, outlined below, were a key factor in choosing the Mission Bay Blocks 29-
32 site for the Project. 



‐ Local public access is primarily provided by Muni light rail stops along the T Third 
line. These include the UCSF Mission Bay stop at the corner of South Street and 
Third Street (at the northwest corner of the Project site) and the Mariposa stop at 
Mariposa Street and Third Street (one block south of the Project site). By 2019, the 
UCSF Mission Bay stop will be integrated into the city’s Central Subway system, 
which in turn connects to the regional BART system. Several Muni bus lines also 
serve the Project vicinity. 



‐ Regional public access is primarily provided via Caltrain at the 4th & King Street 
station, less than a mile from the Project, via BART from stations north and west of 
the Project site, and via the ferry routes terminating at the downtown Ferry Building 
about one mile away. The future Transbay Terminal in downtown San Francisco, 
scheduled to open in 2017, will enable additional regional travel with quick transit, 
bike, or shuttle connections to the Event Center project site. 



‐ The Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (MB TMA) currently runs 
shuttles from Mission Bay to the 4th & King Street Caltrain station and downtown 
BART stops. The Golden State Warriors will join the MB TMA and contribute funds to 
enable the expansion of regular shuttle service hours and/or routes. 



In order to make efficient use of the resources described above, the San Francisco MTA 
has proposed a project-specific Transit Service Plan (TSP). The plan will supplement 
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transit system capacity for guests of the Project’s Event Center by adding express shuttle 
buses on key routes through the city and/or from major transit hubs. Proposed destinations 
include, for instance, the 16th Street & Mission Street BART station and the future 
Transbay Terminal. The plan also calls for staging additional light rail trains to serve guests 
during the high-demand post-event period. In total, the implementation of the TSP will 
increase the weekday evening transit mode share for Event Center patrons to 35%, which 
represents the maximum capacity available on San Francisco transit during event hours. 



To encourage a similar increase in transit use for daily office and retail employees, and to 
incentivize Event Center patrons to use alternative modes to both auto and transit, the 
Golden State Warriors will also implement a robust Travel Demand Management strategy 
(TDM). Proposed measures include, but are not limited to, the following efforts. 



‐ Promote the use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 spaces) during 
events 



‐ Provide indoor secure bicycle parking rooms, and shower and locker facilities, for 
employees in on-site office buildings 



‐ Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office or retail visitors 



‐ Designate parking spaces on-site for carpool or vanpool vehicles 



‐ Develop a mobile application and website that puts information on all transportation 
modes—including travel conditions, travel times, and cost comparisons—into the 
hands of all users with smart devices. Display the same information on screens 
inside office buildings and Event Center spaces. 



‐ Program additional on-site amenities (e.g., fitness and exercise centers, food and 
beverage options, or automated banking resources) to encourage employees to stay 
on-site during the work day 



‐ Participate in the federal Commuter Check Program and San Francisco’s Emergency 
Ride Home program 



‐ Encourage tenant participation in public events like an annual “Bike to Work” day or 
“Spare the Air” days 



As a result of these combined TSP and TDM efforts: 



‐ Transit mode share is anticipated to increase by 15% (for basketball game patrons) 
or 17% (for office and retail workers)  



‐ Vehicle mode share for is anticipated to decrease by 16% (for basketball game 
patrons) or 12% (for office and retail workers)  



‐ Transit person trips for a basketball game are anticipated to increase by more than 
3,600 patrons 



‐ Vehicle trips for a basketball game are anticipated to decrease by more than 1,400 
cars 
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Therefore, the Project will achieve at least 10% greater transportation efficiency than a 
comparable project of a similar size, capacity and location type. Additional information on 
transportation efficiency is included in Exhibit C. 



 Information to show the project is located on an infill site, defined at Public 
Resources Code section 21061.3, and in an urbanized area, as defined at Public 
Resources Code section 21071 



The project is located within a Priority Development Area (PDA), as identified by the San 
Francisco County Transportation Authority and the FEIR for the SCS. PDAs are, by 
definition, infill development opportunity areas. Under PRC section 21061.3, an “infill site” 
is defined as a site that “has been previously developed for qualified urban uses.” A 
“qualified urban use,” in turn, is defined as “any residential, commercial, public institutional, 
transit or transportation passenger facility, or retail use, or any combination of those uses” 
(PRC § 21072). The Project site has previously been developed for industrial use. The site 
is currently occupied by two large surface parking lots, as well as open space. There are 
no existing buildings currently onsite. 



 For a project that is within a metropolitan planning organization for which a 
sustainable communities strategy or alternative planning strategy is in effect, 
information to show the project is consistent with the general use designation, 
density, building intensity, and applicable policies specified for the project area in 
either a sustainable communities strategy or an alternative planning strategy, for 
which the State Air Resources Board, pursuant to subparagraph (H) of paragraph (2) 
of subdivision (b) of Section 65080 of the Government Code, has accepted a 
metropolitan planning organization's determination that the sustainable 
communities strategy or the alternative planning strategy would, if implemented, 
achieve the greenhouse gas emission reduction targets. For the purposes of this 
provision, “in effect” means that the sustainable communities strategy or the 
alternative planning strategy has been adopted by the metropolitan planning 
organization, and that the Air Resources Board has accepted the metropolitan 
planning organization’s determination that the sustainable communities strategy or 
alternative planning strategy meets the adopted greenhouse gas reduction targets 
and is not the subject of judicial challenge. 



Senate Bill 375 requires that each metropolitan planning organization in the state prepare 
a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) as part of a regional transportation plan (RTP). 
The Project is within the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) 
and the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), who are jointly responsible for 
developing the Bay Area’s SCS. The SCS for San Francisco is “Plan Bay Area,” which was 
adopted on July 18, 2013. Plan Bay Area has been accepted by ARB as sufficient to meet 
the GHG reduction goals of SB375 in Executive Order G-14-028, attached as Exhibit D, 
and it has been adopted by the Metropolitan Transportation Committee (MTC) and 
Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG). 



The California Air Resources Board (CARB), ABAG and MTC have adopted a greenhouse 
gas (GHG) reduction target for the SCS, requiring a regional reduction of per-capita CO2 
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emissions from cars and light-duty trucks by 7% by 2020 and by 15% by 2035, compared 
to a 2005 baseline. 



Plan Bay Area does not have requirements for event centers. Although there are no 
quantitative requirements for event centers, the project will be built within a Priority 
Development Area (PDA), and Plan Bay Area emphasizes the importance of focusing 
growth in these areas. Additionally, the new arena will be located in a “transit priority area,” 
which is defined in Section 21099(a)(7) as an area within one-half mile of a major transit 
stop that is existing or planned. A major transit stop is located at the intersection on the 
northwest corner of the project site. 



 Information to show that the applicant has notified a lead agency prior to the release 
of the draft environmental impact report that it intends to certify a project for 
streamlined environmental review under the Jobs and Economic Improvement 
Through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011. Written acknowledgment from the 
lead agency of the applicant’s intent to apply for certification may be used to satisfy 
this requirement. 



The Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) of the City and County of 
San Francisco, the lead agency for the Project, has been notified that the Golden State 
Warriors are seeking certification for the Project under the Jobs and Economic 
Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act. Written acknowledgement from the 
City of San Francisco OCII regarding the Golden State Warriors’ intent to apply for 
certification is attached as Exhibit E.  



 Information to show that the project will result in a minimum investment of $100 
million in California through the time of completion of construction. 



The Project is a major mixed-use development that includes the purchase, redesign, 
excavation, grading, and geotechnical improvement of an approximately 11-acre site. 
Planned building area includes a state-of-the-art, 18,064-seat entertainment facility, team 
practice facilities for the Golden State Warriors, a headquarters for the team’s front office 
staff, and additional office and retail buildings, together totaling over 1 million square feet in 
development. The site will also include 3.2 acres of new public and private open space and 
over 900 parking stalls in three levels (two below grade). Anticipated construction duration 
is 23 to 27 months. Based on anticipated project costs, the Project will far exceed the $100 
million minimum investment requirement of Public Resources Code section 21183(a). 



 Information to show that the project will satisfy the prevailing and living wage 
requirements of Public Resources Code section 21183(b). 



During construction the Project will create high-wage, highly skilled jobs that pay according 
to the prevailing wages and living wages required by Public Resources Code section 
21183(b). All workers employed for the construction duration of the Project will receive, at 
minimum, the general prevailing rate of per diem wages for the type of work and 
geographic area, as determined by the Director of Industrial Relations (DIR) pursuant to 
Sections 1773 and 1773.9 of the Labor Code. Rate details are included in Exhibit F. The 
Project sponsor will include this requirement in all contracts for work performed. 











  
Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development 



 
 



Consistency with Statutory 
Requirements for CEQA Streamlining 8  



 Information establishing that the project will not result in any net additional 
greenhouse gas emissions. This information includes (1) a proposed methodology 
for quantifying the project’s net additional greenhouse gas emissions, and (2) 
documentation that quantifies both direct and indirect greenhouse gas emissions 
associated with the project’s construction and operation, including emissions from 
the project’s projected energy use and transportation related emissions; and 
quantifies the net emissions of the project after accounting for any mitigation 
measures. This information is subject to a determination signed by the Executive 
Officer of the Air Resources Board that the project does not result in any net 
additional greenhouse gas emissions, following the procedures set forth in section 
6 of the Governor’s Guidelines. 



The proposed methodology for calculating Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions for the new 
arena project would treat the office and retail components of the project, which are the 
subject of fully vested legal rights, as immediately adjacent uses. Thus, the calculation of 
the emissions for the project would first estimate emissions associated with the arena 
components only. Next, the methodology proposes to deduct from those emissions totals 
certain “credits”, as follows: 



(1)  A deduction arising as a consequence of the proximity of the immediately adjacent 
office and retail components in the form of internal trip capture; 



(2)  A deduction reflecting the sustainable features that will be incorporated into the 
office and retail components; and  



(3)  A deduction of all emissions resulting from Golden State Warriors (GSW) games 
PLUS 50% of the Non-Sporting Events that were to occur at Oracle Arena in the 
absence of the Mission Bay Event Center, but will in the future occur only at the Mission 
Bay Event Center. Includes a deduction of emissions from the GSW Headquarters and 
practice facility emissions in Downtown Oakland, which will likewise move to the Mission 
Bay Event Center and cease operations in Oakland. 



The proposed technical methodology for quantifying the Project’s GHG emissions is 
attached as Exhibit G. It accounts for one-time emissions impacts due to Project 
construction, as well as annual Project operations emissions from 2017 through 2035. 
Where available, the proposed methodology uses site-specific data for employee numbers, 
trip rates, and energy and water use. Where site-specific data is not available, default 
values such as those recommended in the CalEEMod® land-use model have been used. 



Based on this methodology, net operational emissions from the Project are estimated to be 
approximately 4,099 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MT CO2e) for operational 
year 2017, decreasing to 2,923 MT CO2e in 2035. Exhibits G and H show the total Project 
emissions as well as the emissions deducted for games and half of the non-game events 
at the Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters in Oakland, as discussed above. 



Project construction emissions, including both direct and indirect emissions, are estimated 
to be approximately 10,066 MT CO2e over two years of construction. Construction of the 
project is a one-time source of emissions. 

















 



   



Exhibit A 



Golden State Warriors Event Center Site Plan 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

















 



   



Exhibit B 



LEED Scorecard
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10.4 – CAMPUS SUSTAINABLE APPROACH 
 



10.4.1 ‐ Process Overview 



 The LEED Campus Approach streamlines the LEED certification process for larger and 
more complex projects.  Multiple building projects that share a site, and are under the 
control of the same owner, developer, or property management, fall into the criteria of 
the campus program.  Under the Campus Approach, several LEED credits and 
prerequisites may be reviewed and pre‐approved.  Once earned, these credits may be 
claimed by all LEED projects for that campus, though the Campus is not eligible for LEED 
certification itself.  The US Green Building Council (USGBC) defines a campus credit as 
one that can be attempted for most or all projects within a LEED campus boundary 
because of shared site features and uniformity in project or management traits. 
 



 As highlighted in Figure 29, the Campus project will consist of a Master Site with several 
individual building projects.  The Office/Mixed‐Use Development will be utilizing LEED 
Core and Shell.  The North Tower and South Tower, inclusive of the Gatehouse, will 
pursue LEED individually, earning two separate LEED Gold certifications.  The Event 
Center, inclusive of the Arena, Markethall and Bayfront Terrace, will use LEED for New 
Construction.  Campuses with multiple segregated sites can register multiple LEED 
Master Sites to create groups of buildings within the campus.  For this project the terms 
Master Site and Campus represent the same single entity within the LEED certification 
process.  Therefore, from this point on the project will be referred to as the “Campus.” 
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Figure 29. LEED Online Campus Application 



 
10.4.2 ‐ Project Registration 



 The Campus project is registered on LEED‐Online, and the Event Center and 
Office/Mixed‐Use facilities will be registered early in the design phase once final building 
configurations are finalized.  These projects will be registered through the Campus LEED 
website as the Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32.  
Project team access to these LEED projects will be available via LEED‐Online once 
registration is complete. 



 
10.4.3 ‐ Campus LEED Detailed Scorecard 



 The following page is a detailed list of all Campus credits along with design and 
construction criteria for the Mission Bay site. 
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10.5 – EVENT CENTER SUSTAINABLE APPROACH 
 



10.5.1 ‐ Narrative 



 The 100% SD analysis identifies approximately sixty‐eight (68) LEED® points that are 
available either within the current design or with minor modifications for the Event 
Center project.  These credits are identified on the provided LEED® Credit Checklist 
under the “Yes” column.  An additional seven (7) points identified under the “Maybe” 
column may be possible, pending further research and potentially higher investment.  
Credits under the “No” column were designated as such based on a higher associated 
cost or inapplicability to this project. 



 With sixty (60) points required for LEED® Gold certification, this project is well 
positioned to achieve the minimum certification goal.  A buffer of five to six (5‐6) points 
above the desired certification threshold is recommended. 



 With the Arena, Bayfront Terrace and Markethall being contiguous spaces these 
facilities will all be included as part of the Event Center’s LEED application. 



 
10.5.2 ‐ Measurement & Verification 



 LEED EA credit 5 Measurement and Verification is intended to provide for the ongoing 
accountability of building energy consumption over time. Through the use of utility 
invoices, building automation system (BAS) data logging, permanently installed sub‐
metering, and spot measurements, the facility will measure the actual utility usage of 
the building for each energy end use for at least 12 months post‐occupancy. The 
method of metering will be primarily through the use of building meters and sub‐
meters.  These meters will record the electrical and natural gas loads as indicated below 
and in the final M&V plan. These meters are intended to validate the anticipated energy 
savings indicated in LEED EAc1.  See Electrical Narrative (Section 4) for more details on 
the networked metering system. 
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Table 9. Event Center M&V Preliminary Energy End Uses 



Fuel Type  Category  Sub Category  Equipment 



Electricity 



Lighting 
Interior Lighting 



Exterior Lighting 



HVAC Equipment 



Packaged HVAC 
Equipment 



Variable Refrigerant Flow (VRF) Units 



AHUs, ERVs, DAUs 



CRAC Units, Split Systems 



Fans 



Kitchen & Grease Exhaust Fans 



Process Ventilation Fans 



VRF Indoor FCUs 



AHU Supply Fans 



Exhaust Fans 



Heat Rejection  Cooling Towers 



HVAC Pumps 



 Heat Rejection Loop Recirc Pumps 



Heating Hot Water Pumps 



Radiant Heating Pumps 



Condenser Water Pumps 



Plug/Process Loads 



Receptacle Loads 



Event Center Event Lighting 



Low Temp Chillers & associated Pumps 



Ice Slab Chiller(s) & associated Pumps 



Elevators/Escalators 



Food Service Equipment 



Food Service Refrigeration Equipment 



Service Water Heating 
Domestic Water Heaters 



Domestic Water Pumps 



Natural Gas 



Space Heating  Boilers 



Service Water Heating  Domestic Water Heaters 



Plug/Process Loads  Food Service Equipment 



 
10.5.3 ‐ Event Center LEED Detailed Scorecard 



 The following scorecard details the credit by credit approach for the Event Center 
project, along with design and construction notes based upon the current design for the 
facility. 











S e c t i o n | 10 



2995 Sidco Drive 
Nashville, Tennessee 37204 
 
T: (615)383‐1113 
 www.ssr‐inc.com  



 



 



  P a g e  | 42 



100% SCHEMATIC DESIGN



SUSTAINABILITY NARRATIVE



  











S e c t i o n | 10 



2995 Sidco Drive 
Nashville, Tennessee 37204 
 
T: (615)383‐1113 
 www.ssr‐inc.com  



 



 



  P a g e  | 43 



100% SCHEMATIC DESIGN



SUSTAINABILITY NARRATIVE



  











S e c t i o n | 10 



2995 Sidco Drive 
Nashville, Tennessee 37204 
 
T: (615)383‐1113 
 www.ssr‐inc.com  



 



 



  P a g e  | 44 



100% SCHEMATIC DESIGN



SUSTAINABILITY NARRATIVE



  











S e c t i o n | 10 



2995 Sidco Drive 
Nashville, Tennessee 37204 
 
T: (615)383‐1113 
 www.ssr‐inc.com  



 



 



  P a g e  | 45 



100% SCHEMATIC DESIGN



SUSTAINABILITY NARRATIVE



     











 



| 10 S e c t i o n  



2995 Sidco Drive 
Nashville, Tennessee 37204 
 
T: (615)383‐1113 
 www.ssr‐inc.com  



 



 



P a g e  | 46 



100% SCHEMATIC DESIGN



SUSTAINABILITY NARRATIVE



10.6 – OFFICE TOWER(S) / MIXED USE SUSTAINABLE APPROACH 
 



10.6.1 ‐ Narrative 



 The 75% SD analysis identifies sixty‐six (66) LEED® points that are available either based 
on current design or with minor modifications, similar to the Event Center project.  
These credits are identified on the provided LEED® Credit Checklist under the “Yes” 
column.  An additional sixteen (16) points identified under the “Maybe” column may be 
possible, pending further research and potentially higher investment.  Credits under the 
“No” column were designated as such based on a higher associated cost or 
inapplicability to this project. 



 With sixty (60) points required for LEED® Gold certification, this project is well 
positioned to achieve the minimum certification goal.  As with the Event Center project, 
a buffer of five to six (5‐6) points above the desired certification threshold is 
recommended. 



 Due to the Gatehouse being connected to the southwest office tower, at this phase the 
facility will be included in the 16th Street Office Tower’s LEED application. 



 
10.6.2 ‐ Measurement & Verification 



 LEED EA credit 5 Measurement and Verification is intended to provide for the ongoing 
accountability of building energy consumption over time. Through the use of utility 
invoices, building automation system (BAS) data logging, permanently installed sub‐
metering, and spot measurements, the facility will measure the actual utility usage of 
the building for each energy end use for at least 12 months post‐occupancy. The 
method of metering will be primarily through the use of building meters and sub‐
meters.  These meters will record the electrical and natural gas loads as indicated below 
and in the final M&V plan. These meters are intended to validate the anticipated energy 
savings indicated in LEED EAc1.  See Electrical Narrative (Section 4) for more details on 
the networked metering system. 



   











 



| 10 S e c t i o n  



2995 Sidco Drive 
Nashville, Tennessee 37204 
 
T: (615)383‐1113 
 www.ssr‐inc.com  



 



 



P a g e  | 47 



100% SCHEMATIC DESIGN



SUSTAINABILITY NARRATIVE



Table 12. Office Buildings M&V Preliminary Energy End Uses 



Fuel Type  Category  Sub Category  Equipment 



Electricity 



Lighting 
Interior Lighting 



Exterior Lighting 



HVAC Equipment 



Packaged HVAC 
Equipment 



AHUs 



Packaged and Split DX Equipment 



VRF Outdoor Units 



Space Heating 



Rooftop AHU Heating Coils 



UFAD Terminal Unit Heating Coils & Fans 



Pedestal‐type Radiant Heaters 



Fans 



AHU Supply Fans 



Toilet/General Exhaust Fans 



VRF Fan Coil Units 



Process Loads 
Receptacle Loads 



Elevators/Escalators 



Service Water Heating 
Common Area Domestic Water Heaters 



Tenant Area Domestic Water Heaters 



  
10.6.3 – Office / Mixed‐Use LEED Detailed Scorecard 



 The following pages are a detailed list of all Mixed‐Use credits along with design and 
construction notes based upon the current design for the project. 
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10.7 – ALTERNATIVE STRATEGIES 
 



10.7.1 ‐ Solar Photovoltaic (PV) System 



 Office Tower(s) 
The opportunity exists for a solar PV system to be installed on the office tower roofs; 
however, the extent of the system will likely not be large enough to achieve any LEED 
points for the on‐site renewable energy credit. 



 
10.7.2 ‐ Educational Opportunities 



 Campus Signage 
While signage options have yet to be discussed in detail, it is understood that 
technology is expected to be incorporated in some fashion. 



 High Performance MEP Systems 
 



10.8 ‐ TENANT LEASE LEED GUIDELINES 
The following credits being pursued by the Office Towers must be addressed in a Tenant Lease 
Agreement.  LEED for Core and Shell requires certain credits to be specified in the tenant lease 
(shown in bold below).  Additional credits will assist in the required LEED for Commercial Interiors 
certification as they will affect future building tenants.  



 SSc4.2: Bicycle Storage and Changing Rooms 



 WEp1: Water Use Reduction 



 WEc3: Water Use Reduction 



 EAp2: Minimum Energy Performance 



 EAp3: Fundamental Refrigerant Management 



 EAc1: Optimize Energy Performance 



 EAc3: Enhanced Commissioning 



 EAc4: Enhanced Refrigerant Management 



 EAc5: Measurement and Verification 



 IEQp1:Minimum Indoor Air Quality Performance 



 IEQp2: Environmental Tobacco Smoke Control 



 IEQc1: Outdoor Air Delivery Monitoring 



 IEQc2: Increased Ventilation 



 IEQc3: Construction Indoor Air Quality Management Plan 



 IEQc5: Indoor Chemical and Pollutant Source Control 



 IEQc6: Controllability of Systems 



 IEQc7: Thermal Comfort 



 IEQc8: Daylighting and Views 
 
The Tenant Guidelines and/or Lease Agreements are typically drafted during the core and shell 
design phase.  The document should be provided to future tenants during lease negotiations and 
must be provided prior to tenant design work. 
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Transportation Efficiency Analysis











Golden State Warriors Event Center
Transportation Efficiency Analysis



GSW Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Blocks 29‐32



Size Event center and team facilities
Approx. 580,000 GSF office
Approx. 125,000 GSF retail



Capacity Approx. 18,000 seats (event center)
Approx. 2,500 anticipated office and retail employees



Location Type San Francisco infill area 
Superdistrict 3
Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32



LEED Target LEED Gold certification
Parking Approx. 950 total vehicle spaces 



     ‐ 5% carpool
     ‐ Either 3% electric vehicle charging stations or 5% fuel‐  
       efficient vehicle spaces
Approx. 500 total bike spaces



Transit Service Muni Special Event Transit Service Plan (TSP)
Infrastructure Mission Bay TMA designated shuttle stop 



Sponsored Bay Area Bike Share station
Additional buffered bike lanes on 16th Street



Transportation Demand 
Management (TDM)



Yes (robust strategy)



GSW Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Blocks 29‐32, Basketball 
Event night (TSP/TDM in effect) (1) 



Variance due to TSP/TDM



Auto 54% 16% reduction in Auto trips
Transit 35% 15% increase in Transit trips
Walk/Other 11% 1% increase in Walk/Other trips



GSW Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Blocks 29‐32, No event 
night (TDM in effect) (2)



San Francisco Guidelines for Visitor Trips, 
Superdistrict 3, All Non‐Retail Uses (TDM NOT in 



effect) (1)



Variance due to TDM



Auto 48% 57% 12% reduction in Auto trips
Transit 32% 19% 17% increase in Transit trips
Walk/Other 20% 25% 4% increase in Walk/Other trips



(1) Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting, GS Warriors Trip Gen 2015 01 20 v3 ‐ TSP vs no TSP.  Transmitted to the Golden State Warriors via email (February 9, 2015). 
(2) Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting, Table 9 , Memorandum re: Travel, Parking, and Loading Demand Estimates for the Proposed Event Center & Mixed‐Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32 ‐ Case No. 2014.1441E  (November 26, 2014), 20. 



Mode Split ‐
Event Patrons



GSW Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Blocks 29‐32, Basketball Event night (TSP/TDM NOT in 
effect) (1)



70%
20%
10%



Mode Split ‐
Daily FTEs and 



Visitors



San Francisco Guidelines for Visitor Trips, 
Superdistrict 3, All Retail Uses (TDM NOT in effect) 



(1)



64%
12%
24%



Project 
Descriptions



LEED Silver arena, LEED Gold mixed‐use buildings
Approx. 1,270 vehicle spaces (Design for Development code requirement)



Approx. 60 total bike spaces (Design for Development code requirement)
Standard transit system service  (no TSP)
No designated shuttle stop
No bike share station
No additional buffered bike lanes
No  



Comparable Project(s)



Proof of 
comparable 
projects 



Event center and team facilities
Approx. 580,000 GSF office
Approx. 125,000 GSF retail
Approx. 18,000 seats (event center)
Approx. 2,500 anticipated office and retail employees
San Francisco infill area 
Superdistrict 3
Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32
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CHAPTER 4. TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT 



The purpose of the strategies described in this chapter is to increase the level of access to the project by transit, 
bicycling and walking while discouraging the use of private automobiles, particularly by solo drivers. The 
strategies identified in this chapter will be reviewed and refined both during the Event Center’s first year of the 
project’s completion and as new transportation facilities are developed in the project vicinity. 



4.1 GENERAL TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES  



Measures that will be implemented to support all public transit, bicycle, and automobile reduction strategies 
include: 



1. Appoint an Event Center Transportation Coordinator (ECTC) to: manage the transportation needs of 
employees and event attendees; provide information and education materials; implement and 
administer various TDM measures; coordinate with nearby employers; promote use of rideshare; 
encourage use of public transportation, Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and bicycles; conduct surveys to 
determine travel mode and other relevant information; and implement new strategies as needed to 
meet target auto mode share and reduce impacts to adjacent businesses and residents. 



2. Develop means of in-building communication (radio, TV, smart phone app, etc.) that give Event Center, 
office, or retail users multiple, real-time advisories about the status of the transportation system to 
facilitate convenient transportation choices that include availability of public transit and shuttle bus 
service, location and capacity of bike parking facilities, best walking paths, location of taxi stops, and 
limited extent of – or high price for – available parking. 



3. Develop a crowd-sourced app that puts information on all transportation modes in the hands of event 
attendees with smart communication devices. This real-time information on travel conditions and travel 
times by mode will lead to a transportation system that will become increasingly more user optimized. 
The app will be free and available to anyone who wishes to download it, and will be useful for anyone 
working, living, or visiting the Mission Bay Area. 



4. Provide extensive use of real-time transit info in public assembly areas that reflect the range of transit 
services in the area.  



5. Install a machine to add value to Clipper Cards on-site.  



4.2 EMPLOYEE TDM 



The strategies described below are designed to limit employee auto mode split for weekday, peak-hour travel 
to no more than 48 percent. 



4.2.1 Employee Public Transit Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among employees of the office, retail, 
and event center uses on-site include: 



1. Participate in Commuter Check Program, 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. 
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2. Notify employees that they are eligible to ride the Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and provide information 
about routes, stop locations, and schedule.  



4.2.2 Employee Bicycle Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among employees of 
the office, retail, and event center uses on-site include: 



1. Promote use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) at Bayfront Park. 



2. Provide indoor secure bicycle parking facilities for employees in office buildings and retail uses on-site. 



3. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office or retail visitors. 



4. Sponsor Bay Area Bike Share pod(s) in the project vicinity. 



5. Provide shower and locker facilities in each on-site building for Event Center Development employee 
use. 



6. Encourage all employees and guests to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the 
annual “Bike to Work” day. 



4.2.3 Employee Automobile Reduction Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of employee vehicular traffic include: 



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



2. Support Ridesharing Program – Participate in free-to-employees ride-matching program through 
www.511.org. 



3. Emergency Ride Home Program – Participate in ERH program through the City of San Francisco 
(www.sferh.org).  



4. Organize and publicize promotions like Spare the Air days (as declared for the  Bay Area region) or a 
Rideshare Week.  



5. Encourage carpooling and vanpooling by designating/reserving some Event Center garage parking 
spaces for employees who use those modes. 



4.2.4 Additional Strategies 



1. Encourage employees to choose electric vehicles (EVs) over gas-fueled autos by designating/reserving 
some Event Center garage parking spaces for EVs  and providing charging equipment. 



2. 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 work day.  



4.3 EVENT CENTER PATRON TDM 



The strategies described below are designed to limit event patron auto mode split for weekday, peak-event 
travel (6:00 PM to 8:00 PM) to no more than 53 percent. 
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4.3.1 Patron Public Transit Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among guests include:  



1. 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 guests can make 
choices accordingly.  



2. Establish a partnership to brand Clipper Cards and/or transit stops and stations near the Event Center 
to encourage the mental association of event attendance with transit usage during attendee’s trip 
planning process. 



3. Promote transit access to project 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.  



4. Utilize TVs and other screens inside the Event Center building to display real time transit information 
and prominent comparisons between transportation choices available to fans, employees, and visitors 
to the Event Center Development. Emphasize transit’s lower-cost, higher sustainability, and other 
beneficial factors as compared with private autos. 



5. 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 guests of non-auto travel options 
home, including real time transit and shuttle departure times.  



6. 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 



4.3.2 Patron Bicycle Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among Event Center 
patrons include: 



1. Promote use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) at Bayfront Park. 
Reward patrons of the bike valet 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 guests can make 
choices accordingly.  



2. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office or retail visitors. 



3. Sponsor Bay Area Bike Share pod(s) in the project vicinity. 



4. Encourage all employees and guests to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the 
annual “Bike to Work” day 
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5. Provide temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas in both major plazas for peak events that 
experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space indoor valet facility. 



6. Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the Event Center development site, on the Event Center web 
site and mobile app. 



4.3.3 Patron Automobile Reduction Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of visitor vehicular traffic include: 



1. Increase fees for parking on-site above typical event center rates. 



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



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



4. Provide electronic message boards displaying upcoming event schedules to discourage auto use and 
parking on-site. 



5. Designate priority curb areas on-site for taxis and rideshare vehicles. Explore partnership options with 
rideshare/carpool/TNC companies to offer discounts to event attendees. 



4.4 SPECIAL EVENT TRANSIT SERVICE PLAN 



This section summarizes a preliminary Transit Service Plan (TSP) for the Warriors Event Center and Mixed Use 
Development as outlined by the SFMTA in a presentation on October 1, 2014. 



4.4.1 Service Plan Objectives 



The key objective for the TSP is as follows: 



 Provide high quality service to event goers, without affecting service reliability for other Muni customers 



 Accommodate a 35 percent transit mode share for peak events. 



 Develop a service plan that maximizes existing infrastructure and prioritizes operations efficiencies 



4.4.2 Service Plan for Peak Event 



The majority of regional transit riders will use Muni as a last-mile connection to the Event Center Development. 
Most Muni passengers will travel on the T 3rd southbound pre-event, and northbound post-event. The T 3rd 
service pre-event is expected to have excess capacity, while post-event excessive capacity will not be allocated 
from regular service, but rather will be served from additional trains and supplemental routes. The T 3rd service 
will be supplemented with bus service to respond to distributed customer demand, to minimize transfers made, 
and to minimize rail car demand. Inset 4-1 shows proposed routes for each of the supplemental shuttles. 
Supplemental bus routes include: 



 T 3rd Supplemental Service  



 Metro Shuttle via The Embarcadero  
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 16th Street BART Station Shuttle 



 Van Ness Avenue Shuttle 



 Ferry Building / Transbay Terminal Shuttle  



Inset 4-1 Supplemental Shuttle Routes 



 



Table 4-1 summarizes the fleet of shuttle buses and light rail vehicles necessary for pre- and post-event 
scenarios.  



Figure 4-1 shows the pre-event shuttle plan, including stop locations at the site. Figure 4-2 shows the post-
event shuttle plan; including shuttle stop locations, staging areas, and temporary lane closers, which are 
discussed in more detail in Chapter 6. 
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TABLE 4-1: PRELIMINARY TRANSIT SERVICE PLAN FOR PEAK EVENT 



SERVICE  



FLEET NECESSARY 



Pre-Event Post-Event 



T 3rd Supplemental Service 4 two car trains between Chinatown and 
Mission Bay Loop combined with 4 minute 
scheduled subway service 



10 two car trains staged to clear event 



Metro Shuttle via The 
Embarcadero 



None – limited car availability 2 three car trains staged to clear event 



16th Street BART Station Shuttle 
4 articulated motor coaches operating 
between 16th Street BART and the arena 
every 7-8 minutes 



4 articulated motor coaches + 1 standard 
motor coaches operating between 16th 
Street BART and the arena staged to clear 
event with half of vehicles returning for a 
second trip 



Van Ness Avenue Shuttle 5 standard motor coaches operating every 
12 minutes along the Van Ness corridor to 
arena via 16th Street 



4 standard motor coaches operating to the 
Van Ness corridor via 16th Street staged to 
clear event 



Ferry Building / Transbay 
Terminal Shuttle 



6 standard motor coaches operating every 
10 minutes via Ferry Plaza and the Transbay 
Terminal to the arena 



6 standard motor coaches operating to 
Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building Plaza 
staged to clear event 



Source: SFMTA (Oct. 1, 2014). 
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Exhibit E 



Written Acknowledgement of Notice and Obligations











Sin rely, 



Tiff 
Exec tive D ector 



Office of Community 
Investment and Infrastructure 



(Successor to the San Francisco 
Redevelopment Agency) 



One South Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



415.749.2400 



EDWIN M. LEE, Mayor 



Mara Rosales, Chair 
Marily Mondejar 
Darshan Singh 
Miguel Bustos 



Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director 



February 11, 2015 
	



126-0172015-014 



David Kelly, Esq. 
Golden State Warriors 
1011 Broadway 
Oaklaild, CA 94607 



Re: Acknowledgement of the GSW Arena, LLC (GSW) Intent to Seek Certification Under 
the Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011 



Dear Mr. Kelly: 



The Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure of the City and County of San 
Francisco ("OCII"), as lead agency for the proposed Golden State Warriors Arena Project (the 
"Project") in San Francisco, California, acknowledges that it has been notified of GSW's intent 
to apply for certification of the Project as a "Leadership Project" under the Jobs and Economic 
Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011 (the "Act"). Public Resources 
Code section 21178 et seq. 



OCII further acknowledges that, as part of the certification process, GSW is obligated to enter 
into an agreement with OCII establishing the requirements of Public Resources Code sections 
21183(d), (e), and (f), and that the certification under the Act entitles the Project to streamlined 
environmental review and requires the lead agency to prepare an administrative record in 
accordance with the requirements of Public Resources Code section 21186. 



As the Executive Director for OCII, I am authorized to make the above acknowledgement on 
behalf of OCII. 











February, 5, 2015 



Tiffany Bohee 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure ("OCII") 
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 5 th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



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



Dear Ms. Bohee: 



I write on behalf of GSW Arena LLC ("GSW"), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC 
(which owns and operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association (NBA) 
team), the project sponsor of that certain proposed event center and mixed-use development 
project located on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San 
Francisco (the "Project"). GSW wishes to confirm to the Office of Community Investment 
and Infrastructure (OCII) in its capacity as the lead agency for the approval of the Project 
GSW's agreement to the following items, all of which are conditions of qualifying for the 
Project's treatment as a "leadership project" under the Jobs and Economic Improvement 
Through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011, as amended (The "Act") California Public 
Resources Code Sections 21178 et. seq. By this letter, GSW acknowledges and agrees to its 
obligations under the Act as set forth in California Public Resources Code Sections 21183 
(d), (e) and (f). 



Accordingly, as required by Public Resources Code § 21183(d), GSW agrees that all 
mitigation measures required pursuant to CEQA to certify the Project under the Act shall be 
conditions of approval, and those conditions will be fully enforceable by OCII or another 
agency designated by OCII. GSW agrees that all environmental mitigation measures 
required to certify the Project under the Act will be monitored and enforced by OCII for the life 
of the obligation. 



As required by Public Resources Code § 21183(e), GSW agrees to pay the costs of the Court 
of Appeal in hearing and deciding any case, including payment of the costs for the 
appointment of a special master if deemed appropriate by the court, in a form and manner 
specified by the Judicial Council, as provided in the Rules of Court adopted by the Judicial 
Council pursuant to the Act. 



NBA 
GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS • NATIONAL BASKETBALL ASSOCIATION 



1011 Broadway • Oakland, CA 94607-4019 



510.986.2200 • 1-888-GSW-HOOP • warriors.com  











Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure ("OCII") 
<February 5, 2015> 
Page 2 



As required by Public Resources Code § 21183(f), GSW agrees to pay the costs of preparing 
the administrative record for the Project, in a form and manner specified by OCII, concurrent 
with review and consideration of the Project pursuant to CEQA and the Act. 



In entering into this letter agreement, GSW acknowledges and agrees that this agreement will 
have no impact on the on-going process under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). In order to comply with CEQA and give the public and decision-makers the 
opportunity to be aware of the environmental consequences of the Project, and to fully 
participate in the CEQA process, the Parties acknowledge that OCII has no obligation to 
approve, and GSW has no obligation to develop, the Project unless and until the Parties have 
negotiated, executed and delivered mutually acceptable agreements based upon information 
produced from the CEQA environmental review process and any other public review and 
hearing processes, subject to all applicable governmental approvals. OCII retains the 
absolute, sole discretion to: (1) modify the Project as OCII may, in its sole discretion, deem 
necessary to comply with CEQA; (2) select other feasible alternatives and/or impose 
mitigation measures to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts, which 
this agreement; (3) balance the benefits of the Project against any significant environmental 
impacts prior to taking final actions, if such significant impacts cannot otherwise be avoided; 
and/or (4) determine not to proceed with the Project. 



GSW Arena LLC 



By: 
Its: 	c er 	s e.) 



Acknowledged and Agreed to by: 



Tiffan 	ee, irector of 
Office o Col, unity Investment and Infrastructure 



cc: City of San Francisco Dept. of City Planning 



101875308.5 
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180 Howard Street, Suite 1200 



San Francisco, CA  94105 



CA License No.  996476 



 



February 12, 2015 



 



Golden State Warriors 



Attn:  David Kelly 



 



Re: Golden State Warriors 



Event Center and Mixed-Use Development  



 



Per your request, we are confirming published prevailing wage information for select field craft labor 



anticipated to work on the Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development in Mission 



Bay, San Francisco.  We intend to contract with contractors and to pay wages as negotiated through 



appropriate collective bargaining agreements for non-artisan on site craft labor   These wages are 



anticipated to meet or exceed the prevailing wages for job classifications as set forth by California's 



Department of Industrial Relations ("DIR"). 



 



Below is a subset of job classifications and median journeyman wages from the DIR Database for 2014-2 



that will comprise a majority of the non-artisan on site construction jobs created by the project: 



 



Trade Classification 2014-2 Rates 



 



Construction Laborer (Group 3) - Area 1 $48.27 



Carpenter - Area 1 $68.07 



Cement Mason and Concrete Finisher $53.66 



Electrician - Inside Wireman $87.73 



Operating Engineer - Group II $66.70 



Plumber $108.44 



Sheet Metal Worker $91.64 



Steel Erector - Group II $68.31 



 



These values represent base wages plus health and welfare and other employer paid 



benefits for San Francisco County based on the SFR-2014-2 Determination. 



 



These rates were developed using the published information from the 2014-2 general prevailing wage 



journeymen determinations made by the Director of DIR. 



 



If you have any questions, please let me know. 



 



Sincerely, 



Mortenson/Clark, a Joint Venture 



 
Steven J. Dell'Orto 



Senior Vice President  
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Application for CEQA Streamlining: 
GHG Emissions Methodology and Documentation 



Event Center and Mixed-Use Development 
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area Blocks 29-32, 



San Francisco, California 



Prepared for: 
Golden State Warriors, LLC 



Oakland, California 



Prepared by: 
ENVIRON International Corporation 



San Francisco, California 



Date: 
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Project Number: 
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Acronyms and Abbreviations 



AB32:  (California) Assembly Bill 32 (Nuñez) 



AB900:  (California) Assembly Bill 900 (Buchanan) 



ACC:  Advanced Clean Cars 



ARB:  (California) Air Resources Board 



BART:  Bay Area Rapid Transit 



BTU:  British Thermal Unit 



BAAQMD: Bay Area Air Quality Management District 



CalEEMod®: California Emissions Estimator Model 
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RPS:  Renewable Portfolio Standard 
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Introduction 1 ENVIRON 



1. Introduction 



The Event Center and Mixed-Use Development Project located on Blocks 29-32 within the 



Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco (herein referred to as the 



“Project”) has applied for California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) judicial streamlining 



under Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21178 et seq. In support of the Application, 



ENVIRON quantified both direct and indirect greenhouse gas emissions associated with the 



Project’s operation, including ongoing emissions reductions associated with transportation and 



building energy use, to show the Project meets the requirement for no “net additional emission 



of greenhouse gases [GHG], including greenhouse gas emissions from employee 



transportation” [California PRC §21183(c)]. 



ENVIRON quantified potential emissions for the Project as well as those associated with the 



existing uses at the Oracle Arena and the Golden State Warriors (GSW) Headquarters and 



practice facility in Oakland to calculate the net GHG emissions associated with the Project. 



ENVIRON also quantified emissions reductions associated with internal trip capture made 



possible by the immediately adjacent office and retail uses and sustainability components of the 



newly constructed office, as described in Section 3 of this methodology document. Lastly, 



ENVIRON quantified the Project’s one-time emissions due to construction. This document 



summarizes of the assumptions and calculation methodologies ENVIRON used to estimate 



GHG emissions. 



Throughout this report, GHG emissions are reported in units of metric tons of carbon dioxide 



equivalents (MT CO2e). Carbon dioxide equivalents are emissions of carbon dioxide, methane 



(CH4), and nitrous oxide (N2O), weighted by the global warming potentials (GWP) from Title 40 



of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 98, Table A-1, as referenced by the California 



Mandatory Reporting Rule for GHG (Title 17 of the California Code of Regulations, §§95100-



95158). GHG emissions are quantified for this Project, existing uses at the Oracle Arena and 



the current GSW Headquarters in Oakland, and one-time emissions associated with 



construction. 



1.1. Project 



The Project on Blocks 29-32 consists of development of a new arena for the National Basketball 



Association (NBA) team the Golden State Warriors (GSW), who currently play at the Oracle 



Arena in Oakland, California. Currently, the Project site is used for surface parking. As 



described in the Application for judicial streamlining, there are immediately adjacent office and 



retail land uses. The calculations of the GHG emissions for the Project include emissions 



associated with the event center and reductions associated with transportation and building 



energy use. Table 1 shows the proposed land uses at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32. 
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Table 1. Project Land Uses at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 



Land Use Square Footage 



Event Center 750,000 



GSW Office Space 25,000 



Office Space 580,000 



Retail Space1 125,000 



Parking and Loading 234,411 



Notes: 



1 Proposed retail uses are approximately 51,500 GSF sit‐down 



restaurant, 11,000 quick‐service restaurant, and 62,500 GSF soft 



goods retail including food retail. 



 



The GSW are assumed to play 47 games per year at the Mission Bay Event Center, which is 



the number of pre-season, regular season, and post-season home games in the 2013-2014 



season. This represents an average good year as the GSW made the first round of playoffs 



(including 3 pre-season home games). Home games can range from a minimum of 43 (including 



2 pre-season games) to a maximum of 60 (including 3 pre-season games and 16 post-season 



games) if the GSW continue through a seven-game championship. 



Currently, construction of the Project is scheduled to be completed in late 2017. Thus, for the 



purposes of this analysis the first operational year of the Project is assumed to be 2017. A GHG 



emissions inventory is also presented for each year from 2017 to 2035. From 2017 to 2035, 



emissions change each year due to the phase-in of the Renewable Portfolio Standard from 



2017 to 2020 and CO2e emission factors resulting from an improved vehicle fleet as 



documented by ARB guidance for AB900 projects. 



1.2. Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters 



The current GSW Headquarters are located at 1011 Broadway in Oakland, California. The 



calculations of potential Project GHG emissions at the Mission Bay Event Center would deduct 



a portion of the existing GHG emissions from the Oracle Arena and the existing GSW 



Headquarters from the future GHG calculations. The portion deducted is associated with the 



relocation of all the GSW games, the GSW Headquarters and practice facility in Oakland, and 



fifty percent (50%) of the non-GSW events currently taking place at the Oracle Arena, as 



described in the Application. 



Methodologies for quantifying GHG emissions associated with all events at the Oracle Arena 



and the existing GSW Headquarters in Oakland are presented in Section 2. Methodologies for 



quantifying GHG emissions associated with the Mission Bay Event Center, emission reductions 



due to the Project, and emissions from the remaining 50% of non-GSW events at Oracle Arena 



are presented in Section 3. 
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Table 2. Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters Land Uses 



Location Square Footage 



Oracle Arena approx. 500,000 



GSW Headquarters 



(management offices and 



practice facility) 



16,0001 



Notes: 



1 Greenhouse gas emissions associated with the GSW 



Headquarters are based on actual consumption data and 



not the building square footage. 



 



1.3. One-Time Emissions 



Construction of the Project will generate “one-time” emissions, that is, discrete emissions that 



are not associated with ongoing Project operation. These emissions are quantified and 



disclosed for the Project. Methodologies for quantifying construction GHG emissions are 



detailed in Section 4. 



1.4. Emissions Sectors 



For the Project in Mission Bay and the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters, 



emissions are quantified and presented for the following sectors: 



Table 3. Emissions Sectors 



Sector Description 



Energy Emissions from purchased electricity and natural gas 



Mobile sources Emissions from on-road vehicle traffic 



Waste Emissions from solid waste treatment 



Water Indirect GHG emissions from the treatment and delivery of fresh water 



and wastewater treatment 



Area sources Emissions from landscaping equipment 



Stationary Sources Emissions from emergency generators at the Project 



 



Detailed calculations of one-time emissions associated with construction and emissions in the 



above sectors are presented in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Calculations of the 



Application.
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2. Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters Operational 
Emissions 



The estimated GHG emissions from Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters operations 



at the existing site are shown in Table 4. Total GHG emissions are 14,930 MT CO2e/year, with 



14,304 MT CO2e/year originating at the Oracle Arena and the remaining 625 MT CO2e/year 



from the GSW Headquarters (numbers do not add to 14,930 MT CO2e/year due to rounding). 



The GSW provided site-specific data for energy use and transportation, as described in the 



respective subsections below. For both land uses, mobile sources are the largest contributor of 



GHG emissions, followed by energy use. 



Table 4: Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters 2017 GHG Emissions 



GHG Emissions [MT 



CO2e/year] 



Emission Source 



Energy Mobile Area Waste Water Total 



Oracle Arena 
(47 games and 42 events) 



1,413 12,284 
0.010 



91 517 14,304 



GSW Headquarters 258 365 2 1 625 



Total 1,671 12,648 0.010 92 518 14,930 



 



No stationary sources such as emergency generators are considered for the Oracle Arena and 



GSW Oakland Headquarters. This is a conservative approach. 



The GHG emissions from energy use and mobile sources were evaluated between 2017 and 



2035. Detailed calculations for the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters emission 



calculations are in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Calculations of the Application. 



2.1. Energy 



Energy emissions from Oracle Arena and GSW headquarters land uses were estimated using 



similar methodology to that of the California Air Resources Board (ARB) in evaluating GHG 



emissions from the Apple Campus 2 project in Cupertino, California (“ARB Determination for 



Apple Campus 2”).1 The ARB emissions methodology was developed to assess GHG emissions 



in support of a CEQA judicial streamlining application under California Assembly Bill 900 



(AB900). The energy emissions estimates consider emissions from two processes, electricity 



generation and natural gas combustion, with further details in Section 2.1.1 and 2.1.2 below. 



2.1.1. Electricity 



Determining GHG emissions from electricity generation requires an emission factor correlating 



MWh of electricity consumed to MT CO2e. The emission factor for GHG from electricity 



production for customers of the Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) is based on the 



                                                 
1 ARB. 2011. Attachment A to letter from Lynn M. Terry to Ken Alex. June 14. Available online at 



http://opr.ca.gov/docs/ARBDeterminationAppleCampus2.pdf 
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PG&E report “Greenhouse Gas Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers.”2 All 



calculations use the PG&E 2017 through 2020 emission factors for electricity production. The 



CH4 and N2O emission factors are the same as those used in the California Air Pollution Control 



Officers Association (CAPCOA)-developed model for land uses, California Emissions Estimator 



Model, version 2013.2.2 (CalEEMod®).3 



Electricity demand for the Oracle Arena is estimated based on historical CalEEMod® energy 



intensities for the Arena land use, which reflect 2005 Title 24 standards. The GSW provided 



historical actual electricity usage data for the GSW Headquarters. 



Emissions from electricity use are the product of the historical annual electricity use and the 



GHG emission factor. 



2.1.2. Natural Gas 



Emission factors for CO2, CH4, and N2O from natural gas combustion were taken from 



CalEEMod®. 



Natural gas demand for the Oracle Arena is estimated based on historical CalEEMod® energy 



intensities for the Arena land use, which reflect 2005 Title 24 standards. As Oracle Arena was 



originally opened in 1966 and last renovated in 1997, it is likely that energy use is 



underestimated here. Natural gas demand for the GSW Headquarters is based on historical 



actual usage data provided by the GSW. 



Emissions from natural gas use are the product of the historical annual natural gas use and the 



GHG emission factors from CalEEMod®. 



2.2. Mobile Sources 



Mobile source emissions for the Oracle Arena and GSW headquarters are considered 



separately for GSW Headquarters employees, Oracle Arena employees, and spectators at the 



Oracle Arena, as discussed in the subsections below. Trip rate estimates are based on staff and 



spectator head counts. Trip lengths are the default values from CalEEMod® except for event 



spectator trips, which are longer, as discussed below. CO2e emission factors are from the ARB 



guidance document “Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB900 Projects.” 



                                                 
2 Pacific Gas and Electric Company. 2013. Greenhouse Gas Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers. 



April. Available online at: 
http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/environment/calculator/pge_ghg_emission_factor_info_sheet.pdf. 



3 CalEEMod® calculates annual GHG emissions which can be used in support of analyses in environmental 
documents such as Environmental Impact Reports (EIRs) and Negative Declarations used to support a California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) evaluation. CalEEMod® utilizes widely accepted models for emission estimates 
combined with appropriate default data that can be used if site-specific information is not available. These models 
and default estimates use sources such as the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) AP-42 
emission factors, California Air Resources Board (ARB) onroad and offroad equipment emission models such as 
the EMission FACtor 2011 model (EMFAC2011) and the Offroad Emissions Inventory Program model 
(OFFROAD), and studies commissioned by California agencies such as the California Energy Commission (CEC) 
and Calrecycle. Available at: http://www.caleemod.com/ 
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2.2.1. Employee Trips 



ENVIRON estimated GHG emissions from employees working at the GSW Headquarters and 



as part of non-event operations at the Oracle Arena. The actual count of full-time employees 



(not including vendor and event staff on event days) at the Oracle Arena was used.4 The 



number of employees at the GSW Headquarters in Oakland was based on the Project Notice of 



Preparation (NOP) from November 2014. 



Bay Area Census data from 2013 show that 78% of commuters drive to work, the employee 



driving rate assumed for Oracle Arena staff.5 The Bay Area Census data also show that the 



single occupancy vehicle (SOV) rate is 86% and the average local carpool rate is 14%, so 14% 



of Oracle Arena employees were assumed to carpool in 2-person carpools. The GSW provided 



a driving rate of 85% for the Headquarters employees. The GSW also provided a carpool rate of 



6%, assumed to be of 2-person carpools. 



Employees were assumed to take one round-trip commute trip and one round-trip non-commute 



trip per day. The CalEEMod® default trip length of 9.5 miles was used for the employee 



commute trips. The non-commute trip length is assumed to be 3 miles. 



The emissions for employee trips are the product of employee trips per year, length per trip, and 



the ARB CO2e emission factor. 



2.2.2. Spectator Trips 



The GSW provided average count of game and non-game event spectators. The trip length for 



all spectators (game and non-game event) was developed based on the zip codes of GSW 



season ticket-holder addresses. The trip length of 25 miles used for event spectators is the 



weighted-average of distances to each Bay Area county represented by the season ticket-



holder addresses. 



The GSW estimated that 2,000 of the total spectators per game event took public transit or 



taxis. In the absence of survey or public transit data, ENVIRON assumed the count of single-



occupancy vehicles and 3-person carpools based on the capacity of the Oracle Arena parking 



lot. About four times as many spectators attend events as there are parking spaces. Of the 



spectators driving to game events, ENVIRON assumed that 20% of spectators drive in single-



occupancy vehicles while the remaining spectators drive in carpools of 3 people. ENVIRON also 



conservatively assumed that all non-game event spectators drive, and that 20% of these 



spectators drive in single-occupancy vehicles while the remaining carpool at a density of 3 



people per vehicle. 



                                                 
4 City of Oakland. 2014. Oakland Coliseum Area Specific Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report, Volume II. 



Available online at: http://www2.oaklandnet.com/Government/o/PBN/OurOrganization/PlanningZoning/OAK048830 
5 Bay Area Census. 2013. Selected Census Data from the San Francisco Bay Area. Available online at 



http://www.bayareacensus.ca.gov/bayarea.htm 





http://www2.oaklandnet.com/Government/o/PBN/OurOrganization/PlanningZoning/OAK048830
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The emissions for event spectator trips are the product of spectator trips per year, trip length, 



and the ARB CO2e emission factor. 



2.2.3. Vendor and Event Staff Trips 



Event staff are those employees who work only on game days and for non-game events at the 



Oracle Arena. Vendors are contractors who provide services at games and non-game events. 



The annual number of vehicle trips by vendor and event staff is based on number of vendors at 



each event and total number of event days per year. 



Vendors and event staff are assumed to drive and carpool at the average local rates in the Bay 



Area Census data, that is, a driving rate of 78% and a carpool rate of 14%. Carpools are 



assumed to be of 2 people per vehicle.  



The trip length for vendor and event staff trips, 9.5 miles, is the default commercial-work trip 



length in CalEEMod® for the Bay Area. 



The emissions for vendor and event staff trips are the product of employee trips per year, trip 



length, and the ARB CO2e emission factor. 



2.2.4. Opposing Team Bus Trips 



Typically, the opposing team visiting to play against the GSW stays in a hotel in San Francisco. 



The opposing team takes a bus to the Oracle Arena for each game, a trip of approximately 17.5 



miles. On average, there are 1.5 bus trips per game based on information from the GSW.  



The emissions for opposing team bus trips are the product of opposing team bus trips per year, 



trip length, and the ARB CO2e emission factor for the fleet mix. 



2.2.5. Delivery Trips 



On average, there are about 8 deliveries per work day to the GSW Headquarters. The trip 



length for delivery trips is 7.3 miles, the default commercial-nonwork trip length in CalEEMod®. 



The emissions for delivery trips are the product of delivery trips per year, trip length, and the 



ARB CO2e emission factor. 



2.3. Waste 



Solid waste treatment releases GHG, primarily methane, as a result of decomposition. The ARB 



developed an emission factor for CO2e from solid waste disposal in the ARB Determination for 



Apple Campus 2.6 ENVIRON uses the same emission factor in this analysis, and shows its 



derivation in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Calculations of the Application. The 



GHG emission factor for waste is 0.155 MT CO2e/MT waste. 



The annual waste generation rate for the Oracle Area on a square footage basis is 1.29 



tons/1000 square feet per year, based on the Sacramento Entertainment and Sports Center & 



Related Development EIR cited in the GSW Event Center November 2014 NOP. GHG 



                                                 
6 California Air Resources Board. 2012. Email between Webster Tasat of the California Air Resources Board and 



Catherine Mukai of ENVIRON, 20 November 2012. 
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emissions from solid waste at the Oracle Arena are the product of the amount of waste 



generated per year and the CO2e emission factor for solid waste. 



The GSW provided an estimate for the amount of solid waste generated at the GSW 



Headquarters as well as the amount of diverted waste. GHG emissions from GSW 



Headquarters-generated solid waste are the product of the amount of waste generated per year 



less the amount diverted and the CO2e emission factor for solid waste. 



2.4. Water 



Water treatment and transport results in indirect emissions of GHG. In the ARB Determination 



for Apple Campus 2, ARB developed a CO2e emission factor for water use based on a study by 



the University of California on behalf of the California Public Utilities Commission and the 



California EPA’s Water Energy Team of the Climate Action Team (WetCat). The emission factor 



accounts for emissions from fresh water supply, treatment, distribution, and wastewater 



treatment. The GHG emission factor for water use is 2.255 MT CO2e/Mgal. 



The water use rate for the Oracle Arena is based on data from the “Commercial and Institutional 



End Uses of Water” report by the American Water Works Association Research Foundation.7 



The use rate is multiplied by the square footage of the Oracle Arena to get the usage in gallons 



per year. The GSW provided the annual water use for the GSW Headquarters. 



GHG emissions from water usage are the product of water used per year and the CO2e 



emission factor for water use. 



2.5. Area Sources 



The Project includes area sources such as landscaping equipment. GHG emissions from area 



sources were estimated using CalEEMod® based on the type and size of land uses associated 



with the Oracle Arena and the GSW Oakland Headquarters. 



 



                                                 
7 American Water Works Association Research Foundation. 2000. Commercial and Institutional End Uses of Water. 
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3. Project Operational Emissions  



The estimated Project GHG emissions from future operations at the Project site at full build-out 



are shown in Table 5. Total GHG emissions in the first operational year, 2017, are 19,133 MT 



CO2e/year, with 18,384 MT CO2e/year originating from the new Event Center at Mission Bay 



and 2,939 MT CO2e/year from remaining events at Oracle Arena. Credits due to Energy 



Efficiency and Trip Linking account for a reduction of 2,008 MT CO2e/year. For all land uses, 



mobile sources are the largest contributor of GHG emissions, followed by energy use. 



Table 5: Project GHG Emissions in 2017 (MT CO2e/year) 



GHG Emissions 



[MT CO2e/year] 



Emission Source 



Energy Mobile Area Waste Water Generators 



Oracle Arena 



(21 events) 
333 2,242 0.0023 21 122 - 



Mission Bay Event Center 



(47 games and 161 



events) 



748 16,741 0.014 136 23 



106 



GSW Office Space 74 104 0.00047 4.6 0.66 



Parking and Loading 446 - 0.0090 - - 



Credit due to Energy 



Efficiency 
-646 - - - - - 



Credit due to Trip Linking - -1,362 - - - - 



Sub-Total 956 17,726 0.026 162 145 106 



Total 19,095      



 



The GHG emissions from energy use and mobile sources associated with the Project were 



evaluated at full build-out between 2017 and 2035. Credits due to energy efficiency and trip 



linking are also calculated for these years, as discussed below. 



ENVIRON calculated the Project emissions using largely the same methodology as described in 



Section 2. There are additional sources of GHG emissions in the Project, namely stationary 



sources, which are discussed in Section 3.6. 



Detailed calculations for Project emissions are in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions 



Calculations of the Application. 



3.1. Energy 



The energy emissions estimates consider emissions from two processes, electricity generation 



and natural gas combustion. 
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Project emissions from electricity are the sum of the emissions from the new event center, the 



GSW office space, and the Oracle Arena. Though the Oracle Arena will no longer host GSW 



games, it is assumed that approximately 50% of the non-game events will still occur at the 



Oracle Arena, or 24% of a typical year’s game and non-game events will still occur at the Oracle 



Arena. Thus, emissions calculations for the remaining non-game events at Oracle Arena use a 



24% scaling factor to account for this reduction in number of events. An emission reduction from 



the electricity use of the Office Tower is also applied; this is discussed further below. 



3.1.1. Electricity 



The GHG emission factors for electricity use change over time due to the California Renewable 



Portfolio Standard (RPS), a program designed to meet statewide GHG reduction targets. The 



RPS requires grid electricity to come from 33% renewable sources by 2020. ENVIRON used 



emission factors for 2017 through 2020 for electricity from the PG&E report “Greenhouse Gas 



Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers.”8 The PG&E emission factors for electricity 



production range between 0.158 and 0.131 MT CO2e/MWh between 2017 and 2020. 



SSR, Sustainable Design and LEED consultants to the GSW, provided the electricity demand 



for the Event Center. Emissions from arena electricity use are the product of the energy demand 



rate and the GHG emission factor. 



Emissions from electricity use at the Oracle Arena were calculated using the same methods 



described in Section 2; however, annual electricity use was scaled down to 24% of the existing 



arena. This scaling accounts for the percentage of total events that will continue to occur at the 



Oracle Arena. 



Finally, the proposed office towers of the Project will generate lower GHG emissions due to 



greater building energy efficiency associated with the LEED Gold certification when compared 



to a similarly sized office buildings that are code-compliant. Emission reduction credits from the 



office electricity use are calculated by subtracting the code-compliant office energy emissions 



from the immediately adjacent office energy emissions. Code-compliant office energy emissions 



were calculated in CalEEMod® assuming 2013 Title 24 standards. Immediately adjacent office 



energy emissions were calculated by multiplying the annual electricity use by the PG&E 



emission factor. 



3.1.2. Natural Gas 



As was done in the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters calculations, emission 



factors for CO2, CH4, and N2O from natural gas combustion were taken from CalEEMod® 



defaults. SSR, Sustainable Design and LEED consultants to the GSW, provided the natural gas 



demand for the Event Center. Emissions from the Event Center and GSW office space natural 



gas use are the product of the natural gas demand rate and the GHG emission factor. 



                                                 
8 Pacific Gas and Electric Company. 2013. Greenhouse Gas Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers.  



April. Available online at  



http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/environment/calculator/pge_ghg_emission_factor_info_sheet.pdf. 





http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/environment/calculator/pge_ghg_emission_factor_info_sheet.pdf
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Finally, emissions from natural gas use at the Oracle Arena were calculated using the same 



methods described in Section 2; however, annual natural gas use was scaled down by 24%. 



This scaling accounts for the percentage of total events that will continue to occur at the Oracle 



Arena. 



3.2. Mobile 



Mobile source emissions for the Project are based on daily vehicle trip data provided by 



Adavant Consulting, the traffic consultant for the Project. One-way vehicle trips are provided 



separately at the Mission Bay Event Center for weekdays and weekends, and for various event 



scenarios: no events, basketball game event, and convention event. ENVIRON assumed the 



number of home games (assumed to be the same as the 2013-2014 season, 47) are distributed 



evenly between weekdays and weekends over a year. Trip generation associated with 45 



concerts and 55 family shows distributed throughout the year is approximated by the basketball 



event scenario (assumes 55 events occur on weekends and 45 occur on weekdays). 61 



convention events in a year are assumed to occur on weekdays, while the remaining days (157) 



are assumed to be “no event” days.  



The one-way trip length to the Event Center is conservatively assumed to be 25.2 miles, which 



is based on addresses of GSW season ticket holders. The average length of a trip to the GSW 



office, 8 miles, is the average CalEEMod default value for offices. 



Oracle Arena trips to account for non-game events that will still take place at that arena are 



calculated similarly to the calculations described in Section 2; however, a 50% scaling factor is 



applied to the spectator, vendor, and event staff trips to account for 50% of the non-game 



events (or 24% of total events) that will take place there. 



CO2 emission factors are from ARB's Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB900 



Projects. The emissions for each event scenario are the product of vehicle trips per year, trip 



length, and weighted CO2 emission factor. 



Finally, the retail trips associated with the Project will result in lower GHG emissions due to 



internal trip capture when compared to trips generated by retail use of the same size that is not 



immediately adjacent to an event center. Emission reduction credits from retail trip linking are 



calculated by determining the difference in retail trips with and without internal trip capture. The 



difference can be seen in the Adavant Consulting traffic data for no event days versus event 



days. Emission credits were calculated by multiplying the annual reduction in vehicle miles 



traveled (VMT) due to internal trip capture and the CO2 emission factor. 



3.3. Waste 



Emissions from the transport and processing of solid waste were calculated using solid waste 



generation rates were obtained from the Sacramento Entertainment and Sports Center & 



Related Development Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the event center, GSW offices, 



and untransferred events at the existing Oracle Arena, as cited in the November 2014 NOP. 



Waste emissions were calculated using the same methods described in Section 2. A scaling 



factor of 24% was applied to waste emissions from the existing Oracle Arena to account for 



reduction in number of events. 
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3.4. Water 



As in the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters calculations, emissions are estimated 



from the energy use associated with the supply, treatment, and distribution of water, as well as 



wastewater treatment. The emission factor described in the calculation methodology in Section 



2 was also used for this Project calculation. 



Project water use includes event center and GSW office water use, water used for landscaping, 



and facility washdown and cleaning; these usage rates were provided by the Project Water 



Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014. Water use emissions also include those from 



the existing Oracle arena, scaled to 24% of the original value to include only untransferred 



events. 



Emissions from water use are the product of the water use rate for each of the components 



described above and the emission factor. 



3.5. Area Sources 



The Project includes area sources such as architectural coatings and landscaping equipment. 



GHG emissions from area sources were estimated using CalEEMod® based on the type and 



size of land uses associated with the Oracle Arena and the GSW Oakland Headquarters. 



3.6. Stationary Sources 



Operation of standby emergency engines will result in direct emissions of GHGs. The Project 



includes the installation of two 1,500 kW diesel generators at the arena. Emissions are 



calculated as a product of engine horsepower, a CO2 emission factor of 526 g/hp-hr based on 



AP-42 for large stationary diesel engines, and a limit of 50 hours of operation for routine 



maintenance and testing by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD). 
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4. One-Time Emissions 



The one-time emissions from Project construction are shown in Table 6. Project construction will 



span 24 months, with total GHG emissions summing to 10,066 MT CO2e. Detailed calculations 



for the one-time emissions due to construction are in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions 



Calculations of the Application. 



Table 6: Construction Emissions 



Emission Source 
GHG Emissions [MT CO2e/yr] 



Year 1 Year 2 Total 



Offroad Equipment 3,997 1,358 5,355 



Construction Trips 2,355 2,355 4,711 



Total by Year 6,352 3,714 10,066 



 



4.1. Construction 



Greenhouse gas emissions from construction of the Project include emissions from offroad 



equipment and construction trips. Construction phasing was provided by the Project 



construction contractor. 



4.1.1. Offroad Equipment 



Project-specific construction equipment inventories that include details on the type, quantity, 



construction schedule, and hours of operation anticipated for each piece of equipment for each 



construction phase were provided by the GSW Construction Team, as shown in Table 3: 



Construction Equipment List in Exhibit H of the Application. ENVIRON estimated GHG 



emissions from construction equipment using methodologies consistent with CalEEMod®. 



Specifically, emissions are the product of the equipment horsepower, total hours of operation, 



load factor, and CO2 emission factor. 



4.1.2. Construction Trips 



GHG emissions from on-road construction trips were calculated using the total number of truck 



and worker trips provided by the GSW Construction Team, as shown in Table 5: Project 



Construction Trip Estimates in Exhibit H of the Application, and emission factors from ARB’s 



EMission FACtor model (EMFAC2011) model. For haul trucks, a 20-mile one-way trip length 



was used, based on CalEEMod® default truck trip lengths, and for vendor trucks a 7.3-mile trip 



length was used, based on the regional default vendor trip length from CalEEMod®. For worker 



trips, the regional default trip length of 12.4 miles from CalEEMod® was used. The CO2 emission 



factors were generated with the current version of the EMFAC2011, released on September 30, 



2011, and updated in January 2013. The model includes updated information on California’s car 



and truck fleets and travel activity. Emissions reported by the model were converted to units of 



grams of pollutant emitted per vehicle mile traveled (VMT) using the daily VMT for running 



emissions, or grams of pollutant emitted per trip for idling and starting emissions. 
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5. Comparison of Project to Oracle Arena and GSW 
Headquarters Emissions 



The comparison of the Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters emissions and Project emissions 



between 2017 and 2035 is shown in Table 7. In 2017, Project emissions exceed Oracle Arena 



and GSW Headquarters emissions by 4,099 MT CO2e/year, but by 2035, with anticipated 



reductions from the RPS, Advanced Clean Cars (ACC), and fleet turnover, Project emissions 



are only 2,923 MT CO2e/year above Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters emissions. 



The increase in Project emissions over the Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters is small when 



considering the increased area and expected utilization of the Event Center. This represents a 



more efficient and sustainable Project given that the new Event Center will host more events on 



an annual basis and will allow spectators and residents to take advantage of nearby amenities 



and public transportation. 



Table 7. Comparison of GHG Emissions between Oracle Arena and GSW HQ versus the 
Event Center Project, 2017 - 2035 



GHG Emissions [MT 



CO2e/year]1 



Oracle 



Arena and 



GSW HQ 



Event Center 



Project 
Difference 



2017 15,034 19,133 4,099 



2018 14,780 18,813 4,032 



2019 14,527 18,493 3,966 



2020 14,253 18,139 3,886 



2021 14,049 17,854 3,805 



2022 13,815 17,529 3,714 



2023 13,553 17,163 3,611 



2024 13,348 16,879 3,530 



2025 13,086 16,513 3,427 



2026 12,881 16,228 3,347 



2027 12,677 15,944 3,267 



2028 12,502 15,700 3,198 



2029 12,356 15,497 3,140 



2030 12,210 15,293 3,083 



2031 12,093 15,131 3,037 



2032 12,006 15,009 3,003 



2033 11,918 14,887 2,968 



2034 11,860 14,806 2,946 



2035 11,802 14,724 2,923 
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While the Project emissions are higher than those at the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland 



Headquarters, the GSW are committing to purchase carbon credits to offset the difference in 



GHG emissions. 



5.1. Project Sustainability Commitments 



Even though the Project anticipated event count exceeds those at the Oracle Arena by over 100 



events per year, and square footage is increased by 50%, emissions are reduced by 15% per 



square foot in 2017. This is in no small part due to aggressive energy and transportation 



efficiency efforts taken by the GSW. 



The Project will increase transportation efficiency by at least 10% compared to similar projects. 



The Project location, in close proximity to Muni Metro (adjacent to UCSF/Mission Bay Station) 



and Caltrain (0.7 miles to San Francisco Station), allows it to reduce on-road vehicle trips by 



making public transit an attractive option. The Central Subway Project will further improve public 



transit in the area by providing connections to downtown San Francisco with light-rail stops in 



South of Market, Yerba Buena, Union Square, and Chinatown. These transit centers connect 



the Project to the Peninsula (via bus, BART, and Caltrain), the North Bay (via bus and ferry), the 



East Bay (via bus, BART, and ferry), and San Francisco (via bus, Muni Metro, and BART). 



Exhibit C to Application provides more detail on the Project transportation efficiency. 



The new Event Center will increase energy efficiency to exceed the 2013 Title 24 building 



standards. This commitment allows the Project to achieve LEED Gold certification through a 



combination of design features and operational measures. 



5.2. Project GHG Reduction Strategies 



The GSW commit to purchasing GHG credits so there are no net additional GHG emissions 



associated with the Project. By purchasing offsets, the GSW will help the State achieve its GHG 



reduction targets under Assembly Bill 32 (AB32)  











 



   



Exhibit H 



Greenhouse Gas Emissions Calculations 
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Abbreviations for Construction Emission Calculations:
ARB California Air Resources Board



CalEEMod California Emissions Estimator Model



CO2 Carbon dioxide



CO2e Carbon dioxide equivalent



DSL Diesel



GAS Gasoline



GHG Greenhouse gases



GSW Golden State Warriors



HHDT Heavy-Heavy Duty Trucks



HP Horsepower



LDA Light-Duty Auto



LDT Light-Duty Trucks



LF Load factor



MHDT Medium-Heavy Duty Trucks



MT Metric Ton
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Golden State Warriors Event Center
Table 1. Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions



Year 1 Year 2 Total
Offroad Equipment2 3,997 1,358 5,355
Construction Trips3 2,355 2,355 4,711
Total by Year 6,352 3,714 10,066



Notes:



References:
California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2011. EMFAC2011.
ARB. 2011. OFFROAD 2011.



GHG Emissions [MT CO2e/yr]1
Emission Source



3. Emissions from construction trips are conservatively based on  2015 emission factors from 
EMFAC2011, and are distributed evenly between 2015 and 2016.



2. Emissions based on construction phases provided by the Project construction contractor 
and emission factors from OFFROAD2011. 2015 emission factors were conservatively used 
to calculate emissions for the first twelve months of construction.



1. Emissions reflect construction of both the event center and the office towers.
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Table 2. Construction Phases



Phase Name Project Equipment at Site Equipment 
Quantity



Usage Hours 
per Workday



Equipment 
Start Month



Equipment End 
Month



Workdays per 
Week



Demolition/Mass Excavation Street Sweeper 2 7 1 10 5
Mass Excavation Large Excavator 3 7 1 3 5
Mass Excavation Scraper 3 7 1 3 5
Mass Excavation Wheel Loader 3 7 1 3 5
Mass Excavation Track Type Tractor Blde/Ripper 2 7 1 3 5



Rapid Impact Compaction Track type tractor with hammer 3 7 1 3 5
Pile Installation Drill Rig (for installation of Auger Cast piles) 4 7 2 4 5
Pile Installation Crawler Cranes 4 7 2 4 5
Pile Installation Large Forklifts 2 7 2 4 5
Pile Installation Bobcat or small excavators 4 7 2 4 5
Pile Installation Cutting and chopping saws 4 7 2 4 5



Shoring Cut off wall (CDSM) equipment 4 7 1 2 5
Shoring Drill Rig 2 7 2 4 5
Shoring Support Crane 2 7 2 4 5
Shoring Grout-mixing plant 2 7 2 4 5
Shoring Small Excavator 2 7 2 4 5



Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps 2 7 2 13 5
Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat 2 7 2 23 5
Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator 2 7 2 23 5
Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator 2 7 2 13 5
Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes 4 7 3 16 5
Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes 4 7 3 23 5
Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts 8 7 3 24 5
Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws 15 7 3 24 5
Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws 10 7 8 24 5
Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns 25 7 8 20 5
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Table 3. Construction Equipment List



Phase 
ID Phase Project Equipment OFFROAD Equipment HP OFFROAD 



HP Bin
Tier HP 



Bin LF Quantity Total 
Hours



Calendar 
Year



Construction 
Year Fuel



1 Demolition/Mass Excavation Street Sweeper Sweepers/Scrubbers 285 500 300 0.4556 2 3042 2015 1 Diesel
2 Mass Excavation Large Excavator Excavators 523 750 600 0.3819 3 1369 2015 1 Diesel
2 Mass Excavation Scraper Scrapers 500 500 600 0.4824 3 1369 2015 1 Diesel
2 Mass Excavation Wheel Loader Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 211 250 300 0.3685 3 1369 2015 1 Diesel
2 Mass Excavation Track Type Tractor Blde/Ripper Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 150 175 175 0.3685 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
3 Rapid Impact Compaction Track type tractor with hammer Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 150 175 175 0.3685 3 1369 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Drill Rig (for installation of Auger Cast piles) Bore/Drill Rigs 1205 9999 2000 0.5025 4 1825 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Crawler Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 1825 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Large Forklifts Forklifts 93 120 120 0.201 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Bobcat or small excavators Rubber Tired Loaders 71 120 75 0.3618 4 1825 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Cutting and chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 4 1825 2015 1 Electric
5 Shoring Drill Rig Bore/Drill Rigs 150 175 175 0.5025 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
5 Shoring Support Crane Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
5 Shoring Grout-mixing plant Other Material Handling Equipment 20 50 25 0.3953 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
5 Shoring Small Excavator Excavators 71 120 75 0.3819 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
5 Shoring Cut off wall (CDSM) equipment Bore/Drill Rigs 150 175 175 0.5025 4 1217 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps Other Construction Equipment 480 500 600 0.4154 2 3346 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat Rubber Tired Loaders 71 120 75 0.3618 2 3346 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator Excavators 404 500 600 0.3819 2 3346 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator Excavators 523 750 600 0.3819 2 3346 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 6083 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 6083 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts Forklifts 93 120 120 0.201 8 12167 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 15 22813 2015 1 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 10 7604 2015 1 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 25 19010 2015 1 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps Other Construction Equipment 480 500 600 0.4154 2 304 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat Rubber Tired Loaders 71 120 75 0.3618 2 3346 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator Excavators 404 500 600 0.3819 2 3346 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator Excavators 523 750 600 0.3819 2 304 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 2433 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 6692 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts Forklifts 93 120 120 0.201 8 14600 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 15 27375 2016 2 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 10 18250 2016 2 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 25 30417 2016 2 Electric
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Table 4. Offroad Equipment Activities and Emissions



Construction 
Year Phase ID Phase Project Equipment OFFROAD Equipment Total Hours HP OFFROAD HP 



Bin
Tier HP 



Bin Fuel Emissions Units Pollutant



1 1 Demolition/Mass Excavation Street Sweeper Sweepers/Scrubbers 3042 285 500 300 Diesel 494,825 lb CO2
1 2 Mass Excavation Large Excavator Excavators 1369 523 750 600 Diesel 342,521 lb CO2
1 2 Mass Excavation Scraper Scrapers 1369 500 500 600 Diesel 413,631 lb CO2
1 2 Mass Excavation Track Type Tractor Blde/Ripper Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 913 150 175 175 Diesel 63,194 lb CO2
1 2 Mass Excavation Wheel Loader Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1369 211 250 300 Diesel 133,338 lb CO2
1 3 Rapid Impact Compaction Track type tractor with hammer Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1369 150 175 175 Diesel 94,790 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Bobcat or small excavators Rubber Tired Loaders 1825 71 120 75 Diesel 58,736 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Crawler Cranes Cranes 1825 530 750 600 Diesel 349,135 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Cutting and chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 1825 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Drill Rig (for installation of Auger Cast piles) Bore/Drill Rigs 1825 1205 9999 2000 Diesel 1,384,513 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Large Forklifts Forklifts 913 93 120 120 Diesel 21,371 lb CO2
1 5 Shoring Drill Rig Bore/Drill Rigs 913 150 175 175 Diesel 86,173 lb CO2
1 5 Shoring Grout-mixing plant Other Material Handling Equipment 913 20 50 25 Diesel 9,039 lb CO2
1 5 Shoring Small Excavator Excavators 913 71 120 75 Diesel 30,999 lb CO2
1 5 Shoring Support Crane Cranes 913 530 750 600 Diesel 174,567 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat Rubber Tired Loaders 3346 71 120 75 Diesel 107,682 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps Other Construction Equipment 3346 480 500 600 Diesel 835,840 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes Cranes 6083 530 750 600 Diesel 1,163,783 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 22813 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns Other Construction Equipment 19010 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts Forklifts 12167 93 120 120 Diesel 284,945 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator Excavators 3346 523 750 600 Diesel 837,272 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes Cranes 6083 530 750 600 Diesel 1,163,783 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator Excavators 3346 404 500 600 Diesel 646,765 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws Other Construction Equipment 7604 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat Rubber Tired Loaders 3346 71 120 75 Diesel 107,682 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps Other Construction Equipment 304 480 500 600 Diesel 75,985 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes Cranes 2433 530 750 600 Diesel 465,513 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 27375 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns Other Construction Equipment 30417 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts Forklifts 14600 93 120 120 Diesel 341,935 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator Excavators 304 523 750 600 Diesel 76,116 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes Cranes 6692 530 750 600 Diesel 1,280,161 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator Excavators 3346 404 500 600 Diesel 646,765 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws Other Construction Equipment 18250 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
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Table 5. Project Construction Trip Estimates



 Hauling 
Trips



 Vendor 
Trips



 Worker 
Trips



Entire Site
Demolition (Entire Site) 1 8 10 22 352 - 440
Excavation and Shoring (Entire Site) 3 300 25 66 39,600 - 3,300
Arena
Foundation & Below Grade 
Construction (Piles & Concrete) 6 20 100 131 - 5,240 26,200



Base Building 16 25 200 348 - 17,400 139,200
Exterior Finishing 10 25 50 218 - 10,900 21,800
Interior Finishing 18.5 30 150 402 - 24,120 120,600
Garage/Podium
Foundation & Below Grade 
Construction (Piles & Concrete) 6 20 50 131 - 5,240 13,100



Base Building 9 20 50 196 - 7,840 19,600
NW Tower
Base Building 8 15 40 174 - 5,220 13,920
Exterior Finishing 5 2 10 109 - 436 2,180
Interior Finishing 12 10 100 261 - 5,220 52,200
SW Tower
Base Building 8 15 40 174 - 5,220 13,920
Exterior Finishing 5 2 10 109 - 436 2,180
Interior Finishing 12 10 100 261 - 5,220 52,200
Entire Site
Street Improvements 5 10 40 109 - 2,180 8,720



39,952 94,672 489,560



Notes:
1. Proposed number of construction trucks and workers provided by Project Sponsor in a table titled "Summary of Construction Phases 
and Duration, and Daily Construction Trucks and Workers by Phase," dated 11/25/2014.



Total Construction Trips



Total One-Way TripsNumber 
of Work 



Days
Phase Duration 



[months]



Average Number of 
Daily Construction 



Trucks1



Average Number of 
Daily Construction 



Workers1
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Table 6. Onroad Equipment Activities, Emission Factors and Emissions



Emission 
Factor2 



[g/mile]



Emissions 
[lb]



Emission 
Factor3 



[g/hr-
vehicle]



Emissions 
[lb]



Emission 
Factor2 



[g/one-way 
trip]



Emissions 
[lb]



2015 Worker LDA GAS 50% 489,560 12.4 319 2,131,413 0 0 65 34,846



2015 Worker LDT1 GAS 25% 489,560 12.4 380 1,272,229 0 0 76 20,463



2015 Worker LDT2 GAS 25% 489,560 12.4 458 1,531,579 0 0 91 24,623



2015 Vendor T6 DSL 50% 94,672 7.3 1,155 879,662 7,308 63,551 0 0



2015 Vendor T7 DSL 50% 94,672 7.3 1,711 1,303,415 6,854 59,609 0 0



2015 Hauling T7 DSL 100% 39,952 20 1,711 3,013,955 6,854 50,311 0 0



Notes:



3. Idling exhaust emission factors are based on EMFAC2011 Idling Emission Rates (ARB 2012). Idling is assumed to occur for 5 minutes per one-way trip.



References:
California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2011. EMFAC2011.
ARB. 2012. EMFAC2011 Idling Emission Rates. Available online at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/emfac2011_idling_emission_rates.xlsx



2. Running exhaust and starting exhaust emission factors are based on EMFAC2011 for San Francisco County. 



Running Exhaust Idling Exhaust Starting Exhaust



1. CalEEMod default vehicle mix of light-duty auto (LDA), light-duty truck type 1 (LDT1), and light-duty truck type 2 (LDT2) for worker trips; mix of medium heavy-duty 
vehicles (MHDT or T6) and heavy heavy-duty trucks (HHDT or T7) for vendor trips; and all HHDT for hauling trips.



Site
Emission 



Factor 
Year



Trip Type1 Vehicle 
Type1



Mission 
Bay



CO2 Emission Factor and Emissions



Fuel
% of 



Fleet1
Total One-
way Trips



One-way 
Trip 



Length
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Abbreviations for Operational Emission Calculations:
AB Assembly Bill
ANDOC Anaerobically Degradable Carbon
ARB (California) Air Resources Board
AWWA American Water Works Association
CalEEMod California Emissions Estimator Model
CEC California Energy Commission
CFR Code of Federal Regulations
CH4 Methane
CO2 Carbon dioxide
CO2e Carbon dioxide equivalent
EF Emission factor
EIR Environmental Impact Report
GHG Greenhouse gases
GSF Gross square feet
GSW Golden State Warriors
HQ Headquarters
IPCC Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
kBTU Thousand British Thermal Units
KSF Thousand square feet
LDA Light-Duty Auto
LDT Light-Duty Trucks
LHD Light-Heavy Duty (Trucks)
MCY Motorcycles
MDV Medium-Duty Trucks
MMBtu Million British Thermal Units
MT Metric Ton
MWh Megawatt-hour
N2O Nitrous oxide
NOP Notice of Preparation
OBUS Other Buses
PG&E Pacific Gas and Electric Company
SF Square feet
SOV Single Occupancy Vehicle
USEPA United States Environmental Protection Agency
VMT Vehicle Miles Traveled
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Golden State Warriors Event Center
Operational GHG Emissions Summary



Table 1. Project Description



Element



First Operational Year 
Considered
Oracle Arena



GSW Games
1



Non-game Events
2



Mission Bay Event Center
GSW Games



1



Non-game Events
3



GSW Headquarters



Table 2. Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters 2017 GHG Emissions



Energy Mobile Area1 Waste Water Generators
Oracle Arena



(47 games and 42 events) 1,413 12,388 91 517 -



GSW Headquarters 258 365 2 1 -
Sub-Total 1,671 12,753 0.010 92 518 -



Total 15,034



Table 3. Event Center Project 2017 GHG Emissions



Energy Mobile Area4 Waste Water Generators
Oracle Arena
(21 events) 333 2,280 0.010 21 122 -



Mission Bay Event Center
(47 games and 161 events) 748 16,741 0.014 136 23



GSW Headquarters 74 104 4.7E-04 4.6 0.66
Parking and Loading4 446 - 0.0090 - -
Credit due to Energy 



Efficiency -646 - - - - -



Credit due to Trip Linking - -1,362 - - - -
Sub-Total 956 17,764 0.033 162 145 106



Total 19,133



Notes:



106



GHG Emissions [MT 
CO2e/year]



Emission Source



0.010



GHG Emissions
[MT CO2e/year]



Emission Source



4. GHG emissions from parking and area sources are based on CalEEMod runs. Emission calculations for other sources can be 
found in subsequent tables.



1. Number of GSW games in both scenarios is based on the 2013-2014 season. Averages for the previous years were skewed by 
the 2011 NBA lockout.



Event Center ProjectOracle Arena and GSW 
Oakland Headquarters



2017 2017



100%, 47 games No games
500 KSF 500 KSF



3. Number of non-game events at Mission Bay Event Center is based on the Notice of Preparation dated 11/19/2014.



Oakland Mission Bay, 25 KSF



100%, 42 events 50%, 21 events



- 100%, 161 events



- 750 KSF
- 100%, 47 games



2. Number of non-game events at Oracle Arena is based on the schedule from recent years. In the Event Center Project scenario, 
half of the non-game events are assumed to remain at Oracle Arena while the other half are transferred to the Mission Bay Event 
Center.
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Operational GHG Emissions Summary



Table 4. Annual Energy Emissions, Mobile Emissions, and Credits



Energy Mobile Energy Mobile
Credit due to 



Energy 
Efficiency



Credit due to 
Trip Linking



2017 1,671 12,753 1,602 19,125 -646 -1,362
2018 1,621 12,549 1,559 18,819 -639 -1,340
2019 1,572 12,344 1,517 18,512 -632 -1,318
2020 1,532 12,111 1,483 18,162 -627 -1,293
2021 1,532 11,907 1,483 17,856 -627 -1,271
2022 1,532 11,673 1,483 17,506 -627 -1,246
2023 1,532 11,411 1,483 17,112 -627 -1,218
2024 1,532 11,206 1,483 16,806 -627 -1,196
2025 1,532 10,944 1,483 16,412 -627 -1,168
2026 1,532 10,739 1,483 16,105 -627 -1,147
2027 1,532 10,535 1,483 15,799 -627 -1,125
2028 1,532 10,360 1,483 15,536 -627 -1,106
2029 1,532 10,214 1,483 15,318 -627 -1,090
2030 1,532 10,068 1,483 15,099 -627 -1,075
2031 1,532 9,951 1,483 14,924 -627 -1,062
2032 1,532 9,864 1,483 14,792 -627 -1,053
2033 1,532 9,776 1,483 14,661 -627 -1,044
2034 1,532 9,718 1,483 14,574 -627 -1,037
2035 1,532 9,660 1,483 14,486 -627 -1,031



Table 5. Annual Operational Emissions



2017 15,034 19,133 4,099
2018 14,780 18,813 4,032
2019 14,527 18,493 3,966
2020 14,253 18,139 3,886
2021 14,049 17,854 3,805
2022 13,815 17,529 3,714
2023 13,553 17,163 3,611
2024 13,348 16,879 3,530
2025 13,086 16,513 3,427
2026 12,881 16,228 3,347
2027 12,677 15,944 3,267
2028 12,502 15,700 3,198
2029 12,356 15,497 3,140
2030 12,210 15,293 3,083
2031 12,093 15,131 3,037
2032 12,006 15,009 3,003
2033 11,918 14,887 2,968
2034 11,860 14,806 2,946
2035 11,802 14,724 2,923



Notes:
1. GHG emissions reflect all source categories including energy, mobile, area, waste, water, and generators. Emissions from all 
sources except energy and mobile are assumed to remain constant in future years.



GHG Emissions [MT 
CO2e/year]1



Event Center Project



Oracle Arena 
and GSW HQ



Event Center 
Project Difference



GHG Emissions [MT 
CO2e/year]



Oracle Arena and GSW HQ
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Energy Use GHG Emision Estimates
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Energy Use GHG Emissions Estimates



Determination of Emission Factors



Global Warming Potentials (IPCC 1995)
CH4 Global Warming Potential 21
N2O Global Warming Potential 310



Electricity Use Emission Factor



N2O Emission 
Factor2



[lb N2O/MWh] [lb CO2e/MWh] [MT CO2e/MWh]
2017 352 0.159
2018 331 0.150
2019 310 0.140
2020 293 0.133



Natural Gas Use Emission Factor2



Natural Gas CO2 Emission Factor 117.6 lb CO2/MMBtu
CH4 Emission Factor 0.0023 lb CH4/MMBtu
N2O Emission Factor 0.0022 lb N2O/MMBtu
Weighted Greenhouse Gas Emission Factor 118.4 lb CO2e/MMBtu



0.0054 MT CO2e/therm



Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland HQ GHG Emission Calculations



Energy Use Calculations



Annual Electricity 
Use4



Natural Gas Use 
Rate3



Annual Natural 
Gas Use4



[MWh/yr] [kBTU/sq ft-yr] [therm/yr]
Oracle Arena 4,325 27.0 134,800
GSW Headquarters 875 - 22,000



Annual Emission Calculations



Electricity Total Electricity Natural Gas Total
2017 690 1,413 140 118 258
2018 648 1,372 131 118 249
2019 607 1,331 123 118 241
2020 574 1,298 116 118 234



Notes:
1. Based on PG&E 2013.
2. Based on CalEEMod.



4. GSW Headquarters electricity and natural gas use based on actual receipts.



307
290



0.029



Venue
Area Electricity Use Rate3



[sq ft] [kWh/sq ft-yr]



GSW Headquarters Emissions [MT/yr]



Natural Gas



Weighted Greenhouse Gas 
Emission Factor



724
724



500,000 8.7
--



0.00617



PG&E Electricity CO2 



Emission Factor1 CH4 Emission Factor2



[lb CO2/MWh] [lb CH4/MWh]
349
328



724
724



Year



3. Based on historical CalEEMod energy intensities for the Arena land use, which reflect 2005 Title 24 standards.



Year
Oracle Arena Emissions [MT/yr]
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Energy Use GHG Emissions Estimates



Project GHG Emission Calculations



Electricity Use Emissions Calculations



Annual 
Electricity Use



[MWh/yr]
Event Center1 750,000 sq ft - 3,109
GSW Office2 25,000 sq ft 12.8 kWh/sq ft-yr - 320
Oracle Arena (scaled)3 500,000 sq ft 8.7 kWh/sq ft-yr 24% 1,021



Natural Gas Use Emissions Calculations



Annual Natural 
Gas Use



[therm/yr]
Event Center1 750,000 sq ft - 47,087
GSW Office2 25,000 sq ft 17.1 kBTU/sq ft-yr - 4,263
Oracle Arena (scaled)3 500,000 sq ft 27.0 kBTU/sq ft-yr 24% 31,807



Annual Emission Calculations



Electricity Electricity Natural Gas Electricity Natural Gas
2017 496 51 23 163 171
2018 466 48 23 153 171
2019 436 45 23 143 171
2020 412 42 23 135 171



Venue Area Natural Gas Use Rate Scaling 
Percentage



-



Year
Natural Gas



253
253
253
253



Event Center Emissions [MT/yr] GSW Office Emissions [MT/yr] Oracle Arena (Scaled) Emissions 
[MT/yr]



Scaling 
Percentage



-



Venue Area Electricity Use Rate
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Energy Use GHG Emissions Estimates



Office Tower Emission Reduction



Annual 
Electricity 



Use
[MWh/yr]



Office1 580,000 sq ft 6,695



Annual Emission Reduction at Office Towers



2017 -646
2018 -639
2019 -632
2020 -627



Notes:



References:



California Energy Commission. 2013. Impact Analysis. California’s 2013 Building Energy Efficiency Standards.
Available online at http://www.energy.ca.gov/2013publications/CEC-400-2013-008/CEC-400-2013-008.pdf?_sm_au_=iVVRz3FV2dMBFjr2



California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod). Available online at http://www.caleemod.com/



Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). 1995. Second Assessment Report.
Available at http://www.ipcc.ch/ipccreports/sar/wg_I/ipcc_sar_wg_I_full_report.pdf



Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). 2013. Greenhouse Gas Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers.
Available online at http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/environment/calculator/pge_ghg_emission_factor_info_sheet.pdf



Year



1. Annual energy use provided by SSR in the document titled "100% Schematic Design Sustainability Narrative." No natural gas 
consumption is expected at the office towers, which will use electric heating.



Project Office Energy 
Emissions [MT/yr]



1068
1004
940
888



1,714
1,643
1,572
1,515



4. Based on CalEEMod runs. Title 24 electricity and natural gas components were further reduced by 21.8% and 16.8%, 
respectively, to account for 2013 Standards (CEC 2013).



Venue Area



2. Based on default CalEEMod energy intensities for the arena land use. Title 24 components for electricity and natural gas were further 
reduced by 21.8% and 16.8%, respectively, to account for 2013 Standards (CEC 2013).



3. Oracle Arena will continue to operate without GSW games and with 50% of the baseline non-game events. Thus, the emissions were 
scaled by 24%, the percentage of all events that will continue to occur at the Oracle Arena. 



Emission Credit 
[MT/yr]



Code-Compliant 
Office Energy 



Emissions [MT/yr]4
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Mobile Source GHG Emision Estimates
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Mobile Source GHG Emissions Estimates



Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland HQ Vehicle Trips Calculation



Employee Commute/ Non-Commute Trips



Scenario Total Employees1 Total Driving 
Employees2 % SOV3 % Carpool3



Carpool 
Density 
[people/ 
vehicle]4



One-way 
Trips/



Roundtrip



Total Vehicle 
Trips per Day



Average 
operating 
days per 



year5



Total 
Vehicle 



Trips per 
Year



Oracle Arena Operations Employees 71 55 86% 14% 2 2 103 260 26,859
GSW Headquarters Employees 150 128 94% 6% 2 2 248 260 64,350



Notes:



4. A carpool density of two people per vehicle is assumed to be conservative.
5. Assumes 5 days per week for 52 weeks per year.



Spectator Trips



Scenario
Total Spectators Per 



Event1
Total Driving 
Spectators2 % SOV3 % Carpool3



Carpool 
Density 
[people/
vehicle]3



One-way 
Trips/



Roundtrip



Total Vehicle 
Trips per 



Event



Event Days 
per Year4



Total 
Vehicle 



Trips per 
Year



Oracle Arena Game Spectators 18,250 16,250 20% 80% 3 2 15,167 47 712,833
Oracle Arena Non-game Event Spectators 9,125 9,125 20% 80% 3 2 8,517 42 357,700



Notes:



3. The carpool assumptions are conservative in that 20% of the driving spectators would drive alone, while the remaining 80% would carpool at a density of 3 people per vehicle.
4. Number of GSW games is based on the 2013-2014 season and number of non-game events is based on four-year averages (2010-2013).



Vendor and Event Staff Trips



Scenario Total Staff Per Event1 Total Driving Staff2 % SOV3 % Carpool3
Carpool 
Density 
[people/ 
vehicle]4



One-way 
Trips/



Roundtrip



Total Vehicle 
Trips per 



Event



Event Days 
per Year5



Total 
Vehicle 



Trips per 
Year



Oracle Arena Game Event Staff 1,013 791 86% 14% 2 2 1,474 47 69,274
Oracle Arena Non-game Event Staff 645 504 86% 14% 2 2 939 42 39,419



Notes:
1. Actual numbers of game event and non-game event staff were used.



4. The minimum carpool density of two people per vehicle is assumed.
4. Number of GSW games is based on the 2013-2014 season and number of non-game events is based on recent years (2010-2013).



3. Oracle Arena employees SOV and carpool rates from Bay Area Census data. GSW Headquarters SOV and carpool rates from Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.



2. A 78.1% driving rate was assumed for the vendor and event staff according to the most recent Bay Area Census data (http://www.bayareacensus.ca.gov/bayarea.htm). 
GSW employees who drive based on a 85% driving rate according to Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.
3. SOV and carpool rates from Bay Area Census data.



1. Actual number of Oracle Arena Operations employees was used. Number of existing GSW employees at the Oakland headquarters is based on the Project Notice of Preparation dated 11/19/2014.



2. A 78.1% driving rate was assumed for the Oracle Arena employees according to the most recent Bay Area Census data (http://www.bayareacensus.ca.gov/bayarea.htm). GSW employees who drive 
based on a 85% driving rate according to Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.



1. Average spectator count and transit riders from Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW. 
2. Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW, estimated that 2,000 of the total spectators take public transit or taxis per event.
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Mobile Source GHG Emissions Estimates



Oracle Arena and GSW HQ GHG Emission Calculations



Trip Type Scenario Total Vehicle Trips 
per Year



Trip Length 
[mile]



Total VMT 
[mile/year]



Oracle Arena operations 
employees 26,859 9.5 255,163



GSW Headquarters 64,350 9.5 611,325
Oracle Arena operations 
employees 26,859 3 80,578



GSW Headquarters 64,350 3 193,050
Oracle Arena game 
spectators 712,833 25 17,963,400



Oracle Arena non-game 
event spectators 357,700 25 9,014,040



Oracle Arena game 
vendors and event staff 69,274 9.5 658,103



Oracle Arena non-game 
event vendors and event 
staff



39,419 9.5 374,479



Opposing Team Bus Trips5,6 Oracle Arena Opposing 
Team Bus trips 141 18 2,468



Delivery Trips7,8 GSW Headquarters 4,160 7.3 30,368
28,348,231



834,743



Arena GSW HQ Total
2017 437 12,388 365 12,753
2018 430 12,190 359 12,549
2019 423 11,991 353 12,344
2020 415 11,765 346 12,111
2021 408 11,566 341 11,907
2022 400 11,339 334 11,673
2023 391 11,084 326 11,411
2024 384 10,886 321 11,206
2025 375 10,631 313 10,944
2026 368 10,432 307 10,739
2027 361 10,234 301 10,535
2028 355 10,064 296 10,360
2029 350 9,922 292 10,214
2030 345 9,780 288 10,068
2031 341 9,667 285 9,951
2032 338 9,582 282 9,864
2033 335 9,497 280 9,776
2034 333 9,440 278 9,718
2035 331 9,383 276 9,660



Notes:



5. Annual vehicle trips based on 1.5 bus trips per game, 2 trips per round trip and 47 events per year. Count of opposing team bus trips from Ben Draa, Senior Financial 
Analyst, GSW.
6. Trip length is the driving distance from Union Square, San Francisco, where the Opposing Team is assumed to stay, to Oracle Arena.



1. CalEEMod Default Trip Length for Commercial-Worker trips in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin.
2. Non-commute trips are assumed to have a trip length of 3 miles.



Vendor and Event Staff Trips1,4



9. From ARB's Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB 900 Projects.



7. Annual vehicle trips based on a daily delivery count of 8 from Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW. Assume 5 days per week for 52 weeks per year.
8. CalEEMod Default Trip Length for Commercial-Nonwork trips in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin.



Total Oracle Arena VMT [miles/year]
Total GSW Office VMT [miles/year]



Year
Emission Factor 



[g/mile]9



Spectator Trips3



Employee Commute Trips1



Employee Non-Commute Trips2



Emissions [MT/yr]



3. Trip length is an estimation based on season ticket holder addresses. Season ticket holders account for approximately 60% of seating at Warrior games.
4. Annual vehicle trips based on number of vendors at each event and total number of event days per year.
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Mobile Source GHG Emissions Estimates



Project GHG Emission Calculations



Event Center GSW Office Event Center GSW Office Event Center GSW Office
Basketball Event Days 8,715 21 23 5,051,214 3,883
Concert Event Days 8,715 21 55 12,078,990 9,285
No Event Days 55 21 26 36,036 4,389
Basketball Event Days 8,589 105 24 5,194,627 20,233
Concert Event Days 8,589 105 45 9,739,926 37,938
Convention Event Days 3,921 105 61 6,027,361 51,427
No Event Days 55 105 131 181,566 110,441



38,309,720 237,595



Trip Type4 Scenario Total Vehicle Trips 
per Year4



Trip Length 
[mile]4 Scaling %5 Total VMT 



[mile/year]



Employee Commute Trips Oracle Arena operations 
employees 26,859 9.5 - 255,163



Employee Non-Commute Trips Oracle Arena operations 
employees 26,859 3 - 80,578



Spectator Trips Oracle Arena non-game 
event spectators 357,700 25 50% 4,507,020



Vendor and Event Staff Trips
Oracle Arena non-game 
event vendors and event 
staff



39,419 9.5 50% 374,479



5,217,240



Arena GSW Office Oracle Arena 
(scaled) Total



2017 437 16,741 104 2,280 19,125
2018 430 16,473 102 2,243 18,819
2019 423 16,205 101 2,207 18,512
2020 415 15,899 99 2,165 18,162
2021 408 15,630 97 2,129 17,856
2022 400 15,324 95 2,087 17,506
2023 391 14,979 93 2,040 17,112
2024 384 14,711 91 2,003 16,806
2025 375 14,366 89 1,956 16,412
2026 368 14,098 87 1,920 16,105
2027 361 13,830 86 1,883 15,799
2028 355 13,600 84 1,852 15,536
2029 350 13,408 83 1,826 15,318
2030 345 13,217 82 1,800 15,099
2031 341 13,064 81 1,779 14,924
2032 338 12,949 80 1,763 14,792
2033 335 12,834 80 1,748 14,661
2034 333 12,757 79 1,737 14,574
2035 331 12,681 79 1,727 14,486



Notes:
1. Daily vehicle trips provided by Adavant Consulting. GSW office trips are based on values for total office space scaled by GSW office square footage.
2. ENVIRON conservatively assumed daily concert vehicle trips to be the same as daily basketball event trips.



Mission Bay, Weekend Trips



Trip Type



3. It is assumed that half of the games will take place on weekends. Vehicle generation associated with all concert and family show events is approximated by concert trips, 
while the other 61 events are assumed to be convention events on weekdays.



Emission Factor 
[g/mile]6Year



Scenario
Days Per 



Year3
Daily One-way Vehicle Trips1,2 Total VMT [mile/yr]



Total Oracle Arena VMT [miles/year]



Trip Length [mile]4



25 8.0



Total Annual VMT [mile/year]



Mission Bay, Weekday Trips



Emissions [MT/yr]



5. Oracle Arena will continue to operate without GSW games and with 50% of the baseline non-game events. Thus, the VMT for non-game event trips was scaled by 50%.
4. For details on trip types and lengths, refer to Table Oracle Arena and GSW HQ GHG Emission Calculations above. 



6. From ARB's Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB 900 Projects.
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Mobile Source GHG Emissions Estimates



GHG Internal Trip Reduction



Retail with Internal 
Trip Capture



Retail without 
Internal Trip 



Capture
Basketball Event Days 3,106 5,313 23 385,325
Concert Event Days 3,106 5,313 55 921,430
No Event Days 5,313 5,313 26 0
Basketball Event Days 2,560 4,393 24 333,942
Concert Event Days 2,560 4,393 45 626,141
Convention Event Days 2,560 4,393 61 848,769
No Event Days 4,393 4,393 131 0



Total Reduction in VMT [mile/year] 3,115,608



2017 437 -1,362
2018 430 -1,340
2019 423 -1,318
2020 415 -1,293
2021 408 -1,271
2022 400 -1,246
2023 391 -1,218
2024 384 -1,196
2025 375 -1,168
2026 368 -1,147
2027 361 -1,125
2028 355 -1,106
2029 350 -1,090
2030 345 -1,075
2031 341 -1,062
2032 338 -1,053
2033 335 -1,044
2034 333 -1,037
2035 331 -1,031



Notes:



References



Bay Area Census. 2013. Selected Census Data from the San Francisco Bay Area.
Available online at http://www.bayareacensus.ca.gov/bayarea.htm



California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2014. Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB 900 Projects. April.



California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2011. EMission FACtor Model (EMFAC2011).
Available online at www.arb.ca.gov/msei/modeling.htm



California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2011. LEV 3 Inventory Database Tool Version 9h.
Available online at http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/clean_cars/clean_cars_ab1085/lev3-inv-dbase_v9h.accdb



3. Average CalEEMod Trip Length of 7.6 miles for restaurant and shopping land uses in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin, weighted by square footage.



Days Per 
Year2



Daily One-way Vehicle Trips1



Trip Type Project Scenario



Year
Emission Factor 



[g/mile]4
Emission Credit 



[MT/yr]



Reduction in 
VMT [mile/yr]3



1. Daily vehicle trips for "Retail with Internal Trip Capture" provided by Adavant Consulting. "Event day" trips increased to equal "No Event Days" for "Retail without Internal 
Trip Capture" to account for the increase in retail trips that would occur if the Arena and retail were not colocated. 



Mission Bay, Weekend Trips



Mission Bay, Weekday Trips



4. From ARB's Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB 900 Projects.



2. It is assumed that half of the games will take place on weekends. Vehicle generation associated with all concert and family show events is approximated by concert trips, 
while the other 61 events are assumed to be convention events on weekdays.
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Solid Waste Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates
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Solid Waste Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates



Determination of Emission Factor



Calculate the amount of Anaerobically Degradable Carbon (ANDOC) In 1 metric ton (MT) of solid waste



Input Notes



ANDOC Content of Municipal Solid Waste 7.7% [1]



Total ANDOC in 1 MT waste 0.077 MT ANDOC/MT 
waste Calculated



Calculate the amount of uncaptured and unoxidized ANDOC in 1 MT waste



Input Notes
Captured Portion of Landfill Gas 85% [1]
Uncaptured Portion of Landfill Gas 15% [1]
Oxidized Portion of Carbon in the Landfill 
Cap 10% [1]



Unoxidized Portion of Carbon in the 
Landfill Cap 90% [1]



Uncaptured and unoxidized ANDOC 1.04E-02 MT ANDOC/MT 
waste Calculated



Calculate the amount of uncaptured and unoxidized ANDOC in 1 MT waste



Input Notes
Captured Portion of Landfill Gas 85% [1]
Uncaptured Portion of Landfill Gas 15% [1]
Controlled Portion of Captured Landfill 
Gas 99% [1]



Uncontrolled Portion of Captured Landfill 
Gas 1% [1]



Captured and uncontrolled ANDOC 6.55E-04 MT ANDOC/MT 
waste Calculated



Value



Value



Value
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Solid Waste Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates
Calculate methane (CH4) emissions from uncaptured and unoxidized, and captured and uncontrolled ANDOC in carbon dioxide equivalents (CO2e)



Input Notes



Total ANDOC available for release 1.10E-02 MT ANDOC/MT 
waste Calculated



Portion of Landfill Gas released as CH4 50% [1]
Portion of Landfill Gas released as CO2 50% [1]



100-year Global Warming Potential of CH4 21 g CO2e/g CH4 [2]



Molecular Weight for CH4 16.04 g/mol CH4 -
Molecular Weight for C 12.01 g/mol C -



CO2e Emission Factor 0.155
MT CO2e/MT 
waste -



Notes:
1. California Air Resources Board. 2012. Email between Webster Tasat of the California Air Resources Board and Catherine Mukai of ENVIRON, 20 November 2012.
2. Based on IPCC 1995.



Oracle Arena and GSW HQ Emission Calculations



CO2e EF Emissions
[MT CO2e/MT waste] [MT CO2e/yr]



Oracle Arena 1.29 tons/1000 sf-yr 0.155 91



Diversion 
Rate4 CO2e EF Emissions



[%] [MT CO2e/MT waste] [MT CO2e/yr]
GSW Headquarters 35% 0.155 2



Notes:



2. Waste generation from Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.
3. Average for Services - Business Services, from CalRecycle (http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/WasteChar/DispRate.htm).
4. Calculated diversion rate based on information provided by Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.



Use
[lb/cubic yard]



87



Mass of Waste 
Generated



[lb/year]
40,060



1. From the Notice of Preparation dated 11/19/2014. Based on factors used in the Sacramento Entertainment and Sports Center & Related Development EIR, 2013.



Value



93,000
[gallons/year]



Volume of Waste Generated2 Waste Density3



500,000



Solid Waste Generation
[tons/yr]



645



Use
Square Footage Solid Waste Generation 



Rate1[square feet]



25











Solid Waste Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates



Project Emission Calculations



CO2e EF Emissions



[MT CO2e/MT waste] [MT CO2e/yr]
Event Center 1.29 tons/1000 sf-yr - 136
GSW Office Space3 1 lb/100 sf-d - 5
Untransferred Events at Oracle Arena4 1.29 tons/1000 sf-yr 24% 21



Total Emissions: 162



Notes:



References:



Available online at http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/Publications/Documents/Disposal%5C34106006.pdf.



Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). 1995. Second Assessment Report.
Available at http://www.ipcc.ch/ipccreports/sar/wg_I/ipcc_sar_wg_I_full_report.pdf



CalRecycle. 2006. Waste Disposal and Diversion Findings for Selected Industry Groups. June.



Use



1. From the Notice of Preparation dated 11/19/2014.



Square Footage1



[square feet]
750,000



Solid Waste Generation 
Rate2



0.155



Scaling 
Percentage



500,000



Solid Waste 
Generation



[tons/yr]
968
3325,000



645



4. Oracle Arena will continue to operate without GSW games and with 50% of the baseline non-game events. Thus, the emissions were scaled by 24%, the percentage of all events 
that will continue to occur at the Oracle Arena. 



2. Based on factors used in the Sacramento Entertainment and Sports Center & Related Development EIR, 2013.
3. GSW office assumed to operate 260 days a year.
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Water Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates
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Water Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates



Determination of Emission Factor



Stage State Average (ton 
CO2/acre-foot)



Supply 0.6
Treatment 0.01
Distribution 0.1
Wastewater 0.1
End Use 1.7
Total 2.51
Total Excluding End Use 0.81



Conversion Factors
1 acre-foot = 325,851 gal
1 Mgal = 1,000,000 gal
1 MT CO2 = 1 MT CO2e



Emission factor for indirect GHG emissions from water: 2.255 MT CO2e/Mgal



Oracle Arena and GSW HQ Emission Calculations



Water Use Rate1 Area
Annual Water 



Use2
Emission 



Factor Emissions



[gal/1000 sq ft-yr] [sq ft] [Mgal/yr] [MT CO2e/Mgal] [MT CO2e/yr]
Oracle Arena 458,266 500,000 229 517
GSW Headquarters - - 0.465 1



Total Emissions: 518



Notes:
1. Based on data from the "Commercial and Institutional End Uses of Water" report (AWWA Research Foundation 2000).
2. GSW Headquarters water use based on information provided by Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW. 



Excerpt of Table A4-6 of Implementing a Public Goods Charge for Water, 2020 GHG emissions per acre-foot of urban water in 
California (p. 32 of 48 of pdf)



Venue



2.255
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Water Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates



Project Emission Calculations



Water Use Rate1 CO2e EF Emissions
[Mgal/yr] [MT CO2e/Mgal] [MT CO2e/yr]



Event Center (includes GSW office) 9.1 21
Landscape 0.54 1.2
Washdown & Facility Cleaning 0.76 1.7
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Water Use Rate2 Area Annual Water 
Use



Emission 
Factor Emissions



[gal/1000 sq ft-yr] [sq ft] [Mgal/yr] [MT CO2e/Mgal] [MT CO2e/yr]
Untransferred Events at Oracle Arena3 458,266 500,000 229 24% 2.255 122



Notes:
1. Based on Project Water Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014.
2. Based on data from the "Commercial and Institutional End Uses of Water" report (AWWA Research Foundation 2000).



References:
American Water Works Association Research Foundation. 2000. Commercial and Institutional End Uses of Water.



California Public Utilities Commission. 2010. Implementing a Public Goods Charge for Water
Available online at http://www.waterplan.water.ca.gov/docs/cwpu2009/0310final/v4c02a19_cwp2009.pdf



Project Component



Total Emissions: 



2.255



3. Oracle Arena will continue to operate without GSW games and with 50% of the baseline non-game events. Thus, the emissions were scaled by 
24%, the percentage of all events that will continue to occur at the Oracle Arena. 



Venue Scaling 
Percentage
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Generator GHG Emissions Estimates
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Generator GHG Emissions Estimates



Project Emission Calculations



Operation1
CO2 



Emission 
Factors2



CO2 



Emissions



[kW] [hp] [hr/yr] [g/bhp-hr] [MT/yr]
Mission Bay



Arena Standby Emergency 1,500 2,012 diesel 50 53
Arena Standby Emergency 1,500 2,012 diesel 50 53



Total Emissions: 106



Notes:



2. CO2 emission factor based on AP-42 (USEPA 1995).



References:



Available online at:  http://www.epa.gov/ttn/chief/ap42/ch03/final/c03s04.pdf



USEPA. 1995. AP 42, Volume I, Fifth Edition. §3.4. Large Stationary Diesel and All Stationary Dual-
Fuel Engines.  



1. Operation for routine maintenance and testing is conservatively assumed to be 50 hours per year, 
the maximum allowable by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District.



Location Size Fuel 
Type



526
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              CalEEMod Run Output
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Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on PG&E forecasting for Year 2017.



Land Use - Lot Acreage is CalEEMod default. ENVIRON did not modify lot acreage because it is only used for calculating construction emissions and the 
purpose of this run is to calculate area source emissions.



Architectural Coating - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Energy Use - 



Construction Phase - Construction emissions determined outside of CalEEMod



Off-road Equipment - 



San Francisco County, Annual



GSW No Project Arena



1.1 Land Usage



Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population



General Office Building 16.00 1000sqft 0.37 16,000.00 0



Arena 500.00 1000sqft 160.71 500,000.00 0



1.2 Other Project Characteristics



Urbanization



Climate Zone



Urban



5



Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)4.6 64



1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data



1.0 Project Characteristics



Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company



2017Operational Year



CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



349 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 5:08 PMPage 1 of 13
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2.0 Emissions Summary



2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Energy 0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8700e-
003



0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0000 1,392.257
4



1,392.257
4



0.0708 0.0247 1,401.412
3



Mobile 2.1489 1.2957 9.4179 4.5900e-
003



0.1603 0.0113 0.1715 0.0435 0.0104 0.0538 0.0000 344.7456 344.7456 0.0303 0.0000 345.3826



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 5.8137 0.0000 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 69.2339 195.5137 264.7476 7.1272 0.1713 467.5124



Total 4.5046 1.9411 9.9648 8.4600e-
003



0.1603 0.0603 0.2206 0.0435 0.0594 0.1029 75.0476 1,932.525
9



2,007.573
4



7.5720 0.1960 2,227.345
8



Unmitigated Operational



Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value



tblConstructionPhase NumDays 200.00 0.00



tblProjectCharacteristics CO2IntensityFactor 641.35 349



tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2014 2017



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Energy 0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8700e-
003



0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0000 1,392.257
4



1,392.257
4



0.0708 0.0247 1,401.412
3



Mobile 2.1489 1.2957 9.4179 4.5900e-
003



0.1603 0.0113 0.1715 0.0435 0.0104 0.0538 0.0000 344.7456 344.7456 0.0303 0.0000 345.3826



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 5.8137 0.0000 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 69.2339 195.5137 264.7476 7.1259 0.1710 467.4019



Total 4.5046 1.9411 9.9648 8.4600e-
003



0.1603 0.0603 0.2206 0.0435 0.0594 0.1029 75.0476 1,932.525
9



2,007.573
4



7.5707 0.1957 2,227.235
4



Mitigated Operational



3.0 Construction Detail



Construction Phase



Phase 
Number



Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week



Num Days Phase Description



1 Demolition Demolition 1/1/2015 12/31/2014 5 0



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.14 0.00



Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 2.1489 1.2957 9.4179 4.5900e-
003



0.1603 0.0113 0.1715 0.0435 0.0104 0.0538 0.0000 344.7456 344.7456 0.0303 0.0000 345.3826



Unmitigated 2.1489 1.2957 9.4179 4.5900e-
003



0.1603 0.0113 0.1715 0.0435 0.0104 0.0538 0.0000 344.7456 344.7456 0.0303 0.0000 345.3826



4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction



OffRoad Equipment



Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor



Trips and VMT



Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count



Worker Trip 
Number



Vendor Trip 
Number



Hauling Trip 
Number



Worker Trip 
Length



Vendor Trip 
Length



Hauling Trip 
Length



Worker Vehicle 
Class



Vendor 
Vehicle Class



Hauling 
Vehicle Class



Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating – sqft)



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0



Acres of Paving: 0
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4.2 Trip Summary Information



4.3 Trip Type Information



Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated



Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT



Arena 5,355.00 5,355.00 5355.00 105,043 105,043



General Office Building 176.16 37.92 15.68 318,998 318,998



Total 5,531.16 5,392.92 5,370.68 424,041 424,041



Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %



Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by



Arena 9.50 7.30 7.30 0.00 81.00 19.00 0.66 0.28 0.6



General Office Building 9.50 7.30 7.30 33.00 48.00 19.00 77 19 4



5.0 Energy Detail



5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy



4.4 Fleet Mix



LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH



0.627987 0.058543 0.149166 0.078755 0.026467 0.003331 0.026417 0.003903 0.003129 0.011009 0.010235 0.000550 0.000507



Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



NaturalGas 
Mitigated



0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8700e-
003



0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0000 702.5153 702.5153 0.0135 0.0129 706.7907



NaturalGas 
Unmitigated



0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8700e-
003



0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0000 702.5153 702.5153 0.0135 0.0129 706.7907



Electricity 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 689.7421 689.7421 0.0573 0.0119 694.6216



Electricity 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 689.7421 689.7421 0.0573 0.0119 694.6216



5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Arena 1.284e
+007



0.0692 0.6294 0.5287 3.7800e-
003



0.0478 0.0478 0.0478 0.0478 0.0000 685.1913 685.1913 0.0131 0.0126 689.3613



General Office 
Building



324640 1.7500e-
003



0.0159 0.0134 1.0000e-
004



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



0.0000 17.3240 17.3240 3.3000e-
004



3.2000e-
004



17.4295



Total 0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8800e-
003



0.0491 0.0491 0.0491 0.0491 0.0000 702.5153 702.5153 0.0135 0.0129 706.7907



Unmitigated
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Arena 1.284e
+007



0.0692 0.6294 0.5287 3.7800e-
003



0.0478 0.0478 0.0478 0.0478 0.0000 685.1913 685.1913 0.0131 0.0126 689.3613



General Office 
Building



324640 1.7500e-
003



0.0159 0.0134 1.0000e-
004



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



0.0000 17.3240 17.3240 3.3000e-
004



3.2000e-
004



17.4295



Total 0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8800e-
003



0.0491 0.0491 0.0491 0.0491 0.0000 702.5153 702.5153 0.0135 0.0129 706.7907



Mitigated



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Arena 4.135e
+006



654.5860 0.0544 0.0113 659.2168



General Office 
Building



222080 35.1561 2.9200e-
003



6.0000e-
004



35.4048



Total 689.7420 0.0573 0.0119 694.6216



Unmitigated
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



6.0 Area Detail



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Unmitigated 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Arena 4.135e
+006



654.5860 0.0544 0.0113 659.2168



General Office 
Building



222080 35.1561 2.9200e-
003



6.0000e-
004



35.4048



Total 689.7420 0.0573 0.0119 694.6216



Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail



6.2 Area by SubCategory



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.2691 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



2.0152 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 4.7000e-
004



5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Total 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Unmitigated



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.2691 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



2.0152 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 4.7000e-
004



5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Total 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Mitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category MT/yr



Unmitigated 264.7476 7.1272 0.1713 467.5124



Mitigated 264.7476 7.1259 0.1710 467.4019



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Arena 215.385 / 
13.748



260.4439 7.0343 0.1690 460.5603



General Office 
Building



2.84374 / 
1.74294



4.3038 0.0930 2.2500e-
003



6.9521



Total 264.7476 7.1272 0.1713 467.5124



Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Arena 215.385 / 
13.748



260.4439 7.0330 0.1688 460.4513



General Office 
Building



2.84374 / 
1.74294



4.3038 0.0929 2.2400e-
003



6.9506



Total 264.7476 7.1259 0.1710 467.4019



Mitigated



8.0 Waste Detail



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



MT/yr



 Mitigated 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



 Unmitigated 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Category/Year
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8.2 Waste by Land Use



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Arena 13.76 2.7932 0.1651 0.0000 6.2596



General Office 
Building



14.88 3.0205 0.1785 0.0000 6.7692



Total 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Unmitigated



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Arena 13.76 2.7932 0.1651 0.0000 6.2596



General Office 
Building



14.88 3.0205 0.1785 0.0000 6.7692



Total 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Mitigated



9.0 Operational Offroad



Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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10.0 Vegetation
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Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on PG&E forecasting for Year 2017



Land Use - Actual lot size is different than CalEEMod default acreage values but default values are used here since lot acreage only affects the construction 
equipment list, and construction emissions are calculated outside of CalEEMod.



Architectural Coating - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Energy Use - 'Title 24 eletricity and natural gas energy intensities have been adjusted for 2013 standards per CEC report: 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2013publications/CEC-400-2013-008/CEC-400-2013-008.pdf



Construction Phase - Construction emissions determined outside of CalEEMod



Off-road Equipment - 



San Francisco County, Annual



GSW Mission Bay Arena



1.1 Land Usage



Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population



Arena 750.00 1000sqft 241.07 750,000.00 0



1.2 Other Project Characteristics



Urbanization



Climate Zone



Urban



5



Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)4.6 64



1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data



1.0 Project Characteristics



Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company



2017Operational Year



CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



349 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)
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2.0 Emissions Summary



Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value



tblConstructionPhase NumDays 300.00 0.00



tblEnergyUse T24E 1.48 1.16



tblEnergyUse T24NG 18.78 15.60



tblProjectCharacteristics CO2IntensityFactor 641.35 349



tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2014 2017



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Energy 0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 1,844.400
3



1,844.400
3



0.0957 0.0327 1,856.558
2



Mobile 3.1053 1.6891 12.9948 4.2800e-
003



0.0596 0.0130 0.0725 0.0162 0.0119 0.0281 0.0000 318.3972 318.3972 0.0373 0.0000 319.1807



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.1897 0.0000 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 102.4976 288.1682 390.6658 10.5514 0.2535 690.8405



Total 6.5172 2.5163 13.6967 9.2400e-
003



0.0596 0.0759 0.1354 0.0162 0.0748 0.0910 106.6873 2,450.979
0



2,557.666
4



10.9321 0.2863 2,875.983
0



Unmitigated Operational
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Energy 0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 1,844.400
3



1,844.400
3



0.0957 0.0327 1,856.558
2



Mobile 3.1053 1.6891 12.9948 4.2800e-
003



0.0596 0.0130 0.0725 0.0162 0.0119 0.0281 0.0000 318.3972 318.3972 0.0373 0.0000 319.1807



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.1897 0.0000 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 102.4976 288.1682 390.6658 10.5495 0.2531 690.6770



Total 6.5172 2.5163 13.6967 9.2400e-
003



0.0596 0.0759 0.1354 0.0162 0.0748 0.0910 106.6873 2,450.979
0



2,557.666
4



10.9302 0.2859 2,875.819
5



Mitigated Operational



3.0 Construction Detail



Construction Phase



Phase 
Number



Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week



Num Days Phase Description



1 Demolition Demolition 1/1/2015 12/31/2014 5 0



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.14 0.01



Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 3.1053 1.6891 12.9948 4.2800e-
003



0.0596 0.0130 0.0725 0.0162 0.0119 0.0281 0.0000 318.3972 318.3972 0.0373 0.0000 319.1807



Unmitigated 3.1053 1.6891 12.9948 4.2800e-
003



0.0596 0.0130 0.0725 0.0162 0.0119 0.0281 0.0000 318.3972 318.3972 0.0373 0.0000 319.1807



4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction



OffRoad Equipment



Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor



Trips and VMT



Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count



Worker Trip 
Number



Vendor Trip 
Number



Hauling Trip 
Number



Worker Trip 
Length



Vendor Trip 
Length



Hauling Trip 
Length



Worker Vehicle 
Class



Vendor 
Vehicle Class



Hauling 
Vehicle Class



Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating – sqft)



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0



Acres of Paving: 0
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4.2 Trip Summary Information



4.3 Trip Type Information



Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated



Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT



Arena 8,032.50 8,032.50 8032.50 157,565 157,565



Total 8,032.50 8,032.50 8,032.50 157,565 157,565



Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %



Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by



Arena 9.50 7.30 7.30 0.00 81.00 19.00 0.66 0.28 0.6



5.0 Energy Detail



5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy



4.4 Fleet Mix



LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH



0.627987 0.058543 0.149166 0.078755 0.026467 0.003331 0.026417 0.003903 0.003129 0.011009 0.010235 0.000550 0.000507



Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



NaturalGas 
Mitigated



0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



NaturalGas 
Unmitigated



0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Electricity 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 943.8860 943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Electricity 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 943.8860 943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Arena 1.6875e
+007



0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Total 0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Unmitigated
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Arena 1.6875e
+007



0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Total 0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Mitigated



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Arena 5.9625e
+006



943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Total 943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Unmitigated
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



6.0 Area Detail



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Unmitigated 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Arena 5.9625e
+006



943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Total 943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail



6.2 Area by SubCategory



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.3911 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



2.9291 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 6.8000e-
004



7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Total 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Unmitigated



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.3911 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



2.9291 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 6.8000e-
004



7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Total 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Mitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category MT/yr



Unmitigated 390.6658 10.5514 0.2535 690.8405



Mitigated 390.6658 10.5495 0.2531 690.6770



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Arena 323.078 / 
20.622



390.6658 10.5514 0.2535 690.8405



Total 390.6658 10.5514 0.2535 690.8405



Unmitigated



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 4:47 PMPage 11 of 14



56











8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Arena 323.078 / 
20.622



390.6658 10.5495 0.2531 690.6770



Total 390.6658 10.5495 0.2531 690.6770



Mitigated



8.0 Waste Detail



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



MT/yr



 Mitigated 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



 Unmitigated 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Category/Year
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8.2 Waste by Land Use



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Arena 20.64 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Total 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Unmitigated



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Arena 20.64 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Total 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Mitigated



9.0 Operational Offroad



Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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10.0 Vegetation
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Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on PG&E forecasting for Year 2017.



Land Use - Actual lot size including event center is 12 acres. CalEEMod default acreage values are used here since lot acreage only affects the construction 
equipment list, and construction emissions are calculated outside of CalEEMod.



Architectural Coating - 



Energy Use - Title 24 eletricity and natural gas energy intensities have been adjusted for 2013 standards per CEC report: 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2013publications/CEC-400-2013-008/CEC-400-2013-008.pdf



Construction Phase - Construction emissions determined outside of CalEEMod



Off-road Equipment - 



San Francisco County, Annual



GSW Mission Bay Non-Arena



1.1 Land Usage



Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population



General Office Building 25.00 1000sqft 0.57 25,000.00 0



1.2 Other Project Characteristics



Urbanization



Climate Zone



Urban



5



Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)4.6 64



1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data



1.0 Project Characteristics



Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company



2017Operational Year



CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



349 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)
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2.0 Emissions Summary



Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value



tblConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 0.00



tblEnergyUse T24E 5.01 3.92



tblEnergyUse T24NG 19.28 16.04



tblProjectCharacteristics CO2IntensityFactor 641.35 349



tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2014 2017



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Energy 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 73.3639 73.3639 4.6400e-
003



1.2900e-
003



73.8605



Mobile 0.1229 0.2651 1.1792 2.7200e-
003



0.1884 4.0800e-
003



0.1925 0.0511 3.7500e-
003



0.0548 0.0000 207.0012 207.0012 8.5300e-
003



0.0000 207.1804



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.7195 0.0000 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.4097 5.3150 6.7247 0.1452 3.5100e-
003



10.8626



Total 0.2359 0.2860 1.1969 2.8500e-
003



0.1884 5.6700e-
003



0.1941 0.0511 5.3400e-
003



0.0564 6.1292 285.6806 291.8098 0.4373 4.8000e-
003



302.4807



Unmitigated Operational
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Energy 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 73.3639 73.3639 4.6400e-
003



1.2900e-
003



73.8605



Mobile 0.1229 0.2651 1.1792 2.7200e-
003



0.1884 4.0800e-
003



0.1925 0.0511 3.7500e-
003



0.0548 0.0000 207.0012 207.0012 8.5300e-
003



0.0000 207.1804



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.7195 0.0000 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.4097 5.3150 6.7247 0.1452 3.5000e-
003



10.8603



Total 0.2359 0.2860 1.1969 2.8500e-
003



0.1884 5.6700e-
003



0.1941 0.0511 5.3400e-
003



0.0564 6.1292 285.6806 291.8098 0.4373 4.7900e-
003



302.4784



Mitigated Operational



3.0 Construction Detail



Construction Phase



Phase 
Number



Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week



Num Days Phase Description



1 Demolition Demolition 1/1/2015 12/31/2014 5 0



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.21 0.00



Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 0.1229 0.2651 1.1792 2.7200e-
003



0.1884 4.0800e-
003



0.1925 0.0511 3.7500e-
003



0.0548 0.0000 207.0012 207.0012 8.5300e-
003



0.0000 207.1804



Unmitigated 0.1229 0.2651 1.1792 2.7200e-
003



0.1884 4.0800e-
003



0.1925 0.0511 3.7500e-
003



0.0548 0.0000 207.0012 207.0012 8.5300e-
003



0.0000 207.1804



4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction



OffRoad Equipment



Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor



Trips and VMT



Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count



Worker Trip 
Number



Vendor Trip 
Number



Hauling Trip 
Number



Worker Trip 
Length



Vendor Trip 
Length



Hauling Trip 
Length



Worker Vehicle 
Class



Vendor 
Vehicle Class



Hauling 
Vehicle Class



Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating – sqft)



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0



Acres of Paving: 0
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4.2 Trip Summary Information



4.3 Trip Type Information



Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated



Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT



General Office Building 275.25 59.25 24.50 498,434 498,434



Total 275.25 59.25 24.50 498,434 498,434



Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %



Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by



General Office Building 9.50 7.30 7.30 33.00 48.00 19.00 77 19 4



5.0 Energy Detail



5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy



4.4 Fleet Mix



LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH



0.627987 0.058543 0.149166 0.078755 0.026467 0.003331 0.026417 0.003903 0.003129 0.011009 0.010235 0.000550 0.000507



Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



NaturalGas 
Mitigated



2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



NaturalGas 
Unmitigated



2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Electricity 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 50.6176 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Electricity 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 50.6176 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



General Office 
Building



426250 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Total 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Unmitigated
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



General Office 
Building



426250 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Total 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Mitigated



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



General Office 
Building



319750 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Total 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Unmitigated



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 4:57 PMPage 8 of 14



67











6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



6.0 Area Detail



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Unmitigated 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



General Office 
Building



319750 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Total 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail



6.2 Area by SubCategory



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.0130 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



0.0976 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 2.0000e-
005



0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Total 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Unmitigated



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.0130 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



0.0976 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 2.0000e-
005



0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Total 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Mitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category MT/yr



Unmitigated 6.7247 0.1452 3.5100e-
003



10.8626



Mitigated 6.7247 0.1452 3.5000e-
003



10.8603



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



General Office 
Building



4.44334 / 
2.72334



6.7247 0.1452 3.5100e-
003



10.8626



Total 6.7247 0.1452 3.5100e-
003



10.8626



Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



General Office 
Building



4.44334 / 
2.72334



6.7247 0.1452 3.5000e-
003



10.8603



Total 6.7247 0.1452 3.5000e-
003



10.8603



Mitigated



8.0 Waste Detail



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



MT/yr



 Mitigated 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



 Unmitigated 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Category/Year
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8.2 Waste by Land Use



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



General Office 
Building



23.25 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Total 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Unmitigated



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



General Office 
Building



23.25 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Total 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Mitigated



9.0 Operational Offroad



Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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10.0 Vegetation
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Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on PG&E forecasting for Year 2017.



Land Use - Actual lot size including event center is 12 acres. CalEEMod default acreage values are used here since lot acreage only affects the construction 
equipment list, and construction emissions are calculated outside of CalEEMod.



Architectural Coating - 



Energy Use - Title 24 eletricity and natural gas energy intensities have been adjusted for 2013 standards per CEC report: 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2013publications/CEC-400-2013-008/CEC-400-2013-008.pdf



Construction Phase - Construction emissions determined outside of CalEEMod



Off-road Equipment - 



San Francisco County, Annual



GSW Mission Bay Non-Arena



1.1 Land Usage



Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population



Enclosed Parking with Elevator 475.00 1000sqft 10.90 475,000.00 0



1.2 Other Project Characteristics



Urbanization



Climate Zone



Urban



5



Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)4.6 64



1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data



1.0 Project Characteristics



Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company



2017Operational Year



CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



349 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)
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2.0 Emissions Summary



2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 442.8943 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 442.9028 442.9028 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0365



Unmitigated Operational



Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value



tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 0.00



tblEnergyUse T24E 3.92 3.07



tblProjectCharacteristics CO2IntensityFactor 641.35 349



tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2014 2017



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 442.8943 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 442.9028 442.9028 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0365



Mitigated Operational



3.0 Construction Detail



Construction Phase



Phase 
Number



Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week



Num Days Phase Description



1 Demolition Demolition 1/1/2015 12/31/2014 5 0



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00



Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction



OffRoad Equipment



Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor



Trips and VMT



Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count



Worker Trip 
Number



Vendor Trip 
Number



Hauling Trip 
Number



Worker Trip 
Length



Vendor Trip 
Length



Hauling Trip 
Length



Worker Vehicle 
Class



Vendor 
Vehicle Class



Hauling 
Vehicle Class



Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating – sqft)



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0



Acres of Paving: 0
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4.2 Trip Summary Information



4.3 Trip Type Information



Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated



Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT



Enclosed Parking with Elevator 0.00 0.00 0.00



Total 0.00 0.00 0.00



Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %



Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by



Enclosed Parking with Elevator 9.50 7.30 7.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0 0



5.0 Energy Detail



5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy



4.4 Fleet Mix



LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH



0.627987 0.058543 0.149166 0.078755 0.026467 0.003331 0.026417 0.003903 0.003129 0.011009 0.010235 0.000550 0.000507



Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



NaturalGas 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



NaturalGas 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Electricity 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 442.8943 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Electricity 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 442.8943 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Unmitigated
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Mitigated



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



2.79775e
+006



442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Total 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Unmitigated
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



6.0 Area Detail



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Unmitigated 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



2.79775e
+006



442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Total 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail



6.2 Area by SubCategory



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.2477 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



1.8551 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 4.3000e-
004



4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Total 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Unmitigated



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.2477 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



1.8551 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 4.3000e-
004



4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Total 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Mitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category MT/yr



Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 / 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 / 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Mitigated



8.0 Waste Detail



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



MT/yr



 Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



 Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Category/Year
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8.2 Waste by Land Use



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Unmitigated



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Mitigated



9.0 Operational Offroad



Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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10.0 Vegetation
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From: Sharpe, Catherine
To: Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 11:42:33 AM


Great, thanks.  Just spoke with Theo Ellington.  He’s on board
 


From: Wong, Phillip (ECN) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 11:34 AM
To: Sharpe, Catherine
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 
Catherine,
 
Hi.
Jesse Blout and Theo Miller just confirmed.
 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:04 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 
Philip, once you have confirmation from your team (and I’m assuming the Warriors), please
let me know and I will send out the formal invitation.
Thanks
 


From: Wong, Phillip (ECN) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:25 AM
To: Sharpe, Catherine
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 
Hi Catherine,
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Thank you.
Once others on our side confirm I will let you know; I just offered dates so most are on the
same page with available dates and times.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:24 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 


Philip. Thank you.  Let’s go with Thursday, May 14th. I’ve booked Golden Gate on the


4th floor for the meeting.  I realize it’s the same day as the CAC meeting.  If the
Warriors are presenting, Adam and John are welcome to just stay here. I can book a
room for them. 
Thanks
 


From: Wong, Phillip (ECN) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:13 AM
To: Sharpe, Catherine
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Good morning.
Thank you for the update.
Once we confirm a time and date it would be greatly appreciated if you’re able to
schedule a conference room at 409 Illinois.
I would like to propose the following dates and times for the week of May 11, 2015. 
Kindly advise.


-        Monday 5/11, 4PM – 5PM
-        Thursday 5/14, 1PM – 2:30PM
-        Friday 5/15, 1PM – 3PM
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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
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 26, 2015 10:32 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 
Good morning and thank you.  Two requests, please.  First, I had requested


that if at all possible the meeting be calendared for the week May 11th. 
Second, again if at all possible, as the majority of the attendees are in MB
and can walk to a meeting, I’m more than happy to schedule a conference
room in 409 Illinois building.  We have the space and can accommodate. 
Why don’t we connect tomorrow?
 
Best,
Catherine
 


From: Wong, Phillip (ECN) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 2:50 PM
To: Sharpe, Catherine
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Life Science roundtable
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Good afternoon.
Following up on your email.  Apologies for the delayed reply.
We are holding Monday 5/4, 4PM – 5PM for this meeting to take place in
City Hall.
Please advise.
 
Thank you,
 
Phillip C. Wong
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--
Project Assistant
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2015 5:57 PM
To: 'Jesse Blout'; Clarke Miller; Theo Ellington; Reilly, Catherine (ADM);
Gavin, John (ECN)
Cc: Keenan, Meichiel
Subject: Life Science roundtable
 
I’m thinking that we should convene the Life Science community in
the week following the Events Management presentation to the
CAC.  Purpose would be a review of the plan followed by an in-
depth discussion.  Event management is obviously one of the hot
topics with our community. 
What days’ work best for all of you?
 
Catherine
 
Catherine Sharpe
Director, Community Affairs
FibroGen, Inc.
409 Illinois Street
San Francisco, CA 94158 USA
 Phone: (415) 978-1870
 Cell: (650) 278-5010
Email:  casharpe@fibrogen.com
www.fibrogen.com
       
This transmission contains information intended for the exclusive use of
the individual or entity to whom it is addressed and may contain information
that is proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure
under applicable law.  
If you are not the intended recipient (or an employee or agent responsible
for delivering this transmission to the intended recipient), you are hereby
notified that any copying, disclosure or distribution of this information may
be subject to legal action, restriction, or  sanction. If you have received this
transmission in error, please notify us immediately. Thank you. 
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce
Subject: Outstanding Information Needs
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:15:50 PM
Attachments: CEQA Info Needs_04-23-15.xlsx


Chris:
 
Sorry, this took awhile to get together:  updated outstanding CEQA information needs.
 
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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Sheet1


			Info Needs Task No			Category			Project Sponsor CEQA Information			Responsible Party			Date Due 			Date Delivered/
Status			Notes			Old Date Due 			Old Date Delivered			Old Notes


			ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT


			A			Variant			Project Variant Conceptual Site Plans/Description:  Please provide conceptual site plan and elevations for project variant, including 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.			Sponsor			4/24/15


			B			Wind			Updated RWDI Existing Scenario Wind Data.  Please provide the updated Existing scenario wind hazard and wind comfort data for the updated existing wind model.  Please have RWDI present this wind data alongside the completed Existing Plus Project and Cumulative Plus Project Scenarios.

Please have RWDI also provide model photos of each scenario, including for the updated existing model condition. 			Sponsor			4/27/15


			C			Wind - Variant			RWDl Wind Data for Project Variant:  Please provide wind hazard and wind comfort data for Existing, Existing Plus Variant, and Cumulative Plus Variant scenarios in same format as for project. 

Please have RWDI also provide model photos of each scenario.
 
			Sponsor			4/27/15


			D			Project Descriiption			Project Renderings:

From the March 12, 2015 Eastside Schematic Design Presentation:

o PDF page 4 (birds-eye from east); please make sure the small inset for this rendering is current as well.
o PDF page 5 (ground-level from Bayfront Park); please make sure the inset is current as well; and the inset arrow direction is wrong.
o Either PDF page 6 or PDF page 19 (ground level from South/TFB) – these are similar but different-please provide whichever is more accurate; please make sure the small inset for this rendering is current as well; also we notice the the inset arrow direction is wrong on PDF page 6.

From the April 9, 2015 Westside Schematic Design Presentation:

o PDF page 29 (close-in birds-eye from west)
o PDF page 15 (ground-level from 3rd/South)
o PDF page 18 (ground level from 3rd/16th).
o PDF page 21 (ground level on 16th Street)
o PDF page 22 (ground level on South Street)
			Sponsor			4/23/15


			E			Variant			Project Renderings of Variant

Needs rendering (close-in birds eye from west) similar to that requested for project, above.

			Sponsor			5/7/15


			F			Project Description			Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies/Plan. 			Sponsor			sponsor to provide in 
early May 2015						Currently we assumed Site Management Plan indicated in the OCII memo to UCSF are part of the Project Description.  Sponsor needs to confirm/revise following their community meetings in early May


			G			GHGs			GHG Checklist:  Please provide the sponsor's GHG checklist for the project.			Sponsor			4/27/15 noon						After GSW submits, will need approval by EP/OCII/CAO			 10/10/2014						Per the PUC WWE memo sent to Chris Kern 9/12/14 and forwarded to the project sponsor, the Warriors are completing a detailed formal report on the project's wastewater system, with estimated demands consistent with the City's criteria for calculating wastewater generation. Date for anticipated completion and submission of this report is no later than 10/10/14. 

At ESA's request, the project sponsor could prepare a one-page memo on the topic based on the Water Demand Memo, above, to meet the 10/1 deadline. Please note, however, that the value provided would not meet the City's criteria and would not be consistent with the values provided in the forthcoming report. We are not anticipating submitting this memo unless requested. 


			23			Water and Wastewater Utility Plans			Project Water and Wastewater Utility Plans.  In light of the revised project, please confirm if any of the proposed water and wastewater utility plans (include any proposed off-site improvements as part of project) need to be updated			Sponsor			11/1/14									 Mid-November 2014
10/1/14			 9/30/2014			Plans are available at: https://www.dropbox.com/s/m15v2ifrinjqw0q/Task39_ProjectWastewater_UtilityPlans_2014.09.30.pdf?dl=0 
and https://www.dropbox.com/s/2z9g8jr3grfmmjt/Task39_ProjectWater_UtilityPlans_2014.09.30.pdf?dl=0. Please note these plans are also being used in the project Major Phase application. 


			H			Utilities			P23 and P4 Stormwater Improvements.  When stormwater infrastructure improvements in P23 and P24 are expected to be completed			Mission Bay Development Group			4/24/15						PRM following up with Luke at MBDG on this request.


			I			Transportation			Final TMP.  			Sponsor			 n/a			provided on 4/22/15			City/ESA team are reviewing and will follow up with GSW with any questions.


			J			Transportation			TDM.  TDM issues to be resolved by GSW, as discussed during 4/22 meeting.  We discussed adding the TDM measures that the project sponsor does not want to include in the TMP as part of the new transportaton mitigation measure. 			Sponsor			4/24/15


			K			Transportation			Letters of Committment:  Two letters from the City: (1) indicating commitment to implement the Transit Service Plan; and (2) indicating commitment/intent to implement additional City-Warriors transportation mitigation obligations, which are now included as a mitigation measure 			OEWD			5/15/15


			L			Transportation			Updated Transit Information			SFMTA (Julie K)			4/24/15


			M			Transportation			Updated info from BART			BART (Val)			4/24/15


			N			AB 900 Administrative Record			1990 MB FEIR Findings and MMRP:  Please provide.			EP			4/30/15


			O			Utilities			SFPUC Document with respect to Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station.  Need citeable SFPUC Document with respect to Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station whether pump station are conveyance system upgrades will be needed to accommodate the proposed GSW project, and what those upgrades would entail.

			EP			5/15/15


			P			Air Quality			AQ emission offset mitigation measure			EP			draft by 4/24/2015
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Mary Murphy; 


wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Miller, Erin (MTA); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Kate 
Aufhauser


Cc: Jose Farran; Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Re: GSW screencheck review schedule
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 12:43:11 PM


Just FYI the transportation team is still awaiting some of the critical items needed to 
finalize the analysis and EIR section. Per Chris' email, these items were due to us on 
Friday, April 24th.


These include:
1. Resolution of the TDMs included as part of the project description. Kate and Adam 
have indicated that a few more days are needed to resolve some of the issues.


2. Review and comment on the two new mitigation measures, and if any TDM 
measures rejected by the sponsor (from item 1 above) fall into the new mitigation 
measure.


3, Updated Transit Service Plan. We have not received the updated transit service 
plan from SFMTA. We understand that Julie Kirschbaum is coordinating with Adam 
regarding the updated plan and costs, etc.


4. Updated ridership and capacity data from BART. BART has indicated that they will 
provide us information by this Wednesday.  We have indicated to them that we will 
leave the analysis as is. We might update depending on when we receive the data. 
Hopefully it will not result in new significant impacts. 


We are working away to complete the analyses and section, but scheduled delivery 
on the 30th will likely be affected.


-------- Forwarded Message --------
Subject:GSW screencheck review schedule


Date:Thu, 23 Apr 2015 22:49:09 +0000
From:Kern, Chris (CPC) <chris.kern@sfgov.org>


To:Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, Van de 
Water, Adam (ECN) <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, Freeman, 
Craig (PUC)<cfreeman@sfwater.org>, Clarke Miller 
<CMiller@stradasf.com>, Kate Aufhauser 
(kaufhauser@warriors.com) <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, 
Malamut, John (CAT) <john.malamut@sfgov.org>, Mary Murphy 
<MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com>, Bill Wycko 
<wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, Miller, Erin 
(MTA)<erin.miller@sfmta.com>


CC:Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, Joyce Hsiao 
(joyce@orionenvironment.com) <joyce@orionenvironment.com>, 
Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com) 



mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com

mailto:mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com

mailto:wyckowilliam@comcast.net

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:jifarran@adavantconsulting.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:cfreeman@sfwater.org

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:john.malamut@sfgov.org

mailto:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com

mailto:wyckowilliam@comcast.net

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com





<PMitchell@esassoc.com>


Hi all,
This is an update of the GSW DSEIR review schedule between today and publication of 
the DSEIR on May 27th:
 
4/27       ESA distributes screencheck draft of all sections except transportation and 
alternatives
4/30       ESA distributes screencheck draft of transportation and alternatives sections
5/13       Deadline for comments on all sections except transportation and alternatives
5/15       Deadline for comments on transportation and alternatives
5/19       All-day work session to review and finalize comments
5/20       All-day work session to review and finalize comments
5/21       All-day work session to review and finalize comments
5/22       Printcheck Review
 
This schedule assumes that all outstanding information requests are satisfied on or 
before the deadlines indicated below (see attachment for details):
 
4/24       Variant site plans and description
4/27       Updated RWDI Wind Data
4/27       Wind Data for Variant
4/23       Project renderings
5/7         Variant Renderings
5/7         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies
4/27       GHG Checklist
4/24       TDM plan
5/15       Letters of Commitment for implementation of TSP and Mitigation Measures
4/24       Updated Transit Info
4/24       BART update
4/30       1990 MB FEIR Findings
5/15       SFPUC description of MB Sanitary Pump Station improvements
               
 
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
 


<CEQA Info Needs_04-23-15.xlsx>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: DRAFT 4/30 Presentation
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:03:00 PM


Are you going to preview this with Supervisor Kim’s office?  Just thinking about that before I hit send
on the agenda, that April gets.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 12:58 PM
To: jblout@stradasf.com; cmiller@stradasf.com; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: DRAFT 4/30 Presentation
 
Still working on a few details but welcome your review and feedback on the attached.  We ran
through the contents of this with Corinne, Katy and Alice yesterday and it was generally very well
received.
 
Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
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From: Sharpe, Catherine
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 12:06:29 PM


Why am I inviting Corrine?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:41 AM
To: corinnewoods@cs.com; KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
Cc: Wong, Phillip (ECN); Gavin, John (ECN); Sharpe, Catherine
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
Catherine will be sending out an invite once we get the final ok from the GSW that they can make
that time (will be at Fibrogen’s offices).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:19 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
Subject: Re: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
On my calendar - where?


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Kevin Beauchamp (KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu) <KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu>; Corinne
Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com) <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Mon, Apr 27, 2015 9:32 am
Subject: Biotech-GSW Meetign


Kevin – I think Catherine Sharpe has been talking to you about attending the next biotech-GSW round
table.  We are going to be extending it to discuss coordination of construction with the adjacent projects
(ie, Block 33/34 and Uber) and were hoping you could attend to represent UCSF.
 
Corinne – As promised, I am looping you in as well.
 
Could you both please let me know if the following time would work for you?  Thursday 5/14, 1PM –
2:30PM
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Beauchamp, Kevin"; Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com)
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:42:00 AM


I don’t know if we will get to that level at this meeting, but ultimately that is where it is heading.  So,
may not be bad for them to be involved from the beginning to meet the various players.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:Kevin.Beauchamp@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:55 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com)
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
Catherine—
 
I am available then and would be happy to attend.
 
How much detail does the roundtable want regarding construction activities, beyond just the overall
schedule for individual projects?  If specifics like construction phasing, the timeframe for “noisy”
work, locations of truck access, contractor parking etc. are desired I would like to bring along
someone from the construction team so we can answer those detailed questions.  Is that the intent,
or is this more high-level?
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:32 AM
To: Beauchamp, Kevin; Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com)
Subject: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
Kevin – I think Catherine Sharpe has been talking to you about attending the next biotech-GSW
round table.  We are going to be extending it to discuss coordination of construction with the
adjacent projects (ie, Block 33/34 and Uber) and were hoping you could attend to represent UCSF.
 
Corinne – As promised, I am looping you in as well so you can be involved vs. getting the telephone
game.
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Could you both please let me know if the following time would work for you?  Thursday 5/14, 1PM –
2:30PM
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:14:00 PM


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


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:12 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Thanks Lori. I assume this is total in both directions?  In other words arriving and departing within
the appointed hour?


Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 12:45 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Adam and Catherine,
 
Since the figures noted below were provided in December, Diane conferred with Jose Farran and
arrived at the following vehicle trips, instead of population counts, going to/from the Medical Center
at Mission Bay.
 
The Medical Center will generate 467 vehicle trips during the peak hour of the weekday 6 – 8 pm
period, 148 vehicle trips during the peak hour of the weekday 9 – 11 pm period, and 98 vehicle trips
during the peak hour of the Saturday 7 – 9 pm period.
 
Lori
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Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 11:04 AM
To: Adam Van De Water (adam.vandewater@sfgov.org); Catherine Reilly
(catherine.reilly@sfgov.org)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: FW: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Adam and Catherine,
 
Diane Wong in my office sent these figures on hospital shift change estimates to the Warriors and
Planning Department, cc’ing Catherine in December.
 
I will try to find out if we have mode split information on these employees.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Wong, Diane C. 
Sent: Friday, December 19, 2014 9:29 AM
To: Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Reilly; José I. Farrán [jifarran@adavantconsulting.com]; Yamauchi, Lori; Beauchamp,
Kevin
Subject: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Clarke and Brett,
 
The Warriors team requested UCSF population numbers pertaining to the hospital shift change.  This
is what we are estimating:
 
About 700 people leaving from 5:30 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.
About 2,300 people leaving from 7:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
About 1,500 people arriving between 6:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. for the night shift
 
Please note that this may differ somewhat from our Hospital EIR assumptions, as the EIR included
average daily population estimates.
 
Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
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UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
dwong@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Mary Murphy; 


wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Miller, Erin (MTA); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Kate 
Aufhauser


Cc: Jose Farran; Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Re: GSW screencheck review schedule
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 12:43:11 PM


Just FYI the transportation team is still awaiting some of the critical items needed to 
finalize the analysis and EIR section. Per Chris' email, these items were due to us on 
Friday, April 24th.


These include:
1. Resolution of the TDMs included as part of the project description. Kate and Adam 
have indicated that a few more days are needed to resolve some of the issues.


2. Review and comment on the two new mitigation measures, and if any TDM 
measures rejected by the sponsor (from item 1 above) fall into the new mitigation 
measure.


3, Updated Transit Service Plan. We have not received the updated transit service 
plan from SFMTA. We understand that Julie Kirschbaum is coordinating with Adam 
regarding the updated plan and costs, etc.


4. Updated ridership and capacity data from BART. BART has indicated that they will 
provide us information by this Wednesday.  We have indicated to them that we will 
leave the analysis as is. We might update depending on when we receive the data. 
Hopefully it will not result in new significant impacts. 


We are working away to complete the analyses and section, but scheduled delivery 
on the 30th will likely be affected.


-------- Forwarded Message --------
Subject:GSW screencheck review schedule


Date:Thu, 23 Apr 2015 22:49:09 +0000
From:Kern, Chris (CPC) <chris.kern@sfgov.org>


To:Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, Van de 
Water, Adam (ECN) <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, Freeman, 
Craig (PUC)<cfreeman@sfwater.org>, Clarke Miller 
<CMiller@stradasf.com>, Kate Aufhauser 
(kaufhauser@warriors.com) <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, 
Malamut, John (CAT) <john.malamut@sfgov.org>, Mary Murphy 
<MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com>, Bill Wycko 
<wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, Miller, Erin 
(MTA)<erin.miller@sfmta.com>


CC:Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, Joyce Hsiao 
(joyce@orionenvironment.com) <joyce@orionenvironment.com>, 
Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com) 
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<PMitchell@esassoc.com>


Hi all,
This is an update of the GSW DSEIR review schedule between today and publication of 
the DSEIR on May 27th:
 
4/27       ESA distributes screencheck draft of all sections except transportation and 
alternatives
4/30       ESA distributes screencheck draft of transportation and alternatives sections
5/13       Deadline for comments on all sections except transportation and alternatives
5/15       Deadline for comments on transportation and alternatives
5/19       All-day work session to review and finalize comments
5/20       All-day work session to review and finalize comments
5/21       All-day work session to review and finalize comments
5/22       Printcheck Review
 
This schedule assumes that all outstanding information requests are satisfied on or 
before the deadlines indicated below (see attachment for details):
 
4/24       Variant site plans and description
4/27       Updated RWDI Wind Data
4/27       Wind Data for Variant
4/23       Project renderings
5/7         Variant Renderings
5/7         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies
4/27       GHG Checklist
4/24       TDM plan
5/15       Letters of Commitment for implementation of TSP and Mitigation Measures
4/24       Updated Transit Info
4/24       BART update
4/30       1990 MB FEIR Findings
5/15       SFPUC description of MB Sanitary Pump Station improvements
               
 
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
 


<CEQA Info Needs_04-23-15.xlsx>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Jesse Blout
Cc: "Clarke Miller"; Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Personal News
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 5:06:00 PM


Hi, Jesse – I just left you a VM.  I gave noticed today, but will be staying on at OCII until 6/2/15 to get
the EIR out of the door and get the SDs through the OCII and Planning Commissions.  Adam and I
talked with Clarke about how we are still working out the transition plan with Tiffany and Ken, but as
a priority project for both the City and OCII, we will make sure that adequate staff is assigned to the
GSW project to keep to the deadlines.   I will make sure to get you through this current heavy lift
before heading out.
 
Feel free to give me a ring.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "corinnewoods@cs.com"; KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
Cc: Wong, Phillip (ECN); Gavin, John (ECN); Catherine Sharpe (casharpe@Fibrogen.com)
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:41:00 AM


Catherine will be sending out an invite once we get the final ok from the GSW that they can make
that time (will be at Fibrogen’s offices).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:19 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
Subject: Re: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
On my calendar - where?


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Kevin Beauchamp (KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu) <KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu>; Corinne
Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com) <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Mon, Apr 27, 2015 9:32 am
Subject: Biotech-GSW Meetign


Kevin – I think Catherine Sharpe has been talking to you about attending the next biotech-GSW round
table.  We are going to be extending it to discuss coordination of construction with the adjacent projects
(ie, Block 33/34 and Uber) and were hoping you could attend to represent UCSF.
 
Corinne – As promised, I am looping you in as well.
 
Could you both please let me know if the following time would work for you?  Thursday 5/14, 1PM –
2:30PM
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment 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: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com)
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:54:59 AM


Catherine—
 
I am available then and would be happy to attend.
 
How much detail does the roundtable want regarding construction activities, beyond just the overall
schedule for individual projects?  If specifics like construction phasing, the timeframe for “noisy”
work, locations of truck access, contractor parking etc. are desired I would like to bring along
someone from the construction team so we can answer those detailed questions.  Is that the intent,
or is this more high-level?
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:32 AM
To: Beauchamp, Kevin; Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com)
Subject: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
Kevin – I think Catherine Sharpe has been talking to you about attending the next biotech-GSW
round table.  We are going to be extending it to discuss coordination of construction with the
adjacent projects (ie, Block 33/34 and Uber) and were hoping you could attend to represent UCSF.
 
Corinne – As promised, I am looping you in as well so you can be involved vs. getting the telephone
game.
 
Could you both please let me know if the following time would work for you?  Thursday 5/14, 1PM –
2:30PM
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Mary Murphy; 


wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Miller, Erin (MTA); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Kate 
Aufhauser


Cc: Jose Farran; Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Re: GSW screencheck review schedule
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 12:43:10 PM


Just FYI the transportation team is still awaiting some of the critical items needed to 
finalize the analysis and EIR section. Per Chris' email, these items were due to us on 
Friday, April 24th.


These include:
1. Resolution of the TDMs included as part of the project description. Kate and Adam 
have indicated that a few more days are needed to resolve some of the issues.


2. Review and comment on the two new mitigation measures, and if any TDM 
measures rejected by the sponsor (from item 1 above) fall into the new mitigation 
measure.


3, Updated Transit Service Plan. We have not received the updated transit service 
plan from SFMTA. We understand that Julie Kirschbaum is coordinating with Adam 
regarding the updated plan and costs, etc.


4. Updated ridership and capacity data from BART. BART has indicated that they will 
provide us information by this Wednesday.  We have indicated to them that we will 
leave the analysis as is. We might update depending on when we receive the data. 
Hopefully it will not result in new significant impacts. 


We are working away to complete the analyses and section, but scheduled delivery 
on the 30th will likely be affected.


-------- Forwarded Message --------
Subject:GSW screencheck review schedule


Date:Thu, 23 Apr 2015 22:49:09 +0000
From:Kern, Chris (CPC) <chris.kern@sfgov.org>


To:Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, Van de 
Water, Adam (ECN) <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, Freeman, 
Craig (PUC)<cfreeman@sfwater.org>, Clarke Miller 
<CMiller@stradasf.com>, Kate Aufhauser 
(kaufhauser@warriors.com) <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, 
Malamut, John (CAT) <john.malamut@sfgov.org>, Mary Murphy 
<MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com>, Bill Wycko 
<wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, Miller, Erin 
(MTA)<erin.miller@sfmta.com>


CC:Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, Joyce Hsiao 
(joyce@orionenvironment.com) <joyce@orionenvironment.com>, 
Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com) 
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<PMitchell@esassoc.com>


Hi all,
This is an update of the GSW DSEIR review schedule between today and publication of 
the DSEIR on May 27th:
 
4/27       ESA distributes screencheck draft of all sections except transportation and 
alternatives
4/30       ESA distributes screencheck draft of transportation and alternatives sections
5/13       Deadline for comments on all sections except transportation and alternatives
5/15       Deadline for comments on transportation and alternatives
5/19       All-day work session to review and finalize comments
5/20       All-day work session to review and finalize comments
5/21       All-day work session to review and finalize comments
5/22       Printcheck Review
 
This schedule assumes that all outstanding information requests are satisfied on or 
before the deadlines indicated below (see attachment for details):
 
4/24       Variant site plans and description
4/27       Updated RWDI Wind Data
4/27       Wind Data for Variant
4/23       Project renderings
5/7         Variant Renderings
5/7         Sponsor-Proposed Good Neighbor Policies
4/27       GHG Checklist
4/24       TDM plan
5/15       Letters of Commitment for implementation of TSP and Mitigation Measures
4/24       Updated Transit Info
4/24       BART update
4/30       1990 MB FEIR Findings
5/15       SFPUC description of MB Sanitary Pump Station improvements
               
 
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
 


<CEQA Info Needs_04-23-15.xlsx>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 12:31:00 PM


I got the sense that she being asked to pass on concerns to me and other city staff, so I thought it
would be good for her to hear them directly, especially with the Uber and construction issues.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 12:06 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
Why am I inviting Corrine?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:41 AM
To: corinnewoods@cs.com; KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
Cc: Wong, Phillip (ECN); Gavin, John (ECN); Sharpe, Catherine
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
Catherine will be sending out an invite once we get the final ok from the GSW that they can make
that time (will be at Fibrogen’s offices).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:19 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
Subject: Re: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
On my calendar - where?


Corinne
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-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Kevin Beauchamp (KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu) <KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu>; Corinne
Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com) <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Mon, Apr 27, 2015 9:32 am
Subject: Biotech-GSW Meetign


Kevin – I think Catherine Sharpe has been talking to you about attending the next biotech-GSW round
table.  We are going to be extending it to discuss coordination of construction with the adjacent projects
(ie, Block 33/34 and Uber) and were hoping you could attend to represent UCSF.
 
Corinne – As promised, I am looping you in as well.
 
Could you both please let me know if the following time would work for you?  Thursday 5/14, 1PM –
2:30PM
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Hirth, Dorian
To: Sharpe, Catherine; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: MB LS/GSW roundtable
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 10:56:09 AM


Great feedback Catherine.
Thanks much,
Dorian
 
Dorian Hirth
Sr. Vice President, Human Resources and Facilities 
Nektar Therapeutics 
455 Mission Bay Blvd South 
San Francisco, CA 94158 
Direct:  415.482.5561 
dhirth@nektar.com
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 10:45 AM
To: Catherine Reilly (catherine.reilly@sfgov.org)
Cc: Hirth, Dorian
Subject: MB LS/GSW roundtable
 
Just had a very constructive discussion with Steve Richardson.  He agrees that opening up the scope
of the LS/GSW roundtable to include Uber as a participant in both construction and operations
coordination discussions makes perfect sense. As soon as we have a date for the next roundtable,
he will personally reach out to Uber and invite them to join.  Per Steve, they have strongly signaled
that they want to be part of the dialog and solutions.
 
Catherine, as Steve will take the lead in representing ARE, he did ask that we try to schedule the


meeting for the week of May 11th, if at all possible.  I’ve not yet heard from Theo or Clarke as to
when they were thinking of convening. 
 
Catherine
 
Catherine Sharpe
Director, Community Affairs
FibroGen, Inc.
409 Illinois Street
San Francisco, CA 94158 USA
 Phone: (415) 978-1870
 Cell: (650) 278-5010
Email:  casharpe@fibrogen.com
www.fibrogen.com
       
This transmission contains information intended for the exclusive use of the individual or entity to whom it is
addressed and may contain information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from
disclosure under applicable law.  
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If you are not the intended recipient (or an employee or agent responsible for delivering this transmission to
the intended recipient), you are hereby notified that any copying, disclosure or distribution of this information
may be subject to legal action, restriction, or  sanction. If you have received this transmission in error, please
notify us immediately. Thank you. 
 








From: Sharpe, Catherine
To: Stephen Richardson (srichardson@are.com); DJ Zaziski (dzaziski@siluriatech.com); Davis, Jim; Cantor David


(dcantor@mbaydevelopment.com); Dorian Hirth (dhirth@nektar.com); Terry Hermiston
(terry.hermiston@bayer.com); Paul Bianchi (pbianchi@illumina.com); Jason Beck; Michael Penn
(michael.penn@gladstone.ucsf.edu); Rick Lindberg ; Niraj Nath (niraj.nath@medivation.com); Bacci, Robert


Cc: Kosor, Ginny; Keenan, Meichiel; Mann, Greg; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: FW: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
Date: Sunday, April 26, 2015 10:49:07 AM
Attachments: April 30, 2015 SPECIAL MBCAC Agenda.pdf


Good morning.  Attached is the agenda and location of the special CAC meeting on Thursday. 
Agenda is solely devoted to the Warrior’s plan for managing special events.  I encourage all of you or
your delegates to attend.
 


MB life science community will reconvene the roundtable with the Warriors the week of May 11th. 
Based on comments from the community and follow on discussions with OCII and ARE, the scope of
the roundtable will be expanded to include Uber as well as the GSW.  Steve Richardson will reach
out to Uber.  I understand from Steve that they welcome the opportunity to engage with the
community.  Our hope is with the expanded scope we will be able to fully address the questions of
not only construction coordination, but also coordination of operational issues after occupancy.
 
Please note Uber will be presenting their plans for their new site to the CAC in the very near future. 
That will also be a point of engagement.
 
Hope to see all of you on Thursday.  Enjoy your Sunday!
Best,
Catherine
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:29 PM
Subject: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
 
We encourage folks to attend this meeting to learn about and comment on the proposed event
management strategy for the Golden State Warriors event center.
 
Hope to see you next week.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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MISSION BAY 
CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 



 
MEMBERS 
 
Corinne Woods,  
  Chair 
 
Kevin Simons, 
  Vice-Chair 
 
Kevin Beauchamp 
Sarah Davis 
Dan Deibel 
Donna Dell’Era 
Alfonso Felder 
Michael D. Freeman 
Tom Hart 
Andrea Jones 
Toby Levine  
JoAnn Locke 
Dick Millet  
Jennifer Pratt Mead 
Catherine Sharpe 
Milena Elperin 



 
Opportunities for Public Comment are provided after CAC member discussion of each agenda item.  Pursuant to the Brown Act, the CAC limits the 
amount of time allocated for each speaker on particular issues to no more than 3 minutes. 
 
Room Directions: Please note that we will be meeting in the Second Floor Dining Room at Mission Creek Senior Community, 225 Berry Street at 4th Street.  Please 
enter in the front lobby where you will be directed to the Dining Room.  Parking is limited to on-street parking, so we strongly encourage that you walk, bike, or use 
transit (the closest transit is the N-Judah or K/T-Third to 4th and King) 
 



Contact: Lila Hussain, Asst. Project Manager at 415-749-2431 or at lila.hussain@sfgov.org for more information about Mission Bay  
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 



Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco 
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103, 749-2400 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 



Thursday, April 30, 2014 - 5:00 PM 
 



Mission Creek Senior Community 
2nd Floor Dining Room (Enter in Front Lobby on Berry Street) 



225 Berry Street 
 
 



AGENDA 
Please see attached map for location of project 



  
 



1. Introductions and Announcements  
 
 



2. Action Item:  Presentation on the Proposed Golden State Warriors Event 
Management Strategy (Block 29-32) – Adam Van de Water, OEWD  



 
Description of Item: Presentation by the Office of Economic and Workforce Development (OEWD) on 
events management strategy related to the Golden State Warriors project. Topics to be discussed 
include transportation management, security, post-event clean-up, and financing of public services. 
Both single and dual event (i.e. events at AT&T Park and Warriors event center) will be discussed. 



 
 



3. Public Comment (Persons wishing to address the members on non-agenda, but CAC 
related matters)  
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USA TODAY


From: Adam Van de Water
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: Fwd: Google Alert - warriors san francisco arena
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:26:00 PM


Not much there there but FYI.


Adam


Begin forwarded message:


From: Google Alerts <googlealerts-noreply@google.com>
Date: April 23, 2015 at 12:00:54 PM PDT
To: adam.vandewater@gmail.com
Subject: Google Alert - warriors san francisco arena


warriors san francisco arena
Daily update ·  April  23, 2015


NEWS


Oakland holds out (slim) hope to keep
Warriors hoops
San Francisco Business Times (blog)
The Warriors' planned 18,000-seat, privately financed $500
million arena in San Francisco's Mission Bay neighborhood is
scheduled to open in time ...


Flag as irrelevant


See more results |  Edit this alert


You have received this email because you have subscribed to Google Alerts.
Unsubscribe |  View all your alerts


 Receive this alert as RSS feed


Send Feedback



https://www.google.com/url?rct=j&sa=t&url=http://www.usatoday.com/story/sports/nba/playoffs/2015/04/19/anthony-davis-postseason-splash-big-goals-pelicans-warriors/26034845/&ct=ga&cd=CAEYACoUMTY2NzE0NTQzMzIxNDEwMjQyNzEyGjU4M2EyYmQzOWE4MzA4NDg6Y29tOmVuOlVT&usg=AFQjCNGsZwZqMqpdyk5swjs1uukTB95NRQ

https://www.google.com/url?rct=j&sa=t&url=http://www.usatoday.com/story/sports/nba/playoffs/2015/04/19/anthony-davis-postseason-splash-big-goals-pelicans-warriors/26034845/&ct=ga&cd=CAEYACoUMTY2NzE0NTQzMzIxNDEwMjQyNzEyGjU4M2EyYmQzOWE4MzA4NDg6Y29tOmVuOlVT&usg=AFQjCNGsZwZqMqpdyk5swjs1uukTB95NRQ
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meeting
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 12:33:00 PM


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


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 12:33 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meeting
 
Ok.  Who is Ken Rich?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 12:32 PM
To: Sharpe, Catherine
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
I got the sense that she being asked to pass on concerns to me and other city staff, so I thought it
would be good for her to hear them directly, especially with the Uber and construction issues.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 12:06 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
Why am I inviting Corrine?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:41 AM
To: corinnewoods@cs.com; KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
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http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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Cc: Wong, Phillip (ECN); Gavin, John (ECN); Sharpe, Catherine
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
Catherine will be sending out an invite once we get the final ok from the GSW that they can make
that time (will be at Fibrogen’s offices).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:19 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
Subject: Re: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
On my calendar - where?


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Kevin Beauchamp (KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu) <KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu>; Corinne
Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com) <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Mon, Apr 27, 2015 9:32 am
Subject: Biotech-GSW Meetign


Kevin – I think Catherine Sharpe has been talking to you about attending the next biotech-GSW round
table.  We are going to be extending it to discuss coordination of construction with the adjacent projects
(ie, Block 33/34 and Uber) and were hoping you could attend to represent UCSF.
 
Corinne – As promised, I am looping you in as well.
 
Could you both please let me know if the following time would work for you?  Thursday 5/14, 1PM –
2:30PM
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: FW: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 2:00:00 PM


Tiffany – I confirmed that only Adam will be going from OEWD.  I am planning on attending in case
any questions come up on the design process.  Let me know if you would rather go instead.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 5:00 PM
To: Veneracion, April (BOS)
Subject: RE: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
 
It’s on my calendar.  I’ll reach out to OCII to join in case she has questions on design and approvals
as well.


Adam
 


From: Veneracion, April (BOS) 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 4:15 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
 
Hi Adam,
 
Yes, the Supervisor would appreciate a briefing prior to next Thursday. She has one time slot
available on Wednesday at 2:30 pm.
 
Thanks,
April  
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:43 PM
To: Veneracion, April (BOS)
Subject: Fwd: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
 
April:
 



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





I'm almost done with my presentation for next Thursday.  Let me know if you would like a
preview of a briefing on what we plan to say!
 
Best,


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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Subject: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting


We encourage folks to attend this meeting to learn about and comment on the
proposed event management strategy for the Golden State Warriors event center.


Hope to see you next week.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
  Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Albert, Peter
To: Kirschbaum, Julie B; Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Cote, John; Maguire, Tom; Wise, Viktoriya (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Conversation with Mike Cabanatuan April 30
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 5:59:28 PM


Hi, Julie and Erin:
 
Adam Van de Water is being asked by the Mayor’s Office to coordinate a general background of our
planning for the Warriors’ project to Michael Cabanatuan of the SF Chronicle on April 30. 
 
I’m clearing my schedule that day to be available, and hope you can reply all  to advise of your
openings, or if not available, your delegate/key briefing notes/etc.
 
If asked at this minute, I’d outline the following:  please feel free to annotate and clarify/elaborate:
 


·         There’s already been a rigorous amount of near-term and long-term planning in this area
already – as part of Muni Forward, the T Third/Central Subway, Livable Streets, etc.


·         SFMTA launched the “Waterfront Transportation Assessment” (WTA) in 2012 as a tool to
improve transportation coordination with anticipated major development, including the
Warriors’ project.


·         The WTA  engaged and reflects extensive input and cooperation from the adjacent
community and local and regional transportation and land use agencies


·         The WTA also features high-level analysis of projected transportation needs and constraints
by corridor to, from and within the broader Mission Bay/Central Waterfront area.  This
effort will be presented in a May 13 community meeting


·         SFMTA engineering, planning and finance staff have consulted with the Warriors to identify
investments and policies that will support transportation operations in anticipation of both
the Project and growth in this part of the City.


·         This extensive planning and analysis has been used to scope, shape and refine the Project in
the soon-to-be published draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report.       


 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
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From: Sharpe, Catherine
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); corinnewoods@cs.com; KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
Cc: Wong, Phillip (ECN); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meeting
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:53:47 AM


Have a call with Theo in an hour
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:41 AM
To: corinnewoods@cs.com; KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
Cc: Wong, Phillip (ECN); Gavin, John (ECN); Sharpe, Catherine
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
Catherine will be sending out an invite once we get the final ok from the GSW that they can make
that time (will be at Fibrogen’s offices).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:19 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
Subject: Re: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
On my calendar - where?


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Kevin Beauchamp (KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu) <KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu>; Corinne
Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com) <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Mon, Apr 27, 2015 9:32 am
Subject: Biotech-GSW Meetign


Kevin – I think Catherine Sharpe has been talking to you about attending the next biotech-GSW round
table.  We are going to be extending it to discuss coordination of construction with the adjacent projects
(ie, Block 33/34 and Uber) and were hoping you could attend to represent UCSF.
 
Corinne – As promised, I am looping you in as well.
 
Could you both please let me know if the following time would work for you?  Thursday 5/14, 1PM –
2:30PM
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Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Joyce Hsiao
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Paul Miller
Subject: Cumulative Construction Scenario
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 10:11:30 AM


Cumulative Construction Projects


The cumulative impact analysis also considers the combined effects of multiple
construction projects occurring within the project vicinity during the same timeframe
as the proposed construction schedule. Even though all of these projects were
considered in the overall impact analysis in the Mission Bay FSEIR, the specific
timing and location of construction of individual developments were unknown at that
time. They are included in this SEIR only as part of the project-level impact analysis
of the proposed project with respect to the potential to contribute to cumulative
construction-related impacts. Construction projects in the vicinity of Blocks 29-32
anticipated to occur between 2015 and 2017 include the following (see Chapter 3,
Figure 3-3 for location of Mission Bay block numbers):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Uber/ARE Project, Mission Bay Blocks 26/27. Located
directly north of the project site across South Street, this project consists of 423,000 gsf of office
space. Construction is estimated to start by the end of 2015, and continue for 18 to 24 months.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->UCSF East Campus, Blocks 33/34. Located directly south of
the project site across 16th Street, the project consists of 500,000 gsf of office space. The project
will be built in two phases, with the first phase, about 250,000 gsf, starting construction in 2016
and continue for about 18 to 24 months.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Realignment of Terry A Francois Boulevard and Mission
Bay Park P22. P22 is located directly west of the project site, across from the realigned Terry A.
Francois Boulevard, and construction of both to be completed by 2018. It is likely that Terry A.
Francois Boulevard will need to be constructed first, requiring about 12 months, followed by 12
months for construction of Bayfront Park at P22.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Mission Bay Parks, Blocks P23, and P24. P23, directly
south of the project site across 16th Street, and P24, about 750 feet south of the project site, are
planned to begin construction in 2015 with preliminary work underway for some of the
stormwater infrastructure within the park. Construction should be completed by the end of
2016.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->The Exchange, Mission Bay Block 40.  Located
approximately 1,200 feet southwest of the project site, the project consists of 664,00 gsf of office
and 15,000 gsf of retail. Construction is estimated to start by late summer/fall 2015 and continue
for 18 to 24 months.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Family House, Block 7 East. Located approximately 1,300
feet northwest of the project site, the project consists of 80 guest suites for families receiving
treatment at UCSF and other San Francisco medical facilities. Construction is currently
underway and is expected to continue after November 2015.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Affordable Housing, Blocks 3, 6 and 7.  Located
approximately 1,700, 1,300, and 1,000 feet, respectively, northwest of the project site, the Blocks
3, 6 and 7 project consists of 958 affordable housing units. Block 7 West is expected to start
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construction in summer 2015, Block 6 east to start construction in 2016, and Block 3 East starting
late 2016/early 2017.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Block 1, Residential and Hotel Sites. Located
approximately 2,400 feet northwest of the project site, the project consists of 350 market rate
units, 25,000 leasable square feet of retail, and a 250-room hotel. Construction is anticipated to
start in 2015 and continue for about 18 to 24 months.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Block N4P3, 360 Berry Street. About 3,000 feet north west
of the project site, construction of 129 residential units at this site is expected to start in 2015 and
continue for about 18 to 24 months.


-- 
Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com



mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com






From: Sharpe, Catherine
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meeting
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 12:33:07 PM


Ok.  Who is Ken Rich?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 12:32 PM
To: Sharpe, Catherine
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
I got the sense that she being asked to pass on concerns to me and other city staff, so I thought it
would be good for her to hear them directly, especially with the Uber and construction issues.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 12:06 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
Why am I inviting Corrine?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:41 AM
To: corinnewoods@cs.com; KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
Cc: Wong, Phillip (ECN); Gavin, John (ECN); Sharpe, Catherine
Subject: RE: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
Catherine will be sending out an invite once we get the final ok from the GSW that they can make
that time (will be at Fibrogen’s offices).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
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Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:19 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
Subject: Re: Biotech-GSW Meetign
 
On my calendar - where?


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Kevin Beauchamp (KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu) <KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu>; Corinne
Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com) <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Mon, Apr 27, 2015 9:32 am
Subject: Biotech-GSW Meetign


Kevin – I think Catherine Sharpe has been talking to you about attending the next biotech-GSW round
table.  We are going to be extending it to discuss coordination of construction with the adjacent projects
(ie, Block 33/34 and Uber) and were hoping you could attend to represent UCSF.
 
Corinne – As promised, I am looping you in as well.
 
Could you both please let me know if the following time would work for you?  Thursday 5/14, 1PM –
2:30PM
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Rice, Don (ADM)
Subject: Fwd: OCII & GSW billing for Q3, FY 14-15
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 8:53:04 AM
Attachments: OCII_Q3 FY 1415.pdf


GSW_Q3 FY 1415.pdf
image001.png
image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
GSW_Q2 FY 14 15_2nd notice.pdf


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Zhu, Karen (CPC)"
Date:04/20/2015 11:14 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)"
Cc: "Levenson, Leo (TIS)" ,"Torres, Rosa (ADM)" ,"Talwar, Amit (ADM)" ,"Bereket,
Immanuel (CII)" ,"Oerth, Sally (CII)" ,"Ko, Yvonne (CPC)" ,"DeMartini, Keith (CPC)"
,"Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC)" ,"Kern, Chris (CPC)" ,"Bollinger, Brett (CPC)"
Subject: OCII & GSW billing for Q3, FY 14-15


Hi Catherine,
 
Attached please find the OCII & GSW billing invoices for Q3, FY 14-15.  The outstanding balance for
OCII is $25,877.36.  Because we have not yet received any Q2 payment from GSW, attached please


find the 2nd notice for the Q2 billing and the total outstanding balance for GSW is $122,918.14
($60,747.28 for Q2 + $$62,170.86 for Q3).  Can you please kindly pass the invoices to GSW asap? 
Or, if it’s easier for you, you may point me to someone over there who I can work directly with
regarding  GSW invoices.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.  Thank you!
 
Karen Zhu
Finance Division
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6408│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: karen.zhu@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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’D COUIV4  



SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 



April 20, 2015 



Catherine Reilly, Project Manager 
OC II 
One south Van Ness Ave, 51h  Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



1650 Mission St. 
Sue 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 



Reception: 
415.558.6378 



Fax: 



Subject: 	OCI! Projects - Fee Collection for Q3, FY 14-15 (1/1/2015-3/31/2015) 	
415.558.6409 



Planning 



Dear Ms. Reilly, 	 Information: 
415.558.6377 



Attached please find a detail Time Accounting Cost Report for the following accounts listed of staff 
time spent on OCIl projects. The total amount is $25,877.36 covered period 1/1/2015-
3/31/2015. 



Account # Account Name Hours Cost 
2007.0946E_14 Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 75.50 $10,032.43 



20101847CWP OCII Design Transbay 57.25 $7,033.66 



2013.0005U Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Review 11.75 $1,415.99 



2013.0196U Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1 1.25 $150.64 



2014.0748E 4101 Third Street 1.50 $125.37 



2014-000652GEN OClI 4101 3rd Street 1.00 $120.51 



2014-000693GEN OCII Design General 6.50 $783.32 



2014-000696GEN OCII Design Transbay B1k9 0.00 . 	$0.00 



2014-000697GEN OCII Design BIk 8 1.00 $120.51 



2014-000698GEN OCII Design Transabay BIk 5 3.75 $451.91 



2014-000699GEN OCIL Env. Transabay BIk 5 16.75 $2,068.19 



2014-000789CWP OCII Design Transbay B1k9 0.00 $0.00 



2014-000790CWP OCII Design Transbay BIk 1 1.50 $180.77 



2014-000953GEN OCII Transbay BIk 1 ENV 12.00 $1,377.00 



2014-002651GEN OCII Transbay BIk 1 Design Review 5.75 $692.93 



2015-003309GEN JOCII ENV Transbay Blk8 11.25 $1,324.13 



Total  1 206.75 $25,877.36 



This letter is to inform you that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment to our index code 
290225 and sub-object 49997. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please contact Karen Zhu at 415-558-6408 or 
Karen.zhu@sfgov.org . Thank you for your prompt response. 



Sincerely, 



Keth DeMartini 
Finance & IT Manager 



C.C. 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 











Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate 	NAME 	 Hours 	Cost NOTATION 



2007.0946E_14 Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 	Contact: 
	



Tiffany Bohee 



Bill Wycko 
01/29/2015 Bill Wycko 2.50 $450.85 document drafting 



2.50 $450.85 



Joy Navarrete 
01/05/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.50 $214.38 Addendum 3 calls and drafting 
01/06/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 internal meeting and drafting Addendum 3 
01/07/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 meeting at OCII and drafting addendum 
01/08/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 meetings and drafting 
01/0912015 Joy Navarrete 2.50 $357.30 addendum 3 
01/12/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 meeting, drafting 
01/13/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 addendum 3 
01/14/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 Records Request 
01/15/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 sunshine request 
01/20/2015 Joy Navarrete 4.00 $571.68 OCII informational hearing 
01/26/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 meeting at GGU 
01/29/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.50 $214.38 Gilman Avenue addendum coordination 
02/04/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 community re: dust control plan 
02/17/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 scheduling meeting, reviewing documents 
02/18/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.50 $214.38 Gillman review of trafiic analysis and meeting with Bill 
02/19/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 Gilman Street addendum meeting and review 
03/10/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 project coordination meeting 



35.00 $5,002.20 



Randall Dean 
01/02/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 Candlestick Pt C0-2-05 - discussion w consultant re strategy 
01/12/2015 Randall Dean 3.00 $361.53 issue of approving site permit w/o completion of ATP 
01/21/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 sending various archeo reports to consultant for revision of ATP for CP-02 - CP-05 



01/28/2015 Randall Dean 3.00 $361.53 revision of ATP for CP-02 - CP-05 
02/04/2015 Randall Dean 2.50 $301.28 revision of ATP for CP-02 through CP-05 
02/05/2015 Randall Dean 3.00 $361.53 revised ATP CP-2 through CP-05 
02/09/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 consultant discussion 
02/13/2015 Randall Dean 6.00 $723.06 revision of ATP for CP-2 through CP-5 
02/23/2015 Randall Dean 2.50 $301.28 research of additional historical archeo 
02/27/2015 Randall Dean 2.00 $241.02 review of prior archeo testing 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost 



03/02/2015 Randall Dean 4.50 $542.30 
03/03/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 
03/09/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 
03/10/2015 Randall Dean 4.50 $542.30 
03/13/2015 Randall Dean 2.00 $241.02 



38.00 $4,579.38 



75.50 $10,032.43 



20101847CWP OCII Design Transbay 



Joshua Switzky 
02/04/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 
02/06/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 
02/12/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 
02/27/2015 Joshua Switzky 2.00 $285.84 
03/06/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 



6.00 	$857.52  



Maia Small 
01/14/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 
01/20/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 
01/20/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
01/23/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 
01/28/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/02/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/04/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/05/2015 Mala Small 4.00 $482.04 
02106/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/09/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 
02/10/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/11/2015 Maia Small 2.50 $301.28 
02/12/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/13/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/16/2015 Maia Small 3.00 $361.53 
02/17/2015 Maia Small 3.00 $361.53 
02/1712015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/19/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/19/2015 Maia Small 3.50 $421.79 



NOTATION 
comments & discussion-geoarcheology 
questions regarding prehistoric coring 
questions regarding prehistoric coring 
research RE omitted prehistoric sites 
additional comments on ATP 



Contact: 



mtg 
mtg 
mtg 
review 
Block 1, Block 5 



Meeting coordination and internal design review discussion 
OCII coordination 
Façade and landscape design review 
OCII coordination 
Block 5 preservation/driveway discussion with the TJPA 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Meeting with OClI and TJPA 
Block 5 - site analysis 
Block 5 - design review 
Block 5 
Block 5 
Block 5 
Block 8 
Block 5 
Block 8 
Block 5 



Page 2 of 7 











Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



02/24/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 Block 8 design review 
02/24/2015 Maia Small 4.00 $482.04 design review Block 5 
02/25/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 design review Block 5 
02/26/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 design review Block 5 
02/26/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 Block 8 design review 
02/27/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 CEQA and process discussion Block 5 
03/03/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 design review block 5 
03/09/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 Block 5 design review 
03/12/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 Block 8 design review 
03/18/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 design review 
03/19/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 Block 8 design review 



51.25 $6,176.14 



57.25 $7,033.66 



2013.0005U Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Review 	 Contact: 	 Wells Lawson 



Maia Small 
01/07/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 Design review meeting with OCII 
01/08/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 design review analysis 
01/09/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 design review comments preparation 



2.50 $301.28 



Mat Snyder 
01/28/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 fielded questions about Harney for OCII and MTA staff 
01/29/2015 Mat Snyder 0.50 $60.26 misc. correspondence and research on Harney 
02/02/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 phone 
02/04/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 meeting with ocii staff to discuss street cross section 
02/06/2015 Mat Snyder 1.25 $150.64 meeting with ocii, dpw, mta 
02/09/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 consolidate meeting notes 
02/24/2015 Mat Snyder 1.00 $120.51 review of D4D, other docs in preparation for meeting 
02/24/2015 Mat Snyder 3.00 $361.53 D4D parking and tower meeting and follow-up 
03112/2015 Mat Snyder 1.00 $120.51 prep for project coordination and follow-up 
03/26/2015 Mat Snyder 0.50 $60.26 initial review of Sub Phase applications 
03/31/2015 Mat Snyder 1.00 $120.51 additional review 



9.25 $1,114.72 



11.75 $1,415.99 



201 3.01 96U Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1 Contact: 	 Wells Lawson 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 11112015-313112015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



Mat Snyder 
01/07/2015 Mat Snyder 1.25 $150.64 Phase 1 - Block 49 Design Review Meeting 



1.25 $150.64 



1.25 $150.64 



2014.0748E 4101 Third Street Contact: 	 Christine Maher 



Sandy Ngan 
02/20/2015 Sandy Ngan 1.50 $125.37 Call with project sponsor’s communication lead, received update on project, revised 



notice, distribution notice for review 



1.50 $125.37 



1.50 $125.37 



2014-000652GEN OCII 4101 3rd Street Contact: 	 Jessica Range 



David Winslow 
03/20/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 conf. call WI sponsor design review 



1.00 $120.51 



1.00 $120.51 



201 4-000693GEN OCII Design General Contact: 	 Viktoriya Mass 



David Winslow 
01/08/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 Mission Bay Block 40 Office allocation revision 
02/04/2015 David Winslow 3.00 $361.53 (2hrs) design review for UBER HO, (1 hr) 4101 third st. 
03/03/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 meeting to discuss mission bay commission hearing 
03/09/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 OCII Transbay BIk F bulk measurement mtg with city staff. 



6.50 $783.32 



6.50 $783.32 



201 4-000697GEN OCII Design BIk 8 Contact: 	 Viktoriya Wise 



Maia Small 
03/26/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 design review internal discussion 
03/26/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 schematic design review 



1.00 $120.51 



1.00 $120.51 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



201 4-000698GEN OCII Design Transbay Blk5 Contact: 	 Viktoriya Wise 



Maia Small 
03/26/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 schematic design review 
03/27/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 design discussion /open space 
03/30/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 design review 
03/31/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 design review 



3.75 $451.91 



3.75 $451.91 



201 4-000699GEN OCII Env. Transbay BIk 5 Contact: 	 Chris Kern 



Chris Kern 
03/09/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 internal meeting reprocess 
03/11/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 internal meetings reprocess 
03/16/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 review draft note to file 
03/17/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 emails re draft note to file 
03/31/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 meeting with Sue and Wade re process 



2.50 $339.28 



Sarah Jones 
03/23/2015 Sarah Jones 0.25 $41.78 ERO review 



0.25 $41.78 



Susan Mickelsen 
02/24/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.00 $120.51 TC with new PM; update on status; coordination emails 
02/25/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 Emails; coordination of meeting 
02/26/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.25 $30.13 Internal check-in 
02/27/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.25 $150.64 Meeting with OCII and Planning; internal check in before meeting 
03/04/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 TC 
03/09/2015 Susan Mickelsen 3.50 $421.79 Review EIR, Internal mtg Director, internal meeting follow-up, emails 



03/11/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.75 $210.89 Internal meeting; start working on document 
03/16/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.50 $180.77 Email; draft memo; update with changes; internal conversation and tc re: same 



03/17/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.50 $180.77 memo changes; ero assignment; internal cony re: same 
03/18/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 tc to OClI 
03/23/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.75 $90.38 email; clean up file 
03/25/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 email; plans; tc 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



03/27/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.25 $30.13 tc/rtc/message to OCII 
03/31/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.25 $30.13 Question 



14.00 $1,687.14 



16.75 $2,068.19 



201 4-00079OCWF OCII Design Transbay BIk 1 Contact: 	 David Winslow 



David Winslow 
02/27/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 Block F bulk controls 



1.50 $180.77 



1.50 $180.77 



2014-000953GEN 20142051 OCII - Transbay BIk 1 Env. Contact: 	 Kansai Uchida 



Kansai Uchida 
01/06/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.75 $86.06 Shadow review 
01/09/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind study receipt/initial check 
01/12/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.75 $86.06 Shadow study review and consultant call 
01/29/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Consultant check-in/billing setup 
01/30/2015 Kansai Uchida 2.75 $315.56 Shadow review, comment transmittal 
02/23/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind review 
02/24/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind study review 
02/25/2015 Kansai Uchida 1.50 $172.13 Wind study review 
02/27/2015 Kansai Uchida 2.50 $286.88 Archeo coordination, wind study review, scheduling 
03/02/2015 Kansai Uchida 1.50 $172.13 OCII call, archeology update, shadow review, block 8 inquiry 
03/04/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Cumulative projects coordination 
03/05/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Consultant shadow response 
03/09/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Shadow study draft 2 initial review 
03/12/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind study 
03/19/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Public inquiry 



12.00 $1,377.00 



12.00 $1,377.00 



2014-002651 GEN OCII Transbay BIk 1 Design Review Contact: 	 OCII 



David Winslow 
02/12/2015 David Winslow 1.25 $150.64 internal staff design review 
03/06/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 review of clementine and proposed streetscape improvements 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS � Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



03/11/2015 David Winslow 2.00 $241.02 clementine street design parameters 
03/18/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review of Clementina St 



5.75 $692.93 



5.75 $692.93 



201 5-003309GEN OCII ENV Transbay BIk 8 Contact: 	 Wietgrefe 



Michael Li 
03/30/2015 Michael Li 0.50 $60.26 Reviewed wind tunnel report. 



0.50 $60.26 



Wade Wietgrefe 
03/17/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 1.75 $205.75 



03/23/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 1.00 $117.57 
03/24/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 0.25 $29.39 
03/26/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 1.75 $205.75 
03/31/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 6.00 $705.42 



10.75 $1,263.88 



11.25 $1,324.13 



Grand Total: 206.75 $25,877.36 



coordination with OCII; review of past environmental documents in transbay 



Review of EIRJS and MMRP. Sent email 
Coordination with finance 
Coordination and preliminary review of documents 
Review FEIR/S, wind, and traffic studies. Responded to OCIl 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PQ 
	



PLANNING DEPARTMENT 



April 20, 2015 
1650 Mission St. 
Sue 400 
San Francisco, 



Golden State Warriors 
CA 94103-2479 



do Ms. Catherine Reilly, Project Manager Reception: 



OCII 415.558.6378 



1 South Van Ness, 5th  Floor Fax: 



San Francisco, CA 94103 415.558.6409 



Planning 
Information: 



Subject: 	GSW Projects 415.558.6377 



Fee Collection for 3rd Quarter FY 14 15 (1/1/2015-3/3112015) 



Dear Ms. Reilly, 



Attached please find a detail Time Accounting Report for the following accounts listed of staff 
time spent on GSW projects. The total amount is $62,170.86 covered period 1/1/2015-
3/31/2015. 



Account # Account Name Hours Cost 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 466.50 $62,170.86 
2014-0027010FA GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 0.00 $0.00 
Total  466.50 $62,170.86 



This letter is to inform you that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment to "San 
Francisco Planning Department" and specify the project title, given above, on the check, and 
address it to 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 to the attention of Karen 
Zhu. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please contact Karen Zhu at 415-558-6408 or 
Karen.zhusfgov.org . Thank you for your prompt response. 



Sincerely, 



Ke$h DeMartini 
Fi/iance & IT Manager 



C.C. 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 
Chris Kern, Planner 
Brett Bollinger, Planner 











Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed UseDevelopment 



Bill Wycko 
03/01/2015 Bill Wycko 5.00 $901.70 
03/02/2015 Bill Wycko 2.00 $360.68 
03/04/2015 Bill Wycko 3.00 $541.02 
03108/2015 Bill Wycko 2.00 $360.68 
03/12/2015 Bill Wycko 4.00 $721.36 
03/12/2015 Bill Wycko 3.00 $541.02 



03/25/2015 Bill Wycko 7.50 $1,352.55 
03/26/2015 Bill Wycko 0.50 $90.17 



27.00 	$4,869.18 



NOTATION 



Contac Clarke Miller 



Entered time for Bill Wycko 
Entered time for Bill Wycko 
Entered time for Bill Wycko 
Entered time for Bill Wycko. 
Entered time for Bill Wycko. 
Entered time for Bill Wycko. Preparation of review comments for Warriors Arena 
Transportation 
Entered hours of work time for Bill Wycko. 
Entered hours of work time for Bill Wycko. 



Brett Bollinger 
01/05/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Emails. Phone. Doc review 
01/06/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Email. Conference Call. Doc Review 
01/08/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 offsite TMP/UCSF meeting 
01/12/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Transportation docs. Email. Phone. 
01/13/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Email. Transportation/AQ review 
01/14/2015 Brett Bollinger 5.00 $602.55 Arrival distribution discussions/emails. 
01/15/2015 Brett Bollinger 5.00 $602.55 Email. Doc review. AQ Meeting at BAAQMD 
01/20/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 Email. Phone. Document review. 
01/21/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Email. Phone. Schedule discussion meeting. 
01/26/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Email/Phone 
01/28/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 DEIR 
01/29/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Trans. DEIR. 
01/29/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Wind phone. Trans review. Mode Split. 
02/09/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIRIA 
02/10/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/11/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/12/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/17/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/18/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/19/2015 Brett Bollinger 5.00 $602.55 ADEIRIA 
02/20/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/24/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Conference call and document review 
02/25/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 ADEIR 1A other documents 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost 



03/02/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 
03/03/2015 Brett Bollinger 8.00 $964.08 
03/04/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 
03/05/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 
03/0612015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 
03/09/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 
03/10/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 
03/11/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 
03/12/2015 Brett Bollinger 9.00 $1,084.59 
03/17/2015 Brett Bollinger 7.00 $843.57 
03/18/2015 Brett Bollinger 7.00 $843.57 
03/19/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 
03/20/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 
03/25/2015 Brett Bollinger 9.00 $1,084.59 
03/26/2015 Brett Bollinger 9.00 $1,084.59 



160.00 $19,281.60 



Chris Kern 
01/05/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/06/2015 Chris Kern 5.00 $678.55 
01/07/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 
01/08/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 
01/09/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 



01/12/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 
01/13/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 
01/14/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 
01/15/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 
01/20/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/21/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/22/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/23/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/26/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 
01/27/2015 Chris Kern 6.50 $882.12 



01/28/2015 Chris Kern 8.00 $1,085.68 
01/29/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 
02/02/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 



NJC’TATI(ThJ 



ADEIR lB 
ADEIR lB 
Meeting 
AQ Meeting 
ADEIR lB 
email/phone 
email/phone 
ADEIR I 
All-day ADEIR 1 B meeting at ESA 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR 1 B all-day meeting. 
ADEIR 1 B all-day meeting. 



Project management 
Project management, air quality meeting 
Project management, CEQA meetings 
Project management, meeting re sewer/stormwater infrastructure 
Project management, air quality review/meeting prep, review sewer and stormwater 
background report, SLR analysis 
project management 
project management, meeting with BAAQMD 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
weekly city staff project meeting 
review ADEIR1A 
review ADEIR1A 
review ADEIR1A 
Review ADEIR1 



Page 2 of 6 











Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



02/03/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 weekly city staff meeting 
02/03/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 transportation team meeting 
02/04/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 Review ADEIR1 
02/05/2015 Chris Kern 3.25 $441.06 Review ADEIR1 
02/06/2015 Chris Kern 5.50 $746.41 Review ADEIR1A. 
02/09/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADEIR1A 
02/10/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADEIR1A 
02/11/2015 Chris Kern 6.00 $814.26 review ADEIR1A; meeting re utilities; internal meeting re air quality 
02/12/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 review ADEIR1A 
02/17/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 Review ADEIR1A 
02/18/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 Review ADEIR1A 
02/19/2015 Chris Kern 5.00 $678.55 Review ADEIR1A 
02/20/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 project management, conference call with CEQA consultants 
02/23/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADEIR1A, internal meetings 
02/24/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 ADEIR1A comment consolidation 
02/25/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 ADEIR1A comment consolidation, project management 
02/26/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 Review ADEIRIB 
03/02/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADSEIR1B, OEWD coordination 
03/03/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 review ADSEIR1 B, project management 
03/04/2015 Chris Kern 6.50 $882.12 review ADSEIR1 B, CEQA team meeting, project management 
03/05/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 review ADSEIR1B 
03/06/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 revisions to air quality offset MM and related coordination 
03/09/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 drafting and coordination re air quality mitigation measure, project management 



03/10/2015 	Chris Kern 	 4.50 	$610.70 	drafting AQ mitigation measure and related coordination; weekly City meeting; 
coordination re transportation analysis; project management 



03/11/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 
03/12/2015 Chris Kern 8.00 $1,085.68 
03/16/2015 Chris Kern 3.50 $474.99 
03/17/2015 Chris Kern 3.75 $508.91 
03/18/2015 Chris Kern 4.50 $610.70 
03/23/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 
03/24/2015 Chris Kern 5.00 $678.55 



03/25/2015 	Chris Kern 
	



9.00 	$1,221.39 
03/26/2015 	Chris Kern 



	
2.50 	$339.28 



review ADElRlA& 16 
ADEIR1A review work session at ESA 
review comments on ADSEIR1 B, project management 
Review ADEIR1 B, comment consolidation, revise GHG section 
review & consolidate comments on ADSEIR1 B 
review comments on ADEIR1 B, project management 
review comments in ADEIR1 B; coordination with OCII & OEWD, prep for work 
sessions 
work session to review comments on ADSEIR1 B 
consultation with CAO, coordination re AQ mitigation, project management 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 
Wrirkr1f 
	



NAME 
	



Hours 	Cost NOTATION 



03/30/2015 
	



Chris Kern 
	



1.00 	$135.71 	internal meetings re AQ mitigation; project management 
03/31/2015 
	



Chris Kern 
	



1.00 	$135.71 	project management; AQ mitigation 



	



196.50 	$26,667.02 



David Winslow 
01/28/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 office design team kick off meeting 
02/10/2015 David Winslow 0.50 $60.26 internal staff coord. mtg 
02/12/2015 David Winslow 1.25 $150.64 design review team meeting 
02/24/2015 David Winslow 0.50 $60.26 internal team coordination 
02/26/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review meeting with project sponsor 
03/03/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 design review mtg w/ sponsor 
03/05/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review mtg. w. sponsor 
03/17/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review of office 
03/19/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 landscape design review mtg. 
03/24/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 Internal meeting 



11.75 	$1,415.99 



Jessica Range 
01/06/2015 Jessica Range 1.00 $136.11 
01/13/2015 Jessica Range 2.00 $272.22 
01/27/2015 Jessica Range 1.00 $136.11 
01/28/2015 Jessica Range 1.50 $204.17 
01/29/2015 Jessica Range 8.00 $1,088.88 
02/11/2015 Jessica Range 0.50 $68.06 
03/12/2015 Jessica Range 2.50 $340.28 
03/19/2015 Jessica Range 1.00 $136.11 
03/24/2015 Jessica Range 2.00 $272.22 



03/25/2015 
	



Jessica Range 
	



2.00 	$272.22 



AQ meeting 
Meeting with BAAQMD 
review DEIR-1 AQ section 
review AQ section 
review AQ section of EIR 
review comments with Brett and Chris 
Off site meeting 
draft responses to questions from BAAQMD 
Review GHG section, prepare response to BAAQMD questions and general 
coordination. 
review revised impacts section for health risks and provide edits to ESA. 



03/26/2015 
	



Jessica Range 
	



1.50 	$204.17 	internal coordination and coordination with BAAQMD 



	



23.00 	$3,130.53 



Randall Dean 
02/23/2015 
	



Randall Dean 	 1.00 	$120.51 	draft ATP 
02/24/2015 
	



Randall Dean 	 2.00 	$241.02 	draft ATP 
03/02/2015 
	



Randall Dean 	 1.00 	$120.51 	draft ATP issue 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3131/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



03/04/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 draft ATP submittal issue 
03/10/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 draft ATP & language of IS 



6.00 $723.06 



Viktoriya Wise 
01/06/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.00 $155.86 Internal meeting with city atty; email 
01/07/2015 Viktoriya Wise 5.00 $779.30 noon meeting with MTA to go over approach to transit service plan and mitigation 



measures; item at MTAB? Standing GSW 3-hour meeting to discuss transportation, 
hydrology and public utilities. 	In the AM, prep for the meeting; check in the Brett. 



01/10/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.75 $116.90 reviewed email correspondence and followed up with Luba, brett and jose on a few 
things. 



01/13/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.25 $38.97 Internal meeting with Tim Erney 
01/13/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.25 $350.69 Updated SBJ on the status; met with Chris and Brett to discuss the temporal 



distribution; reviewed the emails and info on the subject matter and discussed 
approach with LCW; called Kate; read email from Adam about Giants/GSW games 
solutions. 



01/14/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.25 $350.69 Conference call with consultants to discuss approach to temporal distribution and 
transit data; call with team, including Ken, to discuss schedule; general emails and 
discussions with staff. 



01/15/2015 Viktoriya Wise 3.50 $545.51 emails about the schedule and analysis of temporal distribution; call with - ken; call 
with the team; met with Chris and Brett to discuss impact statements; call with Paul 
about schedule; met with Luba to discuss structure of transportation chapter. 



01/20/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.50 $77.93 reviewed the temporal distributions and talked with Jose 
01/22/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.25 $38.97 Discussed schedule with Brett 
01/27/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.25 $38.97 touched base with Chris; phone conversation with Clarke 
01/28/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.50 $77.93 met with brett to give guidance on next list of to do items; updated chris kern on 



transpo and he updated me on utlis 
02/02/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.00 $155.86 Put together the agenda for Wed meeting and discussed the approach with Luba; 



left messages for team members about meeting and call with Adam. 



02/03/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.50 $233.79 emails and prep for meeting the next day 
02/04/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.50 $389.65 review what luba sent and the revised travel demand model; email to team; 



conversation with Jeff; etc. 
02/04/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.00 $311.72 Internal transportation meeting 
02/10/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.75 $116.90 Meeting with Brett to go over outstanding items; discussion with Chris about 



transportation and overall ERO review 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 
Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



02/18/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.00 $155.86 Meeting with Bill, chris and brett 
02/18/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.00 $311.72 Performance standard draft; several calls with luba and email to team. 



02/22/2015 Viktoriya Wise 3.50 $545.51 replied to mit measure comments from carli and luba about peds; reviewed the 
pedestrian analysis luba sent and gave back comments; revised the mit measure for 
TSP and drafted the ped mit measure; sent an email about ped measure to the 
team. 



02/26/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.00 $311.72 email with Luba; talked with MTA about transit; conference call with Ken; later 
conference call with Adam, City atty, and rest of team. 



02/27/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.25 $350.69 talked with adam on the phone; got the section and put together 3-page summary of 
impacts in prep for meeting with Mayor and his meeting with UCSF. 



35.00 	$5,455.10 



Virnaliza Byrd 
03/01/2015 	Virnaliza Byrd 5.00 $363.85 	Entered time for Bill Wycko 



5.00 $363.85 



Wade Wietgrefe 
03/05/2015 	Wade Wietgrefe 2.25 $264.53 	Prep for and attend meeting regarding AQ 



2.25 $264.53 



466.50 $62,170.86 



Grand Total: 466.50 $62,170.86 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 



SECOND NOTICE l650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 



April 20, 2015 CA 94103-2479 



Reception: 
415.558.6378 



Golden State Warriors 
Fax: 



do Ms. Catherine Reilly, Project Manager 415.558.6409 
OCII 



th I South Van Ness, 5 	Floor 
Planning 
Information: 



San Francisco, CA 94103 415.558.6377 



Subject: 	GSW Projects 
Fee Collection for 2d  Quarter FY 14 15 (10/1/2014-12/31/2014) 



Dear Ms. Reilly: 



Enclosed is a copy of the bill that we sent you on February 18, 2015. To date we 
have no record that this bill has ever been paid. The bill requested payment for 
the GSW projects reviewing by our staff during 10/1/2014-12/31/2014. There is an 
outstanding balance of $60,747.28. Please refer to the attached Time Accounting 
Costs Report. 



This letter is a second notice that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment 
to "San Francisco Planning Department" and specify the project title, given above, 
on the check, and address it to 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 
94103 to the attention of Karen Zhu. 



In the event that you do not send payment in full within 30 days from this letter’s 
date, the balance will be forwarded for collection to the Bureau of Delinquent 
Revenue. Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please do not hesitate to 
contact Karen Zhu at (415) 558-6408 or Karen.zhu@sfgov.org . 



Sincerely, 



 



lKith=DeMartini  
V  Finance Manager 



cc: 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING 



February 18, 2015 



Golden State Warriors 
do Ms. Catherine Reilly, Project Manager 
OCIL 
I South Van Ness, 5 1 Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



Subject: 	GSW Projects 
Fee Collection for 2’ Quarter FY 14 15 (10/1/2014-12/31/2014) 



Dear Ms. Reilly, 



Attached please find a detail Time Accounting Report for the following accounts listed of staff 
time spent on GSW projects. The total amount is $60,747.28 covered period 10/1/2014-
12/31/2014. 



Account # Account Name Hours Cost 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 758.75 $60,729.96 



2014-0027010FA GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 0.25 $17.32 



Total  759.00 $60,747.28 



This letter is to inform you that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment to "San 
Francisco Planning Department" and specify the project title, given above, on the check, and 
address it to 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 to the attention of Karen 
Zhu. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please contact Karen Zhu at 415-558-6408 or 
Karen.zhusfgov.org . Thank you for your prompt response. 



Sincerely, 



Finance & 



C.C. 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 
Chris Kern, Planner 
Brett Bollinger, Planner 



1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 



Reception: 



415.558.6378 



Fax: 



415.558.6409 



Planning 
Information: 



415.558.6377 











Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable NOTATION 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed UseDevelopment Contact: 	Clarke Miller 



BBOLLING 
10/01/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 585.33 Y Meeting and prep. TMP review. 
10/02/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 585.33 Y TMP review. Transit service plan coordination. EIR emails/phone 
10/03/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 351.20 Y TMP review 
10/06/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 351.20 Y TMP comments 
10/08/2014 BBOLLING 6.00 702.40 Y Meeting prep. Meetings. IS review. TMP comments review 
10/09/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 234.13 Y Email. IS consolidation 
10/14/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.05 Y Email. Phone. Meeting Prep 
10/15/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.05 Y Meetings and prep. emails. phone 
10/16/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y SB743. 
10/20/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y Meeting prep. Email/phone correspondence 
10/27/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y email and phone correspondence 
10/27/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y Meeting with Trans Consultants 
11/04/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Discussproject events over last two weeks in my absence. 
11/04/2014 BBOLLING 0.75 90.38 Y Email/Phone 
11/04/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Discussproject events over last two weeks in my absence. 
11/05/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Emails/phone correspondence 
11/05/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y Archeo meeting. 
11/05/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Emails/phone correspondence 
11/06/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y Review IS comments 
11/06/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y mtg 
11/10/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y Review IS/NOP comments. Other project CEQA issues. Phone. Email. 
11/12/2014 BBOLLING 8.00 964.08 Y Initial Study review session at ESA 
11/13/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Transit Meeting 
11/13/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y Newspaper Ad 
11/13/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Transit Meeting 
11/14/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y NOA, NOC. Email. 
11/17/2014 BBOLLING 1.50 180.77 Y Review 
11/17/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y NOP/IS 
11/17/2014 BBOLLING 0.50 60.26 Y Review 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 0.50 60.26 Y Review 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 1.50 180.77 Y Weekly City Hall GSW Meeting 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y Email, phone and review of revised GSW schedule 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 0.50 60.26 Y Schedule 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable 



11/19/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 
11/19/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
11/20/2014 BBOLLING 2.50 301.28 Y 
11/20/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 
11/25/2014 BBOLLING 6.00 723.06 Y 
12/02/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/02/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y 
12/03/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y 
12/04/2014 BBOLLING 2.50 301.28 Y 
12/08/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y 
12/09/2014 BBOLLING 6.00 723.06 Y 
12/10/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/11/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 
12/12/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/15/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/16/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/17/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/22/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/23/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/30/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 



156.25 18,747.06 



CKERN 
10/01/2014 CKERN 4.00 581.64 Y 
10/02/2014 CKERN 4.00 581.64 Y 
10/06/2014 CKERN 1.00 145.41 Y 
10/07/2014 CKERN 1.00 145.41 Y 
10/08/2014 CKERN 5.00 727.05 Y 
10/09/2014 CKERN 3.00 436.23 Y 
10/17/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 Y 
10/20/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 Y 
10/20/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 Y 
10/20/2014 CKERN 2.00 271.42 Y 
10/21/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 Y 
10/21/2014 CKERN 2.50 339.28 Y 
10/22/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 Y 



NOTATION 



review 
Info needs. Phone/email, meeting cooridnation 
Meeting-Project Info 
Email/Phone correspondence 
Travel Demand Memo and TMP/Meeting 
TMP Meeting prep and attendance 
TMP/Trans Impact Statement review 
Meeting and meeting prep. 
Scoping meeting 
Scoping Meeting prep/review 
Meeting and prep 
Storm/Waste-Water Meeting 
Meeting 
Scoping Meeting prep/review 
Email/Phone/Document review 
Email/Phone/Document review 
Meetings. prep. 
PD review 
PD review 
Emails/Document review 



project management/review documents/meeting 
projetc management/review documents 
project management 
project management 
project management/meetings/review documents 
project management/review and consolidate comments 



Phone calls re project description changes. 
coordination re SFPUC comments on Draft IS 
Email/Phone Correspondence 
Weekly interdepartmental coordination meeting 
Project management; conference call re SFPUC admin draft IS Comments 
internal meetings, conference call with project team, project management 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate 	USER NAME 	 Hours 	Cost Billable NOTATION 



10/23/2014 	CKERN 	 2.00 	271.42 Y 	coordination with SFPUc and consultants re Utilities analysis; project 
management 



10/27/2014 CKERN 1.50 203.57 	Y 
10/28/2014 CKERN 7.00 949.97 	Y 
10/29/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
10/30/2014 CKERN 8.00 1,085.68 	Y 
10/31/2014 CKERN 3.50 474.99 	Y 
11/03/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
11/04/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
11/05/2014 CKERN 6.00 814.26 	Y 
11/10/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 



11/12/2014 CKERN 8.50 1,153.54 	Y 



11/13/2014 CKERN 0.50 67.86 	Y 
11/18/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
11/19/2014 CKERN 1.50 203.57 	Y 
11/20/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 



11/24/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
11/25/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
11/26/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
12/01/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
12/02/2014 CKERN 0.50 67.86 	Y 
12/03/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/09/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
12/09/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/09/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
12/10/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/15/2014 CKERN 0.50 67.86 	Y 
12/16/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/17/2014 CKERN 7.50 1,017.83 	Y 



12/18/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/22/2014 CKERN 9.00 1,221.39 	Y 
12/23/2014 CKERN 7.00 949.97 	Y 



internal project management; coordination wiht consultants 
Review IS Admin Draft 2 
review IS admin draft 2 
Review admin draft IS 2 & related coordination 
Coordination with OCII, CAO, and consultants re IS admin draft 2. 
coordination with OCII, CAO, Consultant, Sponsor re arche resources 
Review admin draft IS 
review admin draft IS 2 
review comments from OCII, CAO and GSW on IS Draft2. Coordination with 
consultants re IS review sessions. Coordination with OCII re scoping meeting. 
work session at ESA to finalize IS; internal coordination re NOP publication 
process 
finalize IS/NOP 
coordination re schedule 
review and coordination re schedule for EIR 
meeting re DEIR info needs and schedule; follow up coordination with 
consultants, OCII, DPW and SFPUC 
coordination/project management re infrastructure requirements for project. 
Project management 
project management 
project management 
Project management 
CEQA team meeting; project management 
scoping meeting 
CEQA team meeting 
prep for scoping meeting 
Meetings re infrastructure requirements and schedule 
meeting re schedule 
review ADEIR1 PD section 
project management, meeting at OEWD, CEQA team meeting, review 
ADEIR1 
CPC info hearing, review ADEIR1 
Review ADEIR1 sections and project management 
review ADEIR1 and project management 



Page 3 of 7 











Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable NOTATION 



12/24/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 Y review ADEIR1 and project management 
12/29/2014 CKERN 8.00 1,085.68 Y review ADEIR1 & TMP correspondence 
12/30/2014 CKERN 9.00 1,221.39 Y review TMP & project management 



160.50 21,956.06 



DWINSLOW 
10/02/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 167.22 Y team mtg. wsponsior 
10/06/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 111.48 Y coordination and review 
10/07/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 111.48 Y meeting 
10/09/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 111.48 Y weekly mtg. 
10/16/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 114.74 Y design review and coord. mtg 
10/21/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y Weekly interdepartmental coordination meeting 
10/21/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y Weekly interdepartmental coordination meeting 
11/06/2014 DWINSLOW 2.00 241.02 Y design review meeting 
11/07/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y coordination 
11/13/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y Newspaper Ad 
12/08/2014 DWINSLOW 3.50 421.79 Y informational hearing calenar description and memo 
12/09/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 180.77 Y hearing memo/exec sumamry. briefing director, team coord 
12/09/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 180.77 Y coord. 
12/11/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 180.77 Y hearing document prep 
12/12/2014 DWINSLOW 3.00 361.53 Y hearing prep and coord. 
12/15/2014 DWINSLOW 2.00 241.02 Y hearing prep and coord. 
12/16/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y hearing prep 
12/17/2014 DWINSLOW 3.00 361.53 Y hearing prep and coord 
12/18/2014 DWINSLOW 6.00 723.06 Y hearing prep and attendance 



34.50 4,111.19 



EWATTY 
10/01/2014 EWATTY 0.50 75.66 Y Reviewed project appvl list. 



0.50 75.66 



JRANGE 
10/22/2014 JRANGE 0.50 68.06 Y AQ meeting with consultants 
12/17/2014 JRANGE 2.50 340.28 Y Internal meeting and review of draft AQ impacts and AQ impact EIR 



discussion. 



3.00 408.33 



JSWITZKY 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable NOTATION 



10/16/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.91 Y mtg 
11/06/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.92 Y mtg 
11/13/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.92 Y Newspaper Ad 
11/20/2014 JSWITZKY 2.00 285.84 Y Email/Phone correspondence 
11/25/2014 JSWITZKY 0.50 71.46 Y coordination 
12/09/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.92 Y review 
12/18/2014 JSWITZKY 1.50 214.38 Y info hearing 



8.00 	1,143.35 



RDEAN 
10/21/2014 RDEAN 5.00 602.55 Y review of IS and research of background material; project was not submitted 



for PAR review nor archeological scoping previously per standard EP 



10/24/2014 RDEAN 5.50 662.81 Y review of draft IS and background material 
10/27/2014 RDEAN 0.50 60.26 Y Comments on I.S. 
10/28/2014 RDEAN 0.50 60.26 Y Comments on I.S. 
10/30/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y teleconference regarding comments 
10/30/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y teleconference regarding comments 
10/30/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y teleconference regarding comments 
11/07/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y comments on revision of archeo sub-section 
11/14/2014 RDEAN 0.50 60.26 Y discussion about archeo mit measure, etc. 
11/17/2014 RDEAN 1.50 180.77 Y review, comments, revisions of SOW for ATP 



17.50 2,108.93 



VMASS 
10/01/2014 VMASS 3.50 529.62 Y Team meeting and emails. 
10/02/2014 VMASS 1.50 226.98 Y met with Brett; baseline analysis and meetings with Sarah; call with Jose; etc. 



10/05/2014 VMASS 3.00 453.96 Y TMP review 
10/06/2014 VMASS 1.50 226.98 Y Conference call with OCII and consultants about No Project alternative; sent 



bb comments on TMP and other emails from GSW. 
10/09/2014 VMASS 1.25 189.15 V Discussion with Chris about schedule (appeals, etc.); email from Brett and 



with Jose/Luba; etc. approved billing for quarter. 



10/10/2014 VMASS 1.50 226.98 V Started IS review 
10/13/2014 VMASS 8.00 1,246.88 Y Reviewed the Initial Study 
10/14/2014 VMASS 2.25 350.68 V finished IS review and met with Chris and Brett to discuss the 6 or so main 



comments; email to MTA about curb management for post event; call with 
Erin Miller. 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable 



10/15/2014 VMASS 3.50 545.51 Y 
10/27/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
10/30/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/04/2014 VMASS 4.50 701.37 Y 
11/05/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 



11/07/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
11/10/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/12/2014 VMASS 8.00 1,246.88 Y 
11/12/2014 VMASS 1.25 194.83 Y 
11/12/2014 VMASS 1.75 272.76 Y 



11/13/2014 VMASS 1.25 194.83 Y 
11/14/2014 VMASS 8.00 1,246.88 Y 
11/14/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/16/2014 VMASS 2.00 311.72 Y 
11/18/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/19/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/20/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 



11/23/2014 VMASS 2.00 311.72 Y 
11/24/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 



11/25/2014 VMASS 0.25 38.97 Y 
11/25/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
11/30/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
12/01/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 



12/02/2014 VMASS 2.00 311.72 Y 



NOTATION 



transportation meeting; team meeting for IS comments; email 
Conference Call with Luba, Jose and Brett 
Meeting with Chris to discuss Archeology; email response to Jose. 
Reviewed Initial Study 
Met with Chris and Brett to go over Initial Study comments and outstanding 
items for publication. 



Reviewed J. Malamut comments; general email. 
Conference call with Luba 
Initial Study review session at ESA 
Reviewed the revised Archeo section 
Reviewed the revised PD for initial study including comments from staff, OCII 
and project sponsor; went over all the various emails from last week. 



Meeting with MTA and LCW/Jose 
IS war room meeting 
Meeting with Randall; call with GSW about scope 
Screencheck Review 
Schedule 
email exchanges 
Project team meeting to go over outstanding information needs, particularly 
around transportation 



Review of the Travel Demand Memo and draft email to City Atty 
email to chris about budget; email to brett about my comments; call with 
Adam; email to City Atty 



call with Adam and Ken 
call with Jose and Luba to finalize the Travel Demand Memo 
Review of the TMP in anticipation of meeting on Tuesday 
Call with Julie and Jeff to discuss Transit Service Plan issues (saturday, with 
giants, 2020 model); read email from City Attorney; follow up email to 
jose/Iuba/brett 



finished reviewing the TDM plan and had a team meeting with MTA; followed 
up by a short meeting with jose/Iuba/brett to discuss Transit Service plan items 



12/04/2014 	VMASS 	 2.00 	311.72 Y 	regular meeting - discussed GHG, alternatives and Transportation section 
organization; 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable 



12/04/2014 VMASS 1.50 233.79 Y 



12/08/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
12/10/2014 VMASS 2.50 389.65 Y 
12/11/2014 VMASS 1.00 155.86 Y 
12/12/2014 VMASS 0.25 38.97 Y 
12/16/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
12/16/2014 VMASS 1.25 194.83 Y 
12/17/2014 VMASS 3.00 467.58 Y 
12/18/2014 VMASS 1.00 155.86 Y 



78.50 12,179.39 



458.75 60,729.96 



2014-0027010FA GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 



NOTATION 
Reviewed the document organization for transportation impacts and discussed 
with Brett briefly; call to Luba. 
Call about the Travel Demand Memo 
Team meeting and meeting with Chris about schedule 
conference call with brett and consultants 
John Malamut email exchange 
did some research on candlestick to see if we can use the same approach 
call with John Malamut about TSP approach; called adam; updatec Chris 
team meeting; meeting with sarah to discuss TSP appraoch 
read some emails and watched the commission hearing; followed up with 
chris about pile driving and visual sims 



Contact: BAY JACARANDA NO 2932 LLC 



AHUISMAN 
12/12/2014 	AHUISMAN 	 0.25 



	
17.32 Y 
	



created record only for billing purposes 



	



0.25 
	



17.32 



	



0.25 	17.32 



Grand Total: 
	



459.00 	60,747.28 
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Block 33/34 Variant
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 5:18:14 PM


Yes, according to my notes we discussed the matter on March 25.  The clinical  use at Blocks 33/34
would have a slightly higher trip gen (particularly vehicles) than R&D/office, so in this new run we are
assuming that use for a portion of the two blocks for 2040 cumulative conditions.
 
The UCSF LRDP EIR assumed that up to half of the total planned development for the 2 blocks (250
kgsf out of 500 kgsf) would be for clinical uses.  Diane Wong has confirmed that this is still true,
although they are currently thinking that the actual value might be be lower.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 2:11 PM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; "José I. Farrán"
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Block 33/34 Variant
 
Jose/Luba – I just wanted to double check that based on the conversation we had a couple weeks
ago that you will be including the Clinical Office variant from the UCSF LRDP into the GSW analysis
(and confirm that the variant is the most conservative assumption for traffic).  Since we had so much
going on that day, I just wanted to double check that this was caught.


Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(ECN); wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Subject: RE: GSW - Construction
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 1:49:42 PM
Attachments: image002.png


2015.04.20_SiteAccessPlans.pdf


Paul and Luba,
Please see the attached, which indicates all planned access points to the site. Additional explanation
from our contractor is as follows:
 
However, it needs to be understood that all of them will not be utilized at the same time. 
They will open/close based on coordination with the infrastructure work and the progress of
our work…[i.e.] access moves around pending on the current state of the project.
 
Let us 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
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 5:37 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: FW: GSW - Construction
 
Kate:
 
Sorry to pile on with miscellaneous data requests, but Luba needs clarification on the following issue:


·         In the construction section of the SEIR Transportation section, Clarke indicated that “GSW’s general
contractor has expressed interest in multiple ingress/egress points for truck access to the construction
site;” and that “GSW will get a revised site plan which shows the locations.”


 
Would you please provide that revised construction site access plan to us?  Thanks.
 
-Paul
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: Off-set fee calculation
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:47:09 PM
Attachments: image002.jpg
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image010.png
image011.png
image012.png
image013.png
image014.png


Hi Chris,


As per Chris k's earlier email, you have received a cleaned up version of the aq
section. A few comments on this section: we have removed scenario 2 calculations
(no tsp), so they should also be removed from the table. Also, Catherine provided
me with an updated table of operational emissions and the updated offset number
(below). However, this table should remove scenario 2 and the section should not
reference a scenario 2 offset fee. There may also be reference to a table x, that is
no longer necessary. I'm not in the office tomorrow, but if any of this is confusing,
shoot me an email or call me at 510-541-3465.


Best,
Jess


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: Catherine Mukai <cmukai@environcorp.com>
Date: April 23, 2015 at 5:31:05 PM PDT
To: "Range, Jessica (CPC)" <jessica.range@sfgov.org>, Michael Keinath
<mkeinath@environcorp.com>
Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation


Hi Jessica,
 
Here are the updated cost estimates and our updated EIR table, with the GSW trips
removed from Scenario 2. As before, the cost calculations are based on tpy emissions to
two decimals, and the administrative fee assumed is 5%.
 


Scenario Estimated Emissions Reductions Required
(tons/year)


Mitigation Offset
Fee (includes 5%
Administrative
Fee)


ROG NOx PM


Scenario 1 4.46 12.64 0 $323,729
Scenario 2 6.06 17.12 2.85 $1,517,928
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Table 5.4-8
Average Daily and Maximum Annual Operational
Emissions


 
Average Daily Emissions (pounds/day)


ROG NOx PM10 PM2.5


Emission Source     


Mobile – Scenario 1 (Project - GSW
Trips)


42 109 77 22


Mobile - Scenario 2 (No TSP - GSW
Trips)


50 133 95 27


Standby Diesel Generators 0.30 0.97 0.04 0.04


Boilers 2.1 14 2.9 2.9


Area Sources 35 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01


     


Total Scenario 1 (Project - GSW
Trips)


79 124 80 25


Threshold 54 54 82 54


Above Threshold? Yes Yes No No


     


Total Scenario 2 (No TSP - GSW
Trips)


88 149 98 30


Threshold 54 54 82 54


Above Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No


 
Maximum Annual Emissions (short tons/year)


ROG NOx PM10 PM2.5


Emission Source     


Mobile – Scenario 1 (Project - GSW
Trips)


7.6 20 14 4.0


Mobile - Scenario 2 (No TSP - GSW
Trips)


9 24 17 4.9


Standby Diesel generators 0.055 0.18 0.0072 0.0072


Boilers 0.38 2.6 0.52 0.52


Area Sources 6.4 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01


     


Total Scenario 1 (Project - GSW
Trips)


14.5 23 14.6 4.5


Threshold 10 10 15 10


Above Threshold? Yes Yes No No


Total Scenario 2 (No TSP - GSW
Trips)


16 27 18 5.4


Threshold 10 10 15 10


Above Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No


 
 
Thanks,







 
Catherine
 


 


Catherine Mukai, PE
T: +1 415 426 5014
cmukai@environcorp.com
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 12:23 PM
To: Catherine Mukai; Michael Keinath
Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation
 
Here’s the table in the EIR now, as I mentioned the previous scenario 2 becomes
scenario 1 and scenario 2 is scenario 1 but without the TSP:


 
Average Daily Emissions (pounds/day)


ROG NOx PM10 PM2.5


Emission Source     


Mobile – Scenario 1 (Project – GSW Trips) 42 109 77 22
Mobile – Scenario 2 (No TSP) 71 189 135 38
Standby Diesel Generators 0.30 0.97 0.04 0.04
Boilers 2.1 14 2.9 2.9
Area Sources 35 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01


     
Total Scenario 1 (Project – GSW Trips) 79 124 80 25
Threshold 54 54 82 54
Above Threshold? Yes Yes No No


     
Total Scenario 2 (No TSP) 108 204 138 41
Threshold 54 54 82 54
Above Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No


 
Maximum Annual Emissions (short tons/year)


ROG NOx PM10 PM2.5


Emission Source     


Mobile – Scenario 1 (Project – GSW Trips) 7.6 20 14 4.0
Mobile – Scenario 2 (No TSP) 13 34 25 6.9
Standby Diesel generators 0.06 0.18 0.01 0.01
Boilers 0.38 2.6 0.52 0.52
Area Sources 6.4 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01


     
Total Scenario 1 (Project – GSW Trips) 15 23 14.6 4.5
Threshold 10 10 15 10
Above Threshold? Yes Yes No No


     
Total Scenario 2 (No TSP) 20 37 25 7.5
Threshold 10 10 15 10
Above Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No
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From: Catherine Mukai [mailto:cmukai@environcorp.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 12:14 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Michael Keinath
Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation
 
Is the attached what you’re looking for? We sent it to Chris S on March 20.
 
Thanks,
 
Catherine
 


 


Catherine Mukai, PE
T: +1 415 426 5014
cmukai@environcorp.com
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 12:05 PM
To: Catherine Mukai; Michael Keinath
Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation
 
Thank you.  Do you have the updated Table that will go in the EIR (shows total
emissions for each scenario)?  I will update that table in the EIR as well.
 
 
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: Catherine Mukai [mailto:cmukai@environcorp.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 11:48 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Michael Keinath
Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation
 
Hi Jessica,
 
Here is an updated table based on the latest transmittal to ESA and 5% admin fee. The
numbers are presented with more precision given the high per-ton cost. Costs are also
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calculated after rounding emissions in tons to 2 places.
 
Also, I think we are using different Scenario labels. In our tables, Scenario 1 is the
Project only, and Scenario 2 excludes Oracle emissions. Should we update our naming
scheme?
 


Scenario


Estimated Emissions
Reductions Required


(tons/year)


Mitigation Offset Fee
(includes 5%


Administrative Fee)ROG NOx PM
Scenario 1 8.13 22.74 6.96 $3,219,680
Scenario 2 4.46 12.64 0 $323,729


 
Thanks,
 
Catherine
 


 


Catherine Mukai, PE
T: +1 415 426 5014
cmukai@environcorp.com
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 8:58 AM
To: Michael Keinath; Catherine Mukai
Subject: Off-set fee calculation
 
Hi there,
 
Could one of you look over my calculations for the mitigation offset fee for Warriors?  I
am not sure I am calculating Scenario 2 correctly.  I used the current Carl Moyer cost
effectiveness of$18,030 per weighted ton and added a 10% administrative fee. The fee
is much higher, so I want to make sure it is correct before I send this out for review.
 


Scenario Estimated Emissions Reductions Required
(tons/year)


Mitigation Offset
Fee (includes 10%
Administrative
Fee)


ROG NOx PM


Scenario 1 5 13 0 $356,994
Scenario 2 10 27 10 $4,700,421


 
Weighted Emissions Reductions= NOx reductions (tons/year)+ROG Reductions
(tons/year) +(20 x (PM Reductions (tons/year)))
 
 
Jessica Range
Senior Planner, Environmental Planning
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Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9018 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 
 
 


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or
otherwise protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use
of the Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the
addressee, you may not review, copy, distribute or disclose to anyone the
message or any information contained within. If you have received this message
in error, please contact the sender by electronic reply to email@environcorp.com
and immediately delete all copies of the message.
 


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or
otherwise protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use
of the Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the
addressee, you may not review, copy, distribute or disclose to anyone the
message or any information contained within. If you have received this message
in error, please contact the sender by electronic reply to email@environcorp.com
and immediately delete all copies of the message.


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or
otherwise protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the
exclusive use of the Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or
authorized agent of the addressee, you may not review, copy, distribute
or disclose to anyone the message or any information contained within. If
you have received this message in error, please contact the sender by
electronic reply to email@environcorp.com and immediately delete all
copies of the message.
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Block 33/34 Variant
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 5:18:15 PM


Yes, according to my notes we discussed the matter on March 25.  The clinical  use at Blocks 33/34
would have a slightly higher trip gen (particularly vehicles) than R&D/office, so in this new run we are
assuming that use for a portion of the two blocks for 2040 cumulative conditions.
 
The UCSF LRDP EIR assumed that up to half of the total planned development for the 2 blocks (250
kgsf out of 500 kgsf) would be for clinical uses.  Diane Wong has confirmed that this is still true,
although they are currently thinking that the actual value might be be lower.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 2:11 PM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; "José I. Farrán"
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Block 33/34 Variant
 
Jose/Luba – I just wanted to double check that based on the conversation we had a couple weeks
ago that you will be including the Clinical Office variant from the UCSF LRDP into the GSW analysis
(and confirm that the variant is the most conservative assumption for traffic).  Since we had so much
going on that day, I just wanted to double check that this was caught.


Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Sekhri, Neil
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); David Kelly; Maria Jenkerson
Subject: RE: DforD Amendments Follow-Up
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 9:31:35 AM


Ok.  I'm out on Monday and Friday of next week, but pretty free Tues-Thurs.


Neil Sekhri
Of Counsel


GIBSON DUNN


Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP
555 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-0921
Tel +1 415.393.8334 . Fax +1 415.374.8435
NSekhri@gibsondunn.com . www.gibsondunn.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 9:07 AM
To: Sekhri, Neil
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); David Kelly; Maria Jenkerson
Subject: RE: DforD Amendments Follow-Up


Realistically it's sounding like next week may be better. Catherine, any date/time preferences?


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Sekhri, Neil [mailto:NSekhri@gibsondunn.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 9:05 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); David Kelly
Subject: Re: DforD Amendments Follow-Up


We have our all-firm retreat this Thursday and Friday but I should be able to jump on a 1 pm PST call.


Sent from my iPhone


> On Apr 20, 2015, at 4:35 PM, "Kate Aufhauser" <KAufhauser@warriors.com> wrote:
>
> Tentatively holding this time until we hear from Neil and David K.
>
> _____________________________________________
> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
> Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:59 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kate Aufhauser
> Cc: Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
>
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> Friday at 1pm or 3pm works for me.
>
>
> From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:57 PM
> To: Kate Aufhauser
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
> Friday is open except for 11-12 and 2-3.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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]<mailto:[mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.co
> m]>
> Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:15 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
> Thanks for sharing these, Catherine. We're reviewing now. Do you have some time on Thursday or
Friday to discuss w/ the group cc'd here? By phone is fine.
>
> Kate Aufhauser
> Project Analyst
> 510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
> kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
>  <http://www.nba.com/warriors/>
> website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> |
> tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
> app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> |
> social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
> us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>
> SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the
> Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>
>
>
> From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 3:25 PM
> To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy,
Mary G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
> Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com<mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>;
> Jose Farran
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
> Here is the DforD draft with my comments.  Please note that I still need to go through it in more
details, but this should give you enough information to draft up a summary of the proposed changes.  I
also need to have the architects review and will provide their comments (but their comments will be
more related to the fluffy stuff vs. actual requirements).
>
> Thanks
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>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County
> of San Francisco
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
> San Francisco, CA 94103
> 415-749-2516 (direct)
> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
>
> From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
> Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 5:52 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller;
Murphy, Mary G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
> Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com<mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>;
> Jose Farran
> Subject: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
> Importance: High
>
> All:
>
> As a result of our meeting today, and review of still outstanding
> information, and certain new information needs, I have updated the
> needs request matrix (see attached)
>
> .         Rows highlighted in yellow are request items that are either past due, have a pending date for
submittal, or are new data items
>
> .         Catherine:  Please respond to Items # 2 and #5
>
> .         Clarke and Kate:
> 1.       Please respond to Items #4, #8, #9, #11 through #18, #20, and new items #20B and 20C.
>
> 2.       In Items #14, #15, #16 and #17, as Luba indicates in red in the attached matrix, she needs
those responded a little sooner (i.e., on 4/15/15) than your recommended revised date of 4/18/15. 
Please confirm this is possible.
>
> .         Chris and Brett
>
> 1.       Please respond to Items #26, #28, and new Items #28A and #28B
>
> .         ESA will follow up directly with Environ on Issues #21, #22, and #23.
>
> .         Luba is following up with SFMTA directly on Issues #29 and #30.
>
> Thanks in advance for everyone's attention to this.   Please do not hesitate to contact me with any
questions.
>
> Paul Mitchell
> ESA | Community Development
> 550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
> San Francisco, CA 94108
> 415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
> pmitchell@esassoc.com<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
>
>
> <ATT19091 1.jpg>
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> <meeting.ics>
________________________________
 This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to you in error,
please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete this message.
________________________________








From: Yamauchi, Lori
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout; dcarlock@warriors.com; Beauchamp, Kevin; Subbarayan, Kamala; Van de Water, Adam (ECN);


Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN); Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s 9 am UCSF/Warriors Monthly Coordination Meeting
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 8:24:26 AM


Clarke et al,
 
I understand.  Apologies for not confirming the meeting earlier.  Thank you for letting me know
about the conflict.
 
I will try to reach you this afternoon on your cell. 
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 7:17 AM
To: Yamauchi, Lori
Cc: Jesse Blout; dcarlock@warriors.com; Beauchamp, Kevin; Subbarayan, Kamala; Adam Van De
Water (adam.vandewater@sfgov.org); Catherine Reilly (catherine.reilly@sfgov.org); John Gavin
(john.gavin@sfgov.org); Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Re: Tomorrow's 9 am UCSF/Warriors Monthly Coordination Meeting
 
Hi Lori,
Thanks for your note. Unfortunately, since the last couple of monthly meetings have been cancelled
and we hadn't confirmed this meeting, several of us on the GSW team now have conflicts at 9am.
Apologies for the misunderstanding. I'm available in the early afternoon if you'd like to touch base
on the issues you highlight below. Feel free to call my cell: 415-572-7640. 
Regards,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Apr 20, 2015, at 8:16 PM, Yamauchi, Lori <Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu> wrote:


All,
 
I wanted to confirm tomorrow’s 9 am meeting, in case Kam Subbarayan didn’t have a
chance to do so.  Kevin Beauchamp is away at a conference and will not be attending.
 
Please advise if you will be able to attend.
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I would like to cover the following agenda items:


1)       Alternative Event Center design which does not block the view easement
2)       Events Management Plan


 
Here is the call-in information:
Primary Dial-In                  1 (866) 629-7499
Passcode:                            6472727# (Be sure to hit the pound key after entering
passcode)
 
I look forward to our meeting tomorrow.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
University of California, San Francisco
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
654 Minnesota St., 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
Cell:  (415) 602-6898
 








From: José I. Farrán
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Block 33/34 Variant
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 5:18:14 PM


Yes, according to my notes we discussed the matter on March 25.  The clinical  use at Blocks 33/34
would have a slightly higher trip gen (particularly vehicles) than R&D/office, so in this new run we are
assuming that use for a portion of the two blocks for 2040 cumulative conditions.
 
The UCSF LRDP EIR assumed that up to half of the total planned development for the 2 blocks (250
kgsf out of 500 kgsf) would be for clinical uses.  Diane Wong has confirmed that this is still true,
although they are currently thinking that the actual value might be be lower.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 2:11 PM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; "José I. Farrán"
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Block 33/34 Variant
 
Jose/Luba – I just wanted to double check that based on the conversation we had a couple weeks
ago that you will be including the Clinical Office variant from the UCSF LRDP into the GSW analysis
(and confirm that the variant is the most conservative assumption for traffic).  Since we had so much
going on that day, I just wanted to double check that this was caught.


Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Alison Kirk
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); David Vintze; Anthony Fournier; Henry Hilken
Subject: RE: Attached Materials on the Clean Air Foundation and the CP Attorney General"s Settlement
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:17:23 PM
Attachments: image001.png


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


Thank you Alison. Has there been any progress to identify 1-3 projects that are seeking funding for
retrofits/upgrades? This will be necessary to determine if any offset monies are feasible and would
achieve the mitigation requirements under CEQA.
 
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: Alison Kirk [mailto:AKirk@baaqmd.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 10:24 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); David Vintze; Anthony Fournier; Henry Hilken
Subject: Attached Materials on the Clean Air Foundation and the CP Attorney General's Settlement
 
Hello,
 
As we discussed on the phone this morning, I have attached several documents regarding our Clean
Air Foundation, and the emission reductions programs we have administered through that, and the
Attorney General’s Settlement for ConocoPhillips.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks.
 
Alison Kirk, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
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Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 
Tel. 415-749-5169
Fax 415-749-4741
 








From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Sekhri, Neil
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); David Kelly; Maria Jenkerson
Subject: RE: DforD Amendments Follow-Up
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 9:07:06 AM


Realistically it's sounding like next week may be better. Catherine, any date/time preferences?


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Sekhri, Neil [mailto:NSekhri@gibsondunn.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 9:05 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); David Kelly
Subject: Re: DforD Amendments Follow-Up


We have our all-firm retreat this Thursday and Friday but I should be able to jump on a 1 pm PST call.


Sent from my iPhone


> On Apr 20, 2015, at 4:35 PM, "Kate Aufhauser" <KAufhauser@warriors.com> wrote:
>
> Tentatively holding this time until we hear from Neil and David K.
>
> _____________________________________________
> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
> Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:59 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kate Aufhauser
> Cc: Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
>
> Friday at 1pm or 3pm works for me.
>
>
> From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:57 PM
> To: Kate Aufhauser
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
> Friday is open except for 11-12 and 2-3.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County
> of San Francisco
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
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> San Francisco, CA 94103
> 415-749-2516 (direct)
> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
>
> From: Kate Aufhauser
> [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]<mailto:[mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.co
> m]>
> Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:15 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
> Thanks for sharing these, Catherine. We're reviewing now. Do you have some time on Thursday or
Friday to discuss w/ the group cc'd here? By phone is fine.
>
> Kate Aufhauser
> Project Analyst
> 510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
> kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
>  <http://www.nba.com/warriors/>
> website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> |
> tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
> app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> |
> social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
> us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>
> SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the
> Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>
>
>
> From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 3:25 PM
> To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy,
Mary G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
> Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com<mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>;
> Jose Farran
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
> Here is the DforD draft with my comments.  Please note that I still need to go through it in more
details, but this should give you enough information to draft up a summary of the proposed changes.  I
also need to have the architects review and will provide their comments (but their comments will be
more related to the fluffy stuff vs. actual requirements).
>
> Thanks
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County
> of San Francisco
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
> San Francisco, CA 94103
> 415-749-2516 (direct)
> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
>
> From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
> Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 5:52 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller;
Murphy, Mary G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
> Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com<mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>;
> Jose Farran
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> Subject: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
> Importance: High
>
> All:
>
> As a result of our meeting today, and review of still outstanding
> information, and certain new information needs, I have updated the
> needs request matrix (see attached)
>
> .         Rows highlighted in yellow are request items that are either past due, have a pending date for
submittal, or are new data items
>
> .         Catherine:  Please respond to Items # 2 and #5
>
> .         Clarke and Kate:
> 1.       Please respond to Items #4, #8, #9, #11 through #18, #20, and new items #20B and 20C.
>
> 2.       In Items #14, #15, #16 and #17, as Luba indicates in red in the attached matrix, she needs
those responded a little sooner (i.e., on 4/15/15) than your recommended revised date of 4/18/15. 
Please confirm this is possible.
>
> .         Chris and Brett
>
> 1.       Please respond to Items #26, #28, and new Items #28A and #28B
>
> .         ESA will follow up directly with Environ on Issues #21, #22, and #23.
>
> .         Luba is following up with SFMTA directly on Issues #29 and #30.
>
> Thanks in advance for everyone's attention to this.   Please do not hesitate to contact me with any
questions.
>
> Paul Mitchell
> ESA | Community Development
> 550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
> San Francisco, CA 94108
> 415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
> pmitchell@esassoc.com<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
>
>
> <ATT19091 1.jpg>
> <meeting.ics>
________________________________
 This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to you in error,
please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete this message.
________________________________
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(ECN); wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Subject: RE: GSW - Construction
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 1:49:44 PM
Attachments: image002.png


2015.04.20_SiteAccessPlans.pdf


Paul and Luba,
Please see the attached, which indicates all planned access points to the site. Additional explanation
from our contractor is as follows:
 
However, it needs to be understood that all of them will not be utilized at the same time. 
They will open/close based on coordination with the infrastructure work and the progress of
our work…[i.e.] access moves around pending on the current state of the project.
 
Let us 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
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 5:37 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: FW: GSW - Construction
 
Kate:
 
Sorry to pile on with miscellaneous data requests, but Luba needs clarification on the following issue:


·         In the construction section of the SEIR Transportation section, Clarke indicated that “GSW’s general
contractor has expressed interest in multiple ingress/egress points for truck access to the construction
site;” and that “GSW will get a revised site plan which shows the locations.”


 
Would you please provide that revised construction site access plan to us?  Thanks.
 
-Paul
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: Off-set fee calculation
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:33:25 PM
Attachments: image002.jpg
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See below. Do you want me to forward to Chris Sanchez to incorporate into screen
check?
Jess


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: Catherine Mukai <cmukai@environcorp.com>
Date: April 23, 2015 at 5:31:05 PM PDT
To: "Range, Jessica (CPC)" <jessica.range@sfgov.org>, Michael Keinath
<mkeinath@environcorp.com>
Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation


Hi Jessica,
 
Here are the updated cost estimates and our updated EIR table, with the GSW trips
removed from Scenario 2. As before, the cost calculations are based on tpy emissions to
two decimals, and the administrative fee assumed is 5%.
 


Scenario Estimated Emissions Reductions Required
(tons/year)


Mitigation Offset
Fee (includes 5%
Administrative
Fee)


ROG NOx PM


Scenario 1 4.46 12.64 0 $323,729
Scenario 2 6.06 17.12 2.85 $1,517,928


 
 


Table 5.4-8
Average Daily and Maximum Annual Operational
Emissions


 
Average Daily Emissions (pounds/day)


ROG NOx PM10 PM2.5


Emission Source     


Mobile – Scenario 1 (Project - GSW
42 109 77 22
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Trips)
Mobile - Scenario 2 (No TSP - GSW
Trips)


50 133 95 27


Standby Diesel Generators 0.30 0.97 0.04 0.04


Boilers 2.1 14 2.9 2.9


Area Sources 35 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01


     


Total Scenario 1 (Project - GSW
Trips)


79 124 80 25


Threshold 54 54 82 54


Above Threshold? Yes Yes No No


     


Total Scenario 2 (No TSP - GSW
Trips)


88 149 98 30


Threshold 54 54 82 54


Above Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No


 
Maximum Annual Emissions (short tons/year)


ROG NOx PM10 PM2.5


Emission Source     


Mobile – Scenario 1 (Project - GSW
Trips)


7.6 20 14 4.0


Mobile - Scenario 2 (No TSP - GSW
Trips)


9 24 17 4.9


Standby Diesel generators 0.055 0.18 0.0072 0.0072


Boilers 0.38 2.6 0.52 0.52


Area Sources 6.4 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01


     


Total Scenario 1 (Project - GSW
Trips)


14.5 23 14.6 4.5


Threshold 10 10 15 10


Above Threshold? Yes Yes No No


Total Scenario 2 (No TSP - GSW
Trips)


16 27 18 5.4


Threshold 10 10 15 10


Above Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No


 
 
Thanks,
 
Catherine
 


 


Catherine Mukai, PE
T: +1 415 426 5014
cmukai@environcorp.com
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 12:23 PM
To: Catherine Mukai; Michael Keinath
Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation
 
Here’s the table in the EIR now, as I mentioned the previous scenario 2 becomes
scenario 1 and scenario 2 is scenario 1 but without the TSP:


 
Average Daily Emissions (pounds/day)


ROG NOx PM10 PM2.5


Emission Source     


Mobile – Scenario 1 (Project – GSW Trips) 42 109 77 22
Mobile – Scenario 2 (No TSP) 71 189 135 38
Standby Diesel Generators 0.30 0.97 0.04 0.04
Boilers 2.1 14 2.9 2.9
Area Sources 35 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01


     
Total Scenario 1 (Project – GSW Trips) 79 124 80 25
Threshold 54 54 82 54
Above Threshold? Yes Yes No No


     
Total Scenario 2 (No TSP) 108 204 138 41
Threshold 54 54 82 54
Above Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No


 
Maximum Annual Emissions (short tons/year)


ROG NOx PM10 PM2.5


Emission Source     


Mobile – Scenario 1 (Project – GSW Trips) 7.6 20 14 4.0
Mobile – Scenario 2 (No TSP) 13 34 25 6.9
Standby Diesel generators 0.06 0.18 0.01 0.01
Boilers 0.38 2.6 0.52 0.52
Area Sources 6.4 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01


     
Total Scenario 1 (Project – GSW Trips) 15 23 14.6 4.5
Threshold 10 10 15 10
Above Threshold? Yes Yes No No


     
Total Scenario 2 (No TSP) 20 37 25 7.5
Threshold 10 10 15 10
Above Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No


 
 


From: Catherine Mukai [mailto:cmukai@environcorp.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 12:14 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Michael Keinath
Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation
 
Is the attached what you’re looking for? We sent it to Chris S on March 20.
 
Thanks,
 
Catherine
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Catherine Mukai, PE
T: +1 415 426 5014
cmukai@environcorp.com
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 12:05 PM
To: Catherine Mukai; Michael Keinath
Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation
 
Thank you.  Do you have the updated Table that will go in the EIR (shows total
emissions for each scenario)?  I will update that table in the EIR as well.
 
 
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: Catherine Mukai [mailto:cmukai@environcorp.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 11:48 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Michael Keinath
Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation
 
Hi Jessica,
 
Here is an updated table based on the latest transmittal to ESA and 5% admin fee. The
numbers are presented with more precision given the high per-ton cost. Costs are also
calculated after rounding emissions in tons to 2 places.
 
Also, I think we are using different Scenario labels. In our tables, Scenario 1 is the
Project only, and Scenario 2 excludes Oracle emissions. Should we update our naming
scheme?
 


Scenario


Estimated Emissions
Reductions Required


(tons/year)


Mitigation Offset Fee
(includes 5%


Administrative Fee)ROG NOx PM
Scenario 1 8.13 22.74 6.96 $3,219,680
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Scenario 2 4.46 12.64 0 $323,729
 
Thanks,
 
Catherine
 


 


Catherine Mukai, PE
T: +1 415 426 5014
cmukai@environcorp.com
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 8:58 AM
To: Michael Keinath; Catherine Mukai
Subject: Off-set fee calculation
 
Hi there,
 
Could one of you look over my calculations for the mitigation offset fee for Warriors?  I
am not sure I am calculating Scenario 2 correctly.  I used the current Carl Moyer cost
effectiveness of$18,030 per weighted ton and added a 10% administrative fee. The fee
is much higher, so I want to make sure it is correct before I send this out for review.
 


Scenario Estimated Emissions Reductions Required
(tons/year)


Mitigation Offset
Fee (includes 10%
Administrative
Fee)


ROG NOx PM


Scenario 1 5 13 0 $356,994
Scenario 2 10 27 10 $4,700,421


 
Weighted Emissions Reductions= NOx reductions (tons/year)+ROG Reductions
(tons/year) +(20 x (PM Reductions (tons/year)))
 
 
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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This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or
otherwise protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use
of the Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the
addressee, you may not review, copy, distribute or disclose to anyone the
message or any information contained within. If you have received this message
in error, please contact the sender by electronic reply to email@environcorp.com
and immediately delete all copies of the message.
 


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or
otherwise protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use
of the Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the
addressee, you may not review, copy, distribute or disclose to anyone the
message or any information contained within. If you have received this message
in error, please contact the sender by electronic reply to email@environcorp.com
and immediately delete all copies of the message.


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or
otherwise protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the
exclusive use of the Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or
authorized agent of the addressee, you may not review, copy, distribute
or disclose to anyone the message or any information contained within. If
you have received this message in error, please contact the sender by
electronic reply to email@environcorp.com and immediately delete all
copies of the message.
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From: Maria Jenkerson
To: Kate Aufhauser; Sekhri, Neil
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); David Kelly
Subject: RE: DforD Amendments Follow-Up
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 9:34:55 AM


Hi Kate,


Next Tuesday is the best day for David. He's wide open from 11:30a-5:30p. We could do Wednesday &
Thursday morning between 10a-12p also.


Thanks,
Maria


-----Original Message-----
From: Kate Aufhauser
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 9:07 AM
To: Sekhri, Neil
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); David Kelly; Maria Jenkerson
Subject: RE: DforD Amendments Follow-Up


Realistically it's sounding like next week may be better. Catherine, any date/time preferences?


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Sekhri, Neil [mailto:NSekhri@gibsondunn.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 9:05 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); David Kelly
Subject: Re: DforD Amendments Follow-Up


We have our all-firm retreat this Thursday and Friday but I should be able to jump on a 1 pm PST call.


Sent from my iPhone


> On Apr 20, 2015, at 4:35 PM, "Kate Aufhauser" <KAufhauser@warriors.com> wrote:
>
> Tentatively holding this time until we hear from Neil and David K.
>
> _____________________________________________
> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
> Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:59 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kate Aufhauser
> Cc: Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
>
> Friday at 1pm or 3pm works for me.
>
>
> From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
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> Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:57 PM
> To: Kate Aufhauser
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
> Friday is open except for 11-12 and 2-3.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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]<mailto:[mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.co
> m]>
> Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:15 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
> Thanks for sharing these, Catherine. We're reviewing now. Do you have some time on Thursday or
Friday to discuss w/ the group cc'd here? By phone is fine.
>
> Kate Aufhauser
> Project Analyst
> 510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
> kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
>  <http://www.nba.com/warriors/>
> website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> |
> tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
> app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> |
> social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
> us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>
> SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the
> Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>
>
>
> From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 3:25 PM
> To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy,
Mary G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
> Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com<mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>;
> Jose Farran
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
> Here is the DforD draft with my comments.  Please note that I still need to go through it in more
details, but this should give you enough information to draft up a summary of the proposed changes.  I
also need to have the architects review and will provide their comments (but their comments will be
more related to the fluffy stuff vs. actual requirements).
>
> Thanks
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com





>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County
> of San Francisco
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
> San Francisco, CA 94103
> 415-749-2516 (direct)
> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
>
> From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
> Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 5:52 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller;
Murphy, Mary G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
> Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com<mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>;
> Jose Farran
> Subject: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
> Importance: High
>
> All:
>
> As a result of our meeting today, and review of still outstanding
> information, and certain new information needs, I have updated the
> needs request matrix (see attached)
>
> .         Rows highlighted in yellow are request items that are either past due, have a pending date for
submittal, or are new data items
>
> .         Catherine:  Please respond to Items # 2 and #5
>
> .         Clarke and Kate:
> 1.       Please respond to Items #4, #8, #9, #11 through #18, #20, and new items #20B and 20C.
>
> 2.       In Items #14, #15, #16 and #17, as Luba indicates in red in the attached matrix, she needs
those responded a little sooner (i.e., on 4/15/15) than your recommended revised date of 4/18/15. 
Please confirm this is possible.
>
> .         Chris and Brett
>
> 1.       Please respond to Items #26, #28, and new Items #28A and #28B
>
> .         ESA will follow up directly with Environ on Issues #21, #22, and #23.
>
> .         Luba is following up with SFMTA directly on Issues #29 and #30.
>
> Thanks in advance for everyone's attention to this.   Please do not hesitate to contact me with any
questions.
>
> Paul Mitchell
> ESA | Community Development
> 550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
> San Francisco, CA 94108
> 415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
> pmitchell@esassoc.com<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
>
>
> <ATT19091 1.jpg>
> <meeting.ics>
________________________________
 This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to you in error,
please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete this message.
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Joyce Hsiao; Chris Sanchez; Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: Off-set fee calculation
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 9:34:29 PM
Attachments: cidimage002.jpg@01D07DEA.D665A7F0
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After receiving Joyce's email, I realized I sent this to Chris k, instead of Chris S
yesterday on my way home. These are additional edits as they relate to the aq
section.


Jessica


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:
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Catherine Mukai, PE



T: +1 415 426 5014



cmukai@environcorp.com





 





From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org]


Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 12:23 PM

To: Catherine Mukai; Michael Keinath

Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation







 



Here’s the table in the EIR now, as I mentioned the previous scenario 2 becomes scenario 1 and scenario 2 is scenario 1 but without the TSP:




			
 



			

Average Daily Emissions (pounds/day)






			

ROG



			

NOx



			

PM10



			

PM2.5






			

Emission Source



			

 



			

 



			

 



			

 






			
Mobile – Scenario 1 (Project – GSW Trips)



			
42



			
109



			
77



			
22






			
Mobile – Scenario 2 (No TSP)



			
71



			
189



			
135



			
38






			
Standby Diesel Generators



			
0.30



			
0.97



			
0.04



			
0.04






			
Boilers



			
2.1



			
14



			
2.9



			
2.9






			
Area Sources



			
35



			
<0.01



			
<0.01



			
<0.01






			
 



			
 



			
 



			
 



			
 






			
Total Scenario 1 (Project – GSW Trips)



			
79



			
124



			
80



			
25






			
Threshold



			
54



			
54



			
82



			
54






			
Above Threshold?



			
Yes



			
Yes



			
No



			
No






			
 



			
 



			
 



			
 



			
 






			
Total Scenario 2 (No TSP)



			
108



			
204



			
138



			
41






			
Threshold



			
54



			
54



			
82



			
54






			
Above Threshold?



			
Yes



			
Yes



			
Yes



			
No






			
 



			

Maximum Annual Emissions (short tons/year)






			

ROG



			

NOx



			

PM10



			

PM2.5






			

Emission Source



			

 



			

 



			

 



			

 






			
Mobile – Scenario 1 (Project – GSW Trips)



			
7.6



			
20



			
14



			
4.0






			
Mobile – Scenario 2 (No TSP)



			
13



			
34



			
25



			
6.9






			
Standby Diesel generators



			
0.06



			
0.18



			
0.01



			
0.01






			
Boilers



			
0.38



			
2.6



			
0.52



			
0.52






			
Area Sources



			
6.4



			
<0.01



			
<0.01



			
<0.01






			
 



			
 



			
 



			
 



			
 






			
Total Scenario 1 (Project – GSW Trips)



			
15



			
23



			
14.6



			
4.5






			
Threshold



			
10



			
10



			
15



			
10






			
Above Threshold?



			
Yes



			
Yes



			
No



			
No






			
 



			
 



			
 



			
 



			
 






			
Total Scenario 2 (No TSP)



			
20



			
37



			
25



			
7.5






			
Threshold



			
10



			
10



			
15



			
10






			
Above Threshold?



			
Yes



			
Yes



			
Yes



			
No






																					








 



 





From: Catherine Mukai [mailto:cmukai@environcorp.com]


Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 12:14 PM

To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Michael Keinath

Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation







 



Is the attached what you’re looking for? We sent it to Chris S on March 20.



 




Thanks,



 



Catherine



 








 
























Catherine Mukai, PE



T: +1 415 426 5014



cmukai@environcorp.com





 





From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org]


Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 12:05 PM

To: Catherine Mukai; Michael Keinath

Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation







 



Thank you.  Do you have the updated Table that will go in the EIR (shows total emissions for each scenario)?  I will update that table in the EIR as well.




 



 



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: Catherine Mukai [mailto:cmukai@environcorp.com]


Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 11:48 AM

To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Michael Keinath

Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation







 



Hi Jessica,



 



Here is an updated table based on the latest transmittal to ESA and 5% admin fee. The numbers are presented with more precision given the high per-ton cost. Costs
 are also calculated after rounding emissions in tons to 2 places.



 



Also, I think we are using different Scenario labels. In our tables, Scenario 1 is the Project only, and Scenario 2 excludes Oracle emissions. Should we update
 our naming scheme?



 



			
Scenario



			
Estimated Emissions Reductions Required (tons/year)



			
Mitigation Offset Fee (includes 5% Administrative Fee)






			
ROG



			
NOx



			
PM






			
Scenario 1



			
8.13



			
22.74



			
6.96



			
$3,219,680






			
Scenario 2



			
4.46



			
12.64



			
0



			
$323,729










 




Thanks,



 



Catherine



 








 
























Catherine Mukai, PE



T: +1 415 426 5014



cmukai@environcorp.com





 





From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org]


Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 8:58 AM

To: Michael Keinath; Catherine Mukai

Subject: Off-set fee calculation







 



Hi there,



 



Could one of you look over my calculations for the mitigation offset fee for Warriors?  I am not sure I am calculating Scenario 2 correctly.  I used the current Carl Moyer cost effectiveness of$18,030 per weighted ton and added a 10% administrative
 fee. The fee is much higher, so I want to make sure it is correct before I send this out for review.




 



			
Scenario



			
Estimated Emissions Reductions Required (tons/year)



			
Mitigation Offset Fee (includes 10% Administrative Fee)






			
ROG



			
NOx



			
PM






			
Scenario 1



			
5



			
13



			
0



			
$356,994






			
Scenario 2



			
10



			
27



			
10



			
$4,700,421










 



Weighted Emissions Reductions= NOx reductions (tons/year)+ROG Reductions (tons/year) +(20 x (PM Reductions (tons/year)))



 



 



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 




 



 








This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the Addressee(s).
 Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the addressee, you may not review, copy, distribute or disclose to anyone the message or any information contained within. If you have received this message in error, please contact the sender by electronic
 reply to email@environcorp.com and immediately delete all copies of the message.
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From: "Range, Jessica (CPC)" <jessica.range@sfgov.org>
Date: April 23, 2015 at 5:47:04 PM PDT
To: "Kern, Chris (CPC)" <chris.kern@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Off-set fee calculation


Hi Chris,


As per Chris k's earlier email, you have received a cleaned up version of
the aq section. A few comments on this section: we have removed
scenario 2 calculations (no tsp), so they should also be removed from the
table. Also, Catherine provided me with an updated table of operational
emissions and the updated offset number (below). However, this table
should remove scenario 2 and the section should not reference a scenario
2 offset fee. There may also be reference to a table x, that is no longer
necessary. I'm not in the office tomorrow, but if any of this is confusing,
shoot me an email or call me at 510-541-3465.


Best,
Jess


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: Catherine Mukai <cmukai@environcorp.com>
Date: April 23, 2015 at 5:31:05 PM PDT
To: "Range, Jessica (CPC)" <jessica.range@sfgov.org>,
Michael Keinath <mkeinath@environcorp.com>
Subject: RE: Off-set fee calculation


Hi Jessica,
 
Here are the updated cost estimates and our updated EIR table, with the
GSW trips removed from Scenario 2. As before, the cost calculations are
based on tpy emissions to two decimals, and the administrative fee
assumed is 5%.
 


Scenario Estimated Emissions Reductions
Required (tons/year)


Mitigation
Offset Fee
(includes 5%
Administrative
Fee)


ROG NOx PM


Scenario 1 4.46 12.64 0 $323,729
Scenario 2 6.06 17.12 2.85 $1,517,928


 
 


Table 5.4-8
Average Daily and Maximum Annual Operational
Emissions
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Average Daily Emissions (pounds/day)


ROG NOx PM10 PM2.5


Emission Source     


Mobile – Scenario 1 (Project - GSW
Trips)


42 109 77 22


Mobile - Scenario 2 (No TSP - GSW
Trips)


50 133 95 27


Standby Diesel Generators 0.30 0.97 0.04 0.04


Boilers 2.1 14 2.9 2.9


Area Sources 35 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01


     


Total Scenario 1 (Project - GSW
Trips)


79 124 80 25


Threshold 54 54 82 54


Above Threshold? Yes Yes No No


     


Total Scenario 2 (No TSP - GSW
Trips)


88 149 98 30


Threshold 54 54 82 54


Above Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No


 
Maximum Annual Emissions (short tons/year)


ROG NOx PM10 PM2.5


Emission Source     


Mobile – Scenario 1 (Project - GSW
Trips)


7.6 20 14 4.0


Mobile - Scenario 2 (No TSP - GSW
Trips)


9 24 17 4.9


Standby Diesel generators 0.055 0.18 0.0072 0.0072


Boilers 0.38 2.6 0.52 0.52


Area Sources 6.4 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01


     


Total Scenario 1 (Project - GSW
Trips)


14.5 23 14.6 4.5


Threshold 10 10 15 10


Above Threshold? Yes Yes No No


Total Scenario 2 (No TSP - GSW
Trips)


16 27 18 5.4


Threshold 10 10 15 10


Above Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No


 
 
Thanks,
 
Catherine
 


 








From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Alison Kirk
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); David Vintze; Anthony Fournier; Henry Hilken
Subject: RE: Attached Materials on the Clean Air Foundation and the CP Attorney General"s Settlement
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:17:23 PM
Attachments: image001.png


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


Thank you Alison. Has there been any progress to identify 1-3 projects that are seeking funding for
retrofits/upgrades? This will be necessary to determine if any offset monies are feasible and would
achieve the mitigation requirements under CEQA.
 
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: Alison Kirk [mailto:AKirk@baaqmd.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 10:24 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); David Vintze; Anthony Fournier; Henry Hilken
Subject: Attached Materials on the Clean Air Foundation and the CP Attorney General's Settlement
 
Hello,
 
As we discussed on the phone this morning, I have attached several documents regarding our Clean
Air Foundation, and the emission reductions programs we have administered through that, and the
Attorney General’s Settlement for ConocoPhillips.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks.
 
Alison Kirk, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
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Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 
Tel. 415-749-5169
Fax 415-749-4741
 








From: White, Jeffrey (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Sims, Pam (CII)
Subject: RE: Block 6E Schedule
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 5:14:03 PM


Thanks for this reminder, Catherine.
 
Pam – can you please follow up with Aidan? I spoke with him last week and I think they still intend to
submit an SD package by this Friday.
 
Can you please send me, or tell me where it is, the final executed predev loan agreement with the
attachments? The Final pdf in the folder isn’t signed and doesn’t have the attachments. Maybe you
can have Gwen scan it?
 
Per the ENA schedule of performance, the SDs were due March 15, 2015. The SOP in the loan
agreement should be the same. Anyway, they’ve missed their March deadline, so would be best to
have their SDs by this Friday to stay with 6/2/15. Thanks.
 
Jeff
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 10:03 AM
To: White, Jeffrey (CII); Sims, Pam (CII)
Subject: Block 6E Schedule
 
Jeff/Pam – I looked at the schedule and whether we could meet the 6/2/15 Commission meeting. 
We need to give Planning 40 days to review and comment on the SD.  Based on that, if the SD does
not get here until this Friday (and assuming we find it substantially complete), 6/2 is 39 days from
Friday.  That does not give time, especially when you consider I need to review the SD to make sure
it is substantially complete and get it out Friday (Pedro is not in Friday).
 
I cannot remember exactly what we discussed at the meeting earlier in the month, though I
remember saying I thought the 6/16 Commission was more realistic.  Alternatively, they can get us
the SD in the next day or two.  Or we could ask Planning to fast track their review, but it means we
will get more comments from them.  Also, if we go on the 6/2, someone else will need to take the
lead on writing the entire memo since I have three GSW schematics going on that same day and will
be getting the EIR out that same time.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:59:09 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Friday at 1pm or 3pm works for me.
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:57 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Friday is open except for 11-12 and 2-3.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Thanks for sharing these, Catherine. We’re reviewing now. Do you have some time on Thursday or
Friday to discuss w/ the group cc’d here? By phone is fine.  
 
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: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 3:25 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
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Here is the DforD draft with my comments.  Please note that I still need to go through it in more
details, but this should give you enough information to draft up a summary of the proposed
changes.  I also need to have the architects review and will provide their comments (but their
comments will be more related to the fluffy stuff vs. actual requirements).


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


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 5:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller;
Murphy, Mary G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
Importance: High
 
All:
 
As a result of our meeting today, and review of still outstanding information, and certain new
information needs, I have updated the needs request matrix (see attached)
 


·         Rows highlighted in yellow are request items that are either past due, have a pending date
for submittal, or are new data items


·         Catherine:  Please respond to Items # 2 and #5


·         Clarke and Kate:
1.        Please respond to Items #4, #8, #9, #11 through #18, #20, and new items #20B and


20C.


2.        In Items #14, #15, #16 and #17, as Luba indicates in red in the attached matrix, she
needs those responded a little sooner (i.e., on 4/15/15) than your recommended
revised date of 4/18/15.  Please confirm this is possible.


·         Chris and Brett


1.        Please respond to Items #26, #28, and new Items #28A and #28B


·         ESA will follow up directly with Environ on Issues #21, #22, and #23.



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com





·         Luba is following up with SFMTA directly on Issues #29 and #30.


Thanks in advance for everyone’s attention to this.   Please do not hesitate to contact me with any
questions. 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(ECN); wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Subject: RE: GSW - Construction
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 1:49:45 PM
Attachments: image002.png


2015.04.20_SiteAccessPlans.pdf


Paul and Luba,
Please see the attached, which indicates all planned access points to the site. Additional explanation
from our contractor is as follows:
 
However, it needs to be understood that all of them will not be utilized at the same time. 
They will open/close based on coordination with the infrastructure work and the progress of
our work…[i.e.] access moves around pending on the current state of the project.
 
Let us 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
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 5:37 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: FW: GSW - Construction
 
Kate:
 
Sorry to pile on with miscellaneous data requests, but Luba needs clarification on the following issue:


·         In the construction section of the SEIR Transportation section, Clarke indicated that “GSW’s general
contractor has expressed interest in multiple ingress/egress points for truck access to the construction
site;” and that “GSW will get a revised site plan which shows the locations.”


 
Would you please provide that revised construction site access plan to us?  Thanks.
 
-Paul
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam


(ECN); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: GSW - Construction
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 1:50:43 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks for this, Kate.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 1:50 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett
(CPC); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Subject: RE: GSW - Construction
 
Paul and Luba,
Please see the attached, which indicates all planned access points to the site. Additional explanation
from our contractor is as follows:
 
However, it needs to be understood that all of them will not be utilized at the same time. 
They will open/close based on coordination with the infrastructure work and the progress of
our work…[i.e.] access moves around pending on the current state of the project.
 
Let us 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
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 5:37 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: FW: GSW - Construction
 
Kate:
 
Sorry to pile on with miscellaneous data requests, but Luba needs clarification on the following issue:


·         In the construction section of the SEIR Transportation section, Clarke indicated that “GSW’s general
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contractor has expressed interest in multiple ingress/egress points for truck access to the construction
site;” and that “GSW will get a revised site plan which shows the locations.”


 
Would you please provide that revised construction site access plan to us?  Thanks.
 
-Paul
 
 


 








From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"
Cc: Clarke Miller; Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:57:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Friday is open except for 11-12 and 2-3.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Thanks for sharing these, Catherine. We’re reviewing now. Do you have some time on Thursday or
Friday to discuss w/ the group cc’d here? By phone is fine.  
 
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: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 3:25 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Here is the DforD draft with my comments.  Please note that I still need to go through it in more
details, but this should give you enough information to draft up a summary of the proposed
changes.  I also need to have the architects review and will provide their comments (but their
comments will be more related to the fluffy stuff vs. actual requirements).


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


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 5:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller;
Murphy, Mary G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
Importance: High
 
All:
 
As a result of our meeting today, and review of still outstanding information, and certain new
information needs, I have updated the needs request matrix (see attached)
 


·         Rows highlighted in yellow are request items that are either past due, have a pending date
for submittal, or are new data items


·         Catherine:  Please respond to Items # 2 and #5


·         Clarke and Kate:
1.        Please respond to Items #4, #8, #9, #11 through #18, #20, and new items #20B and


20C.


2.        In Items #14, #15, #16 and #17, as Luba indicates in red in the attached matrix, she
needs those responded a little sooner (i.e., on 4/15/15) than your recommended
revised date of 4/18/15.  Please confirm this is possible.


·         Chris and Brett


1.        Please respond to Items #26, #28, and new Items #28A and #28B


·         ESA will follow up directly with Environ on Issues #21, #22, and #23.


·         Luba is following up with SFMTA directly on Issues #29 and #30.


Thanks in advance for everyone’s attention to this.   Please do not hesitate to contact me with any
questions. 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com
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San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Bose, Sonali (MTA); Kirschbaum, Julie B (Julie.Kirschbaum@sfmta.com)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Updated SFMTA costs
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 1:52:44 PM


Were you two working to update the SFMTA Warriors annual operating costs to include the 4 PCOs,


the TFIs, and the 16th st service?  Do you expect to have that by the end of the week?


Sonali, I got your edits to Ed’s letter and will get back to you shortly. 


Thanks,
 
Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:41:08 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I reviewed as well, thanks Catherine for the feedback. I have a conflict Thursday if Friday otherwise
works for the group.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Thanks for sharing these, Catherine. We’re reviewing now. Do you have some time on Thursday or
Friday to discuss w/ the group cc’d here? By phone is fine.  
 
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: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 3:25 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Here is the DforD draft with my comments.  Please note that I still need to go through it in more
details, but this should give you enough information to draft up a summary of the proposed
changes.  I also need to have the architects review and will provide their comments (but their
comments will be more related to the fluffy stuff vs. actual requirements).


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


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 5:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller;
Murphy, Mary G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
Importance: High
 
All:
 
As a result of our meeting today, and review of still outstanding information, and certain new
information needs, I have updated the needs request matrix (see attached)
 


·         Rows highlighted in yellow are request items that are either past due, have a pending date
for submittal, or are new data items


·         Catherine:  Please respond to Items # 2 and #5


·         Clarke and Kate:
1.        Please respond to Items #4, #8, #9, #11 through #18, #20, and new items #20B and


20C.


2.        In Items #14, #15, #16 and #17, as Luba indicates in red in the attached matrix, she
needs those responded a little sooner (i.e., on 4/15/15) than your recommended
revised date of 4/18/15.  Please confirm this is possible.


·         Chris and Brett


1.        Please respond to Items #26, #28, and new Items #28A and #28B


·         ESA will follow up directly with Environ on Issues #21, #22, and #23.


·         Luba is following up with SFMTA directly on Issues #29 and #30.


Thanks in advance for everyone’s attention to this.   Please do not hesitate to contact me with any
questions. 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: David Carlock
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: VM
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 11:32:19 PM


Hi Catherine,


Got your vm.  Very happy for you. Sounds like a great opportunity and much deserved.  Let’s huddle with 
Jesse so we can make the best use of your remaining time at OCII.


Best,


David


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


Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my assistant 
Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.
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From: Miller, Erin
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Jacob Nguyen; Clarke Miller
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Molly Hayes; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Olea, Ricardo (MTA); Bob Grandy


(B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com); Kacie Renc (renc@jmisports.com)
Subject: RE: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals - WEDNESDAY 4/22/15
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 4:23:26 PM


Note this meeting will be held at planning: CPC 1650 Mission Street Room 431.
 
Camron, can you please let me know if you can attend, and Ricardo, please send someone in your
stead (Ramone???)
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  


 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2015 10:35 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Jacob Nguyen; Clarke Miller
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike; Miller, Erin; Molly Hayes; Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob Grandy
(B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com); Kacie Renc (renc@jmisports.com)
Subject: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals
When: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 3:00 PM-4:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: CPC 1650 Mission Street Room 431
 


_____________________________________________
From: Jacob Nguyen [mailto:jnguyen@bkf.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 6:33 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin; Molly Hayes; Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob
Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com); Kacie Renc (renc@jmisports.com)
Subject: Re: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals


3-5pm on Weds 4/22 works for me also.


Thanks,
Jacob Nguyen, PE
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Associate
BKF Engineers
408.315.9550 ©


On Apr 10, 2015, at 3:40 PM, Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>> wrote:


The Wednesday 3-5pm slot works for me. Jacob and Bob, can you make it work too?
Clarke


From: Sallaberry, Mike [mailto:Mike.Sallaberry@sfmta.com]
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 3:31 PM
To: ‘Kate Aufhauser’; Clarke Miller; Miller, Erin
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes; Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob Grandy
(B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com<mailto:B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>); Kacie Renc
(renc@jmisports.com<mailto:renc@jmisports.com>)
Subject: RE: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals


Do either of these two times work:


Tues the 21st from 10:30-12
Wed the 22nd from 3-5pm.


Michael Sallaberry, PE
Livable Streets Subdivision


<image001.png> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency Sustainable Streets Division One South
Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor San Francisco, CA 94103
(415) 701-4563 | (415) 701-4343 fax
mike.sallaberry@sfmta.com<mailto:mike.sallaberry@sfmta.com>
www.sfmta.com<http://www.sfmta.com/>


FOLLOW US ON: FACEBOOK<http://www.facebook.com/pages/SFMTA-Livable-Streets/129234557115666>
OR TWITTER<https://twitter.com/#!/sfmta_muni>
Join BikeShare! www.bayareabikeshare.com<http://www.bayareabikeshare.com/>


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]<mailto:[mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]>
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 1:05 PM
To: Sallaberry, Mike; ‘Clarke Miller’; Miller, Erin
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes; Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob Grandy
(B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com<mailto:B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>); Kacie Renc
(renc@jmisports.com<mailto:renc@jmisports.com>)
Subject: RE: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals


Mike,



mailto:Mike.Sallaberry@sfmta.com

http://www.sfmta.com<http//www.sfmta.com/

http://www.facebook.com/pages/SFMTA-Livable-Streets/129234557115666

https://twitter.com/#!/sfmta_muni

http://www.bayareabikeshare.com<http//www.bayareabikeshare.com/

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:[mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com





Clarke will be out of town next week. What about early in the week of 4/20?
Thanks,
Kate


Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst


510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)


kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
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website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> | tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> | social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>


SBJ’s 2014 Sports Team of the Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>


From: Sallaberry, Mike [mailto:Mike.Sallaberry@sfmta.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 4:58 PM
To: ‘Clarke Miller’; Miller, Erin
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob Grandy
(B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com<mailto:B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>); Kacie Renc
(renc@jmisports.com<mailto:renc@jmisports.com>)
Subject: RE: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals


Hi Clarke,
This week has been packed for me due to our group being short-staffed, and tomorrow I’ll be in a
deposition for an undetermined amount of time (hopefully not long, but it’s impossible to predict).


Can we meet next week? Wed 4/15 PM is wide open.


I think the signals on TFB will be fairly straightforward but the one at Illinois/TFB/Mariposa may get
complicated as we have an intersection of a two-way bikeway on the east side of TFB with a bike
route on Mariposa and a bike lane on each side of the street on Illinois St.


Thanks,
Mike


Michael Sallaberry, PE
Livable Streets Subdivision
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<image001.png> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency Sustainable Streets Division One South
Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor San Francisco, CA 94103
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www.sfmta.com<http://www.sfmta.com/>


FOLLOW US ON: FACEBOOK<http://www.facebook.com/pages/SFMTA-Livable-Streets/129234557115666>
OR TWITTER<https://twitter.com/#!/sfmta_muni>
Join BikeShare! www.bayareabikeshare.com<http://www.bayareabikeshare.com/>


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 3:07 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Sallaberry, Mike
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes (mhayes@warriors.com<mailto:mhayes@warriors.com>); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>); Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob
Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com<mailto:B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>); Kacie Renc
(renc@jmisports.com<mailto:renc@jmisports.com>)
Subject: RE: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals


Erin, thanks for letting us know.


Mike, please let me know a few days/times that work for you next week when we could schedule a
call with the broader team, and I’ll coordinate with our team to find a time that works.


And just so I’m clear, will Mike be able to assist with engineering and signal design for the bicycle
signals and the auto signals, or does another engineer from MTA need to help with the latter
design?


Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com]
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 12:19 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Sallaberry, Mike
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes (mhayes@warriors.com<mailto:mhayes@warriors.com>); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>); Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob
Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com<mailto:B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>); Kacie Renc
(renc@jmisports.com<mailto:renc@jmisports.com>)
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Subject: RE: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals


Clark,


I think Mike Sallaberry would be the best person at MTA to coordinate with on the coordination of
bike route design and signal coordination.  He should be able to identify who best to work with for
both engineering and signal design.


Mike, can you help us connect to your staff to assist with this request?


Thank you,


Erin Miller Blankinship
Section Lead, Development & Transportation Integration


Urban Planning Initiatives
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103


415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
________________________________
From: Clarke Miller [CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>]
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 11:24 AM
To: Miller, Erin
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes (mhayes@warriors.com<mailto:mhayes@warriors.com>); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>); Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob
Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com<mailto:B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>); Kacie Renc
(renc@jmisports.com<mailto:renc@jmisports.com>)
Subject: GSW: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals Hi Erin,


While we discussed in our last CEQA meeting that the level of specificity for the new traffic and
bicycle signal designs on TFB could be vague in the SEIR, we actually do need to advance the signal
design now so Mission Bay Development Group (developer of the infrastructure around our site) is
able to design, permit, and construct the improvements (at least below-grade) in advance of GSW’s
construction. I understand MTA has in-house engineers that can handle signal design. I’ve attached
traffic signal phasing and timing as proposed by our consultants at Fehr & Peers for the TFB & South
and TFB & 16th intersections. We’d need to work with MTA to decide the best signaling approach for
Illinois & Mariposa. I’m not familiar enough with this type of information to know if what’s attached
is sufficient for MTA’s engineers to base its analysis/design off of, so I think as a starting point it
would be helpful to have a conference call with the appropriate MTA signal engineer, Fehr & Peers,
BKF (our civil engineer), and GSW to discuss how we can best advance the signal design forward. It
would be helpful to have Mike from your Bike group participate too so the group can debate the
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appropriate bicycle signals on the cycletrack too.


If you agree with this approach, can you forward contact information for the appropriate MTA
traffic signal engineer and for Bike Mike, and I’ll coordinate a conference call?


Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>


________________________________


Confidentiality Notice: This email (including any attachment) is intended only for the individual or
entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient, you are not
authorized to intercept, read, print, retain, copy, forward, or disseminate this communication. If you
have received this communication in error, please reply to the sender or call 650-482-6300, and
then please delete this message from your inbox as well as any copies. Thank you, BKF Engineers


 








From: Ken Alex
To: "Phillips, Heather@ARB"; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Christopher Calfee; Chris Ganson; Scott Morgan; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); "Murphy, Mary


G." (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com);
"Michael Keinath" (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Catherine Mukai (cmukai@environcorp.com); Karperos,
Kurt@ARB; Magliano, Karen@ARB; Taylor, Jonathan@ARB; Roberts, Terry@ARB; Cunningham, Joshua@ARB;
Sdun, Holger@ARB; Morkner Brown, Christina@ARB


Subject: RE: Transmittal of ARB"s Final Determination for Mission Bay Event Center (AB 900)
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 1:13:22 PM


Thanks Heather!  ken
 


From: Phillips, Heather@ARB [mailto:Heather.Phillips@arb.ca.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 1:11 PM
To: Ken Alex; catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
Cc: Christopher Calfee; Chris Ganson; Scott Morgan; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com);
'Murphy, Mary G.' (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); David Kelly
(dkelly@warriors.com); 'Michael Keinath' (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Catherine Mukai
(cmukai@environcorp.com); Karperos, Kurt@ARB; Magliano, Karen@ARB; Taylor, Jonathan@ARB;
Roberts, Terry@ARB; Cunningham, Joshua@ARB; Sdun, Holger@ARB; Morkner Brown, Christina@ARB;
Phillips, Heather@ARB
Subject: Transmittal of ARB's Final Determination for Mission Bay Event Center (AB 900)
 
Good afternoon, Mr. Alex.
Please find attached to this email a cover letter and Executive Order from the Air Resources Board’s
(ARB) Executive Officer that contains ARB’s final determination that the Event Center and Mixed-Use
Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32, as proposed by the Applicant (Golden State Warriors,
LLC), would not result in net additional greenhouse gas emissions for purposes of certification under
the Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011 (AB 900). This
transmittal is accompanied by ARB staff’s evaluation (Attachment 1) of the documentation
submitted by the Applicant’s representatives (Attachments 2 and 3).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thank you,
 
Heather Phillips, AICP
Air Pollution Specialist, Sustainable Communities Policy and Planning Section
Air Quality Planning and Science Division
California Air Resources Board
heather.phillips@arb.ca.gov
Ph. 916-322-0339
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: GSW GHG Checklist
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:19:28 AM
Attachments: Warriors GHG Checklist_12-05-14_DRAFT_BB.doc


Attached are EPs confirmations and edits to the GHG checklist. Let me know if you have any
questions.
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Compliance Checklist Table for
Greenhouse Gas Analysis:


Table 1.  Private Development Projects


A.   GENERAL PROJECT INFORMATION:



Date:
XXXXX XX, 2015




Project Name: Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32


Case Number, Planning Department: 2014.1441E


Case Number, Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure: ER 2014‐919‐97


Project Address and Block/Lot: Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Blocks 29‐32;




Assessor’s Block 8722, Lots 001 and 008


Standard to be Met (Select one)
: LEED® Gold 


Compliance Checklist Prepared By:  Orion Environmental Associates 


Date:  XXXXX XX , 2015


Brief Project Description: GSW Arena LLC, an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC that 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 on an approximately 11‐acre site on Blocks 29‐32 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan area of San Francisco. The rectangular-shaped project site is bounded by South Street on the north, Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, and the future planned realigned Terry A. François Boulevard on the east. The proposed event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the NBA season and would provide a year‐round venue for a range of other uses, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, cultural events, conferences, and conventions. The mixed-use development would support office and retail uses, open space, and structured parking.


B.   COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST TABLE:


Table 1. Regulations Applicable to Private Development Projects



			Regulation


			Requirements


			Project Consistency


			Remarks





			Transportation Sector





			Commuter Benefits Ordinance (San Francisco Environment Code, Section 427)


			All employers of 20 or more employees nationwide must provide at least one of the following benefit programs:



(1) A Pre-Tax Election consistent with 26 U.S.C. § 132(f), allowing employees to elect to exclude from taxable wages and compensation, employee commuting costs incurred for transit passes or vanpool charges, or 



(2) Employer Paid Benefit whereby the employer supplies a transit or vanpool subsidy for each Covered Employee. The subsidy must be at least equal in value to the current cost of the Muni Fast Pass including BART travel, or 



(3) Employer Provided Transportation furnished by the employer at no cost to the employee in a vanpool or bus, or similar multi-passenger vehicle operated by or for the employer. 


			  Yes


☐    No


☐   Not Applicable






			The project would be consistent with the Commuter Benefits Ordinance because all employers within the event center and mixed use development with 20 or more employees would participate in at least one of the benefit programs as required under this ordinance. 


The Golden State Warriors would have approximately 255 full-time equivalent (FTE) employees. There would be an additional 1,000 day-of-game non-Warriors employees on game days or an additional 675 to 1,000 day-of-event employees during other events. Retail and office uses are estimated to generate an additional 2,479 FTE non-Warriors employees, and individual employers with 20 or more employees would be required to comply with this ordinance.


[GSW: Please confirm.]





			Emergency Ride Home Program


			All San Francisco companies are eligible to register for the Emergency Ride Home program. Employers must register annually. Once registered, all San Francisco employees of the company are eligible to request reimbursement.


			  Yes



☐    No


☐   Not Applicable






			The project would comply with the Emergency Ride Home Program because the project sponsor would enroll in the program and provide the City-prepared flier or program brochure describing the program to all employees. The project sponsor would also encourage tenants to enroll and would provide the same information to all tenants.


[GSW: Please confirm.]





			Transportation Management Programs (San Francisco Planning Code, Section 163)


			Requires new buildings or additions over a specified size (buildings >25,000 sf or 100,000 sf depending on the use and zoning district) within certain zoning districts (including downtown and mixed-use districts in the City’s eastern neighborhoods and south of market) to implement a Transportation Management Program and provide on-site transportation management brokerage services for the life of the building. 


			  Yes



☐    No


☐   Not Applicable






			The project would be consistent with this regulation because the project sponsor would prepare and implement a Transportation Management Plan to manage on- and off-site access for all anticipated travel modes. As part of the plan, the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency would also prepare a Transit Service Plan to provide for Muni transit services and facilities to accommodate that anticipated transit demand generated by the proposed project. In addition, the project would comply with the Mission Bay Transportation Management Plan requirements.





			Transit Impact Development Fee (San Francisco Planning Code, Section 411)






			Establishes fees for all commercial developments. Fees are paid to DBI and provided to SFMTA to improve local transit services. 





			  Yes



☐    No


☐   Not Applicable






			The project would be consistent with this regulation because _______________


[TO BE COMPLETED BY OEWD AND GSW PRIOR TO DRAFT SEIR PUBLICATION]





			Jobs-Housing Linkage Program (San Francisco Planning Code Section 413)


			The Jobs-Housing Program found that new large scale developments attract new employees to the City who require housing. The program is designed to provide housing for those new uses within San Francisco, thereby allowing employees to live close to their place of employment. 


The program requires a developer to pay a fee or contribute land suitable for housing to a housing developer or pay an in-lieu fee.


			  Yes



☐    No


☐   Not Applicable






			The project would be consistent with this regulation because the project is located within and is consistent with the overall approved Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan. This plan has identified land uses on a block-by-block basis that provides housing in proximity to commercial/industrial uses. With respect to this specific project, residential uses are designated less than ⅟4 -mile north of the project site.





			Tenant Bicycle Parking in Existing Commercial Buildings Ordinance (San Francisco Environment Code, Chapter 4, Section 402)


			The San Francisco Tenant Bicycle Parking in Existing Commercial Buildings Ordinance requires commercial property owners to:



(A) Allow tenants to bring their bicycles to their leased space, or



(B) Provide secure bicycle parking on-site, or



(C) Provide off-site bike parking access for tenants


			☐    Yes


☐    No


  Not Applicable






			This regulation does not apply because no existing buildings would be used or modified under the proposed project. The project consists only of construction of new buildings. 





			Bicycle Parking, Showers, and Lockers in New and Expanded Buildings (San Francisco Planning Code, Section 155.1-155.4)


			Requires bicycle facilities for new and expanded buildings, new dwelling units, change of occupancy, increase of use intensity, and added parking capacity/area. Refer to Section 155.2 and 155.3 for requirements by use. 


Non-residential projects that add 10 or more parking spaces: meet Planning Code section 155 or CalGreen Building Code Section 5.106.4 (provide short and long-term (secure) bicycle parking for at least 5% of motorized vehicle capacity), whichever is stricter.


			  Yes



☐    No


☐   Not Applicable






			The project would be consistent with this regulation because the project design for the event center and mixed use development includes the following bicycle facilities: _____________.


[GSW: Please provide supporting details that shows conformity with these requirements or better. Note that the CalGreen requirements for bicycle parking are a mandatory requirement.]





			Bicycle parking in non-accessory parking garages (San Francisco Planning Code, Section 155.2)


			No Class I spaces required. One Class 2 space for every 20 auto spaces, except in no case less than six Class 2 spaces. Where parking capacity is increased by 10 or more spaces, CalGreen Building Code Section 5.106.4 applies. 


[EP: Please confirm changes to standard checklist text as shown in track changes above, which reflects the updated requirements per Table 155.2 of the San Francisco Planning Code.]


EP: Confirmed 





			  Yes



☐    No


☐   Not Applicable






			The project would be consistent with this regulation because the project design for the event center and mixed use development includes ____bicycle parking spaces and 950 automobile parking spaces, or a ratio of _______.



[GSW: Please provide supporting details that shows conformity with these requirements or better. Note that the CalGreen requirements for bicycle parking are a mandatory requirement.]





			Bicycle parking in Residential Buildings (San Francisco Planning Code, Section 155.2)


			(A) For projects up to 50 dwelling units, one Class 1 space for every 2 dwelling units.



(B) For projects over 50 dwelling units, 25 Class 1 spaces plus one Class 1 space for every 4 dwelling units over 50.


			☐    Yes



☐    No


  Not Applicable






			The project does not include any residential uses, so this regulation does not apply.





			Fuel Efficient Vehicle and Carpool Parking (San Francisco Green Building Code Section 5.103.1.10 and CalGreen Section 5.106.5) 


[EP: Confirm edits to standard text, shown in track changes.]


EP: Confirmed


			Requires New Large Commercial projects, New High-rise Residential projects and Commercial Interior projects to provide designated parking for low-emitting, fuel efficient, and carpool/van pool vehicles.  For projects with a parking capacity of more than 200 spaces, mark 8% of parking stalls for such vehicles.


[EP: Please confirm changes to standard text as shown in track changes above.]


EP: Confirmed


			  Yes



☐    No


☐   Not Applicable






			The project would be consistent with this regulation because the project design for the event center and mixed use development includes a total of XX parking spaces would be designated for fuel efficient and carpool vehicles. This is XX percent of the total parking.



[GSW: Please provide information on how the project would comply with this mandatory requirement of the Green Building Code.]





			Car Sharing Requirements (San Francisco Planning Code, Section 166)


			New residential projects or renovation of buildings being converted to residential uses within most of the City’s mixed-use and transit-oriented residential districts are required to provide car share parking spaces.


			☐    Yes



☐    No


  Not Applicable


			The project does not include any residential uses, so this regulation does not apply.





			Energy Efficiency Sector





			San Francisco Green Building Requirements for Energy Efficiency (San Francisco Green Building Code 4.201.1,  5.201.1.1)


[EP: Confirm edits to standard text section numbers, shown in track changes.]


EP: Confirmed


			Demonstrate compliance with California Energy Code (Title 24 Part 6 Energy Standards (2013))


· 


· 


· .


[EP: Please confirm changes to standard checklist text as shown in track changes above. These changes are made to be consistent with the current SF Green Building Code. However, please note that the SF Green Building Code says that these sections are "reserved," meaning there is nothing specified. Please confirm that it is appropriate to delete text as indicated.]


Yes, delete text.


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable 


			The project would be consistent with the energy efficiency requirements of the San Francisco Green Building Code and California Energy Code. The proposed development would be designed to LEED® Gold standards and would incorporate a variety of energy conservation and efficiency design features, such as ______________. 



[GSW: Please provide supporting information on how the project would comply with this code, such as detail on % compliance margin.]





			San Francisco Green Building Requirements for Commissioning of Building Energy Systems (LEED EA3, San Francisco Green Building Code 5.103.1.4, CalGreen 5.410.2 and 5.410.4)


[EP: Confirm edits to standard text, shown in track changes.]


EP: See edits in track changes


			· New non-residential buildings and alterations to non-residential buildings must conduct design and construction commissioning to verify energy and water using components meet the owner’s or owner representative’s project requirements. Commissioning requirements apply to all building operating systems covered by Title 24 Part 6, as well as process equipment and controls, and renewable energy systems.  



· New non-residential projects ≥25,000 sq ft: complete Enhanced Commissioning of Building Energy Systems (meeting LEED EAc3 – San Francisco Green Building Code Section 5.103.1.4 and CalGreen Building Code Section 5.410.)



· Non-residential new buildings and alterations <25,000 square feet and ≥10,000 square feet: commission all energy systems (CalGreen Building Code Section 5.410) 



· Non-residential new buildings and alterations less than 10,000 square feet, must complete testing and adjusting of energy systems. (CalGreen Building Code Section 5.410.4)



· New residential high rise, new commercial interior, and Major Alterations to Residential buildings must each commission building energy systems, meeting the LEED prerequisite EAp1.


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable


			The project would be consistent with the building requirements of the San Francisco Green Building Code. The proposed development would be designed to LEED® Gold standards and would incorporate a variety of energy and water conservation and efficiency design features, such as _______________.


[GSW: Please augment remarks and provide supporting information on how the project would comply with this code.]





			San Francisco Stormwater Management Ordinance (Public Works Code Article 4.2, Section 147)



[EP: Confirm edits to standard text, shown in track changes.]


EP: Confirmed


			All projects disturbing more than 5,000 square feet of ground surface must manage stormwater on-site using low impact design. Comply with the Stormwater Management Ordinance, including SFPUC Stormwater Design Guidelines. 


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable


			The project would be consistent with this regulation because it would comply with the post-construction requirements of the Stormwater Management Ordinance, including the Stormwater Design Guidelines, which would be a condition of obtaining a building permit. Stormwater management features of the project include __________________.


[GSW: Please provide supporting information on how the project would comply with this code.]





			San Francisco Green Building Requirements for water use reduction (San Francisco Green Building Code 4.103.2.2 and 5.103.1.2; and CalGreen 4.303.1 and 5.303.2)


			All new buildings must comply with current California water fixture and fitting efficiency requirements. All fixtures and fittings within areas of alteration, or serving areas of alteration, must be upgraded to current California and San Francisco fixture and fitting water efficiency requirements. (For local requirements applicable to alterations, see Commercial Water Conservation Ordinance and Residential Water Conservation Ordinance below.) Additionally:  



· New large commercial and high-rise residential projects: incorporate fixtures and fittings cutting water consumption by a total of 30% (LEED WEc3)


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable 


			The project would be consistent with this regulation because it would comply with the water efficiency requirements of the San Francisco Green Building Code as a condition of obtaining a building permit. Proposed water fixture and fittings would reduce water consumption by ____________.


[GSW: Please provide supporting information on how the project would comply with this code.]





			Commercial Water Conservation Ordinance (San Francisco Building Code, Chapter 13A)


			Requires all alterations to existing commercial properties to achieve the following:



1. If  showerheads have a maximum flow > 2.5 gallons per minute (gpm), replace with ≤2.0 gpm.


2. All showers have no more than one showerhead per valve.



3. If faucets and faucet aerators have a maximum flow rate > 2.2 gpm, replace with unit meeting current code: 



· Non-residential lavatory: ≤0,4 gpm



· Kitchen faucet: ≤0.8 gpm



· Metering faucet: ≤0.2 gal/cycle


4. If toilets have a maximum rated water consumption >1.6 gallons per flush (gpf), replace with ≤1.28 gpf toilet.



5. If urinals have a maximum flow rate >1.0 gpf, replace with ≤0.5 gpf unit.



6. Repair all water leaks.


			☐    Yes



☐    No


  Not Applicable 


			This requirement does not apply to the project because the project consists of new construction of commercial properties and does not include the improvement of any existing commercial properties.





			Residential Water Conservation Ordinance (San Francisco Housing Code, Chapter 12A)


[EP: Confirm edits to standard text, shown in track changes.]


EP: Confirmed


			Requires all residential properties (existing and new), prior to sale, to upgrade to the following minimum standards:



1. If showerheads have a maximum flow > 2.5 gallons per minute (gpm), replace with ≤2.0 gpm.



2. All showers have no more than one showerhead per valve.



3. If faucets and faucet aerators have a maximum flow rate > 2.2 gpm, replace with unit meeting current code: 



· Non-residential lavatory: ≤0,4 gpm



· Residential lavatory: ≤1.5 gpm



· Kitchen faucet: ≤0.8 gpm



· Metering faucet: ≤0.2 gal/cycle


4. If toilets have a maximum rated water consumption >1.6 gallons per flush (gpf), replace with ≤1.28 gpf toilet.



5. If urinals have a maximum flow rate >1.0 gpf, replace with ≤0.5 gpf unit.



6. Repair all water leaks. 


Although these requirements apply to existing buildings, compliance must be completed through the Department of Building Inspection, for which a discretionary permit (subject to CEQA) would be issued. 


			☐    Yes



☐    No


  Not Applicable 


			The project does not include any residential uses, so this regulation does not apply.





			San Francisco Water Efficient Irrigation Ordinance (San Francisco Administrative Code, Chapter 63)


[EP: Confirm edits to standard text, shown in track changes.]


EP: Confirmed


			Projects that include 1,000 square feet (sf) or more of new or modified landscape are subject to this ordinance, which requires that landscape projects be installed, constructed, operated, and maintained in accordance with rules adopted by the SFPUC that establish a water budget for outdoor water consumption.



Tier 1:  1,000 sf <= project landscape < 2,500 sf



Tier 2: Project landscape area is greater than or equal to 2,500 sf.  Note; Tier 2 compliance requires the services of landscape professionals.



See the SFPUC Web site for information regarding exemptions to this requirement.


www.sfwater.org/landscape


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable 


			The project would be consistent with this requirement because the project would comply with San Francisco’s Water Efficient Irrigation Ordinance as a condition of obtaining a building permit. Proposed water efficiency features for landscaped areas include _______________.


[GSW: Please provide supporting information on how the project would comply with this code.]





			Residential Energy Conservation Ordinance (San Francisco Housing Code, Chapter 12)


			Prior to transfer of title as a result of sale (including condominiums), residential properties that received a building permit prior to July 1978 the seller must provide the buyer a certificate of compliance, and the certificate must be recorded with the San Francisco Recorder’s Office. To comply, install the following measures as applicable: 



· attic insulation; weather-stripping all doors leading from heated to unheated areas; insulating hot water heaters and insulating hot water pipes; installing low-flow showerheads; caulking and sealing any openings or cracks in the building’s exterior; and insulating accessible heating and cooling ducts.. Apartment buildings and hotels are also required to insulate steam and hot water pipes and tanks, clean and tune their boilers, repair boiler leaks, and install a time-clock on the burner. 



· Maximum required expenditure: $1300 for 1-2 unit dwellings, and for buildings with 3 or more units, 1% of the assessed value or purchase price as applicable.


Although these requirements apply to existing buildings, compliance must be completed through the Department of Building Inspection, for which a discretionary permit (subject to CEQA) would be issued.


			☐    Yes



☐    No


  Not Applicable 


			The project does not include any residential uses, so this regulation does not apply.





			San Francisco Existing Commercial Buildings Energy Performance Ordinance (San Francisco Environment Code Chapter 20)


			Owners of nonresidential buildings in San Francisco with ≥10,000 square feet that are heated or cooled must conduct energy efficiency audits, as well as to annually measure and disclose energy performance.  Certain exceptions apply for new construction or if specified performance criteria are met.


[GSW: Please determine if this code would apply to this project once constructed.]


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable 


[Yes or NA??]


			The project would be consistent with this requirement because once the project is constructed, the project sponsor would conduct or require its tenants to conduct annual energy efficiency audits to measure and disclose energy use in compliance with the San Francisco Existing Commercial Buildings Energy Performance Ordinance. 


[OR]


This requirement does not apply to the project because the project includes only new construction and no existing commercial buildings would be retained onsite.



[GSW: Please confirm and indicate which paragraph is applicable.]





			Renewable Energy 





			San Francisco Green Building Code: Renewable Energy (San Francisco Green Building Code 5.103.1.5)


[EP: Confirm edits to standard text, shown in track changes.]


EP: Confirmed


			New commercial buildings of  ≥25,000 square feet must either generate 1% of energy on-site with renewables (EAc2), or purchase renewable energy credits equal to 35% of total electricity use for at least 2 years (LEED EAc6), or achieve at least a 10% compliance margin beyond Title 24 2013. 


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable


			The project would be consistent with this regulation because it would implement the renewable energy requirements of the San Francisco Green Building Code as a condition of obtaining a building permit. The project would include ________ renewable energy features that would generate ______% of energy onsite.


[GSW: Please provide supporting information on how the project would comply with this code.]








			Waste Reduction Sector





			Mandatory Recycling and Composting Ordinance (San Francisco Environment Code, Chapter 19 and CalGreen 5.410.1)


			All persons in San Francisco are required to separate their refuse into recyclables, compostables and trash, and place each type of refuse in a separate container designated for disposal of that type of refuse.  (San Francisco Environment Code Chapter 19)



All new construction, renovation and alterations must provide for the storage, collection, and loading of recyclables, compost and solid waste in a manner that is convenient for all users of the building. (San Francisco Environment Code Chapter 19 and CalGreen Building Code Section 5.410.1)


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable


			The project would be consistent with this requirement because the project sponsor and its tenants would implement the requirements of San Francisco’s Mandatory Recycling and Composting Ordinance and CalGreen Building Code for recycling. The project design includes the following features that would promote solid waste recycling: ____________________


[GSW: Please provide supporting information on how the project would comply with this code.]





			San Francisco Construction and Demolition Debris Recovery Ordinance (San Francisco Environment Code, Chapter 14, San Francisco Building Code Chapter 13B, and San Francisco Health Code Section 288)


			Applies to all projects: No construction and demolition material may be taken to landfill or placed in the garbage. All (100% of) mixed debris must be transported by a registered hauler to a registered facility to be processed for recycling. Source separated material must be taken to a facility that recycles or reuses those materials.  



Additionally, projects that include full demolition of an existing structure must submit a waste diversion plan to the Director of the Department Environment and the plan must provide for a minimum of 65% diversion from landfill of construction and demolition debris, including materials source separated for reuse or recycling.


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable


			The project would be consistent with these requirements because as part of the construction specifications, the project sponsor would require its contractors to comply with and implement San Francisco’s requirements for recycling of construction debris. 



[GSW: Please confirm above and if possible, provide supporting information on how the project would comply with this code.]





			San Francisco Green Building Code: Construction and demolition debris recycling  (5.103.1.3 and 4.103.2.3)


			In addition to complying with Construction and Demolition Debris Recovery Ordinance, new commercial buildings of ≥25,000 square feet and new residential buildings of 4 or more occupied floors must develop a plan to divert a minimum of 75% of construction and demolition debris from landfill, and meet LEED Materials & Resources Credit 2. 


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable 


			The project would be consistent with these requirements because as part of the construction specifications, the project sponsor would require its contractors to comply with and implement San Francisco’s mandatory requirements for diverting at least 75% of all wastes from landfills.


[GSW: Please confirm.]





			Environment/Conservation Sector





			Street Tree Planting Requirements for New Construction (San Francisco Planning Code Section 138.1)


			Planning Code Section 138.1 requires new construction, significant alterations or relocation of buildings within many of San Francisco’s zoning districts to plant on 24-inch box tree for every 20 feet along the property street frontage.


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable


			The project would be consistent with these requirements because the project's landscaping design incorporates the requirements of the South Plan Area Streetscape Master. The project would include planting of ____ street trees along Third Street, 16th Street, and future alignment of Terry A. François Boulevard, approximately every _____ feet. 


[GSW: Please provide supporting information on how the project would comply with this code.]





			Light Pollution Reduction (CalGreen 5.106.8)


			For nonresidential projects, comply with lighting power requirements in CA Energy Code, CCR Part 6. Meet California Energy Code minimum for Lighting Zones 1-4 with Backlight/Uplight/Glare ratings meeting CalGreen Building Code Table 5.106.8.


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable


			The project would be consistent with this requirement project because the project design complies with and implements the light pollution reduction requirements of the CalGreen Building Standards Code, which would be a condition of obtaining a building permit. Light pollution reduction features included in the project design include __________.


[GSW: Please provide supporting information on how the project would comply with this code.]





			Construction Site Runoff Control (Public Works Code Article 4.2, Section 146)


[EP: Confirm edits to standard text, shown in track changes.]


EP: Confirmed


			San Francisco’s Construction Site Runoff Control requirements apply to any project disturbing ≥5,000 square feet of ground surface. Covered projects must obtain a Construction Site Runoff Control Permit. Applicants must submit and receive approval of an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan prior to commencing any construction-related activities. The plan must be site-specific, and provide details of the use, location, and emplacement of the sediment and erosion control devices at the project site. For projects that involve disturbance of more than one acre of land and are located in an area served by a separate storm sewer system, applicants may submit a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that complies with the State of California's General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity in lieu of an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan. 


All construction sites, regardless of size, must implement BMPs to prevent illicit discharge into the sewer system. For more information on San Francisco’s requirements, see www.sfwater.org.


[EP: Confirm edits to standard text, shown in track changes.]


EP: Confirmed


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable


			The project would be consistent with this requirement because as part of the construction specifications, the contractors would be required to obtain and comply with the General Construction Activity Storm Water Permit. The project is located in an area served by a separate storm sewer system and as such, the project sponsor or its contractors would prepare and  submit a site-specific SWPPP for all construction activities. During construction, the contractors would implement best management practices (BMPs) and comply with the conditions of the approved SWPPP.


[GSW: Please confirm.]





			Enhanced Refrigerant Management (CalGreen 5.508.1.2, and 5.508.2)


			Commercial buildings must not install equipment that contains chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs) or halons. Applies to new construction and all alterations.



New commercial refrigeration systems containing refrigerants with Global Warming Potential (GWP) of 150 or greater, installed in food stores with 8,000 square feet or more of refrigerated display cases, walk-in coolers or freezers connected to remote compressor units or condensing units: Piping shall meet all requirements of 5.508.2 (all sections), and shall undergo pressure testing during installation prior to evacuation and charging. System shall stand unaltered for 24 hours with no more than a one pound pressure change from 300 psig.


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable


			The project would be consistent with this requirement because the project sponsor and its tenants (including the proposed food hall) would implement and comply with the CalGreen Building Code requirements for enhanced refrigerant management.


[GSW: Please confirm.]





			Finish Material Pollutant Control: Low-emitting Adhesives, Sealants, Caulks, Paints, Coatings, Composite wood, and Flooring (CalGreen 5.504.4 – all sections.)


[EP: Confirm edits to standard text, shown in track changes.]


EP: Confirmed





			These requirements apply to nonresidential projects:



Adhesives, sealants, and caulks - Comply with VOC limits in SCAQMD Rule 1168 VOC limits and California Code of Regulations Title 17 for aerosol adhesives.



Paints and coatings - Comply with VOC limits in the Air Resources Board Architectural Coatings Suggested Control Measure and California Code of Regulations Title 17 for aerosol paints.



Carpet - All carpet must meet one of the following:



1. Carpet and Rug Institute Green Label Plus Program,



2. California Department of Public Health Standard Practice for the testing of VOCs (Specification 01350),



3. NSF/ANSI 140 at the Gold level,



4. Scientific Certifications Systems Sustainable Choice, OR



5. California Collaborative for High Performance Schools EQ 2.2 and listed in the CHPS High Performance Product Database 



and carpet cushion must meet Carpet and Rug Institute Green Label, and indoor carpet adhesive & carpet pad adhesive must not exceed 50 g/L VOC content.



Composite wood - Meet CARB Air Toxics Control Measure for Composite Wood, including meeting the emission limits in CalGreen Building Code Table 5.504.4.5. 



Resilient flooring systems - For 80% of floor area receiving resilient flooring, install resilient flooring complying with:



1. Certified under the Resilient Floor Covering Institute (RFCI) FloorScore program,



2. Compliant with the VOC-emission limits and testing requirements of California Department of Public Health 2010 Standard Method for the Testing and Evaluation Chambers v.1.1,


3. Compliant with the Collaborative for High Performance Schools (CHPS) EQ2.2 and listed in the CHPS High Performance Product Database, OR



4. Certified under the Greenguard Children & Schools Program to comply with California Department of Public Health criteria.


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable


			The project would comply with these requirements because the project sponsor and its tenants would require that contractors implement and comply with the Finish Material Pollutant Control Requirements of the CalGreen Building Code, which would be a condition for obtaining a building permit. 



[GSW: Please confirm.]





			Pollutant Control: Low-emitting Adhesives, Sealants, Caulks, Paints, Coatings, Composite wood, and Flooring (CalGreen 4.504 - all sections.)


[EP: Confirm edits to standard text, shown in track changes.]


EP: Confirmed





			These requirements apply to residential projects:



Interior paints and coatings: Comply with VOC limits in the Air Resources Board Architectural Coatings Suggested Control Measure and California Code of Regulations Title 17 for aerosol paints. See CalGreen Table 4.504.3 for details.


Aerosol paints and coatings - Meet BAAQMD VOC limits (Regulation 8, Rule 49) and Product-Weighted MIR Limits for Reactive Organic Compound. (CCR Title 17, Section 94520)



Caulks, Construction adhesives, and Sealants - Meet SCAQMD Rule 1168. See CalGreen Tables 4.504.1 and 4.504.2



Composite Wood - Meet California Air Resources Board Airborne Toxic Control Measure formaldehyde limits for composite wood. See CalGreen Building Code Table 4.504.5


			☐    Yes



☐    No


  Not Applicable


			The project does not include any residential uses, so this regulation does not apply.





			Wood Burning Fireplace Ordinance (San Francisco Building Code 3111.3; CalGreen 4.503.1 and 5.503.1)


			Wood burning fire places must be a direct-vent or sealed combustion unit and must be compliant with EPA Phase II limits (except those that are designed for food preparation in new or existing restaurants or bakeries) . The combustion unit must be at least one of the following:



· Pellet-fueled wood heater



· EPA approved wood heater



· Wood heater approved by the Northern Sonoma Air Pollution Control District


[EP: Confirm edits to standard text, shown in track changes.]


EP: Confirmed


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable


			The project would be consistent with this requirement because the project design would implement and comply with the San Francisco Building Code and CalGreen Building Code requirements for use of wood burning fireplaces.


[GSW: Please confirm, and if it is known that the project will not include wood burning fireplaces, please indicate.]





			Regulation of Diesel Backup Generators (San Francisco Health Code, Article 30)


			Requires (among other things):



· All diesel generators to be registered with the Department of Public Health


· All new diesel generators must be equipped with the best available control technologies as determined by the California Air Resources Board or the Bay Area Air Quality Management District.


			  Yes



☐    No


☐    Not Applicable


			The project would be consistent with this requirement because the project sponsor would implement and comply with, and would require its tenants to implement and comply with, the requirements of Article 30 of the San Francisco Health Code addressing the use of diesel back up generators. 


[GSW: Please confirm and add supporting details if available.]








� Refers to the standard to be met per the San Francisco Green Building Code. See � HYPERLINK "http://sfdbi.org/administrative-bulletins" �http://sfdbi.org/administrative-bulletins� for latest “AB-093” to determine which standard your project is required to meet, if applicable.
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Jose Farran; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: P70 and Western Pacific sites
Date: Saturday, April 25, 2015 7:05:04 AM


Thanks Adam


Regarding the Pier parking, it isn't overflow parking, so we shouldn't refer to it as 
such.  


Regarding the TDM measure - we have the following in the EIR at this time. They 
are focused on the entire project and not broken out by the office use versus the 
event center.  


1. A TDM Plan that is part of the TMP that includes all the measures that the 
sponsor is proposing to implement as part of the project. It isn't a menu, but all of 
those that they say that they will implement. The mode split goal in the TMP is a 
sponsor goal and not a performance standard.


2. A mitigation measure that includes various strategies to reduce transportation 
impacts - both for a single event and for overlapping events. There is no mode split 
performance standard associated with this measures, it is just feasible measures that 
would help reduce congestion, encourage use of transit and other modes.  This is 
where I think that the measures that the sponsor doesn't want from the TDM list 
should wind up.  This measure strives to reduce auto use and increase transit use 
from what we analyzed in the EIR. We have not discussed including a mode split 
performance standard for these measures. (If we do, we will need to analyze the 
impact of the shift in mode on traffic and transit operations.) 


3. A mitigation measure with a performance standard in the event that the City does 
not provide the Muni Special Event Transit Service Plan.  In this measure we 
essentially leave it up to the sponsor to meet the auto and transit use that we 
assumed in the EIR (but that resulted in significant impacts). 


We really need to have the TDM and the mitigation measures worked out for this 
next submittal, so that EP and John can see how the measures relate to the 
impacts. 


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


On Apr 25, 2015, at 6:39 AM, Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:
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mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:jifarran@adavantconsulting.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org





Apologies for the delay.  A few more thoughts on your attachment.  


I still need to make some progress with Port staff on the overflow 
parking on or near P80.  One strategy would be to ask the Port for use of 
P80 until there is a long term tenant signed that would conflict with its 
occasional use for parking at which time we would pave the Western 
Pacific site I drew on the map last night.  The thinking being the Port 
needs to maintain the ability to lease P80 but hasn't done so for so long 
that the question may never be called.  I would also feel more 
comfortable with "up to 1,000 spaces" rather than "1,000 to 2,000" 
though I hope to have more direction on this early next week.  


On TDM we are looking to include strategies that are in line with other 
comparable SF office requirements and then listing more forward-
thinking ones in the list of options the GSWs can select from to meet 
their performance standards.  My feeling is that the following items 
contained in the mit measures are in the latter, forward-thinking category 
and are not typically required of other downtown or Mission Bay SF Class 
A office projects but I wanted to confirm: requiring tenants to provide 
subsidized transit passes, un-bundling of office parking (I believe their 
ratio is already pretty low, especially for Mission Bay at something like 
450 spaces for 2,400 employees) and 'hiring' not 'designating' a TDM 
coordinator.  Didn't we used to have a max auto mode share 
performance standard for the office buildings?  The two we have now are 
for the event center.  Would it make sense to bring that back and list 
items like this as options for achieving it should they underperform?  I'm 
trying to remember the discussion on this.  


Thanks for all of your patience and hard work pulling this together so late 
in the process.  


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


On Apr 24, 2015, at 5:35 PM, "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" 
<lubaw@lcwconsulting.com> wrote:


Hi Adam
Jose and I were just talking about this.  Thank you.  Based on 
your discussion with him and your sketch, I think we will 
revise the list of intersections that could potentially be 
impacted by the off-site parking facilities.  See the two new 
mitigation measures we sent out yesterday - also attached to 
this email.
Thank you,



mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
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Luba


<Trans new mit measures_DRAFT 4-23-15.doc>


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


On Apr 24, 2015, at 5:31 PM, Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Jose:


As we discussed this afternoon attached is a rough sketch of 
the two sites we are in conversation with the Port about and 
their respective estimated capacities.  I took the liberty of 
drawing the paths of travel I would imagine would be most 
impacted but I trust you and Luba have a more refined sense 
of how people would access these two sites based on the 
TDM.
 
Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
 
<P70 parking lot and WP overflow site.docx>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Kaslofsky, Thor (ADM); Hussain, Lila (ADM); Drew, Tamsen (ADM); Akwa-Asare, Amabel (ADM); White, Jeffrey


(CII)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII); Oerth, Sally (CII)
Subject: Request for Pedro"s time next week
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 6:20:00 PM


I have a wave of GSW items coming in early next week that I will need Pedro’s help on.  Please let
me know if you have anything else that is pressing for Tuesday and Wednesday of next week so we
can figure out how to manage the flow of work.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Miller, Erin
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Jacob Nguyen; Clarke Miller
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike (MTA); Molly Hayes; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Olea, Ricardo (MTA); Bob Grandy


(B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com); Kacie Renc (renc@jmisports.com)
Subject: RE: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals - WEDNESDAY 4/22/15
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 4:23:26 PM


Note this meeting will be held at planning: CPC 1650 Mission Street Room 431.
 
Camron, can you please let me know if you can attend, and Ricardo, please send someone in your
stead (Ramone???)
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  


 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2015 10:35 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Jacob Nguyen; Clarke Miller
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike; Miller, Erin; Molly Hayes; Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob Grandy
(B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com); Kacie Renc (renc@jmisports.com)
Subject: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals
When: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 3:00 PM-4:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: CPC 1650 Mission Street Room 431
 


_____________________________________________
From: Jacob Nguyen [mailto:jnguyen@bkf.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 6:33 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin; Molly Hayes; Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob
Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com); Kacie Renc (renc@jmisports.com)
Subject: Re: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals


3-5pm on Weds 4/22 works for me also.


Thanks,
Jacob Nguyen, PE
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Associate
BKF Engineers
408.315.9550 ©


On Apr 10, 2015, at 3:40 PM, Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>> wrote:


The Wednesday 3-5pm slot works for me. Jacob and Bob, can you make it work too?
Clarke


From: Sallaberry, Mike [mailto:Mike.Sallaberry@sfmta.com]
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 3:31 PM
To: ‘Kate Aufhauser’; Clarke Miller; Miller, Erin
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes; Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob Grandy
(B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com<mailto:B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>); Kacie Renc
(renc@jmisports.com<mailto:renc@jmisports.com>)
Subject: RE: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals


Do either of these two times work:


Tues the 21st from 10:30-12
Wed the 22nd from 3-5pm.


Michael Sallaberry, PE
Livable Streets Subdivision


<image001.png> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency Sustainable Streets Division One South
Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor San Francisco, CA 94103
(415) 701-4563 | (415) 701-4343 fax
mike.sallaberry@sfmta.com<mailto:mike.sallaberry@sfmta.com>
www.sfmta.com<http://www.sfmta.com/>


FOLLOW US ON: FACEBOOK<http://www.facebook.com/pages/SFMTA-Livable-Streets/129234557115666>
OR TWITTER<https://twitter.com/#!/sfmta_muni>
Join BikeShare! www.bayareabikeshare.com<http://www.bayareabikeshare.com/>


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]<mailto:[mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]>
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 1:05 PM
To: Sallaberry, Mike; ‘Clarke Miller’; Miller, Erin
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes; Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob Grandy
(B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com<mailto:B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>); Kacie Renc
(renc@jmisports.com<mailto:renc@jmisports.com>)
Subject: RE: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals


Mike,
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Clarke will be out of town next week. What about early in the week of 4/20?
Thanks,
Kate


Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst


510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)


kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
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website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> | tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> | social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>


SBJ’s 2014 Sports Team of the Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>


From: Sallaberry, Mike [mailto:Mike.Sallaberry@sfmta.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 4:58 PM
To: ‘Clarke Miller’; Miller, Erin
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob Grandy
(B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com<mailto:B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>); Kacie Renc
(renc@jmisports.com<mailto:renc@jmisports.com>)
Subject: RE: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals


Hi Clarke,
This week has been packed for me due to our group being short-staffed, and tomorrow I’ll be in a
deposition for an undetermined amount of time (hopefully not long, but it’s impossible to predict).


Can we meet next week? Wed 4/15 PM is wide open.


I think the signals on TFB will be fairly straightforward but the one at Illinois/TFB/Mariposa may get
complicated as we have an intersection of a two-way bikeway on the east side of TFB with a bike
route on Mariposa and a bike lane on each side of the street on Illinois St.


Thanks,
Mike


Michael Sallaberry, PE
Livable Streets Subdivision
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<image001.png> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency Sustainable Streets Division One South
Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor San Francisco, CA 94103
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FOLLOW US ON: FACEBOOK<http://www.facebook.com/pages/SFMTA-Livable-Streets/129234557115666>
OR TWITTER<https://twitter.com/#!/sfmta_muni>
Join BikeShare! www.bayareabikeshare.com<http://www.bayareabikeshare.com/>


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 3:07 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Sallaberry, Mike
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes (mhayes@warriors.com<mailto:mhayes@warriors.com>); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>); Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob
Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com<mailto:B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>); Kacie Renc
(renc@jmisports.com<mailto:renc@jmisports.com>)
Subject: RE: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals


Erin, thanks for letting us know.


Mike, please let me know a few days/times that work for you next week when we could schedule a
call with the broader team, and I’ll coordinate with our team to find a time that works.


And just so I’m clear, will Mike be able to assist with engineering and signal design for the bicycle
signals and the auto signals, or does another engineer from MTA need to help with the latter
design?


Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com]
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 12:19 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Sallaberry, Mike
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes (mhayes@warriors.com<mailto:mhayes@warriors.com>); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>); Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob
Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com<mailto:B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>); Kacie Renc
(renc@jmisports.com<mailto:renc@jmisports.com>)
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Subject: RE: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals


Clark,


I think Mike Sallaberry would be the best person at MTA to coordinate with on the coordination of
bike route design and signal coordination.  He should be able to identify who best to work with for
both engineering and signal design.


Mike, can you help us connect to your staff to assist with this request?


Thank you,


Erin Miller Blankinship
Section Lead, Development & Transportation Integration


Urban Planning Initiatives
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103


415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
________________________________
From: Clarke Miller [CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>]
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 11:24 AM
To: Miller, Erin
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes (mhayes@warriors.com<mailto:mhayes@warriors.com>); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>); Reilly, Catherine; Olea, Ricardo; Bob
Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com<mailto:B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com>); Kacie Renc
(renc@jmisports.com<mailto:renc@jmisports.com>)
Subject: GSW: traffic & bicycle signal design for new TFB signals Hi Erin,


While we discussed in our last CEQA meeting that the level of specificity for the new traffic and
bicycle signal designs on TFB could be vague in the SEIR, we actually do need to advance the signal
design now so Mission Bay Development Group (developer of the infrastructure around our site) is
able to design, permit, and construct the improvements (at least below-grade) in advance of GSW’s
construction. I understand MTA has in-house engineers that can handle signal design. I’ve attached
traffic signal phasing and timing as proposed by our consultants at Fehr & Peers for the TFB & South
and TFB & 16th intersections. We’d need to work with MTA to decide the best signaling approach for
Illinois & Mariposa. I’m not familiar enough with this type of information to know if what’s attached
is sufficient for MTA’s engineers to base its analysis/design off of, so I think as a starting point it
would be helpful to have a conference call with the appropriate MTA signal engineer, Fehr & Peers,
BKF (our civil engineer), and GSW to discuss how we can best advance the signal design forward. It
would be helpful to have Mike from your Bike group participate too so the group can debate the
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appropriate bicycle signals on the cycletrack too.


If you agree with this approach, can you forward contact information for the appropriate MTA
traffic signal engineer and for Bike Mike, and I’ll coordinate a conference call?


Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>


________________________________


Confidentiality Notice: This email (including any attachment) is intended only for the individual or
entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient, you are not
authorized to intercept, read, print, retain, copy, forward, or disseminate this communication. If you
have received this communication in error, please reply to the sender or call 650-482-6300, and
then please delete this message from your inbox as well as any copies. Thank you, BKF Engineers


 








From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "David Carlock"
Subject: RE: VM
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 5:27:00 PM


Thanks, David.  Sounds great about talking with Jesse on best way to take advantage of the next
month.  Have a great weekend with the family and talk next weekend.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: David Carlock [mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 11:32 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: VM
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Got your vm.  Very happy for you. Sounds like a great opportunity and much deserved.  Let’s huddle with
Jesse so we can make the best use of your remaining time at OCII.
 
Best,
 
David
 
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246
 
Note: For issues related to the Warriors arena project, please do not hesitate to contact my assistant
Kristin Kontz at kkontz@warriors.com.
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Chuck Bennett; Joyce
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: RWDI Wind Results for Revised GSW Design - Topics for Discussion
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 4:16:23 PM
Attachments: image004.png


Project Wind Hazard Results - Original and Revised Design.xlsx


All:
 
Below is a brief agenda for discussion points at the Tuesday 9:30 a.m. conference call on wind:
 


1.        Summary of Off-Site Wind Hazard Results:   Original vs. Revised Project Design (see
attached)  (ESA)


 
a.    Decrease in Off-Site Wind Hazards under Existing + Original Project Conditions (Less


than Significant Impact)


b.    Increase in Off-Site Wind Hazards under Existing + Revised Project Conditions
(Potentially Significant Impact)


c.     Cumulative Off-Site Wind Hazards (Less than Significant Impact under either
Original or Revised Project Design)


 
 


2.        Possible Factors Contributing to Difference in Off-site Wind Hazard Results between Original
and Revised Project Design (Warriors/RWDI)


a.       Project Design Changes (see overview of design changes from Kate A. in email
below)


b.      Other (e.g., Differences in  approach or methodology for wind model testing?)
 


3.        Next Steps (All)
 


a.       Potential “Mitigated” Scenario for Project Conditions (e.g., On-site
Landscaping/On-street Streetscape landscaping); additional RWDI wind testing?


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 8:28 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Wind
 
Thanks Paul – waiting on RWDI’s reply now re: Tuesday. Will get back to you as soon as I’ve heard
from them.
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Details on the refined design are as follows:


·         Same:
o    Plaza design and heights; number of building floors and square footage; gatehouse


design and location; number and location of curb cuts/driveways
·         Changed:


o    Angled office podium shapes (to bring the eye from the street at the Third St. corners
into the plaza)


o    Rounded tower edges, including at the Third St./16th St. corner
o    More detailed office façade (including “serrated” podium glass and horizontal fins)


o    Removal of atrium glass skylight (now just open to pathway below) along 16th St.
 
Other than that, most changes are internal (e.g. floor plan refinement, structural design), too small
to impact design (e.g. relocated lobby entries), or not considered in CEQA wind testing (e.g.
significant landscape development).
 
Here’s a before/after that reflect the changes described above:


 


And here you can see some of the façade elements and the curved tower at 16th & Third:







 
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: "Peggy Fahnestock"; Hussain, Lila (ADM)
Cc: Nancy Madden
Subject: RE: Meeting on April 30th
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:20:00 AM


I will be sending out the agenda early this afternoon and it will have all the info below.  Thanks for
checking in and see you next week!


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Peggy Fahnestock [mailto:peggy.fahnestock@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 10:35 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Hussain, Lila (ADM)
Cc: Nancy Madden
Subject: Meeting on April 30th


Dear Catherine and Lila,


I would like some information about the special CAC meeting re: the Warriors plans that is to be held
next Thursday, April 30th.  As our building manager issues a bulletin weekly each Friday afternoon we
need to publish the information  for our Radiance residents and owners in this afternoon's bulletin.  We
need the usual: time, place (including room information), and agenda.  Can you provide this to me and
Nancy by early this afternoon?  Thanks for your assistance.


Regards,


Peggy Fahnestock
The Radiance
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Chuck Bennett; Joyce
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: RWDI Wind Results for Revised GSW Design - Topics for Discussion
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 4:16:24 PM
Attachments: image004.png


Project Wind Hazard Results - Original and Revised Design.xlsx


All:
 
Below is a brief agenda for discussion points at the Tuesday 9:30 a.m. conference call on wind:
 


1.        Summary of Off-Site Wind Hazard Results:   Original vs. Revised Project Design (see
attached)  (ESA)


 
a.    Decrease in Off-Site Wind Hazards under Existing + Original Project Conditions (Less


than Significant Impact)


b.    Increase in Off-Site Wind Hazards under Existing + Revised Project Conditions
(Potentially Significant Impact)


c.     Cumulative Off-Site Wind Hazards (Less than Significant Impact under either
Original or Revised Project Design)


 
 


2.        Possible Factors Contributing to Difference in Off-site Wind Hazard Results between Original
and Revised Project Design (Warriors/RWDI)


a.       Project Design Changes (see overview of design changes from Kate A. in email
below)


b.      Other (e.g., Differences in  approach or methodology for wind model testing?)
 


3.        Next Steps (All)
 


a.       Potential “Mitigated” Scenario for Project Conditions (e.g., On-site
Landscaping/On-street Streetscape landscaping); additional RWDI wind testing?


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 8:28 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Wind
 
Thanks Paul – waiting on RWDI’s reply now re: Tuesday. Will get back to you as soon as I’ve heard
from them.
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Details on the refined design are as follows:


·         Same:
o    Plaza design and heights; number of building floors and square footage; gatehouse


design and location; number and location of curb cuts/driveways
·         Changed:


o    Angled office podium shapes (to bring the eye from the street at the Third St. corners
into the plaza)


o    Rounded tower edges, including at the Third St./16th St. corner
o    More detailed office façade (including “serrated” podium glass and horizontal fins)


o    Removal of atrium glass skylight (now just open to pathway below) along 16th St.
 
Other than that, most changes are internal (e.g. floor plan refinement, structural design), too small
to impact design (e.g. relocated lobby entries), or not considered in CEQA wind testing (e.g.
significant landscape development).
 
Here’s a before/after that reflect the changes described above:


 


And here you can see some of the façade elements and the curved tower at 16th & Third:







 
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: Wong, Diane C.
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:13:23 PM


Hi Adam, that is correct.  Diane
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:12 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Thanks Lori. I assume this is total in both directions?  In other words arriving and departing within
the appointed hour?


Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 12:45 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Adam and Catherine,
 
Since the figures noted below were provided in December, Diane conferred with Jose Farran and
arrived at the following vehicle trips, instead of population counts, going to/from the Medical Center
at Mission Bay.
 
The Medical Center will generate 467 vehicle trips during the peak hour of the weekday 6 – 8 pm
period, 148 vehicle trips during the peak hour of the weekday 9 – 11 pm period, and 98 vehicle trips
during the peak hour of the Saturday 7 – 9 pm period.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 11:04 AM
To: Adam Van De Water (adam.vandewater@sfgov.org); Catherine Reilly
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(catherine.reilly@sfgov.org)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: FW: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Adam and Catherine,
 
Diane Wong in my office sent these figures on hospital shift change estimates to the Warriors and
Planning Department, cc’ing Catherine in December.
 
I will try to find out if we have mode split information on these employees.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Wong, Diane C. 
Sent: Friday, December 19, 2014 9:29 AM
To: Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Reilly; José I. Farrán [jifarran@adavantconsulting.com]; Yamauchi, Lori; Beauchamp,
Kevin
Subject: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Clarke and Brett,
 
The Warriors team requested UCSF population numbers pertaining to the hospital shift change.  This
is what we are estimating:
 
About 700 people leaving from 5:30 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.
About 2,300 people leaving from 7:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
About 1,500 people arriving between 6:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. for the night shift
 
Please note that this may differ somewhat from our Hospital EIR assumptions, as the EIR included
average daily population estimates.
 
Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
dwong@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Chuck Bennett; Joyce
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: RWDI Wind Results for Revised GSW Design - Topics for Discussion
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 4:16:25 PM
Attachments: image004.png


Project Wind Hazard Results - Original and Revised Design.xlsx


All:
 
Below is a brief agenda for discussion points at the Tuesday 9:30 a.m. conference call on wind:
 


1.        Summary of Off-Site Wind Hazard Results:   Original vs. Revised Project Design (see
attached)  (ESA)


 
a.    Decrease in Off-Site Wind Hazards under Existing + Original Project Conditions (Less


than Significant Impact)


b.    Increase in Off-Site Wind Hazards under Existing + Revised Project Conditions
(Potentially Significant Impact)


c.     Cumulative Off-Site Wind Hazards (Less than Significant Impact under either
Original or Revised Project Design)


 
 


2.        Possible Factors Contributing to Difference in Off-site Wind Hazard Results between Original
and Revised Project Design (Warriors/RWDI)


a.       Project Design Changes (see overview of design changes from Kate A. in email
below)


b.      Other (e.g., Differences in  approach or methodology for wind model testing?)
 


3.        Next Steps (All)
 


a.       Potential “Mitigated” Scenario for Project Conditions (e.g., On-site
Landscaping/On-street Streetscape landscaping); additional RWDI wind testing?


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 8:28 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Wind
 
Thanks Paul – waiting on RWDI’s reply now re: Tuesday. Will get back to you as soon as I’ve heard
from them.
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Details on the refined design are as follows:


·         Same:
o    Plaza design and heights; number of building floors and square footage; gatehouse


design and location; number and location of curb cuts/driveways
·         Changed:


o    Angled office podium shapes (to bring the eye from the street at the Third St. corners
into the plaza)


o    Rounded tower edges, including at the Third St./16th St. corner
o    More detailed office façade (including “serrated” podium glass and horizontal fins)


o    Removal of atrium glass skylight (now just open to pathway below) along 16th St.
 
Other than that, most changes are internal (e.g. floor plan refinement, structural design), too small
to impact design (e.g. relocated lobby entries), or not considered in CEQA wind testing (e.g.
significant landscape development).
 
Here’s a before/after that reflect the changes described above:


 


And here you can see some of the façade elements and the curved tower at 16th & Third:







 
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: Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller
Subject: Revised EC Wine Results
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 2:34:44 PM
Attachments: image003.png


2015.04.24_RWDI Preliminary Results - Warrior"s Arena.pdf


Revised Existing Conditions test results are attached as we just discussed.
 
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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 Table 1a:  Wind Hazard Results – Original Plaza Design 
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Warrior’s Arena – San Francisco, CA  
Pedestrian Wind Study  
RWDI#1401775 
April 23, 2015  
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hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria 



Hours 
Change 



Relative to 
Existing E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



85 



 
31 0   



 
25 0 0     24 0 0   



86 



 
32 0   



 
22 0 0     15 0 0   



87 



 
31 0   



 
19 0 0     14 0 0   



88 



 
32 0   



 
10 0 0     11 0 0   



89 



 
31 0   



 
11 0 0     11 0 0   



90 



 
29 0   



 
24 0 0     17 0 0   



91 



 
34 0   



 
25 0 0     19 0 0   



92 



 
32 0   



 
20 0 0     17 0 0   



93 



 
31 0   



 
30 0 0     22 0 0   



94 



 
29 0   



 
20 0 0     19 0 0   



95 



 
35 0   



 
29 0 0     25 0 0   



96 



 
29 0   



 
30 0 0     31 0 0   



97 



 
34 0   



 
23 0 0     24 0 0   



98 



 
39 6 e 



 
35 0 -6     24 0 -6   



99 



 
40 8 e 



 
41 15 7 e   34 0 -8   



100 



 
22 0   



 
21 0 0     27 0 0   



101 



 
32 0   



 
29 0 0     30 0 0   



102 



 
35 0   



 
32 0 0     30 0 0   



103 



 
37 1 e 



 
34 0 -1     32 0 -1   



104 



 
33 0   



 
32 0 0     33 0 0   



105 



 
45 70 e 



 
44 48 -22 e   41 29 -41 e 
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References 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Variant 
 



Variant + Cumulative 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 1 
hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 
Hazard Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 1 
hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 
Hazard Criteria 



Hours 
Change 



Relative to 
Existing E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 1 
hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria 



Hours 
Change 



Relative to 
Existing E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



106 



 
39 5 e 



 
40 8 3 e   40 13 8 e 



107 



 
Data not available 



 
Data not available 



 
Data not available 



108 



 



 



 109  29 0    



Data not available 



 



Data not available 



110  28 0     



111  32 0     



112  35 0     



113  31 0     



114  28 0     



115  29 0     



116  34 0     



117  30 0     



118  29 0     



119  26 0     



120  28 0     



121  26 0     



122  31 0     



123  30 0     



124  27 0     



125  33 0     



126  33 0     
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References 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Variant 
 



Variant + Cumulative 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 1 
hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 
Hazard Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 1 
hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 
Hazard Criteria 



Hours 
Change 



Relative to 
Existing E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 1 
hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria 



Hours 
Change 



Relative to 
Existing E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



127  34 0    



Data not available 



 



Data not available 



128  32 0     



129  33 0     



130  31 0     



131  33 0     



132  33 0     



133  33 0     



134  34 0     



135  33 0     



136  32 0     



137  28 0     



138  29 0     



139  32 0     



140  32 0     



141  31 0     



142  33 0     



Average Wind Speeds, 
Total Hours & Exceeds  



30 112 
𝟖



𝟏𝟎𝟑
  26 142 - 



𝟗



𝟏𝟎𝟒
  24 85 - 



𝟔



𝟏𝟎𝟒
 



Averages & Totals – 
Sidewalks & Plaza*  



29 112 
𝟖



𝟔𝟗
  26 109 -3 



𝟔



𝟔𝟗
  24 47 -65 



𝟑



𝟔𝟗
 



*Sidewalks & Plaza: Locations 1 – 33, 49 – 59, 82 – 106  
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 1 
 



20 46 e  19 38 -1 e   11 10 -9    



2 
 



16 30 e  14 22 -2 e   9 5 -7    



3 
 



13 16 e  10 5 -3     16 32 3 e  



4 
 



6 0    10 7 4     9 2 3    



5 
 



19 45 e  15 25 -4 e   14 24 -5 e  



6 
 



17 32 e  22 52 5 e   16 31 -1 e  



7 
 



19 41 e  20 48 1 e   14 21 -5 e  



8 
 



17 34 e  13 21 -4 e   16 30 -1 e  



9 
 



15 26 e  16 30 1 e   20 42 5 e  



10 
 



14 19 e  13 18 -1 e   12 16 -2 e  



11 
 



8 1    13 19 5 e   15 25 7 e  



12 
 



11 10    11 10 0     12 15 1 e  



13 
 



18 37 e  15 25 -3 e   14 22 -4 e  



14 
 



17 35 e  16 31 -1 e   16 30 -1 e  



15 
 



15 26 e  16 28 1 e   13 16 -2 e  



16 
 



12 13 e  10 6 -2     11 10 -1    



17 
 



10 6    9 5 -1     11 10 1    



18 
 



8 3    16 28 8 e   15 27 7 e  



19 
 



10 6    10 8 0     15 24 5 e  



20 
 



14 20 e  14 19 0 e   11 10 -3    
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 21 
 



16 28 e  12 16 -4 e   14 22 -2 e  



22 
 



14 24 e  10 8 -4     11 10 -3    



23 
 



11 10    14 22 3 e   14 19 3 e  



24 
 



11 10    10 7 -1     10 6 -1    



25 
 



13 15 e  8 2 -5     8 1 -5    



26 
 



17 34 e  10 5 -7     7 0 -10    



27 
 



16 31 e  12 12 -4 e   11 10 -5    



28 
 



16 31 e  17 34 1 e   17 32 1 e  



29 
 



14 24 e  10 8 -4     9 4 -5    



30 
 



13 20 e  11 10 -2     12 13 -1 e  



31 
 



12 16 e  11 10 -1     11 10 -1    



32 
 



11 10    17 38 6 e   17 33 6 e  



33 
 



14 24 e  17 34 3 e   15 25 1 e  



34 
 



Data not available 



 
13 18 - e 



 
13 17 - e  



35 
  



20 44 - e 
 



16 27 - e  



36 
  



14 22 - e 
 



13 19 - e  



37 
  



7 1 -   
 



7 2 -    



38 
  



8 1 -   
 



7 0 -    



39 
  



11 10 -   
 



14 22 - e  



40 
  



18 39 - e 
 



19 37 - e  
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 41 
 



Data not available 



 
17 36 - e 



 
19 37 - e  



42 
  



10 8 -   
 



11 10 -    



43 
  



20 45 - e 
 



19 42 - e  



44 
  



17 36 - e 
 



17 34 - e  



45 
  



14 22 - e 
 



13 20 - e  



46 
  



11 10 -   
 



11 10 -    



47 
  



12 14 - e 
 



11 10 -    



48 
  



10 6 -   
 



9 4 -    



49 
 



16 33 e 
 



10 7 -6     11 10 -5    



50 
 



16 32 e 
 



22 52 6 e   15 27 -1 e  



51 
 



18 39 e 
 



16 30 -2 e   11 10 -7    



52 
 



14 25 e 
 



13 15 -1 e   9 4 -5    



53 
 



12 14 e 
 



13 15 1 e   8 2 -4    



54 
 



18 36 e 
 



12 13 -6 e   10 5 -8    



55 
 



15 24 e 
 



12 13 -3 e   10 6 -5    



56 
 



12 16 e 
 



14 19 2 e   10 6 -2    



57 
 



16 31 e 
 



11 10 -5     8 2 -8    



58 
 



10 6   
 



11 10 1     8 2 -2    



59 
 



12 12 e 
 



11 10 -1     8 1 -4    



60 
 



Data not available 
 



Data not available  Data not available  
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 61 
 



Data not available 



 
Data not available  Data not available  



62 
  



18 39 - e  16 32 - e  



63 
  



15 25 - e  14 24 - e  



64 
  



17 36 - e  16 32 - e  



65 
  



17 33 - e  17 27 - e  



66 
  



12 12 - e  12 14 - e  



67 
  



10 7 -    10 9 -    



68 
  



8 5 -    8 5 -    



69 
  



6 0 -    5 0 -    



70 
  



6 0 -    6 0 -    



71 
  



10 5 -    9 4 -    



72 
  



11 10 -    9 5 -    



73 
  



16 27 - e  14 21 - e  



74 
  



11 10 -    9 5 -    



75 
  



10 7 -    10 6 -    



76 
  



11 10 -    9 6 -    



77 
  



8 3 -    8 2 -    



78 
  



7 2 -    7 1 -    



79 
  



10 6 -    9 6 -    



80 
  



5 0 -    5 0 -    
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 81 
 



Data not available 
 



7 4 -   
 



7 3 -    



82 
 



17 35 e 
 



9 6 -8     9 5 -8    



83 
 



16 33 e 
 



11 10 -5     11 10 -5    



84 
 



18 38 e 
 



7 2 -11     7 1 -11    



85 
 



17 35 e 
 



14 22 -3 e   14 21 -3 e  



86 
 



17 37 e 
 



9 4 -8     7 1 -10    



87 
 



17 35 e 
 



11 10 -6     7 0 -10    



88 
 



18 38 e 
 



5 0 -13     5 0 -13    



89 
 



17 34 e 
 



6 0 -11     6 0 -11    



90 
 



15 25 e 
 



14 19 -1 e   7 1 -8    



91 
 



17 34 e 
 



15 23 -2 e   8 2 -9    



92 
 



16 30 e 
 



12 12 -4 e   8 1 -8    



93 
 



16 28 e 
 



17 33 1 e   9 5 -7    



94 
 



14 23 e 
 



11 10 -3     7 2 -7    



95 
 



17 36 e 
 



16 30 -1 e   10 6 -7    



96 
 



16 31 e 
 



16 30 0 e   15 27 -1 e  



97 
 



17 31 e 
 



13 19 -4 e   9 4 -8    



98 
 



20 41 e 
 



21 48 1 e   11 10 -9    



99 
 



21 48 e 
 



23 52 2 e   15 26 -6 e  



100 
 



11 10   
 



11 10 0     12 14 1 e  
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 101 
 



15 26 e 
 



14 23 -1 e   15 28 0 e  



102 
 



18 40 e 
 



17 33 -1 e   16 31 -2 e  



103 
 



19 44 e 
 



18 40 -1 e   17 37 -2 e  



104 
 



18 41 e 
 



20 47 2 e   18 44 0 e  



105 
 



25 51 e 
 



25 50 1 e   23 48 -1 e  



106 
 



18 36 e 
 



19 41 1 e   21 48 3 e  



107 
 



Data not available 
 



Data not available 



 



Data not available 



 



108 
  



  



109  16 32 e    



110  16 31 e    



111  16 29 e    



112  17 35 e    



113  16 29 e    



114  13 16 e    



115  15 23 e    



116  19 41 e    



117  16 28 e    



118  16 30 e    



119  14 25 e    



120  16 32 e    
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
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10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 121  14 25 e  



Data not available 



 



Data not available 



 



122  16 32 e    



123  16 30 e    



124  15 25 e    



125  16 32 e    



126  17 33 e    



127  17 37 e    



128  17 35 e    



129  17 37 e    



130  16 32 e    



131  18 39 e    



132  16 31 e    



133  17 34 e    



134  17 37 e    



135  17 34 e    



136  17 35 e    



137  15 28 e    



138  15 27 e    



139  18 39 e    



140  18 38 e    
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 141  17 36 e  
Data not available 



 
Data not available 



 



142  17 37 e    



Average Wind Speeds & Percentages, 
Total Exceedances  



15 28 
𝟗𝟐



𝟏𝟎𝟑
  13 19 - 



𝟓𝟖



𝟏𝟎𝟒
  12 14 - 



𝟒𝟔



𝟏𝟎𝟒
  



Averages & Totals – Sidewalks & Plaza* 
 



15 27 
𝟓𝟖



𝟔𝟗
  14 21 -2 



𝟒𝟑



𝟔𝟗
  12 15 -3 



𝟑𝟏



𝟔𝟗
  



*Sidewalks & Plaza: Locations 1 – 33, 49 – 59, 82 – 106  
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Variant 
 



Variant + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 1 
 



20 46 e  18 36 -2 e   11 10 -9    



2 
 



16 30 e  14 23 -2 e   11 10 -5    



3 
 



13 16 e  9 4 -4     16 32 3 e  



4 
 



6 0    10 7 4     9 2 3    



5 
 



19 45 e  15 25 -4 e   14 24 -5 e  



6 
 



17 32 e  22 50 5 e   16 33 -1 e  



7 
 



19 41 e  20 47 1 e   14 22 -5 e  



8 
 



17 34 e  13 21 -4 e   16 29 -1 e  



9 
 



15 26 e  15 27 0 e   19 38 4 e  



10 
 



14 19 e  12 12 -2 e   13 20 -1 e  



11 
 



8 1    13 20 5 e   15 26 7 e  



12 
 



11 10    11 10 0     12 15 1 e  



13 
 



18 37 e  14 24 -4 e   14 21 -4 e  



14 
 



17 35 e  16 31 -1 e   16 30 -1 e  



15 
 



15 26 e  16 30 1 e   14 20 -1 e  



16 
 



12 13 e  10 7 -2     12 14 0 e  



17 
 



10 6    9 4 -1     12 12 2 e  



18 
 



8 3    16 31 8 e   16 30 8 e  



19 
 



10 6    12 13 2 e   12 12 2 e  



20 
 



14 20 e  10 6 -4     12 13 -2 e  
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E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
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Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 
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11 mph 
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Change 
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to 
Existing 
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E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 21 
 



16 28 e  12 12 -4     12 11 -4    



22 
 



14 24 e  9 6 -5     9 5 -5    



23 
 



11 10    11 10 0     10 8 -1    



24 
 



11 10    9 6 -2     9 5 -2    



25 
 



13 15 e  8 1 -5     7 0 -6    



26 
 



17 34 e  10 5 -7     7 0 -10    



27 
 



16 31 e  12 14 -4 e   12 14 -4 e  



28 
 



16 31 e  17 34 1 e   17 31 1 e  



29 
 



14 24 e  11 10 -3     9 3 -5    



30 
 



13 20 e  12 12 -1 e   13 17 0 e  



31 
 



12 16 e  11 10 -1     11 10 -1    



32 
 



11 10    18 39 7 e   17 35 6 e  



33 
 



14 24 e  17 33 3 e   16 28 2 e  



34 
 



Data not available 



  18 - e  12 14 - e  



35 
 



  44 - e  16 26 - e  



36 
 



  23 - e  13 18 - e  



37 
 



 7 1 -    8 1 -    



38 
 



 
8 1 -    7 0 -    



39 
 



 11 10 -    14 22 - e  



40 
 



 17 38 - e  19 37 - e  
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E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 41 
 



Data not available 



 17 36 - e  18 36 - e  



42 
 



 11 10 -    11 10 -    



43 
 



  46 - e  19 43 - e  



44 
 



 18 37 - e  17 36 - e  



45 
 



 14 22 - e  13 19 - e  



46 
 



 10 8 -    11 10 -    



47 
 



 12 15 - e  11 10 -    



48 
 



 10 6 -    9 5 -    



49 
 



16 33 e 
 



11 10 -5     11 10 -5    



50 
 



16 32 e 
 



22 51 6 e   15 25 -1 e  



51 
 



18 39 e 
 



13 21 -5 e   12 14 -6 e  



52 
 



14 25 e 
 



12 13 -2 e   9 5 -5    



53 
 



12 14 e 
 



13 17 1 e   8 2 -4    



54 
 



18 36 e 
 



12 12 -6 e   10 6 -8    



55 
 



15 24 e 
 



12 13 -3 e   9 4 -6    



56 
 



12 16 e 
 



13 19 1 e   10 5 -2    



57 
 



16 31 e 
 



11 10 -5     8 1 -8    



58 
 



10 6   
 



11 10 1     8 2 -2    



59 
 



12 12 e 
 



10 7 -2     8 1 -4    



60 
 



Data not available    Data not available  
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 61 
 



Data not available 



   Data not available  



62 
 



  37 - e  17 34 - e  



63 
 



  26 - e  15 26 - e  



64 
 



 17 36 - e  17 34 - e  



65 
 



 17 32 - e  17 28 - e  



66 
 



 12 12 - e  13 14 - e  



67 
 



 10 7 -    10 9 -    



68 
 



 8 5 -    8 5 -    



69 
 



 6 0 -    5 0 -    



70 
 



 6 0 -    6 0 -    



71 
 



 10 5 -    9 5 -    



72 
 



 11 10 -    10 6 -    



73 
 



 16 28 - e  14 20 - e  



74 
 



 11 10 -    9 5 -    



75 
 



 10 7 -    10 6 -    



76 
 



 11 10 -    9 6 -    



77 
 



 8 3 -    7 2 -    



78 
 



 8 2 -    7 1 -    



79 
 



 10 6 -    10 6 -    



80 
 



 5 0 -    5 0 -    
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E
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 81 
 



Data not available  7 4 -   
 



7 3 -    



82 
 



17 35 e 
 



9 6 -8     9 5 -8    



83 
 



16 33 e 
 



11 10 -5     10 9 -6    



84 
 



18 38 e 
 



7 2 -11     7 1 -11    



85 
 



17 35 e 
 



14 21 -3 e   13 20 -4 e  



86 
 



17 37 e 
 



9 4 -8     7 1 -10    



87 
 



17 35 e 
 



11 10 -6     7 0 -10    



88 
 



18 38 e 
 



5 0 -13     6 0 -12    



89 
 



17 34 e 
 



6 0 -11     6 0 -11    



90 
 



15 25 e 
 



14 19 -1 e   7 1 -8    



91 
 



17 34 e 
 



15 23 -2 e   8 2 -9    



92 
 



16 30 e 
 



12 12 -4 e   8 2 -8    



93 
 



16 28 e 
 



17 32 1 e   9 5 -7    



94 
 



14 23 e 
 



11 10 -3     7 2 -7    



95 
 



17 36 e 
 



16 30 -1 e   10 7 -7    



96 
 



16 31 e 
 



16 30 0 e   15 27 -1 e  



97 
 



17 31 e 
 



13 19 -4 e   10 5 -7    



98 
 



20 41 e 
 



20 48 0 e   11 10 -9    



99 
 



21 48 e 
 



22 51 1 e   15 25 -6 e  



100 
 



11 10   
 



11 10 0     12 14 1 e  
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Percent of 
Time Wind 
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11 mph 
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Change 
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to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
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 101 
 



15 26 e 
 



14 23 -1 e   15 27 0 e  



102 
 



18 40 e 
 



16 32 -2 e   16 31 -2 e  



103 
 



19 44 e 
 



18 39 -1 e   17 37 -2 e  



104 
 



18 41 e 
 



18 42 0 e   17 35 -1 e  



105 
 



25 51 e 
 



24 49 0 e   23 47 -1 e  



106 
 



18 36 e 
 



19 40 1 e   21 49 3 e  



107 
 



Data not available 
 



 
 



 



Data not available 



 



108 
 



   



109  16 32 e    



110  16 31 e    



111  16 29 e    



112  17 35 e    



113  16 29 e    



114  13 16 e    



115  15 23 e    



116  19 41 e    



117  16 28 e    



118  16 30 e    



119  14 25 e    



120  16 32 e    
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 121  14 25 e  



Data not available 



 



Data not available 



 



122  16 32 e    



123  16 30 e    



124  15 25 e    



125  16 32 e    



126  17 33 e    



127  17 37 e    



128  17 35 e    



129  17 37 e    



130  16 32 e    



131  18 39 e    



132  16 31 e    



133  17 34 e    



134  17 37 e    



135  17 34 e    



136  17 35 e    



137  15 28 e    



138  15 27 e    



139  18 39 e    



140  18 38 e    
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E
x
c
e
e
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 141  17 36 e  
Data not available 



 
Data not available 



 



142  17 37 e    



Average Wind Speeds & Percentages, 
Total Exceedances  



15 28 
𝟗𝟐



𝟏𝟎𝟑
  13 18 - 



𝟓𝟕



𝟏𝟎𝟒
  12 14 - 



𝟒𝟗



𝟏𝟎𝟒
  



Averages & Totals – Sidewalks & Plaza* 
 



15 27 
𝟓𝟖



𝟔𝟗
  13 20 -2 



𝟒𝟐



𝟔𝟗
  12 15 -3 



𝟑𝟒



𝟔𝟗
  



*Sidewalks & Plaza: Locations 1 – 33, 49 – 59, 82 – 106  
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Wind Tunnel Study Model Figure No. 1b 
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Wind Tunnel Study Model Figure No. 1c 
 



Project + Cumulative 
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Wind Tunnel Study Model Figure No. 1d 
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Wind Tunnel Study Model Figure No. 1e 
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Wong, Diane C.; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Beauchamp, Kevin; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); David Carlock


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); vic.watson@clarkconstruction.com
Subject: RE: Meeting re: Warriors" Construction Cranes
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:15:09 PM


Hi Diane,
Thanks for the offer. We did have an opportunity for a conference call with your helicopter
consultant last November (I don’t recall whether you were able to participate or not), but I don’t
think it hurts to have an additional conversation now that ESA (our CEQA consultant, copied here) is
performing a more detailed analysis for the EIR. I’d recommend ESA participate in the meeting, as
well as a member of our GC. Do you have dates in mind?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wong, Diane C. [mailto:Diane.Wong@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:23 PM
To: Catherine Reilly; Clarke Miller
Cc: 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: Meeting re: Warriors' Construction Cranes
 
Catherine and Clarke,
 
A while back we discussed the potential for us to meet with the Warriors’ construction contractors
to share information about the UCSF flight paths, and to discuss ways to minimize potential impacts
on those flight paths from the Warriors’ construction cranes.   Although we understand the issue will
be discussed in the Warriors’ EIR, we think such a meeting would be helpful, and could also inform
the EIR analysis.  We could bring along our helipad consultant who could share information about
FAA and Caltrans requirements, as well as a couple of pilots from Calstar, the air ambulance
company that serves the hospital, who can provide feedback based on actual practice and flight
experience.
 
Would you be open to such a meeting?  If so, I can have Kim Woo in our office schedule it.
 
Thanks.  Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
(415) 502-5952
diane.wong@ucsf.edu
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "John deCastro"
Subject: RE: 280/Mariposa/GSW Call
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 11:42:00 AM


Hi, John – I received your VM.  Do any of the following times work for you for a call (and please feel
free to include anyone else)? 
 
Thanks
 
Thursday – before 10, 11-2 or 3.30-4.30
Friday – before 11, 12-2 or after 3
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: John deCastro [mailto:2jbdecastro@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 13, 2015 9:45 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: 280/Mariposa/GSW Call
 
Catherine
I will have time to talk either Tuesday or Wednesday afternoon as we make our way back to SF.   I
expect my daughter to be driving then
 
Do you have time for me to call
 
John
 
Sent from my iPhone


On Apr 8, 2015, at 11:23 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, John – good to touch base and good luck with the move.  Let me know some times
that would work for you to talk in the next few days.  Some openings that I have are:
 
Thursday – 12-1 (will also have some time in the morning/afternoon, but holding for
another meeting)
Friday – 10-11 and 12-1.30
Monday – 8-11 and 4.30
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Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: EV chargers in parking structure
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 9:59:10 AM
Attachments: image001.png


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


Making EV technology more accessible is a good thing, but we cannot say that providing a charging
space would actually take a car off the road, so we cannot quantify the reduction in air pollutant
emissions from this design feature.  The project description though should clearly indicate that this is
a project design feature since BAAQMD will be looking to see if the project would include any
EV/FEV stations. Chris?
 
 
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: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 9:31 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: EV chargers in parking structure
 
Chris and Jessica:
 
GSW is planning 30 EV charging stations + 20 FEV spaces in their garage in order to get LEED points.
 Could this be eligible for air quality offsets?  


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


From: "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com>
To: "Van de Water, Adam (ECN)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: EV chargers in parking structure


Adam,
See below for EV info. So I better understand, how are you intending to use this info?
Clarke
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 6:13 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: EV chargers in parking structure
 
Hey Clarke,
 
We are planning for 50 VCS/FEV spots (see WPM's plans attached for their rough
locations) in order to gain the LEED points for 5% of our parking to be a combination of
fuel efficient vehicle parking stalls and vehicle charging stations. The charging stations
themselves work with a 1/3 to 2/3 ratio of charging stations to fuel efficient vehicle
spaces, so we are planning for 30 charging stations in the parking garage.
 
Best,
Molly
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 6:00 PM
To: Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: EV chargers in parking structure
 
Molly, Kate,
Does one of you know if/how many EV chargers are currently planned for the on-site
parking structure? Adam at OEWD would like to know for the Air Quality offset
program.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:12:29 PM


Thanks Lori. I assume this is total in both directions?  In other words arriving and departing within
the appointed hour?


Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 12:45 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Adam and Catherine,
 
Since the figures noted below were provided in December, Diane conferred with Jose Farran and
arrived at the following vehicle trips, instead of population counts, going to/from the Medical Center
at Mission Bay.
 
The Medical Center will generate 467 vehicle trips during the peak hour of the weekday 6 – 8 pm
period, 148 vehicle trips during the peak hour of the weekday 9 – 11 pm period, and 98 vehicle trips
during the peak hour of the Saturday 7 – 9 pm period.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 11:04 AM
To: Adam Van De Water (adam.vandewater@sfgov.org); Catherine Reilly
(catherine.reilly@sfgov.org)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: FW: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Adam and Catherine,
 
Diane Wong in my office sent these figures on hospital shift change estimates to the Warriors and
Planning Department, cc’ing Catherine in December.
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I will try to find out if we have mode split information on these employees.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Wong, Diane C. 
Sent: Friday, December 19, 2014 9:29 AM
To: Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Reilly; José I. Farrán [jifarran@adavantconsulting.com]; Yamauchi, Lori; Beauchamp,
Kevin
Subject: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Clarke and Brett,
 
The Warriors team requested UCSF population numbers pertaining to the hospital shift change.  This
is what we are estimating:
 
About 700 people leaving from 5:30 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.
About 2,300 people leaving from 7:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
About 1,500 people arriving between 6:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. for the night shift
 
Please note that this may differ somewhat from our Hospital EIR assumptions, as the EIR included
average daily population estimates.
 
Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
dwong@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller
Subject: Revised EC Wine Results
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 2:34:49 PM
Attachments: image003.png


2015.04.24_RWDI Preliminary Results - Warrior"s Arena.pdf


Revised Existing Conditions test results are attached as we just discussed.
 
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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References 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Variant 
 



Variant + Cumulative 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 1 
hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 
Hazard Criteria E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 1 
hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds 
Hazard Criteria 



Hours 
Change 



Relative to 
Existing E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 1 
hour/year 



(mph) 



Hours per Year 
Wind Speed 



Exceeds Hazard 
Criteria 



Hours 
Change 



Relative to 
Existing E



x
c
e
e
d
s
 



127  34 0    



Data not available 



 



Data not available 



128  32 0     



129  33 0     



130  31 0     



131  33 0     



132  33 0     



133  33 0     



134  34 0     



135  33 0     



136  32 0     



137  28 0     



138  29 0     



139  32 0     



140  32 0     



141  31 0     



142  33 0     



Average Wind Speeds, 
Total Hours & Exceeds  



30 112 
𝟖



𝟏𝟎𝟑
  26 142 - 



𝟗



𝟏𝟎𝟒
  24 85 - 



𝟔



𝟏𝟎𝟒
 



Averages & Totals – 
Sidewalks & Plaza*  



29 112 
𝟖



𝟔𝟗
  26 109 -3 



𝟔



𝟔𝟗
  24 47 -65 



𝟑



𝟔𝟗
 



*Sidewalks & Plaza: Locations 1 – 33, 49 – 59, 82 – 106  
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 1 
 



20 46 e  19 38 -1 e   11 10 -9    



2 
 



16 30 e  14 22 -2 e   9 5 -7    



3 
 



13 16 e  10 5 -3     16 32 3 e  



4 
 



6 0    10 7 4     9 2 3    



5 
 



19 45 e  15 25 -4 e   14 24 -5 e  



6 
 



17 32 e  22 52 5 e   16 31 -1 e  



7 
 



19 41 e  20 48 1 e   14 21 -5 e  



8 
 



17 34 e  13 21 -4 e   16 30 -1 e  



9 
 



15 26 e  16 30 1 e   20 42 5 e  



10 
 



14 19 e  13 18 -1 e   12 16 -2 e  



11 
 



8 1    13 19 5 e   15 25 7 e  



12 
 



11 10    11 10 0     12 15 1 e  



13 
 



18 37 e  15 25 -3 e   14 22 -4 e  



14 
 



17 35 e  16 31 -1 e   16 30 -1 e  



15 
 



15 26 e  16 28 1 e   13 16 -2 e  



16 
 



12 13 e  10 6 -2     11 10 -1    



17 
 



10 6    9 5 -1     11 10 1    



18 
 



8 3    16 28 8 e   15 27 7 e  



19 
 



10 6    10 8 0     15 24 5 e  



20 
 



14 20 e  14 19 0 e   11 10 -3    
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 21 
 



16 28 e  12 16 -4 e   14 22 -2 e  



22 
 



14 24 e  10 8 -4     11 10 -3    



23 
 



11 10    14 22 3 e   14 19 3 e  



24 
 



11 10    10 7 -1     10 6 -1    



25 
 



13 15 e  8 2 -5     8 1 -5    



26 
 



17 34 e  10 5 -7     7 0 -10    



27 
 



16 31 e  12 12 -4 e   11 10 -5    



28 
 



16 31 e  17 34 1 e   17 32 1 e  



29 
 



14 24 e  10 8 -4     9 4 -5    



30 
 



13 20 e  11 10 -2     12 13 -1 e  



31 
 



12 16 e  11 10 -1     11 10 -1    



32 
 



11 10    17 38 6 e   17 33 6 e  



33 
 



14 24 e  17 34 3 e   15 25 1 e  



34 
 



Data not available 



 
13 18 - e 



 
13 17 - e  



35 
  



20 44 - e 
 



16 27 - e  



36 
  



14 22 - e 
 



13 19 - e  



37 
  



7 1 -   
 



7 2 -    



38 
  



8 1 -   
 



7 0 -    



39 
  



11 10 -   
 



14 22 - e  



40 
  



18 39 - e 
 



19 37 - e  
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 41 
 



Data not available 



 
17 36 - e 



 
19 37 - e  



42 
  



10 8 -   
 



11 10 -    



43 
  



20 45 - e 
 



19 42 - e  



44 
  



17 36 - e 
 



17 34 - e  



45 
  



14 22 - e 
 



13 20 - e  



46 
  



11 10 -   
 



11 10 -    



47 
  



12 14 - e 
 



11 10 -    



48 
  



10 6 -   
 



9 4 -    



49 
 



16 33 e 
 



10 7 -6     11 10 -5    



50 
 



16 32 e 
 



22 52 6 e   15 27 -1 e  



51 
 



18 39 e 
 



16 30 -2 e   11 10 -7    



52 
 



14 25 e 
 



13 15 -1 e   9 4 -5    



53 
 



12 14 e 
 



13 15 1 e   8 2 -4    



54 
 



18 36 e 
 



12 13 -6 e   10 5 -8    



55 
 



15 24 e 
 



12 13 -3 e   10 6 -5    



56 
 



12 16 e 
 



14 19 2 e   10 6 -2    



57 
 



16 31 e 
 



11 10 -5     8 2 -8    



58 
 



10 6   
 



11 10 1     8 2 -2    



59 
 



12 12 e 
 



11 10 -1     8 1 -4    



60 
 



Data not available 
 



Data not available  Data not available  
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 61 
 



Data not available 



 
Data not available  Data not available  



62 
  



18 39 - e  16 32 - e  



63 
  



15 25 - e  14 24 - e  



64 
  



17 36 - e  16 32 - e  



65 
  



17 33 - e  17 27 - e  



66 
  



12 12 - e  12 14 - e  



67 
  



10 7 -    10 9 -    



68 
  



8 5 -    8 5 -    



69 
  



6 0 -    5 0 -    



70 
  



6 0 -    6 0 -    



71 
  



10 5 -    9 4 -    



72 
  



11 10 -    9 5 -    



73 
  



16 27 - e  14 21 - e  



74 
  



11 10 -    9 5 -    



75 
  



10 7 -    10 6 -    



76 
  



11 10 -    9 6 -    



77 
  



8 3 -    8 2 -    



78 
  



7 2 -    7 1 -    



79 
  



10 6 -    9 6 -    



80 
  



5 0 -    5 0 -    
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 81 
 



Data not available 
 



7 4 -   
 



7 3 -    



82 
 



17 35 e 
 



9 6 -8     9 5 -8    



83 
 



16 33 e 
 



11 10 -5     11 10 -5    



84 
 



18 38 e 
 



7 2 -11     7 1 -11    



85 
 



17 35 e 
 



14 22 -3 e   14 21 -3 e  



86 
 



17 37 e 
 



9 4 -8     7 1 -10    



87 
 



17 35 e 
 



11 10 -6     7 0 -10    



88 
 



18 38 e 
 



5 0 -13     5 0 -13    



89 
 



17 34 e 
 



6 0 -11     6 0 -11    



90 
 



15 25 e 
 



14 19 -1 e   7 1 -8    



91 
 



17 34 e 
 



15 23 -2 e   8 2 -9    



92 
 



16 30 e 
 



12 12 -4 e   8 1 -8    



93 
 



16 28 e 
 



17 33 1 e   9 5 -7    



94 
 



14 23 e 
 



11 10 -3     7 2 -7    



95 
 



17 36 e 
 



16 30 -1 e   10 6 -7    



96 
 



16 31 e 
 



16 30 0 e   15 27 -1 e  



97 
 



17 31 e 
 



13 19 -4 e   9 4 -8    



98 
 



20 41 e 
 



21 48 1 e   11 10 -9    



99 
 



21 48 e 
 



23 52 2 e   15 26 -6 e  



100 
 



11 10   
 



11 10 0     12 14 1 e  
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 101 
 



15 26 e 
 



14 23 -1 e   15 28 0 e  



102 
 



18 40 e 
 



17 33 -1 e   16 31 -2 e  



103 
 



19 44 e 
 



18 40 -1 e   17 37 -2 e  



104 
 



18 41 e 
 



20 47 2 e   18 44 0 e  



105 
 



25 51 e 
 



25 50 1 e   23 48 -1 e  



106 
 



18 36 e 
 



19 41 1 e   21 48 3 e  



107 
 



Data not available 
 



Data not available 



 



Data not available 



 



108 
  



  



109  16 32 e    



110  16 31 e    



111  16 29 e    



112  17 35 e    



113  16 29 e    



114  13 16 e    



115  15 23 e    



116  19 41 e    



117  16 28 e    



118  16 30 e    



119  14 25 e    



120  16 32 e    
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 121  14 25 e  



Data not available 



 



Data not available 



 



122  16 32 e    



123  16 30 e    



124  15 25 e    



125  16 32 e    



126  17 33 e    



127  17 37 e    



128  17 35 e    



129  17 37 e    



130  16 32 e    



131  18 39 e    



132  16 31 e    



133  17 34 e    



134  17 37 e    



135  17 34 e    



136  17 35 e    



137  15 28 e    



138  15 27 e    



139  18 39 e    



140  18 38 e    
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Project 
 



Project + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time 
Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 141  17 36 e  
Data not available 



 
Data not available 



 



142  17 37 e    



Average Wind Speeds & Percentages, 
Total Exceedances  



15 28 
𝟗𝟐



𝟏𝟎𝟑
  13 19 - 



𝟓𝟖



𝟏𝟎𝟒
  12 14 - 



𝟒𝟔



𝟏𝟎𝟒
  



Averages & Totals – Sidewalks & Plaza* 
 



15 27 
𝟓𝟖



𝟔𝟗
  14 21 -2 



𝟒𝟑



𝟔𝟗
  12 15 -3 



𝟑𝟏



𝟔𝟗
  



*Sidewalks & Plaza: Locations 1 – 33, 49 – 59, 82 – 106  
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Variant 
 



Variant + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 1 
 



20 46 e  18 36 -2 e   11 10 -9    



2 
 



16 30 e  14 23 -2 e   11 10 -5    



3 
 



13 16 e  9 4 -4     16 32 3 e  



4 
 



6 0    10 7 4     9 2 3    



5 
 



19 45 e  15 25 -4 e   14 24 -5 e  



6 
 



17 32 e  22 50 5 e   16 33 -1 e  



7 
 



19 41 e  20 47 1 e   14 22 -5 e  



8 
 



17 34 e  13 21 -4 e   16 29 -1 e  



9 
 



15 26 e  15 27 0 e   19 38 4 e  



10 
 



14 19 e  12 12 -2 e   13 20 -1 e  



11 
 



8 1    13 20 5 e   15 26 7 e  



12 
 



11 10    11 10 0     12 15 1 e  



13 
 



18 37 e  14 24 -4 e   14 21 -4 e  



14 
 



17 35 e  16 31 -1 e   16 30 -1 e  



15 
 



15 26 e  16 30 1 e   14 20 -1 e  



16 
 



12 13 e  10 7 -2     12 14 0 e  



17 
 



10 6    9 4 -1     12 12 2 e  



18 
 



8 3    16 31 8 e   16 30 8 e  



19 
 



10 6    12 13 2 e   12 12 2 e  



20 
 



14 20 e  10 6 -4     12 13 -2 e  
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Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Variant 
 



Variant + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 21 
 



16 28 e  12 12 -4     12 11 -4    



22 
 



14 24 e  9 6 -5     9 5 -5    



23 
 



11 10    11 10 0     10 8 -1    



24 
 



11 10    9 6 -2     9 5 -2    



25 
 



13 15 e  8 1 -5     7 0 -6    



26 
 



17 34 e  10 5 -7     7 0 -10    



27 
 



16 31 e  12 14 -4 e   12 14 -4 e  



28 
 



16 31 e  17 34 1 e   17 31 1 e  



29 
 



14 24 e  11 10 -3     9 3 -5    



30 
 



13 20 e  12 12 -1 e   13 17 0 e  



31 
 



12 16 e  11 10 -1     11 10 -1    



32 
 



11 10    18 39 7 e   17 35 6 e  



33 
 



14 24 e  17 33 3 e   16 28 2 e  



34 
 



Data not available 



  18 - e  12 14 - e  



35 
 



  44 - e  16 26 - e  



36 
 



  23 - e  13 18 - e  



37 
 



 7 1 -    8 1 -    



38 
 



 
8 1 -    7 0 -    



39 
 



 11 10 -    14 22 - e  



40 
 



 17 38 - e  19 37 - e  
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Existing 
 



Existing + Variant 
 



Variant + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
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 41 
 



Data not available 



 17 36 - e  18 36 - e  



42 
 



 11 10 -    11 10 -    



43 
 



  46 - e  19 43 - e  



44 
 



 18 37 - e  17 36 - e  



45 
 



 14 22 - e  13 19 - e  



46 
 



 10 8 -    11 10 -    



47 
 



 12 15 - e  11 10 -    



48 
 



 10 6 -    9 5 -    



49 
 



16 33 e 
 



11 10 -5     11 10 -5    



50 
 



16 32 e 
 



22 51 6 e   15 25 -1 e  



51 
 



18 39 e 
 



13 21 -5 e   12 14 -6 e  



52 
 



14 25 e 
 



12 13 -2 e   9 5 -5    



53 
 



12 14 e 
 



13 17 1 e   8 2 -4    



54 
 



18 36 e 
 



12 12 -6 e   10 6 -8    



55 
 



15 24 e 
 



12 13 -3 e   9 4 -6    



56 
 



12 16 e 
 



13 19 1 e   10 5 -2    



57 
 



16 31 e 
 



11 10 -5     8 1 -8    



58 
 



10 6   
 



11 10 1     8 2 -2    



59 
 



12 12 e 
 



10 7 -2     8 1 -4    



60 
 



Data not available    Data not available  
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 61 
 



Data not available 



   Data not available  



62 
 



  37 - e  17 34 - e  



63 
 



  26 - e  15 26 - e  



64 
 



 17 36 - e  17 34 - e  



65 
 



 17 32 - e  17 28 - e  



66 
 



 12 12 - e  13 14 - e  



67 
 



 10 7 -    10 9 -    



68 
 



 8 5 -    8 5 -    



69 
 



 6 0 -    5 0 -    



70 
 



 6 0 -    6 0 -    



71 
 



 10 5 -    9 5 -    



72 
 



 11 10 -    10 6 -    



73 
 



 16 28 - e  14 20 - e  



74 
 



 11 10 -    9 5 -    



75 
 



 10 7 -    10 6 -    



76 
 



 11 10 -    9 6 -    



77 
 



 8 3 -    7 2 -    



78 
 



 8 2 -    7 1 -    



79 
 



 10 6 -    10 6 -    



80 
 



 5 0 -    5 0 -    
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 81 
 



Data not available  7 4 -   
 



7 3 -    



82 
 



17 35 e 
 



9 6 -8     9 5 -8    



83 
 



16 33 e 
 



11 10 -5     10 9 -6    



84 
 



18 38 e 
 



7 2 -11     7 1 -11    



85 
 



17 35 e 
 



14 21 -3 e   13 20 -4 e  



86 
 



17 37 e 
 



9 4 -8     7 1 -10    



87 
 



17 35 e 
 



11 10 -6     7 0 -10    



88 
 



18 38 e 
 



5 0 -13     6 0 -12    



89 
 



17 34 e 
 



6 0 -11     6 0 -11    



90 
 



15 25 e 
 



14 19 -1 e   7 1 -8    



91 
 



17 34 e 
 



15 23 -2 e   8 2 -9    



92 
 



16 30 e 
 



12 12 -4 e   8 2 -8    



93 
 



16 28 e 
 



17 32 1 e   9 5 -7    



94 
 



14 23 e 
 



11 10 -3     7 2 -7    



95 
 



17 36 e 
 



16 30 -1 e   10 7 -7    



96 
 



16 31 e 
 



16 30 0 e   15 27 -1 e  



97 
 



17 31 e 
 



13 19 -4 e   10 5 -7    



98 
 



20 41 e 
 



20 48 0 e   11 10 -9    



99 
 



21 48 e 
 



22 51 1 e   15 25 -6 e  



100 
 



11 10   
 



11 10 0     12 14 1 e  
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 101 
 



15 26 e 
 



14 23 -1 e   15 27 0 e  



102 
 



18 40 e 
 



16 32 -2 e   16 31 -2 e  



103 
 



19 44 e 
 



18 39 -1 e   17 37 -2 e  



104 
 



18 41 e 
 



18 42 0 e   17 35 -1 e  



105 
 



25 51 e 
 



24 49 0 e   23 47 -1 e  



106 
 



18 36 e 
 



19 40 1 e   21 49 3 e  



107 
 



Data not available 
 



 
 



 



Data not available 



 



108 
 



   



109  16 32 e    



110  16 31 e    



111  16 29 e    



112  17 35 e    



113  16 29 e    



114  13 16 e    



115  15 23 e    



116  19 41 e    



117  16 28 e    



118  16 30 e    



119  14 25 e    



120  16 32 e    











 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 2a:  Wind Comfort Results – Variant Plaza Design 



Reputation   Resources   Results                                                            Canada   |   USA   |   UK   |   India   |   China   |   Hong Kong   |   Singapore                                                            www.rwdi.com 



Warrior’s Arena – San Francisco, CA  
Pedestrian Wind Study  
RWDI#1401775 
April 23, 2015  



Page 7 of 8 
 



Reference 
 



Existing 
 



Existing + Variant 
 



Variant + Cumulative 



 



Location Number 
 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 



Wind Speed 
Exceeded 



10% of 
Time (mph) 



Percent of 
Time Wind 



Speed 
Exceeds 
11 mph 



Speed 
Change 
Relative 



to 
Existing 
(mph) 



E
x
c
e
e
d
s
 



 121  14 25 e  



Data not available 



 



Data not available 



 



122  16 32 e    



123  16 30 e    



124  15 25 e    



125  16 32 e    



126  17 33 e    



127  17 37 e    



128  17 35 e    



129  17 37 e    



130  16 32 e    



131  18 39 e    



132  16 31 e    



133  17 34 e    



134  17 37 e    



135  17 34 e    



136  17 35 e    



137  15 28 e    



138  15 27 e    



139  18 39 e    



140  18 38 e    
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 141  17 36 e  
Data not available 



 
Data not available 



 



142  17 37 e    



Average Wind Speeds & Percentages, 
Total Exceedances  



15 28 
𝟗𝟐



𝟏𝟎𝟑
  13 18 - 



𝟓𝟕



𝟏𝟎𝟒
  12 14 - 



𝟒𝟗



𝟏𝟎𝟒
  



Averages & Totals – Sidewalks & Plaza* 
 



15 27 
𝟓𝟖



𝟔𝟗
  13 20 -2 



𝟒𝟐



𝟔𝟗
  12 15 -3 



𝟑𝟒



𝟔𝟗
  



*Sidewalks & Plaza: Locations 1 – 33, 49 – 59, 82 – 106  
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Wind Tunnel Study Model Figure No. 1b 
 



Existing + Project 



 



Date:  April 15 , 2015 Warrior’s Arena – San Francisco, CA Project #1401775 



 



 



 











Wind Tunnel Study Model Figure No. 1c 
 



Project + Cumulative 
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Wind Tunnel Study Model Figure No. 1d 
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Wind Tunnel Study Model Figure No. 1e 
 



Variant + Cumulative 
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From: Yamauchi, Lori
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 12:44:45 PM


Adam and Catherine,
 
Since the figures noted below were provided in December, Diane conferred with Jose Farran and
arrived at the following vehicle trips, instead of population counts, going to/from the Medical Center
at Mission Bay.
 
The Medical Center will generate 467 vehicle trips during the peak hour of the weekday 6 – 8 pm
period, 148 vehicle trips during the peak hour of the weekday 9 – 11 pm period, and 98 vehicle trips
during the peak hour of the Saturday 7 – 9 pm period.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 11:04 AM
To: Adam Van De Water (adam.vandewater@sfgov.org); Catherine Reilly
(catherine.reilly@sfgov.org)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: FW: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Adam and Catherine,
 
Diane Wong in my office sent these figures on hospital shift change estimates to the Warriors and
Planning Department, cc’ing Catherine in December.
 
I will try to find out if we have mode split information on these employees.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Wong, Diane C. 
Sent: Friday, December 19, 2014 9:29 AM
To: Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Reilly; José I. Farrán [jifarran@adavantconsulting.com]; Yamauchi, Lori; Beauchamp,
Kevin
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Subject: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Clarke and Brett,
 
The Warriors team requested UCSF population numbers pertaining to the hospital shift change.  This
is what we are estimating:
 
About 700 people leaving from 5:30 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.
About 2,300 people leaving from 7:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
About 1,500 people arriving between 6:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. for the night shift
 
Please note that this may differ somewhat from our Hospital EIR assumptions, as the EIR included
average daily population estimates.
 
Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
dwong@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Paine, Carli (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Jose Farran; Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Subject: GSW - Additional Parking Measures
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 11:07:21 AM
Attachments: Additional Parking Measures for the New TDM Mit Measure 4-22-15.docx


ATT00001.htm


Hi Carli, Erin, and Adam


I just returned from the APA conference in Seattle where I attended a number of 
parking sessions.  I am attaching a couple of additional measures for consideration 
for the new mitigation measure. These measures would reduce circling around the 
block looking for parking, direct people to available parking, and provide real-time 
data for visitors traveling to the event center.  Given the changes in technology, and 
likelihood that SFPark will be implemented and expanded beyond the pilot program 
boundaries, these measures seem reasonable to include in the GSW EIR.


We will bring some copies to the meeting in case you want to discuss along with the 
other measures.


Thank you,
Luba
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Additional Parking Measures for the New TDM Mitigation Measure





· The City shall work to include on-street parking spaces within Mission Bay in the expansion and permanent implementation of SFPark, including installation of sensors, dynamic pricing, and mobile app providing real-time parking availability and cost.





· The City and GSW shall work to develop partnerships with private garages within Mission Bay to provide real-time parking availability and costs for private garages providing publicly-accessible parking. The City shall work to include the publicly-accessible off-street facilities into the permanent implementation of SFPark, and incorporate data into mobile app and permanent dynamic message signs.  





· The City shall incorporate the SFPark on-street and off-street parking management for Mission Bay into the Event Center Command Center.








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


(c) 415-385-7031












From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:30:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Sure – around until the go-to at 3.30.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Hi Catherine,
I’m hopping on a call with the PUC in one minute which should be a brief call. Are you available for
a chat afterwards? I wanted to follow up on the conversation you had with Jesse earlier.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:03 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
I like the touch of the wine bottles in the boxes for a theater event. J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 12:54 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:[mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com







(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam, Catherine,
 
We’ve made the revisions you recommended to tonight’s Entertainment Commission intro in the
attached doc. We removed the slide focused on the plaza events to downplay emphasis on the
plaza, but will provide a voiceover of the types of events we anticipate activating the area with. We
also added some interior views of the seating bowl for basketball games and for the small theater.
Path of travel and a placeholder on the Schedule slide for a future meeting with the Ent Commission
for the permit are also added. Let us know if there are any other questions.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:40 PM
To: 'Van de Water, Adam (ECN)'; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Very good points, Adam, thanks for the feedback. We can pare down the plaza images to include
ones that are less focused on events with amplified images. We also have an old rendering which
should still be applicable for the cut-down theater. And the other two comments are quick adds
too. We’ll update and recirculate tomorrow.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Looks good though this will focus them on the place of entertainment/loudspeaker permits required
for plaza events with amplified sound. A few comments:


-          Do you have anything you can show for the interior seating bowl, including at least a verbal
description of the cutdown theatre for smaller events?  I imagine they will also ask about
operations and whether you plan to do it in house or contract out.


-          I’d consider adding a path of travel slide after the site plan to show not only garage existing
but routes to MUNI, bike valet, shared car services, etc.  They don’t need a full
transportation overview but do deal with ticketing and queuing questions on a regular basis.


-          I would add Entertainment Commission Place of Entertainment permit approval  in
2018/2019 to your schedule as we’ll need to return to them for an action item prior to
opening.
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Adam
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 12:35 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam, Catherine,
Attached is the draft deck for tomorrow evening’s Entertainment Commission. I can share it with
you also in PowerPoint if you like, but will need to upload to Dropbox given file size. Let me know if
you need me to do so, or if there are any changes you recommend that we can handle ourselves.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 8:28 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Julia Nunes
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam –
 
Hope your trip was fantastic! FYI, I am working from the east coast this week so won’t be at the EC
in person. We are finalizing a short deck to share with you and Catherine tomorrow (4/20), though –
hopefully Clarke or Jesse can bounce the most updated copy your way. Julia Nunes (cc’d) in our
office can make any edits you and Catherine suggest. 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: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
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Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Plenty of time before the 21st but as I won’t be back in the office until the 20th I wanted to get on


your radar to share a presentation with Catherine and me on the 20th so we can take a quick look in
time to make adjustments before the meeting.


Thanks all,


Adam
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 11:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
When: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 5:30 PM-6:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: City Hall Room 416
 
 
Just talked to Jocelyn Kane and Cammy Blackstone and we are rescheduled for April 21 at the
Entertainment Commission.  They have a number of permits so we agreed to keep it brief: max 15
minute presentation from Carlock on the general layout/design, number and type of events, any
entertainment plans outside the arena, and overall project schedule.  No need to discuss details such
as noise, transportation, paths of travel, etc and can always remind the Commission that we will
back before them for a Place of Entertainment permit prior to occupancy. 
 
We will be the first item on the agenda, the meeting is televised on SFGTV, starts at 5:30 (here is a
copy of their last agenda: http://www.sfgov2.org/index.aspx?page=4703) and I expect we’d be out
around 6:30p, they will be excited about the prospect of a new venue and eager to hear details and
event promoters will be paying attention.    


A
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Wong, Diane C.; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Beauchamp, Kevin; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); David Carlock


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); vic.watson@clarkconstruction.com
Subject: RE: Meeting re: Warriors" Construction Cranes
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:15:09 PM


Hi Diane,
Thanks for the offer. We did have an opportunity for a conference call with your helicopter
consultant last November (I don’t recall whether you were able to participate or not), but I don’t
think it hurts to have an additional conversation now that ESA (our CEQA consultant, copied here) is
performing a more detailed analysis for the EIR. I’d recommend ESA participate in the meeting, as
well as a member of our GC. Do you have dates in mind?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wong, Diane C. [mailto:Diane.Wong@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:23 PM
To: Catherine Reilly; Clarke Miller
Cc: 'Bollinger, Brett (CPC)'; Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: Meeting re: Warriors' Construction Cranes
 
Catherine and Clarke,
 
A while back we discussed the potential for us to meet with the Warriors’ construction contractors
to share information about the UCSF flight paths, and to discuss ways to minimize potential impacts
on those flight paths from the Warriors’ construction cranes.   Although we understand the issue will
be discussed in the Warriors’ EIR, we think such a meeting would be helpful, and could also inform
the EIR analysis.  We could bring along our helipad consultant who could share information about
FAA and Caltrans requirements, as well as a couple of pilots from Calstar, the air ambulance
company that serves the hospital, who can provide feedback based on actual practice and flight
experience.
 
Would you be open to such a meeting?  If so, I can have Kim Woo in our office schedule it.
 
Thanks.  Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
(415) 502-5952
diane.wong@ucsf.edu
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "John deCastro"
Subject: RE: 280/Mariposa/GSW Call
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:22:00 PM


Sounds good.  I can see about using our conference bridge once we have the time identified.  Chat
next week.  Good luck on the building!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: John deCastro [mailto:2jbdecastro@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 12:42 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: 280/Mariposa/GSW Call
 
Catherine
This week is very busy as I am trying to finalize roof and painting contracts for my building.
 I will be in touch once I get that done.
I have two people that are interested.  Do you have a way of setting up a cont bridge.  If not I
will explore it.
 
John
 
 
John deCastro
This is a new email address
2jbdecastro@gmail.com
 


On Apr 22, 2015, at 11:42 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
 
Hi, John – I received your VM.  Do any of the following times work for you for a call
(and please feel free to include anyone else)? 
 
Thanks
 
Thursday – before 10, 11-2 or 3.30-4.30
Friday – before 11, 12-2 or after 3
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
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   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: John deCastro [mailto:2jbdecastro@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 13, 2015 9:45 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: 280/Mariposa/GSW Call
 
Catherine
I will have time to talk either Tuesday or Wednesday afternoon as we make our way
back to SF.   I expect my daughter to be driving then
 
Do you have time for me to call
 
John
 
Sent from my iPhone


On Apr 8, 2015, at 11:23 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi, John – good to touch base and good luck with the move.  Let me know
some times that would work for you to talk in the next few days.  Some
openings that I have are:
 
Thursday – 12-1 (will also have some time in the morning/afternoon, but
holding for another meeting)
Friday – 10-11 and 12-1.30
Monday – 8-11 and 4.30
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Joyce; Karen Lancelle; Danielle Dowler
Subject: AB900 Conference call with City
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 2:08:53 PM


Catherine and Chris/Brett:
 
With the Draft SEIR publication fast approaching, ESA would like to arrange a brief call with you so
that our AB900 administrators can discuss a few issues with you regarding the AB900 administrative
record website we will be creating for the project.   Topics include, but are not limited to:
 


·         Update to EP/OCII on AB900 administrative record development
 


·         Environmental Leadership Development Project Notice – status and confirmation with OCII
on noticing approach.


·         Domain name and proposed website format/appearance for the AB900 administrative
record website. (FYI,  an example - although more detailed in terms of content - for
discussion purposes is the Chevron Modernization Project page
(http://chevronmodernization.com/)


·         EP and/or OCII to provide appropriate IT contacts for ESA to coordinate with.
 
Please let me know when you have available time either this Tuesday, Wednesday or Thursday to
discuss. 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: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Paine, Carli (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Jose Farran; Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Subject: GSW - Additional Parking Measures
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 11:07:19 AM
Attachments: Additional Parking Measures for the New TDM Mit Measure 4-22-15.docx


ATT00001.htm


Hi Carli, Erin, and Adam


I just returned from the APA conference in Seattle where I attended a number of 
parking sessions.  I am attaching a couple of additional measures for consideration 
for the new mitigation measure. These measures would reduce circling around the 
block looking for parking, direct people to available parking, and provide real-time 
data for visitors traveling to the event center.  Given the changes in technology, and 
likelihood that SFPark will be implemented and expanded beyond the pilot program 
boundaries, these measures seem reasonable to include in the GSW EIR.


We will bring some copies to the meeting in case you want to discuss along with the 
other measures.


Thank you,
Luba
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· The City shall work to include on-street parking spaces within Mission Bay in the expansion and permanent implementation of SFPark, including installation of sensors, dynamic pricing, and mobile app providing real-time parking availability and cost.





· The City and GSW shall work to develop partnerships with private garages within Mission Bay to provide real-time parking availability and costs for private garages providing publicly-accessible parking. The City shall work to include the publicly-accessible off-street facilities into the permanent implementation of SFPark, and incorporate data into mobile app and permanent dynamic message signs.  





· The City shall incorporate the SFPark on-street and off-street parking management for Mission Bay into the Event Center Command Center.








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


(c) 415-385-7031












From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:29:59 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Hi Catherine,
I’m hopping on a call with the PUC in one minute which should be a brief call. Are you available for
a chat afterwards? I wanted to follow up on the conversation you had with Jesse earlier.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:03 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
I like the touch of the wine bottles in the boxes for a theater event. J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 12:54 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam, Catherine,
 
We’ve made the revisions you recommended to tonight’s Entertainment Commission intro in the
attached doc. We removed the slide focused on the plaza events to downplay emphasis on the
plaza, but will provide a voiceover of the types of events we anticipate activating the area with. We
also added some interior views of the seating bowl for basketball games and for the small theater.
Path of travel and a placeholder on the Schedule slide for a future meeting with the Ent Commission
for the permit are also added. Let us know if there are any other questions.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
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From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:40 PM
To: 'Van de Water, Adam (ECN)'; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Very good points, Adam, thanks for the feedback. We can pare down the plaza images to include
ones that are less focused on events with amplified images. We also have an old rendering which
should still be applicable for the cut-down theater. And the other two comments are quick adds
too. We’ll update and recirculate tomorrow.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Looks good though this will focus them on the place of entertainment/loudspeaker permits required
for plaza events with amplified sound. A few comments:


-          Do you have anything you can show for the interior seating bowl, including at least a verbal
description of the cutdown theatre for smaller events?  I imagine they will also ask about
operations and whether you plan to do it in house or contract out.


-          I’d consider adding a path of travel slide after the site plan to show not only garage existing
but routes to MUNI, bike valet, shared car services, etc.  They don’t need a full
transportation overview but do deal with ticketing and queuing questions on a regular basis.


-          I would add Entertainment Commission Place of Entertainment permit approval  in
2018/2019 to your schedule as we’ll need to return to them for an action item prior to
opening.


Adam
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 12:35 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam, Catherine,
Attached is the draft deck for tomorrow evening’s Entertainment Commission. I can share it with
you also in PowerPoint if you like, but will need to upload to Dropbox given file size. Let me know if
you need me to do so, or if there are any changes you recommend that we can handle ourselves.
Thanks,
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Clarke
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 8:28 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Julia Nunes
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam –
 
Hope your trip was fantastic! FYI, I am working from the east coast this week so won’t be at the EC
in person. We are finalizing a short deck to share with you and Catherine tomorrow (4/20), though –
hopefully Clarke or Jesse can bounce the most updated copy your way. Julia Nunes (cc’d) in our
office can make any edits you and Catherine suggest. 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: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Plenty of time before the 21st but as I won’t be back in the office until the 20th I wanted to get on


your radar to share a presentation with Catherine and me on the 20th so we can take a quick look in
time to make adjustments before the meeting.


Thanks all,


Adam
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 11:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
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Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
When: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 5:30 PM-6:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: City Hall Room 416
 
 
Just talked to Jocelyn Kane and Cammy Blackstone and we are rescheduled for April 21 at the
Entertainment Commission.  They have a number of permits so we agreed to keep it brief: max 15
minute presentation from Carlock on the general layout/design, number and type of events, any
entertainment plans outside the arena, and overall project schedule.  No need to discuss details such
as noise, transportation, paths of travel, etc and can always remind the Commission that we will
back before them for a Place of Entertainment permit prior to occupancy. 
 
We will be the first item on the agenda, the meeting is televised on SFGTV, starts at 5:30 (here is a
copy of their last agenda: http://www.sfgov2.org/index.aspx?page=4703) and I expect we’d be out
around 6:30p, they will be excited about the prospect of a new venue and eager to hear details and
event promoters will be paying attention.    


A
 
 



http://www.sfgov2.org/index.aspx?page=4703






From: John deCastro
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: 280/Mariposa/GSW Call
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 12:41:41 PM


Catherine
This week is very busy as I am trying to finalize roof and painting contracts for my 
building.  I will be in touch once I get that done.
I have two people that are interested.  Do you have a way of setting up a cont 
bridge.  If not I will explore it.


John


John deCastro
This is a new email address
2jbdecastro@gmail.com


On Apr 22, 2015, at 11:42 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, John – I received your VM.  Do any of the following times work for you for a call 
(and please feel free to include anyone else)? 
 
Thanks
 
Thursday – before 10, 11-2 or 3.30-4.30
Friday – before 11, 12-2 or after 3
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: John deCastro [mailto:2jbdecastro@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 13, 2015 9:45 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: 280/Mariposa/GSW Call
 
Catherine
I will have time to talk either Tuesday or Wednesday afternoon as we make our way 
back to SF.   I expect my daughter to be driving then
 
Do you have time for me to call
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John
 
Sent from my iPhone


On Apr 8, 2015, at 11:23 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> 
wrote:


Hi, John – good to touch base and good luck with the move.  Let me know 
some times that would work for you to talk in the next few days.  Some 
openings that I have are:
 
Thursday – 12-1 (will also have some time in the morning/afternoon, but 
holding for another meeting)
Friday – 10-11 and 12-1.30
Monday – 8-11 and 4.30
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San 
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Tatiana Hayes
To: Jose Vega-Boza
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 3:16:25 PM


Catherine,
Is it the same meeting what Natasha Jones reserved?


Tatiana


On Apr 24, 2015, at 2:43 PM, Jose Vega-Boza
<JVega@mercyhousing.org<mailto:JVega@mercyhousing.org>> wrote:


Catherine:


Do you need a projector, screen for his presentation?


We will have a microphone and theater style set up with 120 chairs.


Let us know of any other special instructions.


José A. Vega Boza
Senior Property Manager|MHMG/Mission Creek Senior Community


Mercy Housing
225 Berrry Street
San Francisco, CA 94158
t|415.896.2025 X 14
mercyhousing.org<http://www.mercyhousing.org/>
<image001.png><http://www.mercyhousing.org/>
<image002.png><http://www.facebook.com/mercyhousing> |
<image003.png><http://www.twitter.com/mercyhousing> | Join our mailing
list<http://www.mercyhousing.org/Page.aspx?pid=409>


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:29 PM
Subject: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting


We encourage folks to attend this meeting to learn about and comment on the proposed event
management strategy for the Golden State Warriors event center.


Hope to see you next week.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Clarke Miller"; Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:03:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I like the touch of the wine bottles in the boxes for a theater event. J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 12:54 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam, Catherine,
 
We’ve made the revisions you recommended to tonight’s Entertainment Commission intro in the
attached doc. We removed the slide focused on the plaza events to downplay emphasis on the
plaza, but will provide a voiceover of the types of events we anticipate activating the area with. We
also added some interior views of the seating bowl for basketball games and for the small theater.
Path of travel and a placeholder on the Schedule slide for a future meeting with the Ent Commission
for the permit are also added. Let us know if there are any other questions.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:40 PM
To: 'Van de Water, Adam (ECN)'; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Very good points, Adam, thanks for the feedback. We can pare down the plaza images to include
ones that are less focused on events with amplified images. We also have an old rendering which
should still be applicable for the cut-down theater. And the other two comments are quick adds
too. We’ll update and recirculate tomorrow.
Thanks,
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Clarke
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Looks good though this will focus them on the place of entertainment/loudspeaker permits required
for plaza events with amplified sound. A few comments:


-          Do you have anything you can show for the interior seating bowl, including at least a verbal
description of the cutdown theatre for smaller events?  I imagine they will also ask about
operations and whether you plan to do it in house or contract out.


-          I’d consider adding a path of travel slide after the site plan to show not only garage existing
but routes to MUNI, bike valet, shared car services, etc.  They don’t need a full
transportation overview but do deal with ticketing and queuing questions on a regular basis.


-          I would add Entertainment Commission Place of Entertainment permit approval  in
2018/2019 to your schedule as we’ll need to return to them for an action item prior to
opening.


Adam
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 12:35 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam, Catherine,
Attached is the draft deck for tomorrow evening’s Entertainment Commission. I can share it with
you also in PowerPoint if you like, but will need to upload to Dropbox given file size. Let me know if
you need me to do so, or if there are any changes you recommend that we can handle ourselves.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 8:28 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Julia Nunes
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam –
 
Hope your trip was fantastic! FYI, I am working from the east coast this week so won’t be at the EC
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in person. We are finalizing a short deck to share with you and Catherine tomorrow (4/20), though –
hopefully Clarke or Jesse can bounce the most updated copy your way. Julia Nunes (cc’d) in our
office can make any edits you and Catherine suggest. 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: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Plenty of time before the 21st but as I won’t be back in the office until the 20th I wanted to get on


your radar to share a presentation with Catherine and me on the 20th so we can take a quick look in
time to make adjustments before the meeting.


Thanks all,


Adam
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 11:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
When: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 5:30 PM-6:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: City Hall Room 416
 
 
Just talked to Jocelyn Kane and Cammy Blackstone and we are rescheduled for April 21 at the
Entertainment Commission.  They have a number of permits so we agreed to keep it brief: max 15
minute presentation from Carlock on the general layout/design, number and type of events, any
entertainment plans outside the arena, and overall project schedule.  No need to discuss details such
as noise, transportation, paths of travel, etc and can always remind the Commission that we will
back before them for a Place of Entertainment permit prior to occupancy. 



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:[mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org]

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com





 
We will be the first item on the agenda, the meeting is televised on SFGTV, starts at 5:30 (here is a
copy of their last agenda: http://www.sfgov2.org/index.aspx?page=4703) and I expect we’d be out
around 6:30p, they will be excited about the prospect of a new venue and eager to hear details and
event promoters will be paying attention.    


A
 
 



http://www.sfgov2.org/index.aspx?page=4703






From: Paul Mitchell
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Joyce; Karen Lancelle; Danielle Dowler
Subject: AB900 Conference call with City
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 2:08:52 PM


Catherine and Chris/Brett:
 
With the Draft SEIR publication fast approaching, ESA would like to arrange a brief call with you so
that our AB900 administrators can discuss a few issues with you regarding the AB900 administrative
record website we will be creating for the project.   Topics include, but are not limited to:
 


·         Update to EP/OCII on AB900 administrative record development
 


·         Environmental Leadership Development Project Notice – status and confirmation with OCII
on noticing approach.


·         Domain name and proposed website format/appearance for the AB900 administrative
record website. (FYI,  an example - although more detailed in terms of content - for
discussion purposes is the Chevron Modernization Project page
(http://chevronmodernization.com/)


·         EP and/or OCII to provide appropriate IT contacts for ESA to coordinate with.
 
Please let me know when you have available time either this Tuesday, Wednesday or Thursday to
discuss. 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: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com) (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com);


Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Cc: Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: FW: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:54:47 AM


Staff comments on the new SFPark bullets.  Looks good to if also to you.


A
 


From: Willson, Hank [mailto:Hank.Willson@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 9:53 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Paine, Carli (MTA)
Subject: RE: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
 
Hi Adam,
 
Nice to meet you too.  See my comments in red below.  Please let me know if you have any
questions about these.
 
Best,
Hank
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:57 PM
To: Willson, Hank
Cc: Paine, Carli
Subject: Fwd: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
 


Hank:


 


Nice to meet you today.  Below is the proposed addition to the
Warriors subsequent EIR on sfPark.  Can you take a look at let
me know your thoughts tomorrow (Fri)?  Thanks.


- The City to include on-street parking spaces within Mission
Bay in the expansion and permanent implementation of SFpark,
including installation of sensors, dynamic pricing, and smart
phone application providing real-time parking availability and
cost.  This is great.  The most likely next step for SFpark is to
expand citywide to include all City-owned on- and off-street
parking, so any on-street metered spaces near the area would be
subsumed into that effort.  A couple notes: we are most likely
moving forward without sensors and using meter payment status
to determine occupancy; also, I don’t think it’s been determined
yet whether the smart-phone app will include real-time parking
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availability.  So perhaps most accurate to restate: “The City to
include on-street parking spaces within Mission Bay in the
expansion and permanent implementation of SFpark, including
dynamic pricing and smart phone application.”


- The City and the project sponsor to work to develop
partnerships with private garages within Mission Bay to provide
real-time parking availability and costs for private garages
providing publicly accessible parking. The City shall work to
include the publicly accessible off-street facilities into
the permanent implementation of SFpark, and incorporate data
into a smart phone application and permanent dynamic message
signs.  As I said yesterday, I think this is the logical next step
for SFpark with regard to off-street facilities, since privately
owned garages/lots make up so much of the off-street supply.  I
don’t believe this view has been reviewed or adopted by
SFMTA leadership, though.  Perhaps restate: “The City and the
project sponsor to work to develop partnerships with privately
owned off-street parking facilities providing publicly available
parking within Mission Bay to provide real-time parking pricing
and availability information, including via a smart phone
application and permanent dynamic message signs.”


- The project sponsor to incorporate the SFpark on-street and
off-street parking management for Mission Bay into the TMP
and the Event Center Command Center.  I’m not familiar with
the broader TMP and the ECCC, but this sounds
unobjectionable.
 
-                       Will the development include a garage with publicly
accessible spaces?  If so, would be nice to require it to put out real-
time price and availability information


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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Date: April 23, 2015 at 12:33:01 PM PDT
To: Adam VandeWater <Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>, "Reilly, Catherine
(ADM)" <Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris (CPC)"
<Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>, Brett Bollinger <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>,
<wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, "Paine, Carli" <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>, Erin



mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org

mailto:Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:Chris.Kern@sfgov.org

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:wyckowilliam@comcast.net

mailto:Carli.Paine@sfmta.com





Miller <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, "Malamut, John (CAT)"
<John.Malamut@sfgov.org>, "Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)"
<cmiller@stradasf.com>, Mary Murphy <mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com>,
Jessica Range <Jessica.Range@sfgov.org>
Cc: Jose Farran <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, Paul Mitchell
<PMitchell@esassoc.com>, Joyce Hsiao <joyce@orionenvironment.com>
Subject: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures


Hi all
Attached is the proposed text for the two new mitigation measures developed
from the list of strategies Adam put together to minimize transportation impacts.
 
- To Adam's list I added the additional parking management items and the three
air quality items we discussed yesterday. We also discussed adding the TDM
measures that the project sponsor does not want to include in the TMP as part of
the project description. Kate and Clarke are still working this out.
 
- We added a footnote for the letter that John recommended be provided to
provide assurance that these measures are feasible and would be pursued by the
City. Adam and/or SFMTA please confirm that this letter will be provided for the
EIR.
 
- Other small revisions for consistency with the EIR - GSW was revised to
project sponsor, overflow was deleted as the off-site lots would not technically
be overflow lots. And mobile app was revised to smart phone application for
consistency with how we discussed this item in other EIRs.
 
- There is beginning of discussion regarding that providing new surface parking
lots to the south of the project site may result in new significant traffic impacts
and we started identifying the potential locations.  We would like EP to review
and provide additional direction.
 
Please provide any edits by the end of Friday.
Thank you,
Luba
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: GSW- AQ chapter revisions
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 9:55:24 AM
Attachments: image001.png
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Hi Chris,
 
I’ve revised the GSW AQ chapter (w/offset mitigation) to reflect my latest understanding of
mitigation offset $ being able to fund other incentive programs at BAAQMD. Please review and after
your review, we should send a clean version of Impact AQ-2 to BAAQMD for their review because
the mitigation measure includes reporting requirements of BAAQMD and we need confirmation of
their administrative fee. One question I was considering was whether we should put a date on when
the mitigation offsets should be spent- or returned to the Warriors? I was thinking within 1 year of
receipt.  Please note the following revisions made to this draft:
 


·         Left in discussion of Carl Moyer and added detail on other strategic incentives that BAAQMD
administers (pg. 22)


·         Updated summary of Impact AQ-1 to match summary in Impact AQ-2 regarding why we are
still calling this SU. (pg 38)


·         Updated Impact AQ-2 discussion starting on page 48
·         Removed the TDM related measures from Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2. Per meeting 4/22,


these measures will be incorporated into the TDM mitigation measure or program.
 
Lastly, should we circulate this internally before sending to BAAQMD for their review?  Let me know
how you want to handle it. 
 
I saved the document new with yesterday’s date. The updated document is here: here
 
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: Clarke Miller
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 12:55:45 PM
Attachments: image001.png


2015 04 20_Entertainment_Commission_Presentation_V4.pdf


Adam, Catherine,
 
We’ve made the revisions you recommended to tonight’s Entertainment Commission intro in the
attached doc. We removed the slide focused on the plaza events to downplay emphasis on the
plaza, but will provide a voiceover of the types of events we anticipate activating the area with. We
also added some interior views of the seating bowl for basketball games and for the small theater.
Path of travel and a placeholder on the Schedule slide for a future meeting with the Ent Commission
for the permit are also added. Let us know if there are any other questions.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:40 PM
To: 'Van de Water, Adam (ECN)'; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Very good points, Adam, thanks for the feedback. We can pare down the plaza images to include
ones that are less focused on events with amplified images. We also have an old rendering which
should still be applicable for the cut-down theater. And the other two comments are quick adds
too. We’ll update and recirculate tomorrow.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Looks good though this will focus them on the place of entertainment/loudspeaker permits required
for plaza events with amplified sound. A few comments:


-          Do you have anything you can show for the interior seating bowl, including at least a verbal
description of the cutdown theatre for smaller events?  I imagine they will also ask about
operations and whether you plan to do it in house or contract out.


-          I’d consider adding a path of travel slide after the site plan to show not only garage existing
but routes to MUNI, bike valet, shared car services, etc.  They don’t need a full
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Mission Bay 
Blocks 29-32: 
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 Arena 
• 18,064 seat multi-purpose  
   event center 
• 750,000 sf  
 
Office 
• 2 towers 
• 11 stories (6 podium, 5 tower) 
• 580,000 sf combined 



 
Retail  
• Market hall + west side  
   restaurants/retail  
• 125,000 sf combined  



 
Plaza/Open Space 
• Main plaza = 1 acre 
• Total open space = 3.2 acres 
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Muni Light Rail 
• T-Third (future Central Subway 



connection) 
 



Muni Bus Lines 
• Linked to TEP/Muni Forward 



transit priority lanes 
 
Special Event Shuttles  
• Transbay/Ferry Building, Van 



Ness, and 16th/Mission routes 
 



Cycletrack 
• 2-way, planned for Terry 



Francois Boulevard 
 
 



Site Access 











Projected Arena Events & Attendance  
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(1) Attendance levels are lower than sell out capacity due to industry-standard No Show rate.  GSW playoff games will range 
from zero to a maximum of 16 based on GSW performance. 
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Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 



Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
Retail design by Richyworks East Side 
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Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 



Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
Retail design by Richyworks East Side 











Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 



Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
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Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 



Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
Retail design by Richyworks Interior - Bowl 
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Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
Retail design by Richyworks Interior - Theater 











Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 



Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
Retail design by Richyworks Interior - Theater 











Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 



Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
Retail design by Richyworks West Side 
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Schedule  
• April 30th: Mission Bay CAC on dual event management 



• Late spring: OCII and Planning Commissions 



• Early summer: CEQA DSEIR publication  



• Early 2016: construction commencement  



• 2018: Entertainment Commission ‘Place of Entertainment’ permit approval 



• 2018-2019 basketball season: opening  



 











 
Thank You 
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transportation overview but do deal with ticketing and queuing questions on a regular basis.
-          I would add Entertainment Commission Place of Entertainment permit approval  in


2018/2019 to your schedule as we’ll need to return to them for an action item prior to
opening.


Adam
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 12:35 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam, Catherine,
Attached is the draft deck for tomorrow evening’s Entertainment Commission. I can share it with
you also in PowerPoint if you like, but will need to upload to Dropbox given file size. Let me know if
you need me to do so, or if there are any changes you recommend that we can handle ourselves.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 8:28 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Julia Nunes
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam –
 
Hope your trip was fantastic! FYI, I am working from the east coast this week so won’t be at the EC
in person. We are finalizing a short deck to share with you and Catherine tomorrow (4/20), though –
hopefully Clarke or Jesse can bounce the most updated copy your way. Julia Nunes (cc’d) in our
office can make any edits you and Catherine suggest. Thanks.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 



mailto:[mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

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

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

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

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

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

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

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





From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Plenty of time before the 21st but as I won’t be back in the office until the 20th I wanted to get on


your radar to share a presentation with Catherine and me on the 20th so we can take a quick look in
time to make adjustments before the meeting.


Thanks all,


Adam
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 11:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
When: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 5:30 PM-6:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: City Hall Room 416
 
 
Just talked to Jocelyn Kane and Cammy Blackstone and we are rescheduled for April 21 at the
Entertainment Commission.  They have a number of permits so we agreed to keep it brief: max 15
minute presentation from Carlock on the general layout/design, number and type of events, any
entertainment plans outside the arena, and overall project schedule.  No need to discuss details such
as noise, transportation, paths of travel, etc and can always remind the Commission that we will
back before them for a Place of Entertainment permit prior to occupancy. 
 
We will be the first item on the agenda, the meeting is televised on SFGTV, starts at 5:30 (here is a
copy of their last agenda: http://www.sfgov2.org/index.aspx?page=4703) and I expect we’d be out
around 6:30p, they will be excited about the prospect of a new venue and eager to hear details and
event promoters will be paying attention.    


A
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From: Stewart, Luke
To: corinnewoods@cs.com
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Traffic Calming
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 8:07:33 PM


Corinne, Thanks for sending your notes. These suggestions are all OK with me, at least for discussion.
As for implementation, there are a few which seem like they might not be immediately feasible, but
worth discussing either way. Feel free to send in advance, when setting up meeting with Tim
Papandreau and Tom Maguire.
 
The main caveat to all of the suggestions is that we (FOCIL) cannot retrofit or re-do any work which
is already completed. Retrofit of existing improvements would need to be entirely MTA/DPW
responsibility to complete.  
 
Most of the suggestions are easy revisions to striping/meters, both of which are already handled
directly by MTA, without direct FOCIL involvement.
 
Re: changes to streets which are not yet built, if the proposed changes have cost impacts, we would
just want assurance that any costs would be fully reimbursable via CFD. 
 
I’ve added some notes below, just to provide you two with some background info to consider, prior
to going into the meeting. Thanks again for putting this list together. These do seem like very minor
reasonable tweaks, especially considering the goal of ped safety and traffic-calming.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:56 PM
To: Stewart, Luke
Cc: Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org
Subject: Mission Bay Traffic Calming
 
Luke, Catherine said you spoke briefly about the pilot changes we're thinking about for traffic calming in
Mission Bay, and suggested that we go ahead and make an appointment with Tim Papandreau/Tom
Maguire at SFMTA to include her.  There would also need to be coordination with traffic planning for
the Warriors arena and timing of Owens connection to Mariposa/280.


Should we send them our suggestions ahead of the meeting?  Please edit the list below.


1.  Channel (Street) between 4th Street and the Mission Bay Drive traffic circle.
    -  Eliminate second traffic lane - leaving one travel lane in each direction. 
    - Add mid-block pedestrian crossings of Channel between Block 13E/13W and between P5 and
Block 12E


[LS: Agree that addition of striped non-signalized midblock crossings would be a great safety
improvement over the existing conditions. Any retrofit of Block 13 for a midblock ped crossing on
Channel would need to be entirely done by MTA/DPW crew, since this segment of Channel is already a
completed street.
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If we include a midblock crossing of Channel at Block 12, it would need to be approved asap, since
we’re getting ready to pour curbs within a few weeks.  Block 12 midblock would require a bulb-out;
existing utilities vaults already installed in the sidewalk area would preclude a pedestrian ramp. Any
midblock crosswalk would need to be striped only;  no signalization. If we can’t get the change
approved in the next few weeks, MTA/DPW would need to wait until after street is completed and
accepted by the Board to come back in and retrofit.] 


    - Add metered or 2 hr. time limited on-street parking (including white/yellow zones) on north side of
Channel between 4th and traffic circle.  We really need more on-street parking to serve retail and park
visitors.


     -   NEW IDEA:  Instead of rerouting the #10 Townsend along Long Bridge to the traffic circle (Muni
doesn't like the turning radius anyway), route it from 4th along Channel to the circle (better turn
between the traffic circle and Channel).  If the street is wide enough for two traffic lanes each way,
could one lane be a dedicated bus lane or would that eliminate the possibility of parking on the south
side of the street?


[LS: I believe Long Bridge was constructed with catenary poles for the future Muni route, but Channel
was not. That said,  I don’t know if the MB extension of 10 Townsend will be electrified, at least not
until the Caltrain crossing is resolved.]


2.  Owens Street between traffic circle and Mariposa Street
    - Allow metered (or 2 hour time limited) parking on the west side of the street during non-commute
hours
    - Add mid-block pedestrian crossing of Owens between traffic circle and 16th Street.


[LS: There is an existing striped (unsignalized) midblock crossing btwn 16th and Circle, between Kaiser
and Gladstone. I think you may be referring to a second midblock location (e.g. between Gladstone and
1700 Owens) I assume that would also be a striped crossing but not signalized.]


3.  (Long shot) - 280 EB off-ramp and King Street
    - Allow metered or 2-hour time limited parking on south side between 5th Street and 3rd Street
during non-commute hours.  Far right lane to be right-turn only onto 4th.
 Eliminate left turn from King/280 onto 4th Street, forcing nb traffic to turn left at 3rd or 2nd.


Let me know.


Thanks,


Corinne Woods
     








From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: GSW- AQ chapter revisions
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 9:55:26 AM
Attachments: image001.png
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Hi Chris,
 
I’ve revised the GSW AQ chapter (w/offset mitigation) to reflect my latest understanding of
mitigation offset $ being able to fund other incentive programs at BAAQMD. Please review and after
your review, we should send a clean version of Impact AQ-2 to BAAQMD for their review because
the mitigation measure includes reporting requirements of BAAQMD and we need confirmation of
their administrative fee. One question I was considering was whether we should put a date on when
the mitigation offsets should be spent- or returned to the Warriors? I was thinking within 1 year of
receipt.  Please note the following revisions made to this draft:
 


·         Left in discussion of Carl Moyer and added detail on other strategic incentives that BAAQMD
administers (pg. 22)


·         Updated summary of Impact AQ-1 to match summary in Impact AQ-2 regarding why we are
still calling this SU. (pg 38)


·         Updated Impact AQ-2 discussion starting on page 48
·         Removed the TDM related measures from Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2. Per meeting 4/22,


these measures will be incorporated into the TDM mitigation measure or program.
 
Lastly, should we circulate this internally before sending to BAAQMD for their review?  Let me know
how you want to handle it. 
 
I saved the document new with yesterday’s date. The updated document is here: here
 
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: Clarke Miller
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:40:38 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Very good points, Adam, thanks for the feedback. We can pare down the plaza images to include
ones that are less focused on events with amplified images. We also have an old rendering which
should still be applicable for the cut-down theater. And the other two comments are quick adds
too. We’ll update and recirculate tomorrow.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Looks good though this will focus them on the place of entertainment/loudspeaker permits required
for plaza events with amplified sound. A few comments:


-          Do you have anything you can show for the interior seating bowl, including at least a verbal
description of the cutdown theatre for smaller events?  I imagine they will also ask about
operations and whether you plan to do it in house or contract out.


-          I’d consider adding a path of travel slide after the site plan to show not only garage existing
but routes to MUNI, bike valet, shared car services, etc.  They don’t need a full
transportation overview but do deal with ticketing and queuing questions on a regular basis.


-          I would add Entertainment Commission Place of Entertainment permit approval  in
2018/2019 to your schedule as we’ll need to return to them for an action item prior to
opening.


Adam
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 12:35 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam, Catherine,
Attached is the draft deck for tomorrow evening’s Entertainment Commission. I can share it with
you also in PowerPoint if you like, but will need to upload to Dropbox given file size. Let me know if
you need me to do so, or if there are any changes you recommend that we can handle ourselves.
Thanks,
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Clarke
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 8:28 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Julia Nunes
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam –
 
Hope your trip was fantastic! FYI, I am working from the east coast this week so won’t be at the EC
in person. We are finalizing a short deck to share with you and Catherine tomorrow (4/20), though –
hopefully Clarke or Jesse can bounce the most updated copy your way. Julia Nunes (cc’d) in our
office can make any edits you and Catherine suggest. 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: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Plenty of time before the 21st but as I won’t be back in the office until the 20th I wanted to get on


your radar to share a presentation with Catherine and me on the 20th so we can take a quick look in
time to make adjustments before the meeting.


Thanks all,


Adam
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 11:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
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Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
When: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 5:30 PM-6:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: City Hall Room 416
 
 
Just talked to Jocelyn Kane and Cammy Blackstone and we are rescheduled for April 21 at the
Entertainment Commission.  They have a number of permits so we agreed to keep it brief: max 15
minute presentation from Carlock on the general layout/design, number and type of events, any
entertainment plans outside the arena, and overall project schedule.  No need to discuss details such
as noise, transportation, paths of travel, etc and can always remind the Commission that we will
back before them for a Place of Entertainment permit prior to occupancy. 
 
We will be the first item on the agenda, the meeting is televised on SFGTV, starts at 5:30 (here is a
copy of their last agenda: http://www.sfgov2.org/index.aspx?page=4703) and I expect we’d be out
around 6:30p, they will be excited about the prospect of a new venue and eager to hear details and
event promoters will be paying attention.    


A
 
 



http://www.sfgov2.org/index.aspx?page=4703






From: Eickman, Kent
To: Clarke Miller; Tran, Michael (CWP); Molly Hayes; Moala, Tommy (CWP)
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Ed Boscacci; Regler, Lori (PUC); Webster, Leslie (CWP); Harrison, Lewis (CWP); Dang, Herbert


(CWP); Whitt, Robert (CWP); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 2:13:05 PM
Attachments: image002.png
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Clarke, we are available for the phone conversation any time tomorrow and after 11:30 on
Wednesday. Waste Water Enterprise is still discussing the proposal internally, so the conversation
will need to be limited to the transition.
Thanks, Kent 415 2989071
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 1:47 PM
To: Tran, Michael; Molly Hayes; Moala, Tommy T
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Ed Boscacci; Eickman, Kent; Regler, Lori; Webster, Leslie; Harrison, Lewis; Dang,
Herb; Whitt, Robert; Van de Water, Adam; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Michael,
 
We’re disappointed to hear you won’t be working with us any longer on the GSW project. We’ve
made good progress together and want to be sure there’s a smooth transition to Kent. Are you and
Kent available for a brief call (~15 minutes) with me sometime between 1:30-3:30pm tomorrow or
10am-1:30pm Wednesday? Please advise and I’ll send out an invite with a dial-in for the three of us.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 7:38 AM
To: Molly Hayes; Moala, Tommy T
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Ed Boscacci; Clarke Miller; Eickman, Kent; Regler, Lori; Webster, Leslie; Harrison,
Lewis; Dang, Herb; Whitt, Robert
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Hi Molly,             
 
We received the GSW/BKF flow discharge proposal (electronic copy) from Ed Boscacci’s 04/15/15
email.  An SFPUC team is reviewing and will follow up with you shortly.  Also I have been reassigned
from the GSW project.  For future correspondences to SFPUC/WWE – Collection System Division
(sewers), please copy Kent Eickman.
 
Best regards,
Michael Tran
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From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 4:03 PM
To: Moala, Tommy T; Tran, Michael
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Ed Boscacci; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Hi Mr. Moala and Michael,
 
I wanted to follow up to confirm that you received our request. When should we expect to hear back
from you?
 
Thanks,
Molly
 


From: Ed Boscacci [mailto:EBOSCACCI@BKF.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 9:34 AM
To: 'tmoala@sfwater.org'; 'Tran, Michael'
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Mr. Moala,
 
Attached is a request to the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission documenting the proposed
sewer connection locations for the proposed Golden State Warriors Development project in the
Mission Bay area.
 
The Project is being designed and timely feedback on these connection locations is critical for the
Project meeting the tight time schedule.
 
Please contact me with questions or comments.
 
 
 


 


ED BOSCACCI JR| Senior Hydraulic Design Engineer
BKF Engineers 
255 Shoreline Drive, Suite 200
Redwood City, CA 94065
 
D 650.482.6334 
m 650-400-7221
eboscacci@bkf.com
www.bkf.com
 


       
 


Delivering Inspired Infrastructure
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From: Ed Boscacci 
Sent: Monday, April 13, 2015 11:55 AM
To: 'Molly Hayes'
Cc: Jacob Nguyen
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Molly,
 
For your review. Please forward as needed.
 
Ed
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 13, 2015 11:20 AM
To: Ed Boscacci
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Ed,


Can you send me the finalized proposal, with Clarke’s comments incorporated and drawings
attached? I want to send it to David Carlock and Jesse Blout to receive the OK before sending to PUC
this afternoon.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 5:21 PM
To: Ed Boscacci; Molly Hayes
Cc: Jacob Nguyen
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Ed,
 
I changed the entity name for GSW and clarified the specific request to read as follows, “The
purpose of this report is to gain approval from the SF PUC for the proposed points of connection
from the Project site to the City’s Mission Bay MBSPS and MPS separated sewer collection systems.”
Let me know if you see an issue with this statement. Also, please confirm for me that ‘proposed
points of connection’ captures the approval we need to send flows in each direction. If something
needs to be added to the request to reflect the approval we’re seeking for splitting flows between
the two sewersheds, please add it accordingly.
 
Lastly, please be sure to include not only the Exhibit and the Figure, but also the two PUC studies all
in the same final document so it’s a cohesive submittal.
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Molly, please review in concept with Carlock, Kacie, and Jesse (possibly during Monday’s Proj Mgmt
call) so they understand the split proposed before authorizing this proposal to be submitted.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Ed Boscacci [mailto:EBOSCACCI@BKF.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 11:36 AM
To: Clarke Miller; Molly Hayes
Cc: Jacob Nguyen
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Clarke,
 
For your review.
I am working on the Figure.
 
Ed
 


Confidentiality Notice: This email (including any attachment) is intended only for the individual or entity to which it is addressed and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are not authorized to intercept, read, print, retain, copy, forward, or disseminate this communication. If you have
received this communication in error, please reply to the sender or call  650-482-6300, and then please delete this message from your
inbox as well as any copies. Thank you, BKF Engineers
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Tran, Michael (CWP); Molly Hayes; Moala, Tommy (CWP)
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Ed Boscacci; Eickman, Kent (CWP); Regler, Lori (PUC); Webster, Leslie (CWP); Harrison, Lewis


(CWP); Dang, Herbert (CWP); Whitt, Robert (CWP); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 1:47:36 PM
Attachments: image002.png
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Michael,
 
We’re disappointed to hear you won’t be working with us any longer on the GSW project. We’ve
made good progress together and want to be sure there’s a smooth transition to Kent. Are you and
Kent available for a brief call (~15 minutes) with me sometime between 1:30-3:30pm tomorrow or
10am-1:30pm Wednesday? Please advise and I’ll send out an invite with a dial-in for the three of us.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 7:38 AM
To: Molly Hayes; Moala, Tommy T
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Ed Boscacci; Clarke Miller; Eickman, Kent; Regler, Lori; Webster, Leslie; Harrison,
Lewis; Dang, Herb; Whitt, Robert
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Hi Molly,             
 
We received the GSW/BKF flow discharge proposal (electronic copy) from Ed Boscacci’s 04/15/15
email.  An SFPUC team is reviewing and will follow up with you shortly.  Also I have been reassigned
from the GSW project.  For future correspondences to SFPUC/WWE – Collection System Division
(sewers), please copy Kent Eickman.
 
Best regards,
Michael Tran
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 4:03 PM
To: Moala, Tommy T; Tran, Michael
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Ed Boscacci; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Hi Mr. Moala and Michael,
 
I wanted to follow up to confirm that you received our request. When should we expect to hear back
from you?
 
Thanks,
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Molly
 


From: Ed Boscacci [mailto:EBOSCACCI@BKF.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 9:34 AM
To: 'tmoala@sfwater.org'; 'Tran, Michael'
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Mr. Moala,
 
Attached is a request to the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission documenting the proposed
sewer connection locations for the proposed Golden State Warriors Development project in the
Mission Bay area.
 
The Project is being designed and timely feedback on these connection locations is critical for the
Project meeting the tight time schedule.
 
Please contact me with questions or comments.
 
 
 


 


ED BOSCACCI JR| Senior Hydraulic Design Engineer
BKF Engineers 
255 Shoreline Drive, Suite 200
Redwood City, CA 94065
 
D 650.482.6334 
m 650-400-7221
eboscacci@bkf.com
www.bkf.com
 


          
 


Delivering Inspired Infrastructure
 
 
 
 
 


From: Ed Boscacci 
Sent: Monday, April 13, 2015 11:55 AM
To: 'Molly Hayes'
Cc: Jacob Nguyen
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Molly,
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For your review. Please forward as needed.
 
Ed
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 13, 2015 11:20 AM
To: Ed Boscacci
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Ed,


Can you send me the finalized proposal, with Clarke’s comments incorporated and drawings
attached? I want to send it to David Carlock and Jesse Blout to receive the OK before sending to PUC
this afternoon.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 5:21 PM
To: Ed Boscacci; Molly Hayes
Cc: Jacob Nguyen
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Ed,
 
I changed the entity name for GSW and clarified the specific request to read as follows, “The
purpose of this report is to gain approval from the SF PUC for the proposed points of connection
from the Project site to the City’s Mission Bay MBSPS and MPS separated sewer collection systems.”
Let me know if you see an issue with this statement. Also, please confirm for me that ‘proposed
points of connection’ captures the approval we need to send flows in each direction. If something
needs to be added to the request to reflect the approval we’re seeking for splitting flows between
the two sewersheds, please add it accordingly.
 
Lastly, please be sure to include not only the Exhibit and the Figure, but also the two PUC studies all
in the same final document so it’s a cohesive submittal.
 
Molly, please review in concept with Carlock, Kacie, and Jesse (possibly during Monday’s Proj Mgmt
call) so they understand the split proposed before authorizing this proposal to be submitted.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Ed Boscacci [mailto:EBOSCACCI@BKF.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 11:36 AM
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To: Clarke Miller; Molly Hayes
Cc: Jacob Nguyen
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Clarke,
 
For your review.
I am working on the Figure.
 
Ed
 


Confidentiality Notice: This email (including any attachment) is intended only for the individual or entity to which it is addressed and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are not authorized to intercept, read, print, retain, copy, forward, or disseminate this communication. If you have
received this communication in error, please reply to the sender or call  650-482-6300, and then please delete this message from your
inbox as well as any copies. Thank you, BKF Engineers








From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Bcc: "afelder@sfgiants.com"; "andreaj@bosadev.com"; "casharpe@Fibrogen.com"; "corinnewoods@cs.com";


"ddeibel@olympicresidentialgroup.com"; "donna@dellera.org"; "jprattmead@gmail.com";
"kbeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu"; "kevin_simons@yahoo.com"; "lopching@yahoo.com";
"mdf@mccarthycook.com"; "melperin@chinatowncdc.org"; "sarah.davis.events@gmail.com";
"thart@shorenstein.com"; "tobylevine@earthlink.net"; "milletdick@yahoo.com"; "ACohen@alliant.com";
"ad@energyonline.com"; "235_berry@sbcglobal.net"; "ad@energyonline.com"; "adamsbstar@aol.com";
"adam@neighborhood.com"; "aks918@gmail.com"; "alam@fibrogen.com"; "alan.jacobe@gmail.com";
"alcasciato@stisia.com"; "alkwok88@gmail.com"; "alvina7638@gmail.com"; "amanda@barkavesf.com";
"americansue@hotmail.com"; "amyethompson@me.com"; "aneches@tmgpartners.com";
"amybenedicty@sbcglobal.net"; Bruss, Andrea (BOS); "andrew@urbanecology.org";
"andrew.mittleman@jacobs.com"; Veneracion, April (BOS); "arcomnsf@pacbell.net"; "Arienne57@gmail.com";
"arterramgmt@gmail.com"; "asegal@loweenterprises.com"; "AYi@meritpm.com";
"Bardya_Kahrobaie@avalonbay.com"; "barryeisenberg@comcast.net"; "baylelev@juno.com";
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Subject: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:29:00 PM
Attachments: April 30, 2015 SPECIAL MBCAC Agenda.pdf


We encourage folks to attend this meeting to learn about and comment on the proposed event
management strategy for the Golden State Warriors event center.
 
Hope to see you next week.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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Mission Creek Senior Community 
2nd Floor Dining Room (Enter in Front Lobby on Berry Street) 



225 Berry Street 
 
 



AGENDA 
Please see attached map for location of project 



  
 



1. Introductions and Announcements  
 
 



2. Action Item:  Presentation on the Proposed Golden State Warriors Event 
Management Strategy (Block 29-32) – Adam Van de Water, OEWD  



 
Description of Item: Presentation by the Office of Economic and Workforce Development (OEWD) on 
events management strategy related to the Golden State Warriors project. Topics to be discussed 
include transportation management, security, post-event clean-up, and financing of public services. 
Both single and dual event (i.e. events at AT&T Park and Warriors event center) will be discussed. 



 
 



3. Public Comment (Persons wishing to address the members on non-agenda, but CAC 
related matters)  
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From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:27:50 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Looks good though this will focus them on the place of entertainment/loudspeaker permits required
for plaza events with amplified sound. A few comments:


-          Do you have anything you can show for the interior seating bowl, including at least a verbal
description of the cutdown theatre for smaller events?  I imagine they will also ask about
operations and whether you plan to do it in house or contract out.


-          I’d consider adding a path of travel slide after the site plan to show not only garage existing
but routes to MUNI, bike valet, shared car services, etc.  They don’t need a full
transportation overview but do deal with ticketing and queuing questions on a regular basis.


-          I would add Entertainment Commission Place of Entertainment permit approval  in
2018/2019 to your schedule as we’ll need to return to them for an action item prior to
opening.


Adam
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 12:35 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam, Catherine,
Attached is the draft deck for tomorrow evening’s Entertainment Commission. I can share it with
you also in PowerPoint if you like, but will need to upload to Dropbox given file size. Let me know if
you need me to do so, or if there are any changes you recommend that we can handle ourselves.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 8:28 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Julia Nunes
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam –
 
Hope your trip was fantastic! FYI, I am working from the east coast this week so won’t be at the EC
in person. We are finalizing a short deck to share with you and Catherine tomorrow (4/20), though –



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=91BA72A308BD41818E967887DA0E43A7-ADAM VAN DE WATER_B65779439D
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hopefully Clarke or Jesse can bounce the most updated copy your way. Julia Nunes (cc’d) in our
office can make any edits you and Catherine suggest. 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: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Plenty of time before the 21st but as I won’t be back in the office until the 20th I wanted to get on


your radar to share a presentation with Catherine and me on the 20th so we can take a quick look in
time to make adjustments before the meeting.


Thanks all,


Adam
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 11:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
When: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 5:30 PM-6:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: City Hall Room 416
 
 
Just talked to Jocelyn Kane and Cammy Blackstone and we are rescheduled for April 21 at the
Entertainment Commission.  They have a number of permits so we agreed to keep it brief: max 15
minute presentation from Carlock on the general layout/design, number and type of events, any
entertainment plans outside the arena, and overall project schedule.  No need to discuss details such
as noise, transportation, paths of travel, etc and can always remind the Commission that we will
back before them for a Place of Entertainment permit prior to occupancy. 
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We will be the first item on the agenda, the meeting is televised on SFGTV, starts at 5:30 (here is a
copy of their last agenda: http://www.sfgov2.org/index.aspx?page=4703) and I expect we’d be out
around 6:30p, they will be excited about the prospect of a new venue and eager to hear details and
event promoters will be paying attention.    


A
 
 



http://www.sfgov2.org/index.aspx?page=4703






From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:29:37 PM
Attachments: April 30, 2015 SPECIAL MBCAC Agenda.pdf


We encourage folks to attend this meeting to learn about and comment on the proposed event
management strategy for the Golden State Warriors event center.
 
Hope to see you next week.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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Thursday, April 30, 2014 - 5:00 PM 
 



Mission Creek Senior Community 
2nd Floor Dining Room (Enter in Front Lobby on Berry Street) 



225 Berry Street 
 
 



AGENDA 
Please see attached map for location of project 



  
 



1. Introductions and Announcements  
 
 



2. Action Item:  Presentation on the Proposed Golden State Warriors Event 
Management Strategy (Block 29-32) – Adam Van de Water, OEWD  



 
Description of Item: Presentation by the Office of Economic and Workforce Development (OEWD) on 
events management strategy related to the Golden State Warriors project. Topics to be discussed 
include transportation management, security, post-event clean-up, and financing of public services. 
Both single and dual event (i.e. events at AT&T Park and Warriors event center) will be discussed. 



 
 



3. Public Comment (Persons wishing to address the members on non-agenda, but CAC 
related matters)  
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 12:35:59 PM
Attachments: image001.png


2015 04 20_Entertainment_Commission_Presentation.pdf


Adam, Catherine,
Attached is the draft deck for tomorrow evening’s Entertainment Commission. I can share it with
you also in PowerPoint if you like, but will need to upload to Dropbox given file size. Let me know if
you need me to do so, or if there are any changes you recommend that we can handle ourselves.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 8:28 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Julia Nunes
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam –
 
Hope your trip was fantastic! FYI, I am working from the east coast this week so won’t be at the EC
in person. We are finalizing a short deck to share with you and Catherine tomorrow (4/20), though –
hopefully Clarke or Jesse can bounce the most updated copy your way. Julia Nunes (cc’d) in our
office can make any edits you and Catherine suggest. 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: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Plenty of time before the 21st but as I won’t be back in the office until the 20th I wanted to get on


your radar to share a presentation with Catherine and me on the 20th so we can take a quick look in
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 Arena 
• 18,064 seat multi-purpose  
   event center 
• 750,000 sf  
 
Office 
• 2 towers 
• 11 stories (6 podium, 5 tower) 
• 580,000 sf combined 



 
Retail  
• Market hall + west side  
   restaurants/retail  
• 125,000 sf combined  



 
Plaza/Open Space 
• Main plaza = 1 acre 
• Total open space = 3.2 acres 
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Projected Arena Events & Attendance  
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(1) Attendance levels are lower than sell out capacity due to industry-standard No Show rate.  GSW playoff games will range 
from zero to a maximum of 16 based on GSW performance. 
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Representative Main Plaza Events 



Morning Workouts 



Flea/Farmers Market 



Holiday Ice Rink 



Movie Night 



NBA All-Star Week 



Youth Sports Tournament 











Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 



Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
Retail design by Richyworks East Side 











Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 



Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
Retail design by Richyworks East Side 











Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 



Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
Retail design by Richyworks East Side 











Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 



Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
Retail design by Richyworks West Side 











Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 



Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
Retail design by Richyworks West Side 











Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 
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Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 
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Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 



Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
Retail design by Richyworks West Side 











Office Tower design by Pfau Long Architecture / AE3 Partners 
Event Center and Gatehouse design by MANICA Architecture 



Landscape design by SWA Group / Merrill Morris Partners 
Retail design by Richyworks West Side 











Schedule  



• April 30th: Mission Bay CAC on dual event management 



• Late spring: OCII and Planning Commissions 



• Early summer: CEQA DSEIR publication  



• Early 2016: construction commencement  



• 2018-2019 basketball season: opening  
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time to make adjustments before the meeting.


Thanks all,


Adam
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 11:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
When: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 5:30 PM-6:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: City Hall Room 416
 
 
Just talked to Jocelyn Kane and Cammy Blackstone and we are rescheduled for April 21 at the
Entertainment Commission.  They have a number of permits so we agreed to keep it brief: max 15
minute presentation from Carlock on the general layout/design, number and type of events, any
entertainment plans outside the arena, and overall project schedule.  No need to discuss details such
as noise, transportation, paths of travel, etc and can always remind the Commission that we will
back before them for a Place of Entertainment permit prior to occupancy. 
 
We will be the first item on the agenda, the meeting is televised on SFGTV, starts at 5:30 (here is a
copy of their last agenda: http://www.sfgov2.org/index.aspx?page=4703) and I expect we’d be out
around 6:30p, they will be excited about the prospect of a new venue and eager to hear details and
event promoters will be paying attention.    


A
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Eickman, Kent (CWP); Tran, Michael (CWP); Molly Hayes; Moala, Tommy (CWP)
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Ed Boscacci; Regler, Lori (PUC); Webster, Leslie (CWP); Harrison, Lewis (CWP); Dang, Herbert


(CWP); Whitt, Robert (CWP); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 2:17:36 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png
image004.png
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Thanks for your quick response, Kent, and understood on the status of reviewing our proposal. I’ll
send you and Michael an invite for tomorrow at 1:30pm momentarily.
Clarke
 


From: Eickman, Kent [mailto:keickman@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 2:13 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Tran, Michael; Molly Hayes; Moala, Tommy T
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Ed Boscacci; Regler, Lori; Webster, Leslie; Harrison, Lewis; Dang, Herb; Whitt,
Robert; Van de Water, Adam; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Clarke, we are available for the phone conversation any time tomorrow and after 11:30 on
Wednesday. Waste Water Enterprise is still discussing the proposal internally, so the conversation
will need to be limited to the transition.
Thanks, Kent 415 2989071
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 1:47 PM
To: Tran, Michael; Molly Hayes; Moala, Tommy T
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Ed Boscacci; Eickman, Kent; Regler, Lori; Webster, Leslie; Harrison, Lewis; Dang,
Herb; Whitt, Robert; Van de Water, Adam; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Michael,
 
We’re disappointed to hear you won’t be working with us any longer on the GSW project. We’ve
made good progress together and want to be sure there’s a smooth transition to Kent. Are you and
Kent available for a brief call (~15 minutes) with me sometime between 1:30-3:30pm tomorrow or
10am-1:30pm Wednesday? Please advise and I’ll send out an invite with a dial-in for the three of us.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 7:38 AM
To: Molly Hayes; Moala, Tommy T
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Ed Boscacci; Clarke Miller; Eickman, Kent; Regler, Lori; Webster, Leslie; Harrison,
Lewis; Dang, Herb; Whitt, Robert
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Hi Molly,             
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We received the GSW/BKF flow discharge proposal (electronic copy) from Ed Boscacci’s 04/15/15
email.  An SFPUC team is reviewing and will follow up with you shortly.  Also I have been reassigned
from the GSW project.  For future correspondences to SFPUC/WWE – Collection System Division
(sewers), please copy Kent Eickman.
 
Best regards,
Michael Tran
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 4:03 PM
To: Moala, Tommy T; Tran, Michael
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Ed Boscacci; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Hi Mr. Moala and Michael,
 
I wanted to follow up to confirm that you received our request. When should we expect to hear back
from you?
 
Thanks,
Molly
 


From: Ed Boscacci [mailto:EBOSCACCI@BKF.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 9:34 AM
To: 'tmoala@sfwater.org'; 'Tran, Michael'
Cc: Jacob Nguyen; Molly Hayes; Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Mr. Moala,
 
Attached is a request to the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission documenting the proposed
sewer connection locations for the proposed Golden State Warriors Development project in the
Mission Bay area.
 
The Project is being designed and timely feedback on these connection locations is critical for the
Project meeting the tight time schedule.
 
Please contact me with questions or comments.
 
 
 


 


ED BOSCACCI JR| Senior Hydraulic Design Engineer
BKF Engineers 
255 Shoreline Drive, Suite 200
Redwood City, CA 94065
 
D 650.482.6334 
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m 650-400-7221
eboscacci@bkf.com
www.bkf.com
 


       
 


Delivering Inspired Infrastructure
 
 
 
 
 


From: Ed Boscacci 
Sent: Monday, April 13, 2015 11:55 AM
To: 'Molly Hayes'
Cc: Jacob Nguyen
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Molly,
 
For your review. Please forward as needed.
 
Ed
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 13, 2015 11:20 AM
To: Ed Boscacci
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Ed,


Can you send me the finalized proposal, with Clarke’s comments incorporated and drawings
attached? I want to send it to David Carlock and Jesse Blout to receive the OK before sending to PUC
this afternoon.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 5:21 PM
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To: Ed Boscacci; Molly Hayes
Cc: Jacob Nguyen
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Ed,
 
I changed the entity name for GSW and clarified the specific request to read as follows, “The
purpose of this report is to gain approval from the SF PUC for the proposed points of connection
from the Project site to the City’s Mission Bay MBSPS and MPS separated sewer collection systems.”
Let me know if you see an issue with this statement. Also, please confirm for me that ‘proposed
points of connection’ captures the approval we need to send flows in each direction. If something
needs to be added to the request to reflect the approval we’re seeking for splitting flows between
the two sewersheds, please add it accordingly.
 
Lastly, please be sure to include not only the Exhibit and the Figure, but also the two PUC studies all
in the same final document so it’s a cohesive submittal.
 
Molly, please review in concept with Carlock, Kacie, and Jesse (possibly during Monday’s Proj Mgmt
call) so they understand the split proposed before authorizing this proposal to be submitted.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Ed Boscacci [mailto:EBOSCACCI@BKF.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 11:36 AM
To: Clarke Miller; Molly Hayes
Cc: Jacob Nguyen
Subject: RE: GSW - Sanitary Sewer Flow Connections
 
Clarke,
 
For your review.
I am working on the Figure.
 
Ed
 


Confidentiality Notice: This email (including any attachment) is intended only for the individual or entity to which it is addressed and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are not authorized to intercept, read, print, retain, copy, forward, or disseminate this communication. If you have
received this communication in error, please reply to the sender or call  650-482-6300, and then please delete this message from your
inbox as well as any copies. Thank you, BKF Engineers
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)


(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Cc: Thornley, Andy; Malone, Rob (MTA)
Subject: RE: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 12:07:52 PM


Thanks Hank.  This is great.  I’m also copying Andy, as he and I have discussed the possible relocation
of the event parking boundary in Mission Bay, and Rob Malone who is our acting lead of the Parking
division at MTA.  My additional comments are below in BLUE.
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:55 AM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett; Kern, Chris; wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Cc: Miller, Erin
Subject: FW: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
 
Staff comments on the new SFPark bullets.  Looks good to if also to you.


A
 


From: Willson, Hank [mailto:Hank.Willson@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 9:53 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Paine, Carli (MTA)
Subject: RE: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
 
Hi Adam,
 
Nice to meet you too.  See my comments in red below.  Please let me know if you have any
questions about these.
 
Best,
Hank
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:57 PM
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To: Willson, Hank
Cc: Paine, Carli
Subject: Fwd: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
 


Hank:


 


Nice to meet you today.  Below is the proposed addition to the
Warriors subsequent EIR on sfPark.  Can you take a look at let
me know your thoughts tomorrow (Fri)?  Thanks.


1.      The City to include on-street parking spaces within
Mission Bay in the expansion and permanent
implementation of SFpark, including installation of
sensors, dynamic pricing, and smart phone
application providing real-time parking availability and
cost.  This is great.  The most likely next step for SFpark
is to expand citywide to include all City-owned on- and
off-street parking, so any on-street metered spaces near
the area would be subsumed into that effort.  A couple
notes: we are most likely moving forward without
sensors and using meter payment status to determine
occupancy; also, I don’t think it’s been determined yet
whether the smart-phone app will include real-time
parking availability.  So perhaps most accurate to restate:
“The City to include on-street parking spaces within
Mission Bay in the expansion and permanent
implementation of SFpark, including dynamic pricing
and smart phone application.”  agree


 


2.      The City and the project sponsor to work to develop
partnerships with private garages within Mission Bay to
provide real-time parking availability and costs for
private garages providing publicly accessible parking.
The City shall work to include the publicly accessible
off-street facilities into the permanent implementation of
SFpark, and incorporate data into a smart phone
application and permanent dynamic message signs.  As I
said yesterday, I think this is the logical next step for
SFpark with regard to off-street facilities, since privately
owned garages/lots make up so much of the off-street
supply.  I don’t believe this view has been reviewed or
adopted by SFMTA leadership, though.  Perhaps restate:
“The City and the project sponsor to work to develop
partnerships with privately owned off-street parking
facilities providing publicly available parking
within Mission Bay to provide real-time parking pricing
and availability information, including via a smart phone
application and permanent dynamic message signs.”







I’m a little uncomfortable with putting MTA in a “to do”
roll.  I think we could provide support as appropriate,
but the relationship is between the Warriors and the
private operators.  I recommend something like:  “The
Project Sponsor to work with privately owned off-street
parking facilities within Mission Bay to develop
partnerships that encourage use of real-time parking
pricing, and availability information, including via smart
phone applications and permanent dynamic message
signs.”


3.      The project sponsor to incorporate the SFpark on-street
and off-street parking management for Mission Bay into
the TMP and the Event Center Command Center.  I’m
not familiar with the broader TMP and the ECCC, but
this sounds unobjectionable.


I think it might be helpful to ask Andy and/or Rob to
help draft the appropriate language for this into the
TMP in order to ensure that it is consistent with our
current plans in SFpark. 


-                       Will the development include a garage with publicly
accessible spaces?  If so, would be nice to require it to put out real-
time price and availability information


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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Date: April 23, 2015 at 12:33:01 PM PDT
To: Adam VandeWater <Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>, "Reilly, Catherine
(ADM)" <Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris (CPC)"
<Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>, Brett Bollinger <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>,
<wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, "Paine, Carli" <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>, Erin
Miller <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, "Malamut, John (CAT)"
<John.Malamut@sfgov.org>, "Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)"
<cmiller@stradasf.com>, Mary Murphy <mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com>,



mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org

mailto:Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:Chris.Kern@sfgov.org

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:wyckowilliam@comcast.net

mailto:Carli.Paine@sfmta.com

mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com

mailto:John.Malamut@sfgov.org

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com

mailto:mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com





Jessica Range <Jessica.Range@sfgov.org>
Cc: Jose Farran <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, Paul Mitchell
<PMitchell@esassoc.com>, Joyce Hsiao <joyce@orionenvironment.com>
Subject: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures


Hi all
Attached is the proposed text for the two new mitigation measures developed
from the list of strategies Adam put together to minimize transportation impacts.
 
- To Adam's list I added the additional parking management items and the three
air quality items we discussed yesterday. We also discussed adding the TDM
measures that the project sponsor does not want to include in the TMP as part of
the project description. Kate and Clarke are still working this out.
 
- We added a footnote for the letter that John recommended be provided to
provide assurance that these measures are feasible and would be pursued by the
City. Adam and/or SFMTA please confirm that this letter will be provided for the
EIR.
 
- Other small revisions for consistency with the EIR - GSW was revised to
project sponsor, overflow was deleted as the off-site lots would not technically
be overflow lots. And mobile app was revised to smart phone application for
consistency with how we discussed this item in other EIRs.
 
- There is beginning of discussion regarding that providing new surface parking
lots to the south of the project site may result in new significant traffic impacts
and we started identifying the potential locations.  We would like EP to review
and provide additional direction.
 
Please provide any edits by the end of Friday.
Thank you,
Luba
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From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Albert, Peter (MTA)
Cc: Kirschbaum, Julie B; Miller, Erin (MTA); Cote, John; Maguire, Tom; Wise, Viktoriya (MTA); Reilly, Catherine


(ADM)
Subject: Re: Conversation with Mike Cabanatuan April 30
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 6:03:18 PM


Thanks Peter.  I welcome everyone's input on this in advance but would like to keep
the meeting with Cabanatuan to Peter and I to keep it informal and high level.
 Happy to discuss next week.  


Thanks all, 


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


On Apr 24, 2015, at 5:59 PM, Albert, Peter <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com> wrote:


Hi, Julie and Erin:
 
Adam Van de Water is being asked by the Mayor’s Office to coordinate a general
background of our planning for the Warriors’ project to Michael Cabanatuan of the SF
Chronicle on April 30. 
 
I’m clearing my schedule that day to be available, and hope you can reply all  to advise
of your openings, or if not available, your delegate/key briefing notes/etc.
 
If asked at this minute, I’d outline the following:  please feel free to annotate and
clarify/elaborate:
 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->There’s already been a rigorous amount of
near-term and long-term planning in this area already – as part of Muni
Forward, the T Third/Central Subway, Livable Streets, etc.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->SFMTA launched the “Waterfront
Transportation Assessment” (WTA) in 2012 as a tool to improve transportation
coordination with anticipated major development, including the Warriors’
project.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->The WTA  engaged and reflects extensive
input and cooperation from the adjacent community and local and regional
transportation and land use agencies


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->The WTA also features high-level analysis
of projected transportation needs and constraints by corridor to, from and
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within the broader Mission Bay/Central Waterfront area.  This effort will be
presented in a May 13 community meeting


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->SFMTA engineering, planning and finance
staff have consulted with the Warriors to identify investments and policies that
will support transportation operations in anticipation of both the Project and
growth in this part of the City.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->This extensive planning and analysis has
been used to scope, shape and refine the Project in the soon-to-be published
draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report.       


 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:31:34 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Great, thanks. I’ll call you when I wrap up with PUC.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:31 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Sure – around until the go-to at 3.30.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Hi Catherine,
I’m hopping on a call with the PUC in one minute which should be a brief call. Are you available for
a chat afterwards? I wanted to follow up on the conversation you had with Jesse earlier.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:03 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
I like the touch of the wine bottles in the boxes for a theater event. J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 12:54 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam, Catherine,
 
We’ve made the revisions you recommended to tonight’s Entertainment Commission intro in the
attached doc. We removed the slide focused on the plaza events to downplay emphasis on the
plaza, but will provide a voiceover of the types of events we anticipate activating the area with. We
also added some interior views of the seating bowl for basketball games and for the small theater.
Path of travel and a placeholder on the Schedule slide for a future meeting with the Ent Commission
for the permit are also added. Let us know if there are any other questions.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:40 PM
To: 'Van de Water, Adam (ECN)'; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Very good points, Adam, thanks for the feedback. We can pare down the plaza images to include
ones that are less focused on events with amplified images. We also have an old rendering which
should still be applicable for the cut-down theater. And the other two comments are quick adds
too. We’ll update and recirculate tomorrow.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Looks good though this will focus them on the place of entertainment/loudspeaker permits required
for plaza events with amplified sound. A few comments:


-          Do you have anything you can show for the interior seating bowl, including at least a verbal
description of the cutdown theatre for smaller events?  I imagine they will also ask about
operations and whether you plan to do it in house or contract out.
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- I’d consider adding a path of travel slide after the site plan to show not only garage existing
but routes to MUNI, bike valet, shared car services, etc.  They don’t need a full
transportation overview but do deal with ticketing and queuing questions on a regular basis.


-          I would add Entertainment Commission Place of Entertainment permit approval  in
2018/2019 to your schedule as we’ll need to return to them for an action item prior to
opening.


Adam
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 12:35 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes; Jesse Blout; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam, Catherine,
Attached is the draft deck for tomorrow evening’s Entertainment Commission. I can share it with
you also in PowerPoint if you like, but will need to upload to Dropbox given file size. Let me know if
you need me to do so, or if there are any changes you recommend that we can handle ourselves.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2015 8:28 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Julia Nunes
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Adam –
 
Hope your trip was fantastic! FYI, I am working from the east coast this week so won’t be at the EC
in person. We are finalizing a short deck to share with you and Catherine tomorrow (4/20), though –
hopefully Clarke or Jesse can bounce the most updated copy your way. Julia Nunes (cc’d) in our
office can make any edits you and Catherine suggest. 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: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Plenty of time before the 21st but as I won’t be back in the office until the 20th I wanted to get on


your radar to share a presentation with Catherine and me on the 20th so we can take a quick look in
time to make adjustments before the meeting.


Thanks all,


Adam
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 11:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
When: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 5:30 PM-6:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: City Hall Room 416
 
 
Just talked to Jocelyn Kane and Cammy Blackstone and we are rescheduled for April 21 at the
Entertainment Commission.  They have a number of permits so we agreed to keep it brief: max 15
minute presentation from Carlock on the general layout/design, number and type of events, any
entertainment plans outside the arena, and overall project schedule.  No need to discuss details such
as noise, transportation, paths of travel, etc and can always remind the Commission that we will
back before them for a Place of Entertainment permit prior to occupancy. 
 
We will be the first item on the agenda, the meeting is televised on SFGTV, starts at 5:30 (here is a
copy of their last agenda: http://www.sfgov2.org/index.aspx?page=4703) and I expect we’d be out
around 6:30p, they will be excited about the prospect of a new venue and eager to hear details and
event promoters will be paying attention.    


A
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Joyce
Subject: Tentative Wind Meeting on Tuesday, 9:30 to 10:30 a.m.
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 10:13:44 AM


All:
 
I am still waiting on the Warriors to confirm whether they are available to discuss the new wind
results on Tuesday (4/21), 9:30 to 10:30 a.m.  Please leave that window open, and when they
confirm, I will send out a meeting invite.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:42:15 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
Thanks for providing all the project renderings.   We have one final request to discuss as it relates to
renderings, and specifically, we are requesting one rendering for the Third Street Variant from you.
 
We can explain in the EIR that all of the project renderings presented in the EIR are also
representative for the project variant, except for one (the birds-eye view from the west side, which
shows the project Third Street Plaza area).  For this perspective, we are requesting a similar
rendering, but for the variant to be included in the EIR Variant section.  Catherine, Chris, and ESA
discussed renderings last week and we confirmed the need to include such rendering for consistency
sake (cc:ing Chris and Catherine here).
 
Consequently, although not included in the data request Chris Kern sent out today, we are adding
this variant rendering request to that list for you to provide. Acknowledging this will take some time
to prepare, we will leave a placeholder in the EIR Project Description we will submit on Monday for
this additional rendering, and tentatively identify a date of May 8 for you to complete.  Please let us
know if that is feasible.
 
Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:02 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
 
Attached.
 
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: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 4:49 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
 
Kate:
 
All but one were in the drop-box this time; we are still missing PDF page 5 (ground-level from
Bayfront Park) from the March 12, 2015 Eastside Schematic Design Presentation. 
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 4:16 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
 
Very strange. How about this?
https://www.dropbox.com/sh/49lyigeyp28qgci/AAB1PODeJdrBnb8mwSLy9T3Ra?dl=0
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 4:08 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
 
Kate:
 
There are no files in the zip file you saved in the drop box.  Can you please resend with the files? 
Thanks.
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-Paul
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:50 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
Importance: High
 
Renderings are available in a .zip file at this link. Please confirm receipt.
 
Note the inset images you referenced below are not a part of the rendering files; they were merely
added to the powerpoint for ease of public presentation. If you feel you need to orient readers in
the same way, feel free to copy and paste the image from this CAC presentation. That’s the only
format I have.
 
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, April 23, 2015 12:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for providing the figures that are completed so far. 
 


·         It does not appear you provided the proposed Bicycle Parking Facilities figure yet; is this
forthcoming?


·         Regarding renderings:


From the March 12, 2015 Eastside Schematic Design Presentation, we propose to use the
following:


o    PDF page 4 (birds-eye from east); please make sure the small inset for this rendering
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is current as well.
o    PDF page 5 (ground-level from Bayfront Park); please make sure the inset is current


as well; and the inset arrow direction is wrong.
o    Either PDF page 6 or PDF page 19 (ground level from South/TFB) – these are similar


but different-please provide whichever is more accurate; please make sure the small
inset for this rendering is current as well; also we notice the the inset arrow
direction is wrong on PDF page 6.
 


From the April 9, 2015 Westside Schematic Design Presentation, we propose to use the
following:


o    PDF page 29 (close-in birds-eye from west)


o    PDF page 15 (ground-level from 3rd/South)


o    PDF page 18 (ground level from 3rd/16th).


o    PDF page 21 (ground level on 16th Street)
o    PDF page 22 (ground level on South Street)


 
These figures will need to be provided by end of day today.   Please call me if you have any
questions; please let us know if that is possible.  Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 6:30 AM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: FW: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
Importance: High
 
Paul,
I never got the list of renderings you and Catherine agreed on for the SEIR. Happy to send over those
files ASAP if you can specify which images.
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 5:45 PM
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To: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Kern, Chris (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Joyce
Subject: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
 
Kate and Clarke:
 


·         Below is our tentative proposed list of figures to be included in the 1) Chapter 3 SEIR,
Project Description for the proposed project, and 2) Chapter 6, SEIR Third Street Plaza
Variant. You will see in most cases the figures are requested in a format and level of detail
you have previously provided the graphics to us.  However, if you developing any new
graphics that may be in an updated or different format that you prefer over the prior
versions, please let me know and we can discuss options.
 


·         Any references to building/plaza elevation heights in the figures you provide should be in
the approved convention agreed between you and OCII. (Can you please provide me with a
status of the final direction given on this issue?)


 
·         As a time-saving measure, please make sure any plan figures you provide include a


measurement scale.
 


·         As I indicate below, when you have a chance, we should discuss as a group the specific
renderings that may be included in the SEIR for the proposed project and variant, including
level of detail, viewpoints, etc.
 


·         As previously discussed, for the EIR Alternatives (Reduced Intensity and No Project), I
believe we have all the appropriate graphics we need from you on those.
 


·         Are you planning on submitting a updated version of the Major Phase Application to OCII
prior to publication of the Draft SEIR?; and if so when?  I just want to get a sense of the
range of new graphics that may be underway by you.
 


·         I am cc:ing Catherine and Chris so they are kept in the loop on the figures.
 


 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 


 Figure Title Source Status Notes
Chapter 3 - Proposed Project  
  3-1 Aerial Photograph of


Mission Bay
ESA Complete --


  3-2 Existing Roadway
Network in Mission
Bay


ESA Complete --


  3-3 Land Uses in the
Mission Bay
Redevelopment Plan


OCII Complete --


  3-4 Aerial Photograph of ESA Complete --
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Project Site Vicinity
  3-5 Conceptual Project


Site Plan
Warriors
 


Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-5
(Conceptual Site Plan)
 from the previously
submitted SEIR PD
 


  3-6 Floor Plan – Lower
Parking Level 2


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-6
(Floor Plan – Lower
Parking Level 2) from
the previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  This
figure was taken from
your Major Phase
Application, and we
never got around to
putting it into ESA
format, since it was
going to change. 
 


  3-7 Floor Plan – Event
Level / Lower Parking
Level 1


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-7
(Floor Plan – Event Level
/ Lower Parking Level 1)
from the previously
submitted SEIR PD. 
Note:  This figure was
taken from an earlier
version of your Major
Phase Application, and
we never got around to
putting it into ESA
format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-8 Floor Plan – Ground
Level / Upper Parking
Level


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-8
(Floor Plan – Ground
Level / Upper Parking
Level) from the
previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  This
figure was taken from an
earlier version of your
Major Phase Application,
and we never got
around to putting it into
ESA format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-9 Floor Plan – Plaza /
Mezzanine Level


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-9
(Floor Plan – Plaza /
Mezzanine Level) from
the previously submitted







SEIR PD.  Note:  Note: 
This figure was taken
from an earlier version
of your Major Phase
Application, and we
never got around to
putting it into ESA
format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-10 Floor Plan – Main
Concourse Level


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-10
(Floor Plan – Main
Concourse Level) from
the previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  Note: 
This figure was taken
from an earlier version
of your Major Phase
Application, and we
never got around to
putting it into ESA
format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-11 Floor Plan-
Representative Floor
Plan for Towers of the
Proposed Office and
Retail Building


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-11
(Floor Plan-
Representative Floor
Plan for Towers of the
Proposed Office and
Retail Building) from the
previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  Note: 
This figure was taken
from an earlier version
of your Major Phase
Application, and we
never got around to
putting it into ESA
format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-12 Project East and North
Elevations


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-12
(Project East and North
Elevations) from the
previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  Note: 
This figure was taken
from an earlier version
of your Major Phase
Application, and we
never got around to
putting it into ESA







format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-13 Project South and
West Elevations


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-13
(Project South and West
Elevations) from the
previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  Note: 
This figure was taken
from an earlier version
of your Major Phase
Application, and we
never got around to
putting it into ESA
format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-14 Proposed Pedestrian
Circulation


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-14
(Proposed Pedestrian
Circulation) from the
previously submitted
SEIR PD
 


  3-15 Proposed Bicycle
Parking Facilities


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-115
(Proposed Bicycle
Parking Facilities) from
the previously submitted
SEIR PD
 


  3-16 to
3-XX


Renderings Warriors Pending  When you have a
chance, we should
discuss the number of
renderings you may be
preparing for inclusion
in the SEIR, including
level of detail,
viewpoints, etc.


           
Chapter 6 - Third Street Plaza Variant  
  6-1 Conceptual Project


Site Plan
Warriors
 


Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-5
(Conceptual Site Plan)
 that will be completed
by you for the proposed
project
 


  6-2 Project South (yes)
and West (?)
Elevations


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-13
(Project South and West
Elevations) for the







proposed project from
the previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  I
included the South
Elevation, if views from
the south will change at
all compared to the
proposed project (e.g.,
since the retail building
is being relocated)
 


  6-3 Project East (?) and
North (?) Elevations


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-12
(Project East and North
Elevations) for the
proposed project from
the previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  Note:  I
included the North
Elevation, if views from
the south will change at
all compared to the
proposed project (e.g.,
since the retail building
is being relocated).  If
there are no changes in
the East elevation
compared to the
project, then you don’t
need to include that
one.


  6-YY to
3-ZZ


Renderings? Warriors Pending  When you have a
chance, we should
discuss if you are
proposing to prepare
renderings for the
Variant for inclusion in
the SEIR, including level
of detail, viewpoints,
etc.


           
           
 
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800







San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Rich, Ken (ECN)
Subject: Thank you!
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 11:37:00 AM


Ken – thanks for the very nice voice mail.  It means a lot to me and I have really enjoyed working
with you and your team on Mission Bay and the GSW.  Will give you a ring soon to check in.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Fwd: Also 16th Street bikeway >>> RE: 16th Street busway
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 6:07:17 PM
Attachments: image001.jpg


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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Sallaberry, Mike" <Mike.Sallaberry@sfmta.com>
Date: April 21, 2015 at 5:40:07 PM PDT
To: "Miller, Erin" <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, "Kirschbaum, Julie B"
<Julie.Kirschbaum@sfmta.com>, "Hennessy, Cathal"
<Cathal.Hennessy@sfmta.com>, "Fritzler, Anne"
<Anne.Fritzler@sfmta.com>
Cc: "Kennedy, Sean M" <Sean.Kennedy@sfmta.com>,
"lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, "Van de
Water, Adam" <Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Also 16th Street bikeway >>> RE: 16th Street
busway


Just to confirm with everyone that we are not pursuing a two-way bikeway along the


south curb of 16th St, but that we are instead sticking with the idea of having one-way


bikeways on each side of 16th St.
 
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 10:07 PM
To: Kirschbaum, Julie B; Hennessy, Cathal; Fritzler, Anne
Cc: Kennedy, Sean M; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Van de Water, Adam; Sallaberry, Mike
Subject: Also 16th Street bikeway >>> RE: 16th Street busway
 
Hi all,
 
Sean and Mike, you have heard this from me, but we have not had the chance to discuss
further.  I realize that timing isn't great (but when is it), but I would like to discuss with you
the potential for considering a possible modification to 16th Street to include a 2 way
cycle track along the south curb between 3rd and Terry Francois (along the Warriors
proposed arena), and potentially to extend that condition to 7th Street, where a transition
from the 17th Street bicycle facility could be accommodated.  
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I understand that there would be technical challenges, but the concept has been born
through concerns about the quite regular activity along the Warriors' north curb on 16th
that will result in a fully blocked westbound bicycle lane, with many other potential
conflicts between bus loading, pedestrians, bike valet parking access, and media trucks -
all of which are sharing that north curb and sidewalk.  The idea then to extend it further
then comes from an assumption that shifting between bicycle lanes on both sides of the
street to a 2 way cycle track may be complicated at 16th and 3rd (an already complicated
intersection).
 
I'm not trying to sell this option to, but I am asking you to take a bit of time to consider it
with me.  The urgency is related to the Warriors' EIR timing, but I'm also sensitive that
much work on the segment between 7th and 3rd has already occurred.
 
I'm not having luck scheduling a meeting tomorrow (or today if you're smart and asleep
now unlike me), so I want to float it to you to think about a little over the weekend.  I'll try
to round you up next week.
 
Thank you,
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
Section Lead, Development & Transportation Integration
 
Urban Planning Initiatives
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)


From: Kirschbaum, Julie B
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 2:48 PM
To: Hennessy, Cathal; Fritzler, Anne
Cc: Kennedy, Sean M; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Van de Water, Adam; Miller, Erin
Subject: 16th Street busway


Hi Cathal and Anne,
 
Can you send Luba the 11x17 handout for the 22 Transit Priority Project? They need
some details for the Warriors EIR. They also need the schedule of key milestones
including when we plan to legislate and when the project would go into operation. If
we have a separate implementation date for just lanes, that would also be helpful, but
may be premature.
 
Thanks,
Julie
 
 
 
Julie Kirschbaum
Operations Planning & Scheduling Manager
{                                                                                                     
 



mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com





 


San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
                             


Email:    julie.kirschbaum@sfmta.com
Phone: (415) 701.4304
www.sfmta.com  
 


  
 


Find us on: Facebook Twitter YouTube
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From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Veneracion, April (BOS)
Subject: RE: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 5:00:33 PM


It’s on my calendar.  I’ll reach out to OCII to join in case she has questions on design and approvals
as well.


Adam
 


From: Veneracion, April (BOS) 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 4:15 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
 
Hi Adam,
 
Yes, the Supervisor would appreciate a briefing prior to next Thursday. She has one time slot
available on Wednesday at 2:30 pm.
 
Thanks,
April  
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:43 PM
To: Veneracion, April (BOS)
Subject: Fwd: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
 
April:
 
I'm almost done with my presentation for next Thursday.  Let me know if you would like a
preview of a briefing on what we plan to say!
 
Best,


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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=91BA72A308BD41818E967887DA0E43A7-ADAM VAN DE WATER_B65779439D

mailto:april.veneracion@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





Subject: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting


We encourage folks to attend this meeting to learn about and comment on the
proposed event management strategy for the Golden State Warriors event center.


Hope to see you next week.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
  Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Sekhri, Neil
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); David Kelly
Subject: Re: DforD Amendments Follow-Up
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 9:05:34 AM


We have our all-firm retreat this Thursday and Friday but I should be able to jump on a 1 pm PST call.


Sent from my iPhone


> On Apr 20, 2015, at 4:35 PM, "Kate Aufhauser" <KAufhauser@warriors.com> wrote:
>
> Tentatively holding this time until we hear from Neil and David K.
>
> _____________________________________________
> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
> Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:59 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kate Aufhauser
> Cc: Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
>
> Friday at 1pm or 3pm works for me.
>
>
> From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:57 PM
> To: Kate Aufhauser
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
> Friday is open except for 11-12 and 2-3.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 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]<mailto:[mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com]>
> Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:15 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
> Thanks for sharing these, Catherine. We’re reviewing now. Do you have some time on Thursday or
Friday to discuss w/ the group cc’d here? By phone is fine.
>
> Kate Aufhauser
> Project Analyst
> 510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
> kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>
>  <http://www.nba.com/warriors/>
> website<http://www.nba.com/warriors/> | tickets<http://www.nba.com/warriors/tickets> |
app<http://www.nba.com/warriors/app> | social<http://www.nba.com/warriors/connect> | find
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us<http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact>
> SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year<http://www.nba.com/warriors/news/sbj-award-05212014>
>
>
> From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 3:25 PM
> To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy,
Mary G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
> Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com<mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>; Jose Farran
> Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
>
> Here is the DforD draft with my comments.  Please note that I still need to go through it in more
details, but this should give you enough information to draft up a summary of the proposed changes.  I
also need to have the architects review and will provide their comments (but their comments will be
more related to the fluffy stuff vs. actual requirements).
>
> Thanks
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
> San Francisco, CA 94103
> 415-749-2516 (direct)
> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
>
> From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com]
> Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 5:52 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller;
Murphy, Mary G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
> Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com<mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>; Jose Farran
> Subject: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
> Importance: High
>
> All:
>
> As a result of our meeting today, and review of still outstanding information, and certain new
information needs, I have updated the needs request matrix (see attached)
>
> •         Rows highlighted in yellow are request items that are either past due, have a pending date for
submittal, or are new data items
>
> •         Catherine:  Please respond to Items # 2 and #5
>
> •         Clarke and Kate:
> 1.       Please respond to Items #4, #8, #9, #11 through #18, #20, and new items #20B and 20C.
>
> 2.       In Items #14, #15, #16 and #17, as Luba indicates in red in the attached matrix, she needs
those responded a little sooner (i.e., on 4/15/15) than your recommended revised date of 4/18/15. 
Please confirm this is possible.
>
> •         Chris and Brett
>
> 1.       Please respond to Items #26, #28, and new Items #28A and #28B
>
> •         ESA will follow up directly with Environ on Issues #21, #22, and #23.
>
> •         Luba is following up with SFMTA directly on Issues #29 and #30.
>
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> Thanks in advance for everyone’s attention to this.   Please do not hesitate to contact me with any
questions.
>
> Paul Mitchell
> ESA | Community Development
> 550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
> San Francisco, CA 94108
> 415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
> pmitchell@esassoc.com<mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com>
>
>
>
>
> <ATT19091 1.jpg>
> <meeting.ics>
________________________________
 This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to you in error,
please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete this message.
________________________________
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From: Yamauchi, Lori
To: Yamauchi, Lori; jblout@stradasf.com; "cmiller@stradasf.com"; "dcarlock@warriors.com"; Beauchamp, Kevin;


Subbarayan, Kamala; Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN)
Subject: Tomorrow"s 9 am UCSF/Warriors Monthly Coordination Meeting
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 8:16:28 PM


All,
 
I wanted to confirm tomorrow’s 9 am meeting, in case Kam Subbarayan didn’t have a chance to do
so.  Kevin Beauchamp is away at a conference and will not be attending.
 
Please advise if you will be able to attend.
 
I would like to cover the following agenda items:


1)       Alternative Event Center design which does not block the view easement
2)       Events Management Plan


 
Here is the call-in information:
Primary Dial-In                  1 (866) 629-7499
Passcode:                            6472727# (Be sure to hit the pound key after entering passcode)
 
I look forward to our meeting tomorrow.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
University of California, San Francisco
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
654 Minnesota St., 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
Cell:  (415) 602-6898
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Alts Construction Schedule
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 7:28:33 PM
Attachments: image002.png


Paul,
There’s a line item on your info request re: alternatives that reads as follows:
 
Conceptual Site Plan.  This should be accompanied by a brief summary table of:
• the reduced square footages of uses
• reduced number of stories of office and retail buildings and podium structure, as applicable
• reduced on/off-site parking count and underground parking levels as applicable; and possible reduced
excavation of soils for off-site hauling
• reduced open space, as applicable
• estimated reduced construction schedule (months)
and any other principal differences compared to the proposed project.
 
I  believe we’ve provided you with info for the first 4 bullets. For the last (estimated reduced
construction schedule), please see below from MCJV:
Reduced Intensity – No change in overall project duration.  The critical/longest path through the project remains
through the arena scope of work.  Changes in retail/office space, or reduction in underground parking would only
result in an earlier completion of those specific scope elements.
No Project Alternative – Duration for concurrent construction on all four blocks + overall site improvement would
be approximately 23 months. [Note from Kate, this incorporates a large number of conservative assumptions]


Please let me know if you need other info. Otherwise, I will consider this item closed.
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: "Tatiana Hayes"; Jose Vega-Boza
Subject: RE: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 4:18:00 PM


Yes.  Thanks!


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Tatiana Hayes [mailto:thayes@mercyhousing.org]
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 3:12 PM
To: Jose Vega-Boza
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting


Catherine,
Is it the same meeting what Natasha Jones reserved?


Tatiana


On Apr 24, 2015, at 2:43 PM, Jose Vega-Boza
<JVega@mercyhousing.org<mailto:JVega@mercyhousing.org>> wrote:


Catherine:


Do you need a projector, screen for his presentation?


We will have a microphone and theater style set up with 120 chairs.


Let us know of any other special instructions.


José A. Vega Boza
Senior Property Manager|MHMG/Mission Creek Senior Community


Mercy Housing
225 Berrry Street
San Francisco, CA 94158
t|415.896.2025 X 14
mercyhousing.org<http://www.mercyhousing.org/>
<image001.png><http://www.mercyhousing.org/>
<image002.png><http://www.facebook.com/mercyhousing> |
<image003.png><http://www.twitter.com/mercyhousing> | Join our mailing
list<http://www.mercyhousing.org/Page.aspx?pid=409>


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:29 PM
Subject: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting


We encourage folks to attend this meeting to learn about and comment on the proposed event
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management strategy for the Golden State Warriors event center.


Hope to see you next week.


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



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: GSW BC/SD review timeline
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:37:39 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Totally understandable.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 3:14 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: GSW BC/SD review timeline
 
Thanks.  Alternatively (or in addition), the office folks may get our comments a little later and have
to shorten their response time.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 1:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: GSW BC/SD review timeline
 
I totally understand, Catherine. We pushed Manica’s team hard to get to the dates represented
below for the Eastside, but I’ll raise this additional concern and push them to provide elements
sooner that are ready even if the whole document isn’t.
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:36 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: GSW BC/SD review timeline
 
You have Pedro looking at all 5 in a 24 hour period.  Please keep in mind I am also about to have the
entire EIR come to me for review at the same time as the 5 SDs. We will see what we can do. 
 
I would appreciate if you could push back on Manica’s team and get us a few extra days.  Each day
makes a difference.
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Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: GSW BC/SD review timeline
 
Catherine,
Jesse asked me to forward you the dates we’re carrying for BC/SD draft submittals and reviews. The
Westside dates are the same as the ones you sent Jesse two weeks ago. The Eastside ones are
compressed and have shorter review times than what you previously sent us. We know those
durations are aggressive, so we’ll hold to hear from you whether it’s achievable. Our hope is that the
Eastside review can be faster for all since we’ve had more opportunities to review the design
together and there don’t appear to be open design issues still to be resolved. We’d be excited to get
this all wrapped up under your watch. But again, please let us know your thoughts.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
 
TIMELINE:
 
COMMISSION DATES:


·         5/19 OCII East Side
·         5/28 Planning Full Site
·         6/2 OCII West Side


Eastside SDs (Draft submission is 10 days behind Catherine’s schedule; mailing date unchanged)
·         Monday 5/4 – Draft SDs for Eastside
·         Wednesday 5/6– Catherine’ and Pedro’s comments
·         Monday 5/11– Final Draft SD submittal to OCII
·         Monday 5/11– Draft Memo routing for review
·         Wednesday 5/13– Final SDs complete, with copies to OCII for mailing on Friday 5/15 (copies


to Planning as well)
·         Friday 5/15 – OCII Memo and booklets mailed


Westside SDs
·         Friday 5/1 – Draft SDs for Westside
·         Monday 5/4 – Catherine’s comments, Pedro is not in until Tuesday, so there will be some
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additional on that Wednesday the 6th (David may be reviewing these SDs)
·         Monday 5/11 – Final Draft SD submittal to OCII
·         Monday 5/18 – Draft Memo routing for review
·         Monday 5/18 – Final SDs complete, with copies to OCII/Planning for mailing on Wednesday


5/20
·         Thursday 5/21 – Planning Memo and booklets mailed for both East/Westside
·         Wednesday 5/27 – OCII Memo and booklets mailed (may mail earlier if ready to go)


 
 
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: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com; david.carlock@machetegroup.com; Julia


Nunes
Subject: Re: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 7:42:17 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks Kate.  Looking forward to reengaging today.  


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


On Apr 19, 2015, at 8:27 PM, Kate Aufhauser <KAufhauser@warriors.com> wrote:


Adam –
 
Hope your trip was fantastic! FYI, I am working from the east coast this week so won’t
be at the EC in person. We are finalizing a short deck to share with you and Catherine
tomorrow (4/20), though – hopefully Clarke or Jesse can bounce the most updated
copy your way. Julia Nunes (cc’d) in our office can make any edits you and Catherine
suggest. Thanks.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


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


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
 
Plenty of time before the 21st but as I won’t be back in the office until the 20th I


wanted to get on your radar to share a presentation with Catherine and me on the 20th
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so we can take a quick look in time to make adjustments before the meeting.


Thanks all,


Adam
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 11:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); cmiller@stradasf.com; jblout@stradasf.com;
david.carlock@machetegroup.com
Cc: Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Entertainment Cmsn Informational
When: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 5:30 PM-6:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US &
Canada).
Where: City Hall Room 416
 
 
Just talked to Jocelyn Kane and Cammy Blackstone and we are rescheduled for April 21
at the Entertainment Commission.  They have a number of permits so we agreed to
keep it brief: max 15 minute presentation from Carlock on the general layout/design,
number and type of events, any entertainment plans outside the arena, and overall
project schedule.  No need to discuss details such as noise, transportation, paths of
travel, etc and can always remind the Commission that we will back before them for a
Place of Entertainment permit prior to occupancy. 
 
We will be the first item on the agenda, the meeting is televised on SFGTV, starts at
5:30 (here is a copy of their last agenda: http://www.sfgov2.org/index.aspx?
page=4703) and I expect we’d be out around 6:30p, they will be excited about the
prospect of a new venue and eager to hear details and event promoters will be paying
attention.    


A
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Your vm
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 10:04:47 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Catherine,
Belatedly listening to voicemails now that I am back in SF. Very sorry to hear you’re leaving us but
excited for you and the new opportunity! Sounds like a great fit. Hopefully it comes with a little
more sleep, too. I know we’ll be well set up for a smooth transition based on all the time and
attention you’ve lent us thus far. Thanks for everything!
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: "Clarke Miller"
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: GSW BC/SD review timeline
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 3:13:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks.  Alternatively (or in addition), the office folks may get our comments a little later and have
to shorten their response time.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 1:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: GSW BC/SD review timeline
 
I totally understand, Catherine. We pushed Manica’s team hard to get to the dates represented
below for the Eastside, but I’ll raise this additional concern and push them to provide elements
sooner that are ready even if the whole document isn’t.
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:36 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: GSW BC/SD review timeline
 
You have Pedro looking at all 5 in a 24 hour period.  Please keep in mind I am also about to have the
entire EIR come to me for review at the same time as the 5 SDs. We will see what we can do. 
 
I would appreciate if you could push back on Manica’s team and get us a few extra days.  Each day
makes a difference.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
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San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: GSW BC/SD review timeline
 
Catherine,
Jesse asked me to forward you the dates we’re carrying for BC/SD draft submittals and reviews. The
Westside dates are the same as the ones you sent Jesse two weeks ago. The Eastside ones are
compressed and have shorter review times than what you previously sent us. We know those
durations are aggressive, so we’ll hold to hear from you whether it’s achievable. Our hope is that the
Eastside review can be faster for all since we’ve had more opportunities to review the design
together and there don’t appear to be open design issues still to be resolved. We’d be excited to get
this all wrapped up under your watch. But again, please let us know your thoughts.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
 
TIMELINE:
 
COMMISSION DATES:


·         5/19 OCII East Side
·         5/28 Planning Full Site
·         6/2 OCII West Side


Eastside SDs (Draft submission is 10 days behind Catherine’s schedule; mailing date unchanged)
·         Monday 5/4 – Draft SDs for Eastside
·         Wednesday 5/6– Catherine’ and Pedro’s comments
·         Monday 5/11– Final Draft SD submittal to OCII
·         Monday 5/11– Draft Memo routing for review
·         Wednesday 5/13– Final SDs complete, with copies to OCII for mailing on Friday 5/15 (copies


to Planning as well)
·         Friday 5/15 – OCII Memo and booklets mailed


Westside SDs
·         Friday 5/1 – Draft SDs for Westside
·         Monday 5/4 – Catherine’s comments, Pedro is not in until Tuesday, so there will be some


additional on that Wednesday the 6th (David may be reviewing these SDs)
·         Monday 5/11 – Final Draft SD submittal to OCII
·         Monday 5/18 – Draft Memo routing for review
·         Monday 5/18 – Final SDs complete, with copies to OCII/Planning for mailing on Wednesday


5/20
·         Thursday 5/21 – Planning Memo and booklets mailed for both East/Westside
·         Wednesday 5/27 – OCII Memo and booklets mailed (may mail earlier if ready to go)
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Jose Vega-Boza
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Tatiana Hayes
Subject: RE: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 2:48:49 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Catherine:
 
Do you need a projector, screen for his presentation?
 
We will have a microphone and theater style set up with 120 chairs.
 
Let us know of any other special instructions.
 
José A. Vega Boza
Senior Property Manager|MHMG/Mission Creek Senior Community


Mercy Housing
225 Berrry Street
San Francisco, CA 94158
t|415.896.2025 X 14
mercyhousing.org


 |  | Join our mailing list
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:29 PM
Subject: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
 
We encourage folks to attend this meeting to learn about and comment on the proposed event
management strategy for the Golden State Warriors event center.
 
Hope to see you next week.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Alts Construction Schedule
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 7:28:35 PM
Attachments: image002.png


Paul,
There’s a line item on your info request re: alternatives that reads as follows:
 
Conceptual Site Plan.  This should be accompanied by a brief summary table of:
• the reduced square footages of uses
• reduced number of stories of office and retail buildings and podium structure, as applicable
• reduced on/off-site parking count and underground parking levels as applicable; and possible reduced
excavation of soils for off-site hauling
• reduced open space, as applicable
• estimated reduced construction schedule (months)
and any other principal differences compared to the proposed project.
 
I  believe we’ve provided you with info for the first 4 bullets. For the last (estimated reduced
construction schedule), please see below from MCJV:
Reduced Intensity – No change in overall project duration.  The critical/longest path through the project remains
through the arena scope of work.  Changes in retail/office space, or reduction in underground parking would only
result in an earlier completion of those specific scope elements.
No Project Alternative – Duration for concurrent construction on all four blocks + overall site improvement would
be approximately 23 months. [Note from Kate, this incorporates a large number of conservative assumptions]


Please let me know if you need other info. Otherwise, I will consider this item closed.
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
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:42:17 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Kate:
 
Thanks for providing all the project renderings.   We have one final request to discuss as it relates to
renderings, and specifically, we are requesting one rendering for the Third Street Variant from you.
 
We can explain in the EIR that all of the project renderings presented in the EIR are also
representative for the project variant, except for one (the birds-eye view from the west side, which
shows the project Third Street Plaza area).  For this perspective, we are requesting a similar
rendering, but for the variant to be included in the EIR Variant section.  Catherine, Chris, and ESA
discussed renderings last week and we confirmed the need to include such rendering for consistency
sake (cc:ing Chris and Catherine here).
 
Consequently, although not included in the data request Chris Kern sent out today, we are adding
this variant rendering request to that list for you to provide. Acknowledging this will take some time
to prepare, we will leave a placeholder in the EIR Project Description we will submit on Monday for
this additional rendering, and tentatively identify a date of May 8 for you to complete.  Please let us
know if that is feasible.
 
Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:02 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
 
Attached.
 
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: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 4:49 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
 
Kate:
 
All but one were in the drop-box this time; we are still missing PDF page 5 (ground-level from
Bayfront Park) from the March 12, 2015 Eastside Schematic Design Presentation. 
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 4:16 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
 
Very strange. How about this?
https://www.dropbox.com/sh/49lyigeyp28qgci/AAB1PODeJdrBnb8mwSLy9T3Ra?dl=0
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 4:08 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
 
Kate:
 
There are no files in the zip file you saved in the drop box.  Can you please resend with the files? 
Thanks.
 



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

http://www.sfocii.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=8459

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com
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http://www.nba.com/warriors/contact

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


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:50 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
Importance: High
 
Renderings are available in a .zip file at this link. Please confirm receipt.
 
Note the inset images you referenced below are not a part of the rendering files; they were merely
added to the powerpoint for ease of public presentation. If you feel you need to orient readers in
the same way, feel free to copy and paste the image from this CAC presentation. That’s the only
format I have.
 
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, April 23, 2015 12:22 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce
Subject: RE: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
 
Kate:
 
Thanks for providing the figures that are completed so far. 
 


·         It does not appear you provided the proposed Bicycle Parking Facilities figure yet; is this
forthcoming?


·         Regarding renderings:


From the March 12, 2015 Eastside Schematic Design Presentation, we propose to use the
following:


o    PDF page 4 (birds-eye from east); please make sure the small inset for this rendering



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

https://www.dropbox.com/s/n0w0fj28k0uwrp1/Renderings.zip?dl=0

https://www.dropbox.com/s/zl2c1asebbjs159/2015.04.09_CAC_Meeting_West.pptx?dl=0
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is current as well.
o    PDF page 5 (ground-level from Bayfront Park); please make sure the inset is current


as well; and the inset arrow direction is wrong.
o    Either PDF page 6 or PDF page 19 (ground level from South/TFB) – these are similar


but different-please provide whichever is more accurate; please make sure the small
inset for this rendering is current as well; also we notice the the inset arrow
direction is wrong on PDF page 6.
 


From the April 9, 2015 Westside Schematic Design Presentation, we propose to use the
following:


o    PDF page 29 (close-in birds-eye from west)


o    PDF page 15 (ground-level from 3rd/South)


o    PDF page 18 (ground level from 3rd/16th).


o    PDF page 21 (ground level on 16th Street)
o    PDF page 22 (ground level on South Street)


 
These figures will need to be provided by end of day today.   Please call me if you have any
questions; please let us know if that is possible.  Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 6:30 AM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: FW: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
Importance: High
 
Paul,
I never got the list of renderings you and Catherine agreed on for the SEIR. Happy to send over those
files ASAP if you can specify which images.
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 5:45 PM
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To: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Kern, Chris (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Joyce
Subject: Proposed List of Figures for Proposed Project and Third Street Variant
 
Kate and Clarke:
 


·         Below is our tentative proposed list of figures to be included in the 1) Chapter 3 SEIR,
Project Description for the proposed project, and 2) Chapter 6, SEIR Third Street Plaza
Variant. You will see in most cases the figures are requested in a format and level of detail
you have previously provided the graphics to us.  However, if you developing any new
graphics that may be in an updated or different format that you prefer over the prior
versions, please let me know and we can discuss options.
 


·         Any references to building/plaza elevation heights in the figures you provide should be in
the approved convention agreed between you and OCII. (Can you please provide me with a
status of the final direction given on this issue?)


 
·         As a time-saving measure, please make sure any plan figures you provide include a


measurement scale.
 


·         As I indicate below, when you have a chance, we should discuss as a group the specific
renderings that may be included in the SEIR for the proposed project and variant, including
level of detail, viewpoints, etc.
 


·         As previously discussed, for the EIR Alternatives (Reduced Intensity and No Project), I
believe we have all the appropriate graphics we need from you on those.
 


·         Are you planning on submitting a updated version of the Major Phase Application to OCII
prior to publication of the Draft SEIR?; and if so when?  I just want to get a sense of the
range of new graphics that may be underway by you.
 


·         I am cc:ing Catherine and Chris so they are kept in the loop on the figures.
 


 
Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 


 Figure Title Source Status Notes
Chapter 3 - Proposed Project  
  3-1 Aerial Photograph of


Mission Bay
ESA Complete --


  3-2 Existing Roadway
Network in Mission
Bay


ESA Complete --


  3-3 Land Uses in the
Mission Bay
Redevelopment Plan


OCII Complete --


  3-4 Aerial Photograph of ESA Complete --



mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org





Project Site Vicinity
  3-5 Conceptual Project


Site Plan
Warriors
 


Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-5
(Conceptual Site Plan)
 from the previously
submitted SEIR PD
 


  3-6 Floor Plan – Lower
Parking Level 2


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-6
(Floor Plan – Lower
Parking Level 2) from
the previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  This
figure was taken from
your Major Phase
Application, and we
never got around to
putting it into ESA
format, since it was
going to change. 
 


  3-7 Floor Plan – Event
Level / Lower Parking
Level 1


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-7
(Floor Plan – Event Level
/ Lower Parking Level 1)
from the previously
submitted SEIR PD. 
Note:  This figure was
taken from an earlier
version of your Major
Phase Application, and
we never got around to
putting it into ESA
format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-8 Floor Plan – Ground
Level / Upper Parking
Level


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-8
(Floor Plan – Ground
Level / Upper Parking
Level) from the
previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  This
figure was taken from an
earlier version of your
Major Phase Application,
and we never got
around to putting it into
ESA format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-9 Floor Plan – Plaza /
Mezzanine Level


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-9
(Floor Plan – Plaza /
Mezzanine Level) from
the previously submitted







SEIR PD.  Note:  Note: 
This figure was taken
from an earlier version
of your Major Phase
Application, and we
never got around to
putting it into ESA
format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-10 Floor Plan – Main
Concourse Level


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-10
(Floor Plan – Main
Concourse Level) from
the previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  Note: 
This figure was taken
from an earlier version
of your Major Phase
Application, and we
never got around to
putting it into ESA
format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-11 Floor Plan-
Representative Floor
Plan for Towers of the
Proposed Office and
Retail Building


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-11
(Floor Plan-
Representative Floor
Plan for Towers of the
Proposed Office and
Retail Building) from the
previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  Note: 
This figure was taken
from an earlier version
of your Major Phase
Application, and we
never got around to
putting it into ESA
format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-12 Project East and North
Elevations


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-12
(Project East and North
Elevations) from the
previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  Note: 
This figure was taken
from an earlier version
of your Major Phase
Application, and we
never got around to
putting it into ESA







format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-13 Project South and
West Elevations


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-13
(Project South and West
Elevations) from the
previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  Note: 
This figure was taken
from an earlier version
of your Major Phase
Application, and we
never got around to
putting it into ESA
format, since it was
going to change.
 


  3-14 Proposed Pedestrian
Circulation


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-14
(Proposed Pedestrian
Circulation) from the
previously submitted
SEIR PD
 


  3-15 Proposed Bicycle
Parking Facilities


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-115
(Proposed Bicycle
Parking Facilities) from
the previously submitted
SEIR PD
 


  3-16 to
3-XX


Renderings Warriors Pending  When you have a
chance, we should
discuss the number of
renderings you may be
preparing for inclusion
in the SEIR, including
level of detail,
viewpoints, etc.


           
Chapter 6 - Third Street Plaza Variant  
  6-1 Conceptual Project


Site Plan
Warriors
 


Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-5
(Conceptual Site Plan)
 that will be completed
by you for the proposed
project
 


  6-2 Project South (yes)
and West (?)
Elevations


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-13
(Project South and West
Elevations) for the







proposed project from
the previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  I
included the South
Elevation, if views from
the south will change at
all compared to the
proposed project (e.g.,
since the retail building
is being relocated)
 


  6-3 Project East (?) and
North (?) Elevations


Warriors Pending  Should be similar in
format to Figure 3-12
(Project East and North
Elevations) for the
proposed project from
the previously submitted
SEIR PD.  Note:  Note:  I
included the North
Elevation, if views from
the south will change at
all compared to the
proposed project (e.g.,
since the retail building
is being relocated).  If
there are no changes in
the East elevation
compared to the
project, then you don’t
need to include that
one.


  6-YY to
3-ZZ


Renderings? Warriors Pending  When you have a
chance, we should
discuss if you are
proposing to prepare
renderings for the
Variant for inclusion in
the SEIR, including level
of detail, viewpoints,
etc.


           
           
 
 
 
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: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com on behalf of Gary Pegueros
garypegueros@sbcglobal.net [SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn]


To: Gary Pegueros
Subject: [SBRMBNA] April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting on Warriors Arena [1 Attachment]
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:37:21 PM


[Attachment(s) from Gary Pegueros included below]


MISSION BAY
CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE


Thursday, April 30, 2014 - 5:00 PM
Mission Creek Senior Community


2nd Floor Dining Room (Enter in Front Lobby on Berry Street)
225 Berry Street


AGENDA


1. Introductions and Announcements


2. Action Item: Presentation on the Proposed Golden State Warriors Event
Management Strategy (Block 29-32) – Adam Van de Water, OEWD


Description of Item: Presentation by the Office of Economic and Workforce
Development (OEWD) on events management strategy related to the Golden State
Warriors project. Topics to be discussed include transportation management,
security, post-event clean-up, and financing of public services.
Both single and dual event (i.e. events at AT&T Park and Warriors event center) will
be discussed.


3. Public Comment (Persons wishing to address the members on non-agenda, but
CAC related matters)


 
Gary Pegueros
Secretary, SBRMB Neighborhood Assoc.


----- Forwarded Message -----
From: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:29 PM
Subject: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting


We encourage folks to attend this meeting to learn about and comment on the
proposed event management strategy for the Golden State Warriors event center.
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__,_._,___


 April  30, 2015 SPECIAL MBCAC Agenda.pdf


Yahoo! Groups • Privacy • Unsubscribe • Terms of Use


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


__._,_.___Attachment(s) from Gary Pegueros | View attachments on the web


1 of 1 File(s)


Posted by: Gary Pegueros <garypegueros@sbcglobal.net>


Reply via web
post


• Reply to
sender


• Reply to
group


• Start a New
Topic


• Messages in this topic
(1)


VISIT YOUR GROUP


.



https://xa.yimg.com/kq/groups/22450910/1147125910/name/April%2030%2C%202015%20SPECIAL%20MBCAC%20Agenda%2Epdf
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From: Debbie Kern
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Maher, Christine (ADM)
Cc: Richard Berkson; Michael Nimon (mnimon@epsys.com)
Subject: RE: Warriors FIA Report
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:59:30 PM


Hi Everyone,
Yes, we will draft a letter describing our review and concurrence with the analysis provided that the
issues have been adequately addressed.
Debbie
Debbie M. Kern, Senior Principal 
Keyser Marston Associates, Inc. 
160 Pacific Avenue, Suite 204
San Francisco, CA  94111 
(415) 398-3050, ext. 230 
(415) 397-5065 (fax) 
dkern@keysermarston.com 
www.keysermarston.com
 
This e-mail message and any attachments are confidential.  If you are not the intended recipient,
please immediately reply to the sender and delete the message from your e-mail system.  Thank you.
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:53 PM
To: Debbie Kern; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Maher, Christine (ADM)
Cc: Richard Berkson; Michael Nimon (mnimon@epsys.com)
Subject: RE: Warriors FIA Report
 
EPS is awaiting confirmation from Dan Barrett on the following outstanding questions and will
reissue the report incorporating your comments Debbie.  CC:ing them here.  Once they do so, will
KMA draft a letter describing your review and concurrence?  Hoping to tie up any remaining loose
ends this week so we can release publicly next week.


1. Table A-10: Is the “Fixed Fee Rentals/Misc.” attendance too high (it is from the Warriors), and if so,
what should we use in the alternate?  


2. Table A-12: We clarified how we arrived at our average tax assumption and feel comfortable with
it, but will defer to you if you recommend an alternative assumption. 


Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Debbie Kern [mailto:dkern@keysermarston.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 10:43 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Maher, Christine (ADM)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Warriors FIA Report
 
Catherine - Thank you.
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Debbie
 
Debbie M. Kern, Senior Principal 
Keyser Marston Associates, Inc. 
160 Pacific Avenue, Suite 204
San Francisco, CA  94111 
(415) 398-3050, ext. 230 
(415) 397-5065 (fax) 
dkern@keysermarston.com 
www.keysermarston.com
 
This e-mail message and any attachments are confidential.  If you are not the intended recipient,
please immediately reply to the sender and delete the message from your e-mail system.  Thank you.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 10:39 AM
To: Maher, Christine (ADM); Debbie Kern
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Warriors FIA Report
 
Sounds like EPS has incorporated the changes and is working on a sensitivity analysis to address a
non-arena alternative.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Maher, Christine (ADM) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 8:21 AM
To: Debbie Kern
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: FW: Warriors FIA Report
 
Hi Debbie,
 
Adam is out of the office until 4/20, but  Catherine will be able to provide some initial feedback.  I’ve
copied her above, as she wasn’t on the original email.
 
Thanks,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Manager, Real Estate and Development Services
 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure



mailto:dkern@keysermarston.com
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Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: (415) 749-2481
Email: christine.maher@sfgov.org


 


From: Debbie Kern [mailto:dkern@keysermarston.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 06, 2015 2:25 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Maher, Christine (ADM)
Subject: FW: Warriors FIA Report
 
Hi Adam and Christine,
 
Just checking in on the status of the fiscal analysis.
Debbie
 
Debbie M. Kern, Senior Principal 
Keyser Marston Associates, Inc. 
160 Pacific Avenue, Suite 204
San Francisco, CA  94111 
(415) 398-3050, ext. 230 
(415) 397-5065 (fax) 
dkern@keysermarston.com 
www.keysermarston.com
 
This e-mail message and any attachments are confidential.  If you are not the intended recipient,
please immediately reply to the sender and delete the message from your e-mail system.  Thank you.
 


From: Debbie Kern 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 12:50 PM
To: 'Michael Nimon'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (adam.vandewater@sfgov.org); Richard Berkson; 'Maher, Christine
(CII)'
Subject: RE: Warriors FIA Report
 
Hi Michael and team,
 
Attached are our comments on the draft.  Please call me with any questions.
 
Debbie
 
Debbie M. Kern, Senior Principal 
Keyser Marston Associates, Inc. 
160 Pacific Avenue, Suite 204
San Francisco, CA  94111 
(415) 398-3050, ext. 230 
(415) 397-5065 (fax) 
dkern@keysermarston.com 
www.keysermarston.com
 
This e-mail message and any attachments are confidential.  If you are not the intended recipient,
please immediately reply to the sender and delete the message from your e-mail system.  Thank you.
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From: Michael Nimon [mailto:mnimon@epsys.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 2:22 PM
To: Debbie Kern
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (adam.vandewater@sfgov.org); Richard Berkson
Subject: Warriors FIA Report
 
Hi Debbie,
 
Attached please find a copy of the latest report draft we shared with Adam on Friday.
 
Thanks,
 
MICHAEL NIMON
Senior Associate


Economic & Planning Systems (EPS)
1 Kaiser Plaza, Suite 1410
Oakland, CA 94612
Direct: 510-740-2070
Main: 510-841-9190
http://www.epsys.com
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (CII)
Subject: RE: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 4:59:57 PM


I can’t go, but let’s debrief after the meeting with the Supervisor.
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 2:01 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: FW: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
 
Tiffany – I confirmed that only Adam will be going from OEWD.  I am planning on attending in case
any questions come up on the design process.  Let me know if you would rather go instead.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 5:00 PM
To: Veneracion, April (BOS)
Subject: RE: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
 
It’s on my calendar.  I’ll reach out to OCII to join in case she has questions on design and approvals
as well.


Adam
 


From: Veneracion, April (BOS) 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 4:15 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
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Hi Adam,
 
Yes, the Supervisor would appreciate a briefing prior to next Thursday. She has one time slot
available on Wednesday at 2:30 pm.
 
Thanks,
April  
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:43 PM
To: Veneracion, April (BOS)
Subject: Fwd: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting
 
April:
 
I'm almost done with my presentation for next Thursday.  Let me know if you would like a
preview of a briefing on what we plan to say!
 
Best,


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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Subject: AGENDA - April 30, 2015 Special MB CAC Meeting


We encourage folks to attend this meeting to learn about and comment on the
proposed event management strategy for the Golden State Warriors event center.


Hope to see you next week.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
  Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Alts Construction Schedule
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 7:28:35 PM
Attachments: image002.png


Paul,
There’s a line item on your info request re: alternatives that reads as follows:
 
Conceptual Site Plan.  This should be accompanied by a brief summary table of:
• the reduced square footages of uses
• reduced number of stories of office and retail buildings and podium structure, as applicable
• reduced on/off-site parking count and underground parking levels as applicable; and possible reduced
excavation of soils for off-site hauling
• reduced open space, as applicable
• estimated reduced construction schedule (months)
and any other principal differences compared to the proposed project.
 
I  believe we’ve provided you with info for the first 4 bullets. For the last (estimated reduced
construction schedule), please see below from MCJV:
Reduced Intensity – No change in overall project duration.  The critical/longest path through the project remains
through the arena scope of work.  Changes in retail/office space, or reduction in underground parking would only
result in an earlier completion of those specific scope elements.
No Project Alternative – Duration for concurrent construction on all four blocks + overall site improvement would
be approximately 23 months. [Note from Kate, this incorporates a large number of conservative assumptions]


Please let me know if you need other info. Otherwise, I will consider this item closed.
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: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: GSW BC/SD review timeline
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 1:25:49 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I totally understand, Catherine. We pushed Manica’s team hard to get to the dates represented
below for the Eastside, but I’ll raise this additional concern and push them to provide elements
sooner that are ready even if the whole document isn’t.
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:36 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: GSW BC/SD review timeline
 
You have Pedro looking at all 5 in a 24 hour period.  Please keep in mind I am also about to have the
entire EIR come to me for review at the same time as the 5 SDs. We will see what we can do. 
 
I would appreciate if you could push back on Manica’s team and get us a few extra days.  Each day
makes a difference.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: GSW BC/SD review timeline
 
Catherine,
Jesse asked me to forward you the dates we’re carrying for BC/SD draft submittals and reviews. The
Westside dates are the same as the ones you sent Jesse two weeks ago. The Eastside ones are
compressed and have shorter review times than what you previously sent us. We know those
durations are aggressive, so we’ll hold to hear from you whether it’s achievable. Our hope is that the
Eastside review can be faster for all since we’ve had more opportunities to review the design
together and there don’t appear to be open design issues still to be resolved. We’d be excited to get
this all wrapped up under your watch. But again, please let us know your thoughts.
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Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
 
TIMELINE:
 
COMMISSION DATES:


·         5/19 OCII East Side
·         5/28 Planning Full Site
·         6/2 OCII West Side


Eastside SDs (Draft submission is 10 days behind Catherine’s schedule; mailing date unchanged)
·         Monday 5/4 – Draft SDs for Eastside
·         Wednesday 5/6– Catherine’ and Pedro’s comments
·         Monday 5/11– Final Draft SD submittal to OCII
·         Monday 5/11– Draft Memo routing for review
·         Wednesday 5/13– Final SDs complete, with copies to OCII for mailing on Friday 5/15 (copies


to Planning as well)
·         Friday 5/15 – OCII Memo and booklets mailed


Westside SDs
·         Friday 5/1 – Draft SDs for Westside
·         Monday 5/4 – Catherine’s comments, Pedro is not in until Tuesday, so there will be some


additional on that Wednesday the 6th (David may be reviewing these SDs)
·         Monday 5/11 – Final Draft SD submittal to OCII
·         Monday 5/18 – Draft Memo routing for review
·         Monday 5/18 – Final SDs complete, with copies to OCII/Planning for mailing on Wednesday


5/20
·         Thursday 5/21 – Planning Memo and booklets mailed for both East/Westside
·         Wednesday 5/27 – OCII Memo and booklets mailed (may mail earlier if ready to go)


 
 
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: "Clarke Miller"
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: GSW BC/SD review timeline
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:36:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


You have Pedro looking at all 5 in a 24 hour period.  Please keep in mind I am also about to have the
entire EIR come to me for review at the same time as the 5 SDs. We will see what we can do. 
 
I would appreciate if you could push back on Manica’s team and get us a few extra days.  Each day
makes a difference.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: GSW BC/SD review timeline
 
Catherine,
Jesse asked me to forward you the dates we’re carrying for BC/SD draft submittals and reviews. The
Westside dates are the same as the ones you sent Jesse two weeks ago. The Eastside ones are
compressed and have shorter review times than what you previously sent us. We know those
durations are aggressive, so we’ll hold to hear from you whether it’s achievable. Our hope is that the
Eastside review can be faster for all since we’ve had more opportunities to review the design
together and there don’t appear to be open design issues still to be resolved. We’d be excited to get
this all wrapped up under your watch. But again, please let us know your thoughts.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
 
TIMELINE:
 
COMMISSION DATES:


·         5/19 OCII East Side
·         5/28 Planning Full Site



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/







·         6/2 OCII West Side


Eastside SDs (Draft submission is 10 days behind Catherine’s schedule; mailing date unchanged)
·         Monday 5/4 – Draft SDs for Eastside
·         Wednesday 5/6– Catherine’ and Pedro’s comments
·         Monday 5/11– Final Draft SD submittal to OCII
·         Monday 5/11– Draft Memo routing for review
·         Wednesday 5/13– Final SDs complete, with copies to OCII for mailing on Friday 5/15 (copies


to Planning as well)
·         Friday 5/15 – OCII Memo and booklets mailed


Westside SDs
·         Friday 5/1 – Draft SDs for Westside
·         Monday 5/4 – Catherine’s comments, Pedro is not in until Tuesday, so there will be some


additional on that Wednesday the 6th (David may be reviewing these SDs)
·         Monday 5/11 – Final Draft SD submittal to OCII
·         Monday 5/18 – Draft Memo routing for review
·         Monday 5/18 – Final SDs complete, with copies to OCII/Planning for mailing on Wednesday


5/20
·         Thursday 5/21 – Planning Memo and booklets mailed for both East/Westside
·         Wednesday 5/27 – OCII Memo and booklets mailed (may mail earlier if ready to go)


 
 
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: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Debbie Kern; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Maher, Christine (ADM)
Cc: Richard Berkson; Michael Nimon (mnimon@epsys.com)
Subject: RE: Warriors FIA Report
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 3:52:42 PM
Attachments: Fiscal Feasibility_2015-03-20 dk comments.pdf


EPS is awaiting confirmation from Dan Barrett on the following outstanding questions and will
reissue the report incorporating your comments Debbie.  CC:ing them here.  Once they do so, will
KMA draft a letter describing your review and concurrence?  Hoping to tie up any remaining loose
ends this week so we can release publicly next week.


1. Table A-10: Is the “Fixed Fee Rentals/Misc.” attendance too high (it is from the Warriors), and if so,
what should we use in the alternate?  


2. Table A-12: We clarified how we arrived at our average tax assumption and feel comfortable with
it, but will defer to you if you recommend an alternative assumption. 


Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Debbie Kern [mailto:dkern@keysermarston.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 10:43 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Maher, Christine (ADM)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Warriors FIA Report
 
Catherine - Thank you.
Debbie
 
Debbie M. Kern, Senior Principal 
Keyser Marston Associates, Inc. 
160 Pacific Avenue, Suite 204
San Francisco, CA  94111 
(415) 398-3050, ext. 230 
(415) 397-5065 (fax) 
dkern@keysermarston.com 
www.keysermarston.com
 
This e-mail message and any attachments are confidential.  If you are not the intended recipient,
please immediately reply to the sender and delete the message from your e-mail system.  Thank you.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 10:39 AM
To: Maher, Christine (ADM); Debbie Kern
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Warriors FIA Report
 
Sounds like EPS has incorporated the changes and is working on a sensitivity analysis to address a
non-arena alternative.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 



This report evaluates the public revenues expected to be generated by the proposed 
development of the Multi-Venue Project proposed by the Golden State Warriors (GSW) on the 
site formerly owned by Salesforce located in Mission Bay (the “Project”). A more detailed 
description of the Project is provided in CHAPTER 1. This report updates public tax revenues 
estimated in the Chapter 29 report prepared for the previous GSW proposal at Piers 30-32.  



Potential costs have been separately estimated by the City. Appendix A documents the 
estimates and calculations that generate the projected tax revenues. The estimates in this 
analysis will change as a result of program refinement, actual attendance and expenditures, 
future local and State budget and fiscal conditions, and other cyclical economic factors. 



Table 1 Fiscal Results Summary – Ongoing Revenues (2014$) 



 





dkern


Sticky Note


For consistency purposes, I would recommend deleting the footnotes on this table and inserting the "Calculation Reference" column as you have on Table A-1.  Otherwise, the use of footnotes to explain some items and the lack of explanation on others is confusing.
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Sticky Note


I would suggest either adding the modifier  "a portion of" or deleting the reference to Salesforce.   I would simply say " on a 12-acre site in Mission Bay."











Fiscal Impact Analysis: Revenues 
San Francisco Multi-Purpose Venue 
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TABLE 2 summarizes various one-time revenues anticipated from development of the Project. 
These revenues will be spread over the initial years of Project development. 



Table 2 Fiscal Results Summary, One-Time Revenues 



 



Item Total



Development Impact Fees (1)
Child Care $662,000
TIDF - §411.3 $17,436,000



Other One-Time Revenues
Sales Taxes During Construction $4,408,000
Gross Receipts Tax During Construction $2,953,000
Property Transfer Tax from Initial Land Sale $4,200,000



Total One-Time Revenues $29,659,000



(1) Impact fee rates as of January 1, 2015. Fee estimates per San Francisco Planning Dept.
See Table A-3 for details on fee calculations.



* Numbers have been rounded to the nearest thousand.
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1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



The proposed Project includes a 775,000-square foot arena including 25,000 square feet of event 
management and team operations space. Additional development includes 522,000 square feet 
of office and 112,500 square feet of retail uses. The Project is also envisioned to include 950 
parking spaces and 3.2 acres of open space, as shown in TABLE 3. 



The proposed Project involves GSW’s construction of a new privately financed, state-of-the art 
multi-purpose venue with seating for approximately 18,000 persons, capable of being used as an 
event venue and for other public assembly uses, including conventions, Golden State Warriors' 
home games, performing arts, and other purposes. The arena is envisioned to generate 205 
annual events and attract about 2,071,400 paid visitors. 



Table 3 Summary Project Description 



Item



Multi-Purpose Venue
Building Area (1) 750,000 sq.ft.
Number of Seats 18,064 seats
Events 205 annually
Annual Paid Attendance (rounded) 2,071,400
Annual turnstile Attendance (2) 1,899,000



Parking (3) 950 spaces
Parking Area 427,500 sq.ft.



Other Development
Event Management/Team Operations Space 25,000 sq.ft.
Retail 112,500 sq.ft.
Office 522,000 sq.ft.
Open Space 3.2 acres



(1) Includes 25,000 square feet associated with the practice facility/training areas.
(2) Based on a weighted avg. of approximately 90% of sold event tickets.
(3) Additional 132 offsite spaces for team operations not included.



Source: GSW; Economic & Planning Systems, Inc.; Barrett Sports Group.



Total
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Sticky Note


Square footage is not consistent with text.  Notes from last meeting indicate that the GBA is 775,000 sf
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I suggest providing more information about the location of the project, its boundaries, who is developing it, the entitlement/construction schedule.  I would also say at this point that the site was purchased from Salesforce in __________.  
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2. KEY ASSUMPTIONS AND METHODOLOGY 



The Project will generate a range of tax revenues as summarized in TABLES 1 and 2. These 
revenues will help fund services to the Project area, as well as Citywide services and facilities. 
This section describes the revenues and basic methodology for the estimates. Assumptions and 
calculations of fiscal benefits are further described in APPENDIX A. Actual results will vary 
depending on the actual levels and types of activities, as well as fiscal and economic conditions 
at the time the Project is completed and open. 



Proper ty  Taxes  



Property tax based on 1 percent of value will be collected from the land and improvements in the 
Project. The Project is located in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area. Within this 
Redevelopment Area, the taxes collected will be distributed to the San Francisco Redevelopment 
Agency for redevelopment purposes. A 20 percent portion1 of the 1.0 percent gross “tax 
increment” collected is required by California Redevelopment Law to be passed-through to taxing 
entities (including the CCSF), and 20 percent is required to be allocated to affordable housing 
purposes. The remainder is available for redevelopment purposes, namely the funding of capital 
improvements including payment of debt service that extends beyond the development period. 
After buildout, tax increment not otherwise committed to debt service or other redevelopment 
purposes could be available for distribution to taxing entities, including the General Fund.  



The Project would result in annual revenue of $912,000 to the CCSF based on AB1290 pass-
through allocations (after distributions to affordable housing set-asides and redevelopment 
purposes) at buildout. The estimates are based on the amount of redevelopment pass-through to 
the General Fund after accounting for adjustments to ERAF2 deductions; the General Fund would 
receive 55.59 percent of the 20 percent pass-through of gross tax increment.3 



The General Fund distributes 9 cents from its property tax revenue to other dedicated City 
purposes, including the Children’s Fund, Library Fund, and Open Space Fund. The assessed value 
is assumed to grow at a 2 percent annual rate (or at CPI, whichever is less) as required by State 
law, unless a transaction occurs which would reset the assessed value to the transaction price, or 
depreciation negatively affects assessed value. 



                                            



1 While the Project Area is currently in Tier 2 that requires an additional 16.8 percent allocation, the 
City and County of San Francisco (CCSF) General Fund and Special Funds only capture a share of 
20 percent in Tier 1, while the San Francisco Unified School District captures a property tax from both 
tiers. 



2 ERAF is the Education Revenue Augmentation Fund that receives a share of property tax and is used 
by the State to supplement education funding. 



3 Source: Correspondence from Seifel Consulting Inc., per discussions with CCSF Controller's Office, 
2/5/10. 
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The secured assessed value of the multi-purpose venue and parking is based on the direct 
construction cost for the structure, which is conservative. Market values for other uses are based 
on the capitalized value of their net income stream. Unsecured property tax revenues are added 
to the estimates; the values shown are based on current GSW tax payments, and are likely to be 
higher in a new facility. It is likely that property taxes will also accrue during construction, 
depending on the timing and method of assessment and tax levy. 



Proper ty  Tax  In -L ieu  o f  Veh i c le  L i cense  Fees  



Changes in the State budget converted a significant portion of Motor Vehicle License Fee (VLF) 
subventions, previously distributed by the State based on a per-capita formula, into property tax 
distributions. These distributions increase over time based on assessed value growth within each 
entity. To the extent that development of the Multi-Purpose Venue results in an increase in the 
City assessed value, these revenues are projected to increase proportionately.  



Proper ty  T ra ns fe r  Tax  



The City collects a property transfer tax of $6.80 per $1,000 of transferred value on transactions 
up to $1 million, $7.50 per $1,000 on transactions up to $5 million, $20.00 per $1,000 on 
transactions from $5 million to $10 million, and $25.00 per $1,000 on transactions above 
$10 million.  



The City will receive one-time transfer tax from the land transaction between Salesforce and 
GSW. Because of the infrequency of commercial sales, no transfer taxes are assumed from 
commercial properties or the multi-purpose venue. 



Sa les  Taxes  



The City General Fund receives 1 percent of taxable sales, in addition to sales taxes for public 
safety and transportation purposes.  



Sales taxes will be generated from several Project-related sources: 



 Concession sales from the multi-purpose venue 
 Sales at new retail uses  



Visiting basketball teams can generate a significant amount of commercial activity, including 
taxable expenditures and hotel revenues; however, nearly all of the Warriors opponents 
currently stay in San Francisco, therefore they will not represent a net increase in economic 
activity or public revenues. 



In addition to the 1 percent sales tax received by every city and county in California, voter-
approved local taxes dedicated to transportation purposes are collected. Two special districts, the 
San Francisco County Transportation Authority and the San Francisco Public Financing Authority 
(related to San Francisco Unified School District) also receive a portion of sales taxes (0.50 and 
0.25 percent, respectively, in addition to the 1 percent local portion). The City also receives 
revenues from the State based on sales tax for the purpose of funding public safety-related 
expenditures. 
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S a l es  Taxes  f rom Cons t ruc t ion  



One-time revenues during the construction phases of the Project will be generated by sales and 
use tax on construction materials and fixtures. Sales tax would be allocated directly to the City 
and County of San Francisco. 



Tra ns ient  Oc cupa nc y  Tax  ( TOT)  



Hotel Room Tax (also known as Transient Occupancy Tax or TOT) will be generated by hotel 
occupancies generated by the Project. The City currently receives 14 percent of room charges. 
While all of the Hotel Room Tax proceeds can be allocated to the General Fund, historically, a 
share also funded special programs like cultural equity endowment fund, culture centers, 
publicity/advertising events, and War Memorial. The actual allocations vary depending on future 
policy decisions by the Board of Supervisors.  



TOT estimates are based on total room-nights generated by a portion of visitors from outside the 
region. This potential demand was reduced by 50 percent to account for a portion of visitors that 
will choose not to stay overnight in San Francisco or those that would have stayed in San 
Francisco regardless of the Project.  



Park ing  Tax  



The City collects tax on parking charges at garages and lots open to the public. The tax is 
25 percent of the pre-tax parking charge. The SFMTA retains 80 percent of the parking tax 
revenue, the other 20 percent is available to the General Fund for allocation to special programs 
or purposes. 



Although the proposed parking garage in the Project will provide parking that may be included in 
the cost of certain basketball season tickets, it is assumed that the equivalent parking tax would 
be charged for the value of the parking services provided.4  Similarly, parking tax is assumed to 
be paid for the use of garage parking spaces by GSW staff and visiting teams, as well as other 
staff or performers at the multi-purpose venue. 



Additional parking tax revenues would be generated by visitors to events at the multi-purpose 
venue and office and retail uses. Parking tax is based on total cars parking on-site and off-site 
generated by demand from the multi-purpose venue events. This analysis assumes that spillover 
parking demand generated by the Project in excess of that accommodated on site would 
generate parking tax revenue elsewhere in the City.  



                                            



4 Correspondence from the Treasurer-Tax Collector’s Office, David Augustine to Jennifer Matz, 
09/14/2012 
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S t ad ium Adm iss ions  Tax  



Events at the multi-purpose venue may be subject to the current stadium admissions tax.5  
Currently, the San Francisco Giants pay a Stadium Tax of 25 cents per ticket for events at AT&T 
Park. The majority of events at the proposed multi-purpose venue would be subject to a higher 
tax rate of $2.25 ticket, while non-basketball events would be subject to a lower tax. An average 
rate of $2.10 per ticket is used for this analysis. The analysis applies the tax, assuming a mix of 
ticket prices, to all events except fixed fee rentals. To the extent the Stadium Tax applies to the 
Project, Stadium Tax receipts will be deposited into the City’s General Fund. A portion is 
allocated to the Recreation and Park Department, the amount of which may vary depending on 
future policy decisions by the Board of Supervisors.  



Gross  Rece ip ts  Tax  



Estimated gross receipts tax revenues from on-site businesses and activities are derived from 
revenue estimates using data from the City’s Assessor, retail sales, and parking revenue 
projections. This analysis does not estimate the “phase in” of this tax during the 2014 to 2017 
period and assumes gross receipts taxes will be substantial enough to replace the existing 
payroll tax. Actual revenues from future gross receipt taxes will depend on a range of variables, 
including the multi-purpose venue performance, business sizes, share of activity within San 
Francisco, and other factors. 



Additional taxes would be generated through indirect economic activity; these were estimated 
and shown separately from direct tax revenues because of their secondary nature. 



Ut i l i t y  User  Tax  



The utility user tax is a 7.5 percent tax on commercial utility billings. The fiscal analysis 
estimates the revenues based on the existing GSW arena utility cost of $1.5 million a year, which 
is below comparable arenas. In addition, utility costs for commercial uses are estimated on a per 
square foot basis.   



One-T ime  Revenues  



The City will collect a number of revenues that are not recurring, as described in prior sections. 
One-time revenues include: 



 Transfer taxes on the initial land sale  
 Sales taxes from the sale of construction materials 
 Gross receipts taxes from construction activity 



The Project will also pay development impact fees, as explained below. 



                                            



5 Correspondence from the Treasurer-Tax Collector’s Office, David Augustine to Jennifer Matz, 
09/14/2012 
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Development Impact Fees 



GSW will pay to the City all applicable development impact fees relating to developing the 
Project. Applicable City impact fees include: 



 Child Care (Planning Code Sec. 414) – A fee per square foot paid by office and event 
management space uses 



 Transit Impact Development Fee (Planning Code Sec. 411.3) – A fee per square foot paid by 
all commercial uses. 



In addition to the impact fees charged by the City, there are a range of other utility connection 
and capacity charges that will be collected based on utility consumption and other factors. Other 
fees will include school impact fees to be paid to the San Francisco Unified School District. 
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Fiscal Analysis 











Table A-1
San Francisco Revenue Summary (2014 dollars)
Multi-Purpose Venue 



Item Annual Total



Annual General Revenue
Property Tax (General Fund) $911,515
Property Tax in Lieu of VLF $804,072
Sales Tax $520,948
Gross Receipts Tax:



On-site $2,431,277
Off-site (1) $42,151



Parking Tax $482,197
Hotel/Motel Tax (General Fund) $1,667,012
Stadium Admissions Tax $4,335,920
Utility User Tax $253,707



Subtotal $11,448,801



Annual Other Dedicated and Restricted Revenue
Special Fund Property Taxes (Children's, Library, and Open Space)  $148,000
Public Safety Sales Tax $260,474
San Francisco County Transportation Authority Sales Tax $260,474
MTA Parking Tax $1,928,789



Subtotal $2,597,737



TOTAL REVENUES $14,046,538



(1) Reflects additional tax generated by the Multi-Purpose Venue visitors off-site from additional hotel.



Source: Economic & Planning Systems, Inc.



Table A-12



Calculation Reference



Table A-4
Table A-5
Table A-7



Table A-13



Table A-10 - A-11
Table A-8
Table A-8



Table A-8



Table A-4



Table A-12



Table A-11



Table A-10 - A-11



Economic & Planning Systems, Inc.  3/20/2015 P:\121000\121081Warriors\Model\Fiscal\121081FIA1_032015











Table A-2
Employment Estimates
Multi-Purpose Venue 



Item FTE/Total $ Source



Multi-Purpose Venue (1)
Full-time operations 105 Golden State Warriors
Event staff (2) 205 EPS estimate, based on GSW input



Golden State Warriors
   Players 15 Golden State Warriors
   Other Staff (3) 150 Golden State Warriors
Retail 273 sq.ft. per FTE 412
Office 268 sq.ft. per FTE 1,948
Parking 270 spaces per FTE 4 HPS FIA



Total Permanent Employment On-site 2,839



Project Construction
Total Development Cost (4) $1,102,047,048
Labor Portion of Construction Cost (5) 20% of construction value $220,409,410



Construction: Job-Years (temporary) (6) $77,500 average annual wage 2,844 California Economic Development Department



(1) Assumes 100 full-time workers with the remainder as part-time staff; part-time workers are converted into FTEs based on 205 annual Multi-Purpose Venue events 



  assuming a typical 5-day 50-week work cycle.
(2) Reflects 500 employees in 6-hour shifts during the Warriors games and 280 employees in 6-hour shifts for all other events.
(3) Includes the Golden State Warriors non-staff franchise employment, such as trainers, coaches, doctors, scouts, and administration.
(4) Construction cost estimates per GSW; includes soft costs (planning, design, etc.).
(5) Treasure Island Fiscal Analysis.
(6) Wage based on the average annual construction annual salaries reported for the San Francisco MSA by EDD.



Sources: Golden State Warriors and Economic & Planning Systems, Inc.



Assumption
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Table A-3
San Francisco City One-Time Fee Revenue Estimate
Multi-Purpose Venue 



Item Office/Event Retail TOTAL
Management Space



New Development (sq.ft.) (2) 547,000 112,500 750,000
New Residential Units 



City Fees (per gross building sq.ft.) (3)
Child Care $1.21 $0.00 $0.00 $661,870
Transit Impact Development Fee (§411.3) (4) $8.87 $14.59 $14.59 $17,435,765



Total Development Impact Fee $5,513,760 $1,641,375 $10,942,500 $18,097,635



Other In-Lieu Impact Fees (5)
Public Art - Installation or Fee 1% const. cost 1% const. cost 1% const. cost
Street Trees



One-Time Transfer Tax $4,200,000



(1) Estimated subject to fees based on the gross area.
(2) Excludes parking area.
(3) All impact fees are effective as of 1/1/15 and are subject to change based on final project scope of project. 
(4) The office fee reflects the increment between the current maximum and the baseline $5 per square foot fee established with the Redevelopment Plan.
(5) Can be offset by the developer's construction of public improvements and addressed through an "In-Kind Agreement". 



Multi-Purpose 
Venue (1)



see Table A-7
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Table A-4
Property Tax Estimate
Multi-Purpose Venue 



Item Total



Secured Assessed Value (1)
Multi-Purpose Venue $550,000,000



Other Development
Event Management/Team Operations Space $14,500,000
Retail $41,343,750
Office $302,760,000
Parking $33,250,000



Subtotal $391,853,750



New Taxable Value $941,853,750



Gross Secured Possessory Interest/Property Tax 1.0% of new AV $9,418,538
Unsecured Tax from the Warriors (2) $183,333
Unsecured Tax From Other Uses (3) $391,854



Subtotal $9,993,725



(less) Existing Taxes (4) ($1,795,169)



Total $8,198,556



Property Tax 
Tier 1 Property Tax Pass Through (5) 20.0% 1,639,711
Tier 2 Property Tax Pass Through (5) 16.8% 1,377,357
Tier 1 and 2 Property Tax Pass Throughs (5) 36.8% 3,017,069



Net New General Fund Share (after ERAF) 55.59% property tax tier 1 pass through $911,515
Special Funds (6) 9.00% property tax tier 1 pass through $147,574
SF Unified School District 7.70% property tax pass through $232,314
Affordable Housing Set Aside $1,639,711



Assumptions
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Notes to Table A-4



(2) Based on the existing Golden State Warriors assessment and payment adjusted for the difference in tax rates;
      the new assessment is likely to exceed this payment.
(3) Assumed at 10% of Warriors Event Management/Team Operations Space and retail assessed value.



(5) While the pass throughs increase above 20% in tiers 2 and 3 per AB1290, the City only receives the share of Tier 1 pass through. The City's
   share of Tiers 2 and 3 goes to the redevelopment agency successor (02.13.13 interview with the SF Controller's Office). Mission Bay South
   redevelopment area is currently in Tier 2 with 36.8% generated in pass throughs.
(6) Special funds include property tax set aside for Library, Open Space, and Children's Fund. This reflects the recent approval of Measure C, 
   which will start shifting the General Fund allocation to Children's Fund by 0.25% increments of pass throughs starting in FY15-16 until reaching
   55.59% of the 1% base property tax, a reduction from the current 56.59%.



Sources: Golden State Warriors; City of San Francisco; Economic & Planning Systems, Inc.



(1) Initial secured assessed valuation is based on the assessed value of $550 million for the Multi-Purpose Venue (equal to the hard construction 
costs of the structure), and the market values of all other uses as follows: $580 per square foot for office space and Warriors Event 
Management/Team Operations Space, $368 per square foot for retail, and construction cost of $45,000 per space for parking.



(4) Reflects the existing property tax based on the land sale from Salesforce inflated by 2% a year over 2 years.



Note: Total assessed value slightly less than total development costs due to the exclusion of "soft costs" from assessed value; this is a 
conservative assumption.
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Table A-5
Property Tax in Lieu of VLF Estimate
Multi-Purpose Venue 



Item Total



Citywide Total Assessed Value (millions $) (1) $171,700



Total Assessed Value of Project (see property tax calculation) $941.85
(less) Existing Value -$179.52



Net Increase in Project Assessed Value (millions $) $762.34



Growth in Citywide AV due to Project 0.444%
Total Property Tax in Lieu of Vehicle License Fee (VLF) (FY2013-14) (1) $181,100,000



Net New Property Tax in Lieu of VLF $804,072



(1) Based on the estimate for FY2013-14 provided by the City staff.



Sources: Economic & Planning Systems, Inc.
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Table A-6
Property Transfer Tax 
Multi-Purpose Venue 



Item Total



One-Time Transfer Tax
Estimated Land Sale (1) $172,546,000



One-time Transfer Tax (2) $24.34 per $1,000 value $4,200,000



Sources: GSW; City of San Francisco; Economic & Planning Systems, Inc.



Assumptions



(1) Reflects a land acquisition of a portion of the original Salesforce site based on the FAR allocation (1 mill. sq.ft.).
(2) Based on the City's graduated tax that varies between $5 per $1,000 on the first $250,000 in value and $25 per $1,000 on 
value above $10 million with the total provided by the City.



Economic & Planning Systems, Inc.   3/20/2015  P:\121000\121081Warriors\Model\Fiscal\121081FIA1_032015





dkern


Sticky Note


Please provide the calculation.  It is 1 million square feet *$172.55 per square foot.  Please provide the basis for the $172.55 per square foot. 











Table A-7
Sales Tax Estimates
Multi-Purpose Venue 



Item Total



Taxable Sales From Multi-Purpose Venue
Warriors Game Concessions and Merchandise $21.60 per attendee (turnstile) $15,768,000
Other Event Concessions $11.00 per attendee (turnstile) $12,859,000



Total $28,627,000



Sales Tax to General Fund 1.0% of sales $286,270
(less) Existing Sales Shift (1) ($18,447)



Net New Sales Tax $267,823



Taxable Sales From Commercial Space
Retail $450 per sq.ft. $50,625,000



Sales Tax to San Francisco 1.0% of taxable sales $506,250
(less) Shift From Existing Sales (2) ($253,125)



Net New Sales Tax $253,125



Annual Sales Tax after Shift of Existing Sales
Sales Tax to the City General Fund 1.00% $520,948
Public Safety Sales Tax (3) 0.50% of taxable sales $260,474
San Francisco County Transportation Authority (3) 0.50% of taxable sales $260,474
SF Public Financing Authority (Schools) (3) 0.25% of taxable sales $130,237



One-Time Sales Taxes on Construction Materials and Supplies
Total Development Value (4) $1,102,047,048
Supply/Materials Portion of Construction Cost 80.00% $881,637,639
San Francisco Capture of Taxable Sales 50.00% $440,818,819
Sales Tax to San Francisco 1.0% of taxable sales $4,408,188



(3) Sales tax proportions for these entities are as reported in Controller's Office publication on sales tax from 2008.
(4) Construction cost estimates per GSW; includes soft costs (planning, design, etc.).
Sources: Golden State Warriors; City of San Francisco; Economic & Planning Systems, Inc.



Assumptions



(1) A portion of new sales from San Francisco residents at the facility are expected to have occurred elsewhere in San Francisco, 
were the project not built.  To account for this, sales that would have occurred elsewhere in San Francisco are deducted from the 
total. This proportion is estimated based on the following factors: 30% of Multi-Purpose Venue visitors are San Francisco 
residents with the remainder drawn from other locations; half of the spending of San Francisco residents is assumed to be shifted 
from other purchases in the City on non-basketball events.
(2) Deducts share of sales that would have occurred elsewhere in San Francisco (assumes 50%).
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Table A-8
Transient Occupancy Tax Estimates
Multi-Purpose Venue 



Item Total



Overnight Attendees in San Francisco for Multi-Purpose Venue Events
Events per Year 205
Total turnstile attendance 1,899,000
Potential Overnight Visitors (1) 189,900
Net New Overnight Visitors (2) 50% 94,950



Hotel Room Demand 1.90 people per room 49,974



Off Site Hotel/Motel Room Proceeds (3) $238 per room- night $11,907,230



Total Hotel/Motel Tax Revenue (4) 14% of room revenue $1,667,012



(1) Assumed non-resident visitors from outside Bay Area are estimated based on the traffic analysis allocation of arena visitors. 
(2) Estimated share of potential room demand from visitors outside region, who would have stayed in San Francisco anyhow, or stayed elsewhere.
(3) Reflects the FY2013-14 Citywide average reported by CCSF.
(4) Historically, a share of the General Fund revenue was allocated to fund cultural equity endowment fund, culture centers, publicity/advertising events, and War Memorial.



Sources: City of San Francisco; Economic & Planning Systems. 



Estimating Factor
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Table A-9
Parking Tax
Multi-Purpose Venue 



Item Total



Total Spaces On Site 950



Parking Revenues On Site
Total (1) $25 per day $8,668,750
(less) Vacancy 30% ($2,600,625)



Total $6,068,125



Spaces Off Site
Annual Demand (spaces) (2) 178,791
Total Parking Revenue $20 per day $3,575,821



San Francisco Parking Tax 25% of annual revenue $2,410,987
Parking Tax Allocation to Gen'l Fund/Special Programs 20% of tax proceeds $482,197
Parking Tax Allocation to Municipal Transp. Fund 80% of tax proceeds $1,928,789



(1) Based on parking revenue of $25 a day net of parking taxes.
(2) Reflects parking demand generated by the Multi-Purpose Venue visitors only in excess of onsite capacity
   it is likely that additional revenue will be generated by parking demand resulting from other Project components, 
   such as commercial space.



Sources: GSW and Economic & Planning Systems, Inc.



Assumption



Economic & Planning Systems, Inc.  3/20/2015 P:\121000\121081Warriors\Model\Fiscal\121081FIA1_032015





dkern


Sticky Note


Please provide this calculation.  If the total demand (Table A-10) is 421,516 parking spaces and the on-site capacity is 194,750 (950 * 205 events), then the off-site # would be 226,766.











Table A-10
Daily Parking & Transit Demand Estimate
Multi-Purpose Venue 



Event 
Turnstile Average Daily Event Annual



Annual 
Parking Daily Event Annual



Events Attendance per Car Pkg. Demand (1) Events Space Muni Ridership (2) Ridership
(round trip)



Basketball Games 17,000 2.5 3,740 41 153,340 4,080 167,280
GSW Preseason 11,000 2.5 2,420 3 7,260 2,640 7,920
Concerts 12,000 2.8 2,357 30 70,714 2,880 86,400
Concerts Theater 3,000 2.8 589 15 8,839 720 10,800
Other Sporting Events 7,000 2.8 1,375 30 41,250 1,680 50,400
Family Shows 5,000 4.0 688 55 37,813 1,200 66,000
Fixed Fee Rentals/Miscellaneous 9,000 1.5 3,300 31 102,300 2,160 66,960



Total 205 421,516 455,760



(1) On average, 55% of the visitors are assumed to be arriving by car.
(2) Muni ridership assumed to be 60% of transit ridership, which is projected to be 40% of turnstile attendance.



Sources: Golden State Warriors; EPS review of AT&T Park modal split survey (MTA);  EPS review of Travel Demand Summary.



Economic & Planning Systems, Inc.  3/20/2015 P:\121000\121081Warriors\Model\Fiscal\121081FIA1_032015





dkern


Sticky Note


My notes from the meeting indicated that Dan thought the fixed fee attendance was too high and that he was going to provide a more realistic estimate.  Did you receive that estimate?











Table A-11
Stadium Admissions Tax
Multi-Purpose Venue 



Item Total



Annual Multi-Purpose Venue Ticket Sales (1)
Warriors Games 772,508
Other Events 1,298,889



Average Admission Tax (2) $2.10
Warriors Games $2.25
Other Events $2.00



Total Annual Admission Tax (3) $4,335,920



(1) Paid attendance; excludes fixed fee rental events.



(2) Reflects a range of ticket prices with "other events" assumed at $2 per ticket (assumes 15% of the tickets below $25, 85% 
   above $27) and the Warriors games assumed at $2.25 per ticket (applies to tickets exceeding $27 in value). Combines regular 
   admission and supplemental admission tax.
(3) Historically, a share of the revenue was allocated to recreation and parks; this analysis assumes the revenue is fully captured 
   by the General Fund.



Sources: City of San Francisco; Economic & Planning Systems. 
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Sticky Note


My meeting notes indicate that Dan thought that the avg. tax for "other events" should be less than $2.00.  Did you receive any new information?





dkern


Sticky Note


Please see note in narrative section.  If it is not certain that the admissions tax will apply, then we need to include that qualifier and calculate the total of estimated revenues with and without the admissions tax.











Table A-12
Gross Receipts Tax Estimates
Multi-Purpose Venue 



Total Gross GR Allocated Gross
Item Receipts (GR) to SF for GR Tax up to $1m $1m - $2.5m $2.5m - $25m $25m+ Receipts Tax



Multi-Purpose Venue (1) $67,593,667 $67,593,667 0.285% 0.285% 0.300% 0.300% $202,406
Golden State Warriors (2) $160,000,000 $97,582,418 0.300% 0.325% 0.325% 0.400% $371,330
Retail (3) $25,312,500 $25,312,500 0.075% 0.100% 0.135% 0.165% $25,313
Office (3) (4) $415,917,440 $374,325,696 0.400% 0.460% 0.510% 0.560% $1,721,898
Parking $8,668,750 $8,668,750 0.075% 0.100% 0.135% 0.160% $10,578
Office/Retail Rent (3) $35,001,000 $35,001,000 0.285% 0.285% 0.300% 0.300% $99,753



Subtotal $712,493,356 $608,484,030 $2,431,277



Off-Site Impacts
Parking $3,575,821 $3,575,821 0.075% 0.100% 0.135% 0.160% $3,702
Off-site Hotels $11,907,230 $11,907,230 0.300% 0.325% 0.325% 0.400% $38,448



Subtotal $15,483,051 $15,483,051 $42,151



Total Gross Receipts $727,976,408 $623,967,081 $2,473,428



Project Construction
Total Development Value (5) $1,102,047,048 $1,102,047,048
Direct Construction Cost (6) $659,400,000 $659,400,000 0.300% 0.325% 0.400% 0.450% $2,952,675



(1) Includes concessions and merchandise sales during events and ticket sales for non-Warrior games assuming an average ticket sale price of $30; Warriors ticket 
    sales are captured under the Warriors revenues.
(2) Assumes that 61% (50% of player salaries and 100% of support staff) of the maximum tax potential would be generated to the City given that players  would not be
   subject to the tax for games played outside of San Francisco.
(3) Based on the tax rate in the 3rd tier since the number of tenants and associates receipts per tenant are not known.
(4) Based on the IMPLAN-derived factor of $213,500 per office employee; 90% of gross receipts are assumed to be subject to the tax as businesses with receipts below 
   $1 million and employment outside of San Francisco will be exempt.
(5)  Construction cost estimates per GSW; includes soft costs (planning, design, etc.).
(6) Hard costs have not been estimated for the entire project; as a planning estimate, roughly 30% of costs are assumed to be planning and engineering costs. 



Sources: City of San Francisco; Economic & Planning Systems. 



Gross Revenue Tier
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Sticky Note


Please see note to Table A-2 regarding consistency of calculation of materials costs.  If this is an estimate of hard costs, then materials costs would be a component of hard costs and less than $659,400,000.  Please also explain the rationale for basing gross receipts tax on direct construction costs.





dkern


Sticky Note


rate should be 0.16%





dkern


Sticky Note


rate should be 0.35%.











Table A-13
Utility User Tax Estimates
Multi-Purpose Venue 



Item Total



Arena Utility Cost (1) $1,490,000



Other Uses
Retail $2.87 per sq.ft. $322,875
Office (including Event Management and 
Team Operations) $2.87 per sq.ft. $1,569,890



Total Annual Commercial Utility Cost $3,382,765



Utility User Tax 7.5% of commercial utility cost (2) $253,707



(1) Based on the existing annual cost for the Warriors arena in Oakland; this estimate is conservative relative 
   to costs incurred by other comparable arenas across the country.



Assumption
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Sticky Note


Need to provide footnote #2.


















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


From: Maher, Christine (ADM) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 8:21 AM
To: Debbie Kern
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: FW: Warriors FIA Report
 
Hi Debbie,
 
Adam is out of the office until 4/20, but  Catherine will be able to provide some initial feedback.  I’ve
copied her above, as she wasn’t on the original email.
 
Thanks,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Manager, Real Estate and Development Services
 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: (415) 749-2481
Email: christine.maher@sfgov.org


 


From: Debbie Kern [mailto:dkern@keysermarston.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 06, 2015 2:25 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Maher, Christine (ADM)
Subject: FW: Warriors FIA Report
 
Hi Adam and Christine,
 
Just checking in on the status of the fiscal analysis.
Debbie
 
Debbie M. Kern, Senior Principal 
Keyser Marston Associates, Inc. 
160 Pacific Avenue, Suite 204
San Francisco, CA  94111 
(415) 398-3050, ext. 230 
(415) 397-5065 (fax) 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:christine.maher@sfgov.org

mailto:dkern@keysermarston.com





dkern@keysermarston.com 
www.keysermarston.com
 
This e-mail message and any attachments are confidential.  If you are not the intended recipient,
please immediately reply to the sender and delete the message from your e-mail system.  Thank you.
 


From: Debbie Kern 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 12:50 PM
To: 'Michael Nimon'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (adam.vandewater@sfgov.org); Richard Berkson; 'Maher, Christine
(CII)'
Subject: RE: Warriors FIA Report
 
Hi Michael and team,
 
Attached are our comments on the draft.  Please call me with any questions.
 
Debbie
 
Debbie M. Kern, Senior Principal 
Keyser Marston Associates, Inc. 
160 Pacific Avenue, Suite 204
San Francisco, CA  94111 
(415) 398-3050, ext. 230 
(415) 397-5065 (fax) 
dkern@keysermarston.com 
www.keysermarston.com
 
This e-mail message and any attachments are confidential.  If you are not the intended recipient,
please immediately reply to the sender and delete the message from your e-mail system.  Thank you.
 


From: Michael Nimon [mailto:mnimon@epsys.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 2:22 PM
To: Debbie Kern
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) (adam.vandewater@sfgov.org); Richard Berkson
Subject: Warriors FIA Report
 
Hi Debbie,
 
Attached please find a copy of the latest report draft we shared with Adam on Friday.
 
Thanks,
 
MICHAEL NIMON
Senior Associate


Economic & Planning Systems (EPS)
1 Kaiser Plaza, Suite 1410
Oakland, CA 94612
Direct: 510-740-2070
Main: 510-841-9190
http://www.epsys.com



mailto:dkern@keysermarston.com

http://www.keysermarston.com/

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:dkern@keysermarston.com

http://www.keysermarston.com/

mailto:mnimon@epsys.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

http://www.epsys.com/





 








From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: EV chargers in parking structure
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 9:31:01 AM
Attachments: 2014.12.22_GSW_11x17_Parking_100%_SD_exhibits.pdf


ATT00001.htm
RE GSW EV Charging Stations.msg
ATT00002.htm


Chris and Jessica:


GSW is planning 30 EV charging stations + 20 FEV spaces in their garage in order to
get LEED points.  Could this be eligible for air quality offsets?  


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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com>
To: "Van de Water, Adam (ECN)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: EV chargers in parking structure


Adam,
See below for EV info. So I better understand, how are you intending to use this info?
Clarke
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 6:13 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: EV chargers in parking structure
 
Hey Clarke,
 
We are planning for 50 VCS/FEV spots (see WPM's plans attached for their rough
locations) in order to gain the LEED points for 5% of our parking to be a combination of
fuel efficient vehicle parking stalls and vehicle charging stations. The charging stations
themselves work with a 1/3 to 2/3 ratio of charging stations to fuel efficient vehicle
spaces, so we are planning for 30 charging stations in the parking garage.
 
Best,
Molly
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=91BA72A308BD41818E967887DA0E43A7-ADAM VAN DE WATER_B65779439D

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:mhayes@warriors.com
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Location Queue (‘) Number of 
Vehicles 



Throughput (Vh/Hr/Ln) 



South Street Entrance 200’ 10 Valet/500 (Self Park) 



South Street Exit 240’ 12 Valet/400 (Self Park) 



16th Street Entrance 38’ 2 500 



16th Street Exit 249’ 12 400 



16th Street Dock Entrance 41’ 2 400 



16th Street Dock Exit 281’ 14 400 
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Event Queue, Stacking and Throughput  



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 Note:  



1.  Exiting the entire event portion of the garage (800 Spaces maximum recommended) for an event will take 20 minutes assuming the streets 
remain clear. 



2.   When entering, the gates will be raised and the patron’s credentials will be scanned on level 000 providing maximum vehicle queue. 



3.   When exiting, all exit lane gates will be raised and the 16th street entrance ramp as well as the South Street ramp will be utilized for exiting. 



Location Queue (‘) Number of 
Vehicles 



Throughput (Vh/Hr/Ln) 



South Street Entrance 200’ 10 Valet 



South Street Exit 240’ 12 Valet 



South Street Event Exit Only 390’ 20 800 



16th Street Entrance 174’ 8 800 



16th Street Exit 270’ 13 800 



16th Street Dock Entrance 281’ 14 400 



16th Street Dock Exit 281’ 14 400 
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LEGEND                                        # of Spaces 



Office VIP                                                  100 



R&R Valet                                                    22 



ADA                                                                4 



TOTAL                                                       126 



LEGEND                                        # of Spaces 



Event Self Park                                          100       



R&R Valet                                                     22 



ADA                                                                 4 



TOTAL                                                        126 



Normal Hours                    Event Hours                    
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LEGEND                                        # of Spaces 



Office                                                        172 



GSW VIP                                                     48 



R&R Valet                                                   53  



Southeast Corner Valet                           93   



ADA                                                             13 



TOTAL                                                       379 



LEGEND                                        # of Spaces 



Event Self Park                                        172       



GSW VIP                                                     48 



R&R Valet                                                   53  



Southeast Corner Valet                           93  



ADA                                                             13 



TOTAL                                                       379 



Normal Hours                    



  



Event Hours                    



LEGEND                                        # of Spaces 



Office                                                        172 



GSW VIP                                                     48 



R&R Valet                                                   53  



Southeast Corner Valet                           93   



ADA                                                             13 



TOTAL                                                       379 



50 VCS/ FEV 
50 VCS/ FEV 
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Allocation Plans 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



LEGEND                                        # of Spaces 



Office                                                         305 



R&R Valet                                                 171  



ADA                                                                8 



TOTAL                                                        484 



Normal Hours                    Event Hours                    



LEGEND                                        # of Spaces 



Event Self Park                                         305      



R&R Valet                                                 171 



ADA                                                                8 



TOTAL                                                        484 
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Total Parking Space Counts per Allocation 



 



LEGEND                                        # of Spaces 



Office                                                        477 



Office VIP                                                 100   



GSW VIP                                                     48 



R&R Valet                                                 246  



Southeast Corner Valet                           93   



ADA                                                             25 



TOTAL                                                       989                               



 



 



TOTAL                                                       387 



LEGEND                                        # of Spaces 



Event Self Park                                        577       



GSW VIP                                                     48 



R&R Valet                                                 246  



Southeast Corner Valet                           93 



ADA                                                             25 



TOTAL                                                       989 



50 VCS/ FEV 



50 VCS/ FEV 




















RE: GSW EV Charging Stations


			From


			Eric Sheffer


			To


			Jacob Gonzalez; Scott Terry


			Cc


			Molly Hayes; William Hon; Jason Carpenter; Matt Feagins; Lindsey Mazurski


			Recipients


			JGonzalez@walterpmoore.com; sterry@ssr-inc.com; mhayes@warriors.com; whon@manicaarchitecture.com; JCarpenter@walterpmoore.com; MFeagins@walterpmoore.com; lmazurski@ssr-inc.com





Hi Jacob,







It is indeed in the LEED plan to designate 5% of spaces for LEVs (though per my email earlier, I do not know the goal number of charging stations), and separately 5% for carpools/vanpools.   SF code requires a combined 8% of preferred parking for LEVs and carpool/vanpools-  so we'll exceed that by pursing both of the LEED parking credits.







Eric Sheffer, LEED AP BD+C, O+M



SSRCx



D: 615-514-6132



E: esheffer@ssr-inc.com















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



From: Jacob Gonzalez [mailto:JGonzalez@walterpmoore.com]



Sent: Wednesday, December 17, 2014 2:05 PM



To: Eric Sheffer; Scott Terry



Cc: Molly Hayes; William Hon; Jason Carpenter; Matt Feagins



Subject: RE: GSW EV Charging Stations







Team:



Attached is the device we are currently recommending as it is local to CA.  Keep in mind that we need to provide 20% (per cluster of Charging Stations) as ADA.  Has the LEED consultant confirmed we are going for the point and need to provide 5% of FEV's and VCS's?







If so, we can start locating them on our allocation plans.  Remember, if we go for the point they have to be the most convenient spaces available, from both a pedestrian and driver's perspective.







Thanks,







Jacob H. Gonzalez, P.E.



Principal



Director of Parking Services



WALTER P MOORE







1301 McKinney, Suite 1100



Houston, Texas 77010



713.630.7380



713.630.7394 fax



713.410.6760 mobile



jgonzalez@walterpmoore.com



www.walterpmoore.com







THE CONTENTS OF THIS E-MAIL AND ANY ATTACHMENT(S) ARE CONFIDENTIAL AND THE PROPERTY OF WALTER P. MOORE AND ASSOCIATES, INC.







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



From: Eric Sheffer [mailto:esheffer@ssr-inc.com]



Sent: Wednesday, December 17, 2014 9:42 AM



To: Scott Terry



Cc: Molly Hayes; Jacob Gonzalez; William Hon



Subject: Re: GSW EV Charging Stations







Molly- also, do the Warriors have a goal for a specific number of charging stations.   As Jacob mentioned, we are tracking 5% of parking for preferred LEV parking, but I was wondering if there is a target for the number of chargers.   Thank you,  Eric















> On Dec 17, 2014, at 9:37 AM, "Scott Terry" <sterry@ssr-inc.com> wrote:



>



> Jacob,



>



> If you can share a cut sheet on a potential charging station, that would be great.



>



> Molly, we will be covered with overall power for items like this.  We'll just want to know how much secondary distribution we might need to design based on the load of each of these stations and how many to anticipate.



>



> -Scott



> ____________________________



> M. Scott Terry, PE



> SSR │ Smith Seckman Reid, Inc.



> D: 615.460.0506



 C: 615.417.2314



 E: sterry@ssr-inc.com



>



> -----Original Message-----



> From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com]



> Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2014 11:27 PM



> To: Jacob Gonzalez



> Cc: Eric Sheffer; William Hon; David Manica; Jeremy Rocha; Scott Terry



> Subject: RE: GSW EV Charging Stations



>



> Jacob,



>



> Great, thank you for the information. Do the vehicle charging stations take up more space than a standard parking stall?



>



> I'm also adding Scott Terry, our electrical engineer, to the thread to keep him informed about potential electrical needs. Scott, have you factored vehicle charging stations into the site's electrical plans?



>



> Best,



> Molly



>



> -----Original Message-----



> From: Jacob Gonzalez [mailto:JGonzalez@walterpmoore.com]



> Sent: Thursday, December 11, 2014 9:46 PM



> To: Molly Hayes



> Cc: Eric Sheffer; William Hon; David Manica; Jeremy Rocha



> Subject: Re: GSW EV Charging Stations



>



> Molly:



> In order to get the LEED point/s there has to be a combination of 5% of Fuel Efficient Vehicle Parking Stalls and Vehicle Charging Stations.  We will need to determine the split as the Fuel Efficient Vehicles have to be the closest and most convenient parking spaces to the user group (the first level they access) and Vehicle Charging Stations have to have a ratio for ADA compliancy.



>



> The charging stations have dual heads so we typically gang them together the best we can and start with a 1/3 to 2/3 ratio of charging stations to fuel efficient vehicle spaces.



>



> Due to cost we design for this ratio, but end up putting in more FEV spaces that can be transitioned to VCS in the future when the need occurs.



>



> As a result, the conduit needs to be installed and the panels need to be sized for future.



>



> I have copied Jeremy Rocha our Green Parking Council Certified - Green Garage Assessor in case he wants to add anything further.



>



> Thanks



> Jacob



>



> Sent from my iPad



>



> On Dec 10, 2014, at 3:29 PM, Molly Hayes <mhayes@warriors.com<mailto:mhayes@warriors.com>> wrote:



>



> Jacob,



>



> Do you know the range of EV charging stations that we might add in our garage? Is there a calculation to figure out the number? I'm looping our LEED/ sustainability consultant into the conversation as well.



>



> Thanks,



> Molly



>



> --



> Molly Hayes



> Arena Project Analyst | Golden State Warriors Direct (571)-216-9205 | mhayes@warriors.com<mailto:mhayes@warriors.com>



> 1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607



> <image001.png>



>




















-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 6:00 PM
To: Molly Hayes; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: EV chargers in parking structure
 
Molly, Kate,
Does one of you know if/how many EV chargers are currently planned for the on-site
parking structure? Adam at OEWD would like to know for the Air Quality offset
program.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group



mailto:[mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]






From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Val Menotti; Duncan Watry
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Jose Farran; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; 


Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: BART Ridership Data Request
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 11:31:48 AM


Hi Val and Duncan
I Just wanted to let you know that as of today we have not received any updated 
data for BART service to the East Bay and South Bay at the SF cordons.  Therefore, 
the Warriors Draft EIR will continue to use the PM peak hour BART data from the SF 
Planning Department Regional Transit Screenlines, as well as the ridership and 
capacity for the non-PM peak hour analysis hours that we received from Thomas 
Tumola for the Warriors project in February 2015.


Based on the data that we currently have in the Draft EIR (i.e., the tables and write 
up that Adam provided to you in March), the proposed Warriors project would have 
a significant impact on BART during overlapping events at AT&T Park during the late 
evening peak hour (post-event). 


While we are running out of time to incorporate updates to BART for the Warriors 
project, the SF Planning Department will continue to coordinate with you to update 
the Regional Screenlines for the AM and PM peak hours.


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 Apr 8, 2015, at 6:12 PM, Val Menotti <vmenott@bart.gov> wrote:


Hi Luba,


We'll review and get you something.


Thanks,


Val Joseph Menotti
Chief Planning & Development Officer
BART Planning & Development
San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit
300 Lakeside Drive, 21st Floor
Oakland, CA 94612
VMenott@bart.gov
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510.287.4794


**** Note that I'm on the 21st Floor as of March 2015   ******** 


On Apr 8, 2015, at 5:54 PM, "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" 
<lubaw@lcwconsulting.com> wrote:


Hi Duncan
Per our discussion today, attached is the spreadsheet that 
summarizes the BART data for the East Bay and South Bay 
screenlines for various day/hour/direction for the Event Center 
and Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 
Project (aka the Golden State Warriors Arena). The BART data 
used to calculate the ridership and capacity is included in the 
spreadsheet, and I have attached the actual files that were 
received from BART. Note that the weekday PM peak hour 
ridership and capacity is from the San Francisco's Planning 
Department's Regional Screenlines.


For the Event Center EIR our analysis time periods are: 
Weekday PM - outbound from SF (standard PM peak hour 
analysis)
Weekday Evening (6 to 7 PM) - inbound to SF
Weekday Late Evening (10 to 11 PM) - outbound from SF
Saturday Evening (6 to 7 PM) - inbound to SF


As discussed, Val had a chance to review the administrative 
draft of the transit analysis for the Event Center EIR, and had 
expressed concerns that the weekday PM peak hour ridership 
and capacity utilization in the EIR do not reflect the recent 
increases in ridership.  In response we requested updated 
information for the AM and PM peak hours from Thomas 
Tumola, but received information only on the East Bay 
screenline, and the ridership is less than what is currently in 
the Planning Department's Regional Screenlines.


Our deadline for the next draft of the Event Center EIR is 
rapidly approaching, and I wanted to make sure that BART 
has an opportunity to provide updated ridership and capacity 
for the weekday PM peak hour, for the other analysis time 
periods, as well as for the AM peak hour (so that the Planning 
Department can update the Regional Screenlines).  In order to 
incorporate new ridership data into our analysis, we will need 
to have updated ridership and capacity data by the end of 
Wednesday, April 15, 2015. 


Please let me know if you have any questions, or if there is 
any additional information you need from us.
Thank you,
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Luba


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


On Feb 20, 2015, at 5:11 PM, Duncan Watry 
<DWatry@bart.gov> wrote:


Thank Thomas!


Duncan Watry
Principal Planner


BART - Planning & Development
300 Lakeside Drive -  22nd Floor
Oakland, CA  94612
office: (510) 287-4840
cel: (415) 516-7858
e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov


From: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" 
<lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
To: Duncan Watry <DWatry@bart.gov>,
Cc: Ellen_Smith/MSQ/Oak/BART 
<Ellen_Smith/MSQ/Oak/BART@bart.gov>,
           Eric Womeldorff 
<E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com>, Nicole 
Foletta
           <N.Foletta@fehrandpeers.com>
Date: 02/20/2015 05:06 PM
Subject: Re: BART Ridership Data Request


Thanks Duncan
We really appreciate your help on this.
Have a great weekend.


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


On Feb 20, 2015, at 4:39 PM, Duncan Watry 
<DWatry@bart.gov> wrote:


     Luba - sorry had the wrong email for you.


     Duncan Watry
     Principal Planner


     BART - Planning & Development
     300 Lakeside Drive -  22nd Floor
     Oakland, CA  94612
     office: (510) 287-4840
     cel: (415) 516-7858
     e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov


     From: Duncan Watry/BART
     To: E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com,
     Cc: N.Foletta@fehrandpeers.com, 
lubaw@wilbursmith.com, Ellen
                Smith/MSQ/Oak/BART@BART
     Date: 02/20/2015 04:30 PM
     Subject: Fw: BART Ridership Data Request


     Eric-see files below.  Let me know if you have 
questions.


     Duncan Watry
     Principal Planner


     BART - Planning & Development
     300 Lakeside Drive -  22nd Floor
     Oakland, CA  94612
     office: (510) 287-4840
     cel: (415) 516-7858
     e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov
     ----- Forwarded by Duncan Watry/BART on 
02/20/2015 04:29 PM -----


     From: Thomas Tumola/BART
     To: Duncan Watry/BART@BART,
     Cc: John Bolcik/LMA/Oak/BART@BART, Scott 
Fanning/Met/Oak/Bart@BART
     Date: 02/20/2015 03:53 PM
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     Subject: RE: BART Ridership Data Request


     Please see attached.  Data Request 
Assumptions describes which days
     were
     selected and Game Study Screen Lines is the 
results (note: if there
     are
     multiple days, there is averaging).


     Regards,


     Thomas Tumola, PTP
     Program Manager - Operations Planning
     San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
     300 Lakeside Drive, 14th Floor
     Oakland, CA 94612
     510-287-4702 (p)
     ttumola@bart.gov


     [attachment "Data Request Assumptions.xlsx" 
deleted by Duncan
     Watry/BART]
     [attachment "GameStudyScreenLines.xlsx" 
deleted by Duncan Watry/BART]


     From: Duncan Watry/BART
     To: Thomas Tumola/BART@BART,
     Cc: John Bolcik/LMA/Oak/BART@BART
     Date: 02/16/2015 01:12 PM
     Subject: RE: BART Ridership Data Request


     That should be fine for them.


     thanks,


     Duncan Watry
     Principal Planner


     BART - Planning & Development
     300 Lakeside Drive - 22nd Floor
     Oakland, CA 94612
     office: (510) 287-4840
     cel: (415) 516-7858
     e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov


     -----Thomas Tumola/BART wrote: -----
     To: Duncan Watry/BART@BART
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     From: Thomas Tumola/BART
     Date: 02/13/2015 04:57PM
     Cc: John Bolcik/LMA/Oak/BART@BART
     Subject: RE: BART Ridership Data Request


     Sorry...budget season...COB 2/20.


     -----Duncan Watry/BART@BART wrote: -----


     =======================
     To: Thomas Tumola <TTumola@bart.gov>
     From: Duncan Watry/BART@BART
     Date: 02/13/2015 03:16PM
     Subject: RE: BART Ridership Data Request
     =======================
       Thomas - is that doable?


     Duncan Watry
     Principal Planner


     BART - Planning & Development
     300 Lakeside Drive -  22nd Floor
     Oakland, CA  94612
     office: (510) 287-4840
     cel: (415) 516-7858
     e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov


     From: Eric Womeldorff 
<E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com>
     To: Duncan Watry <DWatry@bart.gov>,
     Cc: Nikki Foletta 
<N.Foletta@fehrandpeers.com>,
     "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com"
     <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, Thomas Tumola 
<TTumola@bart.gov>, Ellen
     Smith
     <esmith1@bart.gov>
     Date: 02/13/2015 03:13 PM
     Subject: RE: BART Ridership Data Request


     Thanks, Duncan.


     Out traffic counts were conducted in 
October/November/December 2012,
     June/July 2013, and April/May 2014; we'd like 
to use transit data
     from that
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     last period, April/May 2014 (beginning of the 
season). All of the
     other
     parameters look good to me. If we could shoot 
for mid-week, next wek
     we
     would be really happy campers.


     Thanks again!


     -Eric


     -----Original Message-----
     From: Duncan Watry [mailto:DWatry@bart.gov 
]
     Sent: Friday, February 13, 2015 9:31 AM
     To: Eric Womeldorff
     Cc: Nikki Foletta; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; 
Thomas Tumola; Ellen
     Smith
     Subject: Fw: BART Ridership Data Request


     Eric:


     Operations Planning can compile the data you 
requested, but it's a
     fairly
     labor-intensive process.  See questions and 
parameters below from
     Thomas
     Tumola.  He'll need answers/confirmation of all 
these before he can
     start.


     Also need to know your timeframe for when 
you would like the data.


     thanks,


     Duncan Watry
     Principal Planner


     BART - Planning & Development
     300 Lakeside Drive -  22nd Floor
     Oakland, CA  94612
     office: (510) 287-4840
     cel: (415) 516-7858
     e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov
     ----- Forwarded by Duncan Watry/BART on 
02/13/2015 09:27 AM -----
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     From: Thomas Tumola/BART
     To: Duncan Watry/BART@BART,
     Cc: Robert Mitroff/MET/Oak/BART@BART, John
                Bolcik/LMA/Oak/BART@BART, Scott 
Fanning/Met/Oak/Bart@BART,
     John
                McCormick/OHY/A-Line/BART@BART
     Date: 02/11/2015 10:40 AM
     Subject: Re: Fw: BART Ridership Data Request


     Duncan,


     Jay keeps a log of ridership and game days but 
they're asking for a
     lot
     more. I will probably have to work with Scott to 
average the days
     since our
     log probably just provides total ridership for the 
system.


     The plan would be to pull data for the regular 
2014 season with a
     significant sample. But step one is to confirm 
these parameters:


          For consistency, what dates are being used 
for traffic counts
     and
          transit ridership in the EIR document?  
Please advise since my
          experience tells me that a consistent time 
slice is what's often
          desired with these efforts. We only want to 
do this request
     once.


          For the East Bay Screen Line we will use 
Embarcadero/West
     Oakland.


          For the South Bay Screen Line we will use 
16th Street/Civic
     Center
          ("South Bay" in SF often implies San Mateo 
County and sometimes
     more)


          Capacity will be based on planned (SCRAM) 
train lengths for 2014
     not







          actuals.


          Vehicle capacity of 115 ppc will be used  for 
loading


          Ridership data at each screen line will be 
provided for these
     time
          periods (regular days &. Giants game days):


                Weekday evening arriving in SF 
between 6 and 7 PM


                Weekday late PM leaving SF between 
10 and 11 PM


                Saturday evening arriving in SF 
between 6 and 7 PM


     This request is fairly data intensive (i.e. need to 
run SAS queries)
     and we
     can't get it done by the end of the week given 
other priorities.
     Since it
     is for a high-profile EIR in SF (legal document), 
this request needs
     some
     real precision.  I would ask them what is their 
drop dead date?  End
     of
     next week is doable.


     Thanks,


     Thomas Tumola, PTP
     Program Manager - Operations Planning
     San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
     300 Lakeside Drive, 14th Floor
     Oakland, CA 94612
     510-287-4702 (p)
     ttumola@bart.gov


     From: Duncan Watry/BART
     To: Thomas Tumola/BART@BART,
     Cc: Robert Mitroff/MET/Oak/BART@BART
     Date: 02/10/2015 05:59 PM
     Subject: Fw: BART Ridership Data Request
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     Thomas - For the Warriors EIR, they are asking 
for some actual
     ridership
     data for Giants game days vs non-game days.  
How have you handled
     these in
     the past?  Averages would be better than 
individual days, but not
     sure any
     of us has time to put together some average 
data for them.


     Duncan Watry
     Principal Planner


     BART - Planning & Development
     300 Lakeside Drive -  22nd Floor
     Oakland, CA  94612
     office: (510) 287-4840
     cel: (415) 516-7858
     e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov
     ----- Forwarded by Duncan Watry/BART on 
02/10/2015 05:57 PM -----


     From: Eric Womeldorff 
<E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com>
     To: Duncan Watry <DWatry@bart.gov>,
     Cc: Nikki Foletta 
<N.Foletta@fehrandpeers.com>,
                "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" 
<lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
     Date: 02/09/2015 02:23 PM
     Subject: BART Ridership Data Request


     Hi Duncan,


     We’re in the process of conducting the 
environmental analysis for the
     Event
     Center and Mixed-Use Development at Mission 
Bay project (which
     includes a
     new Arena for the Golden State Warriors NBA 
Team). You’ve been
     helpful to
     us in the past in helping us better understand 
regional transit
     ridership
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     and we’d like to call on your help once more to 
direct this request
     to the
     proper point person at BART. Specifically, we’d 
like to better
     understand
     BART ridership at the county level to the area 
that serves AT&T Park
     both
     without and with a Giants game. Essentially, 
we’d like your help in
     filling
     in the blue cells in the attached spreadsheet. 
Specifically, these
     are the
     time periods that we’re interested in:


          ·         Weekday evening arriving in SF 
between 6 and 7 PM
          ·         Weekday late PM leaving SF between 
10 and 11 PM
          ·         Saturday evening arriving in SF 
between 6 and 7 PM


     If you don’t have information parsed to the 
level that we’re
     requesting,
     please just send us what you can and we can 
sort through it.
     Additionally,
     if we need to estimate, just let us know the 
best way to do so – the
     same
     goes for With Giants game conditions.


     Thanks for your help // we’d love to have this 
effort wrapped up by
     the end
     of the week.


     -Eric


     [attachment "BART Ridership Data 
Request.xlsx" deleted by Thomas
     Tumola/BART]


<BART summary 4-8-15 v2.xlsx>


<GameStudyScreenLines.xlsx>







<TwoHrTTTubeFlow.xls>








From: Joyce Hsiao
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Chris Sanchez; Michael Keinath; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Paul Mitchell
Subject: Fwd: FW: Transmittal of ARB"s Final Determination for Mission Bay Event Center (AB 900)
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:36:44 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.png


ARB AB 900 Determination_Mission Bay Event Center.pdf


All,
This morning, we received notice that the ARB has determined that the proposed
project would not result in a net increase in GHGs under AB900 (see email string
and attachment).  We will be adding this reference to the GHG section of the SEIR.


However, with respect to the AQ section of the EIR, I believe the AB900 application
uses different assumptions for mobile sources than what is currently presented in
the AQ section. Michael Keinath should confirm this, but I think the AB900
application assumes that only a portion of the non-basketball events would be "new"
trips, whereas the SEIR assumes that all non-basketball events would be new trips.
My question is, should we use the same assumption in the SEIR as in the AB900
application, especially since the ARB has approved the AB900 application?


Today, we will be submitting the Screencheck SEIR to the Planning Dept for review,
including the AQ section and appendix, documenting the assumptions currently used
in the SEIR. If we are to change those assumptions, we will need to make
substantial revisions to the SEIR, including the AQ section, Alternatives, and AQ
appendix, and we need to do it as soon as possible.  


Chris and Jessica:  Please let us know if we should set up conference call this week
to discuss this matter.


All:  Please reserve Tuesday, May 19, 2015, 9 to 11 AM,  to discuss final
comments on the SEIR AQ analysis, to be conducted at ESA's offices. 


Thank you,
Joyce


Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com


-------- Forwarded Message --------
Subject:FW: Transmittal of ARB's Final Determination for Mission Bay Event Center


(AB 900)
Date:Mon, 27 Apr 2015 15:15:44 +0000
From:Kate Aufhauser <KAufhauser@warriors.com>


To:Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>, Joyce Hsiao
<joyce@orionenvironment.com>, Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org)
<chris.kern@sfgov.org>, Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
<brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, wyckowilliam@comcast.net
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ATTACHMENT 1 



ARB Staff Evaluation of AB 900 Application 



 











 



ARB Staff Evaluation for 
Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay 



Blocks 29-32  
 



 
I. Introduction 



 
GSW Arena LLC (“Applicant”), an affiliate of the Golden State Warriors (GSW), LLC, 
which owns and operates the National Basketball Association (NBA) team, proposes to 
construct a multi-purpose event center, along with office and retail space and parking 
land uses on an 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Plan Area of the City and County of San Francisco, California.  The 
project would involve relocating the GSW NBA games and associated operations to the 
proposed Mission Bay Arena and associated office space from the existing Oracle 
Arena and team headquarters in Oakland, California.  The Applicant is seeking 
certification for the project under Assembly Bill 900 (AB 900), the Jobs and Economic 
Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act. 



AB 900 provides for streamlined judicial review under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) if certain conditions are met.  One condition is that the project does 
not result in any net additional greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions as determined by the 
Air Resources Board (ARB).  As part of the determination, ARB staff prepared this 
technical evaluation of the GHG emissions from the project.  



This evaluation includes an executive summary, an overview of the AB 900 zero net 
additional GHG emissions requirement, a brief description of the proposed project, a 
technical review and assessment of GHG emissions information provided by the 
Applicant in their AB 900 application, and ARB staff’s recommendation on the AB 900 
GHG emissions determination for the proposed project. 



 
II. Executive Summary 



 
ARB staff reviewed the projected GHG emissions provided by the Applicant and 
independently confirmed GHG emission factors used to estimate construction and 
operational emissions.  Staff concurs with the GHG quantification in the Applicant’s 
proposal (Attachments 2 and 3). 



Based on an evaluation of the documentation provided by the Applicant, ARB staff 
concludes that, with voluntary GHG offset commitments documented in Attachment 3, 
the project would not result in any net additional GHG emissions relative to the baseline 



1 
 
 











as summarized in Tables 1 and 2 below.  ARB staff confirms that the proposed project 
would meet the GHG emissions requirements of the “Jobs and Economic Improvement 
through Environmental Leadership Act.” (Pub. Resources Code, §21178 et seq.)  A 
detailed description of emissions by source is reviewed in subsequent sections. 



Table 1 shows project construction-generated GHG emissions.  Project construction is 
expected to be completed in approximately 24 months, with construction beginning as 
early as 2015.  The Applicant has committed to offset the GHG emissions generated 
during project construction no later than six months after the issuance of a Temporary 
Certificate of Occupancy for the project.  The Applicant will enter into a binding and 
enforceable agreement with the lead agency (the City and County of San Francisco’s 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure [OCII]) to offset all GHG emissions 
associated with project construction and will purchase any necessary offsets from a 
qualified GHG emissions broker. 



Table 1: Project Construction-Generated GHG Emissions1 



Emission Source 
GHG Emissions (MT CO2e/year) 



Year 1 (2015-16) Year 2 (2016-17) Total 



Off-road equipment 3,997 1,358 5,355 



Construction trips 2,355 2,355 4,711 



Total 6,352 3,714 10,066 



GHG Offsets Required2 -10,066 
Notes:  
GHG = greenhouse gas; MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
1 Source: GSW 2015; Exhibit H, pg. 4 
2 The applicant has committed to purchase GHG offsets for construction-related GHG 
emissions no later than six months after issuance of a Temporary Certificate of Occupancy. 
Procurement and retirement of verifiable, permanent GHG offsets will be a condition of project 
approval enforceable by the project’s lead agency.  



 



Table 2 summarizes the net increase in project operation-related GHG emissions 
through the useful life of the project, which the Applicant has defined as 30 years.  In 
the absence of any formal plans for redevelopment of the existing Oracle Arena, ARB 
assumed Oracle Arena remains as the reference point for the purpose of defining a 
baseline.  The Applicant has committed to execute a contract to offset the net increase 
in GHG emissions generated during project operation no later than six months after the 
arena component of the project is 90 percent leased and occupied.  The Applicant will 
enter into a binding and enforceable agreement with the project’s lead agency (OCII) to 
offset all GHG emissions associated with project operation and will purchase any 
necessary offsets from a qualified GHG emissions broker. 
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Table 2: Comparison of Baseline and Project Operation-Related GHG Emissions1 



Year2 



GHG Emissions (MT CO2e/year) 
Baseline (Oracle 
Arena and GSW 
Headquarters) 



Proposed Project 
(Mission Bay 
Event Center) 



Difference GHG Offsets 
Required3 



2017 15,034 19,133 4,099 -4,099 
2018 14,780 18,813 4,032 -4,032 
2019 14,527 18,493 3,966 -3,966 
2020 14,253 18,139 3,886 -3,886 
2021 14,049 17,854 3,805 -3,805 
2022 13,815 17,529 3,714 -3,714 
2023 13,553 17,163 3,611 -3,611 
2024 13,348 16,879 3,530 -3,530 
2025 13,086 16,513 3,427 -3,427 
2026 12,881 16,228 3,347 -3,347 
2027 12,677 15,944 3,267 -3,267 
2028 12,502 15,700 3,198 -3,198 
2029 12,356 15,497 3,140 -3,140 
2030 12,210 15,293 3,083 -3,083 
2031 12,093 15,131 3,037 -3,037 
2032 12,006 15,009 3,003 -3,003 
2033 11,918 14,887 2,968 -2,968 
2034 11,860 14,806 2,946 -2,946 
20354 11,802 14,724 2,923 -2,923 



Notes:  
GHG = greenhouse gas; MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. 
1 Source: GSW 2015; Exhibit H, pg. 13 
2 The applicant estimates a useful life of the project of 30 years with first year of occupancy as early as 
2017. 
3 The applicant has committed to purchase GHG offsets for the annual net increase in operation-
related GHG emissions for the entire useful life of the project, through a binding and enforceable 
agreement with the lead agency. Procurement and retirement of verifiable, permanent GHG offsets will 
be a condition of approval enforceable by the project’s lead agency.  
4 Emissions projections for both the baseline and the proposed project are constant after 2035. The 
useful life of the project would end in 2047, as defined by the Applicant. 



 



III. Overview of AB 900 
 
AB 900 provides a streamlined judicial review for development projects if, among other 
conditions, the “project does not result in any net additional emission of greenhouse 
gases, including greenhouse gas emissions from employee transportation, as 
determined by the State Air Resources Board pursuant to Division 25.5 (commencing 
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with Section 38500) of the Health and Safety Code.” (Pub. Resources Code, §21183, 
subd. (c).) 



The Governor’s Guidelines for AB 900 applications require applicants to submit a 
proposed methodology for quantifying the project’s GHG emissions and documentation 
that the project will not result in any net additional GHG emissions.  The documentation 
must quantify direct and indirect GHG emissions associated with the project’s 
construction and operation, including GHG emissions from employee transportation, 
and the net emissions of the project after accounting for any mitigation measures.  The 
project’s net emissions, after mitigation, must be monitored and enforced consistent 
with Public Resources Code section 21183, subdivision (d). 



The role of ARB staff in the GHG emissions determination of a proposed AB 900 project 
is limited to an evaluation of the quantification methods and documentation submitted 
by the Applicant for purposes of the Governor’s certification.  ARB staff evaluated the 
technical elements of the project application, including existing emissions in the 
absence of the project (i.e., baseline), input data and assumptions used for emissions 
and mitigation calculations, quantification methods, and an estimate of the project’s net 
GHG emissions after any mitigation. 



IV. Existing Conditions 
 
The GSW NBA team currently hosts games at Oracle Arena in Oakland (500,000 
square feet arena), where its office headquarters and support facilities (25,000 square 
feet) are also located.  Oracle Arena also hosts non-game events such as family shows, 
concerts, conferences, and other events with lower attendance than NBA basketball 
games.  



The proposed project site is located in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan 
Area, which is designated as a Priority Development Area.  The proposed project site is 
currently vacant, only occupied by paved surface parking facilities and previously 
disturbed land.  



The Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area–of which the proposed project site 
(Blocks 29-32) is a part–was subject to a previous programmatic environmental review 
under CEQA.  The Mission Bay Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report 
(FSEIR) was certified in 1998.  Development consistent with the Redevelopment Plan is 
allowed on the proposed project site, including up to 1.1 million gross square feet of 
previously entitled commercial uses. 
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V. Proposed Project Description 
 
ENVIRON International Corporation (ENVIRON), on behalf of the Applicant, prepared a 
GHG emissions assessment for the proposed project to demonstrate that the 
requirements of AB 900 can be met.  A full copy of this proposal can be found in 
Attachment 2, Exhibits G and H. 



The proposed project would result in demolition and removal of the existing paved 
parking lots from the site.  Construction is proposed to begin in 2015 and conclude in 
2017.  The project could become operational as early as 2017.  



This proposed facility would include a 750,000 square foot (18,064 seat) event center 
and practice facility, GSW headquarters/offices (25,000 square feet), parking and 
loading (234,411 square feet), non-GSW office space (580,000 square feet), retail uses 
(125,000 square feet), and open space.  It was determined by the Applicant and the 
lead agency that the non-GSW office (580,000 square feet) and retail (125,000 square 
feet) uses were consistent with, and therefore covered by, the prior environmental 
analysis (Mission Bay FSEIR) and are already entitled for development consistent with 
the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan Area.  For this reason, GHG emissions that could 
be attributable to the previously entitled development of office and retail space are 
treated as part of the baseline (no project) scenario and also as part of the proposed 
project scenario.  In other words, the GHG emissions from the non-GSW office and 
retail uses would be automatically offset and are not included in this evaluation.   



The lead agency did not assume that the event center would fall within the scope of the 
vested development rights consistent with the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan Area 
due to the unique nature of the arena land use type.  The event center and relocation of 
associated GSW operations are the subject of the Supplemental environmental analysis 
for which the applicant is seeking AB 900 certification. 



For this reason, the applicant prepared a full evaluation of the GHG emissions 
attributable to the proposed event center and GSW operations as relocated to Mission 
Bay.  The applicant also assumed that 50 percent of non-basketball game events would 
continue to occur at Oracle Arena1, and those emissions were included as part of the 
GHG emissions profile for the proposed project.  



1 Any future plans to repurpose Oracle Arena are unknown at this time. The Applicant has not, and need 
not attempt to speculate on the potential repurposing or demolition of Oracle Arena.  It is reasonable to 
assume that the market for event space will continue in Oakland, and that Oracle Arena will 
accommodate some non-GSW events into the foreseeable future as it does today. 
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The Applicant is seeking Leadership in Environmental Design (LEED) Gold certification 
for energy efficiency for the proposed project.  In addition, the co-location of the 
proposed Mission Bay Events Center with office and retail uses is anticipated to result in 
some amount of trip-internalization, which will reduce vehicle trips and vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT) compared to a scenario with a single land use on the site.  



Structured parking for all proposed uses is proposed on site with a total of 950 vehicle 
parking spaces, which is approximately 320 fewer spaces than would normally be 
required by development code.  Reduced parking is permitted due to transit service 
accessibility and other transportation demand management strategies proposed to be 
included in the project by design.  Approximately 500 bike parking spaces are proposed 
on site, which is approximately 440 more than the minimum normally required by 
development code.  



The entire property would be fully built out prior to occupancy.  Thus, the proposed 
project would not result in simultaneous construction and operational GHG emissions 
from partial occupancy during construction.  



VI. Technical Review and Assessment 
 



The Applicant relied upon a variety of sources for activity data and emission factors to 
quantify GHG emissions.  This ARB staff evaluation is focused on reviewing the data 
sources, emission factors, emission calculations, and assumptions used for the 
application, and determining whether these sources and assumptions are reasonable. 



The Applicant relied upon the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), a 
widely used emissions quantification tool developed in coordination with local air 
districts to quantify criteria pollutant and GHG emissions from land use development 
projects in California.  CalEEMod uses widely accepted sources for emission estimates 
combined with appropriate default data that can be used if site-specific information is 
not available.  CalEEMod is populated with data from the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency AP-42 emission factors, California Air Resources Board (ARB) on-
road and off-road equipment emission models such as the Emission Factor 2011 model 
(EMFAC2011), the Off-road Emissions Inventory Program model (OFFROAD), and 
studies commissioned by California agencies such as the California Energy 
Commission (CEC) and CalRecycle.  The Applicant used CalEEMod, or its underlying 
data, to calculate all GHG emissions, including construction, electricity, natural gas, 
mobile, solid waste, and water and wastewater.  Stationary source emission sources 
were calculated manually outside the model.  
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VII. Project Construction Emissions 
 
Construction-related GHG emissions are one-time direct emissions and would occur 
over a 24-month construction period.  The Applicant estimated GHG emissions 
associated with project construction by using the CalEEMod tool, which applies ARB-
recommended off-road and on-road emissions factors from its OFFROAD2011 and 
EMFAC2011 emission factor models.  With some exceptions, the Applicant used 
CalEEMod default settings to generate construction-related GHG emissions.  The 
Applicant estimates a total of 10,066 metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent (MT CO2e) 
over the two-year project construction period, as shown in Table 1.  Construction-
related GHG emissions reflect the types of equipment expected and the number of 
hours of operation anticipated over the construction schedule.  This includes heavy-duty 
equipment, such as refuse hauling trucks, excavators, cranes, and conventional work 
vehicles.  



ARB staff concluded that the methodology and estimated GHG emissions provided by 
the Applicant for construction are appropriate. 



 
VIII. Baseline Emissions 
 
Operational emissions from activities at Oracle Arena and the GSW Headquarters in 
Oakland represent baseline conditions.  The baseline includes stationary, energy 
consumption from electricity and natural gas, mobile, area, solid waste, water, and 
wastewater-related GHG emissions.  The application states that GHG emissions from 
Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters within the base year (2017) are estimated as 
15,034 MT CO2e.  The application also provided annual GHG estimations through 2035.  



ARB staff conducted an independent assessment of the Applicant’s GHG emission 
estimations, demand factors, and assumptions used in the Applicant’s baseline 
calculation, summarized in Table 3 below.  ARB’s assessment very closely matches the 
Applicant’s annual baseline GHG estimations summarized in Table 2. 
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Table 3: ARB Staff’s Assessment of Baseline Operational Emissions 



Venue Year Emission Source [MT CO2e/year]1 



  
Energy Mobile Area Waste Water Stationary Total 



Oracle Arena2 2017 1,413 12,388 0.005 91 517     
GSW HQ3   258 365 0.005 2 1 none   
Sub-Total   1,671 12,753 0.010 93 518   15,035 
  2018 1,623 12,549 0.010 93 518   14,783 



  2019 1,573 12,344 0.010 93 518   14,528 
  2020 1,533 12,111 0.010 93 518   14,255 
  2021 1,533 11,907 0.010 93 518   14,051 
  2022 1,533 11,673 0.010 93 518   13,817 
  2023 1,533 11,411 0.010 93 518   13,555 
  2024 1,533 11,206 0.010 93 518   13,350 
  2025 1,533 10,944 0.010 93 518   13,088 
  2026 1,533 10,739 0.010 93 518   12,883 
  2027 1,533 10,535 0.010 93 518   12,679 
  2028 1,533 10,360 0.010 93 518   12,504 
  2029 1,533 10,214 0.010 93 518   12,358 
  2030 1,533 10,068 0.010 93 518   12,212 
  2031 1,533 9,951 0.010 93 518   12,095 
  2032 1,533 9,864 0.010 93 518   12,008 
  2033 1,533 9,776 0.010 93 518   11,920 
  2034 1,533 9,718 0.010 93 518   11,862 
  20354 1,533 9,660 0.010 93 518   11,804 



Notes: 
GHG = greenhouse gas; MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. 
1 Source: GSW 2015; Exhibit H, pg. 12-13. 
2 Oracle Arena: Assumes 47 games and 42 events annually. 
3 GSW Oakland Headquarters offices. 
4 Emissions projections for both the baseline and the proposed project are constant after 2035. The useful life of the 
project would end in 2047, as defined by the Applicant. 



 
 
IX. Project Operational Emissions 



 
The proposed project’s operational emissions are characterized by the Mission Bay 
Event Center, GSW Headquarters relocated to Mission Bay, associated parking and 
loading area, and continued operation of Oracle Arena at 50 percent of non-NBA game 
events.  The project includes operational GHG emissions from energy consumption 
(electricity, natural gas), mobile, stationary, area, solid waste, water, and wastewater 
sources.  
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ARB staff conducted an independent assessment of the proposed project’s emission 
calculations, demand factors, and assumptions used to estimate project operation GHG 
emissions and arrived at virtually the same GHG quantification as provided by the 
applicant.  ARB’s assessment of the proposed projects operational emissions are 
summarized in Table 4 below. 



Table 4: ARB Staff’s Assessment of Proposed Project Operational Emissions 



Venue Year Emission Source [MT CO2e/year]1 



  
Energy Mobile Area Waste Water Stationary Total 



Oracle Arena2 2017 333 2,280 0.0023 21 122     
Mission Bay EC3   748 16,741 0.014 136 23 106   
GSW HQ4   74 104 0.00047 4.6 0.66     
Parking/Loading   446   0.0090         
Sub-Total   1,601 19,125 0.02577 161.60 145.66 106 21,139 
  2018 1,566 18,819 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 20,799 
  2019 1,524 18,512 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 20,449 
  2020 1,489 18,162 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 20,065 
  2021 1,489 17,856 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 19,759 
  2022 1,489 17,506 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 19,409 
  2023 1,489 17,112 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 19,015 
  2024 1,489 16,806 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 18,709 
  2025 1,489 16,412 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 18,315 
  2026 1,489 16,105 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 18,008 
  2027 1,489 15,799 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 17,702 
  2028 1,489 15,536 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 17,439 
  2029 1,489 15,318 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 17,221 
  2030 1,489 15,099 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 17,002 
  2031 1,489 14,924 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,827 
  2032 1,489 14,792 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,695 
  2033 1,489 14,661 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,564 
  2034 1,489 14,574 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,477 
  20355 1,489 14,486 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,389 
Notes: 
MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. 
1 Source: GSW 2015; Exhibit H, pg. 12-13. 
2 Oracle Arena: Assumes 21 non-NBA events annually. 
3 Mission Bay Event Center: Assumes 47 games and 161 events annually. 
4 GSW Headquarters: New GSW Headquarters relocated to Mission Bay. 
5 Emissions projections for both the baseline and the proposed project are constant after 2035. The useful life of the 
project would end in 2047, as defined by the Applicant. 
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There were two GHG emission credits applied to the project that resulted in reduced 
operational emissions, discussed in the following paragraph. 



Because the proposed project is seeking LEED Gold certification for energy efficiency, 
the project would consume less energy than a comparable code-compliant project not 
seeking this certification.  Thus, the proposed land uses would generate lower GHG 
emissions due to greater building energy efficiency when compared with a similarly 
sized code-compliant project.  In addition, because of the co-location of the Event 
Center with office and retail land uses, it is reasonable to assume that some amount of 
trip internalization and reduced vehicle trips would occur.  Reasonable GHG emission 
credits due to trip linking were also applied to the project that reduced mobile-source 
emissions compared to a project without the proposed mix of land uses.  



Table 5 below summarizes ARB staff’s independent assessment of the comparison 
between baseline and the proposed project’s GHG emissions after applying the 
emissions credits for energy efficiency and trip linking. 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



10 
 
 











Table 5: Summary of ARB Staff’s Assessment of Baseline                                    
and Project Operational Emissions 



  Annual Operational Emissions [MT CO2e/year] 



Year 



Oracle Arena 
and GSW HQ 



(Baseline) 



Project Operational Emissions 



Proposed 
Project 



Credits 
Total 



  
Energy 



Eff. Trip Link 
2017 15,035 21,139 -647 -1,362 19,131 
2018 14,783 20,799 -639 -1,340 18,819 
2019 14,528 20,449 -632 -1,318 18,499 
2020 14,255 20,065 -627 -1,293 18,145 
2021 14,051 19,759 -627 -1,271 17,861 
2022 13,817 19,409 -627 -1,246 17,536 
2023 13,555 19,015 -627 -1,218 17,170 
2024 13,350 18,709 -627 -1,196 16,886 
2025 13,088 18,315 -627 -1,168 16,520 
2026 12,883 18,008 -627 -1,147 16,234 
2027 12,679 17,702 -627 -1,125 15,950 
2028 12,504 17,439 -627 -1,106 15,706 
2029 12,358 17,221 -627 -1,090 15,504 
2030 12,212 17,002 -627 -1,075 15,300 
2031 12,095 16,827 -627 -1,062 15,138 
2032 12,008 16,695 -627 -1,053 15,015 
2033 11,920 16,564 -627 -1,044 14,893 
2034 11,862 16,477 -627 -1,037 14,813 
20351 11,804 16,389 -627 -1,031 14,731 



Notes: 
MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. 
1 Emissions projections for both the baseline and the proposed project are 
constant after 2035. The useful life of the project would end in 2047, as defined 
by the Applicant. 



 
 
On average, ARB’s estimate of annual emissions (Table 5) differs from the application 
(Table 2) by less than one percent.  This difference is insignificant and indicates that the 
methodology and estimated GHG operational project GHG emissions provided by the 
Applicant are appropriate. 



Based on the Applicant’s proposal, annual project operational emissions would exceed 
baseline emissions by approximately 20 percent throughout the lifetime of the project. 
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The applicant used GHG emission factors for electricity that will change over time due 
to the California Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS), a program designed to meet 
statewide GHG reduction targets.  The RPS requires 33 percent of grid electricity to 
come from renewable sources by 2020.  Additionally, current ARB mobile-source 
emission factor estimates were used.  These emission factors are based on a modified 
version of the ARB EMFAC2011 on-road inventory and include current emission 
reduction rules such as the Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS), Advanced Clean Cars 
(LEV III), and the Phase I Heavy-Duty Vehicle GHG rule, to reflect the entire “on-road” 
fleet statewide. 
 
The implementation of the above regulations is anticipated to result in continuous GHG 
reductions from the energy and mobile sectors and reduce overall GHG emissions over 
the life of the project.  Applying these emission factors will affect the estimate of 
operational GHG emissions for both the baseline and the proposed project, resulting in 
an annual net difference of approximately 20 percent.  



X. Method to Offset Emissions 
 
Under the proposed methodology, the proposed project would result in a one-time net 
increase of 10,066 MT CO2e during project construction, and an estimated net increase 
in GHG emissions of 4,099 MT CO2e during the first year of project operation.  
Operational emissions will be on-going for the duration of the project life, and are 
expected to decline over the life of the project as emissions factors decline associated 
with adoption of lower-GHG-emitting vehicle technologies and renewable sources of 
electricity.  The project sponsor agreed to meet the requirement set forth in California 
Public Resources Code section 21183, subdivision (c) to demonstrate that the project 
would result in no net additional GHG emissions through the purchase of voluntary 
carbon credits sufficient to offset all projected additional GHG emissions, as detailed in 
Attachment 3.  



Notably, the commitments to enter into contracts to offset net additional GHG emissions 
will be incorporated as an improvement measure in the FSEIR for the proposed project.  
All improvement measures will be enforceable through the project’s Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), which represents a binding and 
enforceable agreement between the Project Sponsor and the lead agency (OCII). 



 
XI. Conclusions and Recommendations 



 
Based on an evaluation of the documentation provided by the Applicant and its 
commitment to purchase GHG offsets, ARB staff concludes that the project operational 
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and construction emissions will not result in any net additional GHG emissions relative 
to the baseline. 
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Project Proposal 1  



1 Project Proposal  
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, on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay 
South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco. 



GSW, in their commitment to sustainability and the environment, are taking this opportunity to 
certify the new Event Center as an Environmental Leadership Project under California Public 
Resources Code (PRC) 21178-21189.3. 



1.1 Project Description 
Under the project, Blocks 29-32 would be developed with a multi-purpose event center and a 
variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open space and structured parking on the 
approximately 11-acre site. The 18,064-seat arena would total 750,000 gross square feet 
(GSF), with an additional 25,000 GSF of GSW office space. The arena, basketball practice 
facility, and GSW office space comprise the event center. Two separate buildings will house 
office space totaling 580,000 GSF and retail space, which includes food service, totaling 
125,000 GSF. With parking and loading areas of 475,000 GSF, the project total square footage 
is 1,955,000 GSF. 



A Site Plan is provided in Exhibit A.  



Table 1. Project Land Uses at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 



Land Use Square Footage 



Event Center 750,000 



GSW Office Space 25,000 



Office Space 580,000 



Retail Space1 125,000 



Parking and Loading 475,000 



Notes: 
1 Proposed retail uses are approximately 51,500 GSF sit‐down 
restaurant, 11,000 quick‐service restaurant, and 62,500 GSF soft 
goods retail including food retail. 



 



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. François Boulevard on the east. The 
proposed event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the NBA 
season and provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses, including concerts, family 
shows, other sporting events, cultural events, conferences and conventions. GSW has entered 
into an agreement to purchase the project site from the current site owner, an affiliate of 
salesforce.com. The project is subject to review under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and a number of local and state approvals. 
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Project Proposal 2  



Development is allowed within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area, including 
Blocks 29-32, consistent with the land use program and subject to the development controls of 
the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, Mission Bay South Design for Development, and 
other related documents. No amendment to the South Plan would be required, although the 
proposed project at Blocks 29-32 would require certain amendments and/or variations to other 
documents. 



The Mission Bay Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (Mission Bay FSEIR), certified 
in September 1998, is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan 
EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15180. 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 project at Blocks 29-32 is considered a subsequent activity 
under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment program. 



Concurrently with adoption of the Redevelopment Plan, the former San Francisco 
Redevelopment Agency (which was succeeded by the Office of Community Investment and 
Infrastructure, or OCII) entered into an Owner Participation Agreement with Catellus as Master 
Developer (now FOCIL-MB, LLC, as Catellus’ successor-in-interest) (the “OPA”). The OPA 
provides a road map for development consistent with the Redevelopment Plan and the Mission 
Bay South Design for Development, and sets forth the rights and obligations of the property 
owner (the “Owner”) to develop buildings and other improvements in the Plan Area. The OPA, in 
conjunction with the Redevelopment Plan and an Interagency Cooperation Agreement with 
other reviewing City agencies, is intended to establish the same types of vested rights typically 
found in a statutory Development Agreement. 



The Owner’s vested rights to develop the permitted uses and up to the maximum development 
intensity permitted under the OPA and Redevelopment Plan are passed to subsequent owners 
through various Purchase and Sale Agreements, Assignment and Assumption Agreements 
initially approved by the Agency and now by OCII, and related covenants recorded against title. 
FOCIL, as the master developer, allocates the overall land use and density/intensity allowed 
project-wide on a block-by-block basis as parcels are sold, and these allocations were initially 
tracked by the Agency and now by OCII in their Major Phase and project-level approvals. For 
example, Blocks 29-32 are subject to a recorded covenant that permits the owner to develop up 
to 1.1 million gross square feet (as defined under the Mission Bay South Design for 
Development) of commercial development, and all remaining square footage available for retail 
development in the Mission Bay South Plan Area, subject to necessary design approvals by the 
Agency in accordance with the Mission Bay South Design Review and Document Approval 
Procedure. FOCIL has assigned all attendant vested rights under the OPA to the Blocks 29-32 
owner under an Assignment, Assumption and Release agreement approved by the Agency. 
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Consistency with Statutory 
Requirements for CEQA Streamlining 3  



2 Consistency with Statutory Requirements for CEQA 
Streamlining 



The following information shows how the Project satisfies the statutory requirements for CEQA 
streamlining as further informed by the criteria set forth in the Governor's Guidelines for 
Streamlining Judicial Review under CEQA (PRC) Section 21178 et seq.). 



 Information to show the project is residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, 
entertainment, or recreational in nature.  



The Project is sports and entertainment in nature. The project site is designed to be a 
multi-purpose event center, which will host the Golden State Warriors NBA team, as well 
as a variety of entertainment events, such as concerts, family shows, other sporting 
events, cultural events, conferences and conventions. The Project will also be retail and 
commercial in nature, as the center will also include office, retail, open space and 
structured parking. Proposed site plans for the Project are attached as Exhibit A.  



 Information to show the project will qualify for LEED silver certification. The 
application shall specify those design elements that make the project eligible for 
LEED silver certification, and the applicant shall submit a binding commitment to 
delay operating the project until it receives LEED silver certification. If, upon 
completion of construction, LEED silver certification is delayed as a result of the 
certification process rather than a project deficiency, the applicant may petition the 
Governor to approve project operation pending completion of the certification 
process.  



The Project has been designed to meet the standards for LEED Gold certification, which 
meet and exceed those required for LEED Silver certification. Relevant design features 
include, but are not limited to: 



‐ Project siting in an urban infill area, immediately adjacent to a local transit stop and 
less than a mile from other regional transit resources, including train and ferry 



‐ Maximization of open space (more than one-fourth of the total site area) 



‐ Reduction of fan and employee trips by private automobile through an aggressive 
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program, including participation in a 
local Transportation Management Association’s shuttle program; provision of over 
500 bike parking locations; and a mobile application to direct site visitors towards 
efficient and sustainable modes of transit 



‐ Provision of carpool and vanpool spaces (5% of total spaces on-site) 



‐ Provision of reserved spaces either for fuel efficient vehicles (FEV) (5% of total 
spaces on-site), or for vehicle charging stations (VCS) (3% of total spaces on-site) 



‐ Stormwater quality treatment via on-site treatment basins 



‐ 50% reduction in water usage for outdoor irrigation, through water-efficient 
landscaping (emphasizing native or adapted plants) and irrigation systems 
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Consistency with Statutory 
Requirements for CEQA Streamlining 4  



‐ 30% reduction in water usage indoors, through installation of efficient fixtures 



‐ 15% (arena) or 24% (offices) greater energy efficiency than as discussed in Exhibit 
B, the LEED point tally 



‐ 75% diversion of construction waste from landfill 



‐ Use of low VOC-emitting interior building materials and recycled content 



A preliminary LEED point tally for the Project is attached as Exhibit B. Because final LEED 
certification is not granted until a project is completed and operational, the project sponsor 
will petition the Governor to approve project operation pending completion of the 
certification process, as permitted under PRC Section 21178 et seq. 



 Information to show the project will achieve at least 10 percent greater 
transportation efficiency than comparable projects. “Transportation efficiency” is 
defined as the number of vehicle trips by employees, visitors, or customers to the 
project divided by the total number of employees, visitors, and customers. The 
applicant shall provide information setting forth its basis for determining and 
evaluating comparable projects and their transportation efficiency, and how the 
project will achieve at least 10 percent greater transportation efficiency. For the 
purposes of this provision, comparable means a project of the same size, capacity 
and location type. 



The Project will be highly transit-accessible for all site visitors and daily employees. Nearby 
transit resources, outlined below, were a key factor in choosing the Mission Bay Blocks 29-
32 site for the Project. 



‐ Local public access is primarily provided by Muni light rail stops along the T Third 
line. These include the UCSF Mission Bay stop at the corner of South Street and 
Third Street (at the northwest corner of the Project site) and the Mariposa stop at 
Mariposa Street and Third Street (one block south of the Project site). By 2019, the 
UCSF Mission Bay stop will be integrated into the city’s Central Subway system, 
which in turn connects to the regional BART system. Several Muni bus lines also 
serve the Project vicinity. 



‐ Regional public access is primarily provided via Caltrain at the 4th & King Street 
station, less than a mile from the Project, via BART from stations north and west of 
the Project site, and via the ferry routes terminating at the downtown Ferry Building 
about one mile away. The future Transbay Terminal in downtown San Francisco, 
scheduled to open in 2017, will enable additional regional travel with quick transit, 
bike, or shuttle connections to the Event Center project site. 



‐ The Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (MB TMA) currently runs 
shuttles from Mission Bay to the 4th & King Street Caltrain station and downtown 
BART stops. The Golden State Warriors will join the MB TMA and contribute funds to 
enable the expansion of regular shuttle service hours and/or routes. 



In order to make efficient use of the resources described above, the San Francisco MTA 
has proposed a project-specific Transit Service Plan (TSP). The plan will supplement 
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transit system capacity for guests of the Project’s Event Center by adding express shuttle 
buses on key routes through the city and/or from major transit hubs. Proposed destinations 
include, for instance, the 16th Street & Mission Street BART station and the future 
Transbay Terminal. The plan also calls for staging additional light rail trains to serve guests 
during the high-demand post-event period. In total, the implementation of the TSP will 
increase the weekday evening transit mode share for Event Center patrons to 35%, which 
represents the maximum capacity available on San Francisco transit during event hours. 



To encourage a similar increase in transit use for daily office and retail employees, and to 
incentivize Event Center patrons to use alternative modes to both auto and transit, the 
Golden State Warriors will also implement a robust Travel Demand Management strategy 
(TDM). Proposed measures include, but are not limited to, the following efforts. 



‐ Promote the use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 spaces) during 
events 



‐ Provide indoor secure bicycle parking rooms, and shower and locker facilities, for 
employees in on-site office buildings 



‐ Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office or retail visitors 



‐ Designate parking spaces on-site for carpool or vanpool vehicles 



‐ Develop a mobile application and website that puts information on all transportation 
modes—including travel conditions, travel times, and cost comparisons—into the 
hands of all users with smart devices. Display the same information on screens 
inside office buildings and Event Center spaces. 



‐ Program additional on-site amenities (e.g., fitness and exercise centers, food and 
beverage options, or automated banking resources) to encourage employees to stay 
on-site during the work day 



‐ Participate in the federal Commuter Check Program and San Francisco’s Emergency 
Ride Home program 



‐ Encourage tenant participation in public events like an annual “Bike to Work” day or 
“Spare the Air” days 



As a result of these combined TSP and TDM efforts: 



‐ Transit mode share is anticipated to increase by 15% (for basketball game patrons) 
or 17% (for office and retail workers)  



‐ Vehicle mode share for is anticipated to decrease by 16% (for basketball game 
patrons) or 12% (for office and retail workers)  



‐ Transit person trips for a basketball game are anticipated to increase by more than 
3,600 patrons 



‐ Vehicle trips for a basketball game are anticipated to decrease by more than 1,400 
cars 
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Therefore, the Project will achieve at least 10% greater transportation efficiency than a 
comparable project of a similar size, capacity and location type. Additional information on 
transportation efficiency is included in Exhibit C. 



 Information to show the project is located on an infill site, defined at Public 
Resources Code section 21061.3, and in an urbanized area, as defined at Public 
Resources Code section 21071 



The project is located within a Priority Development Area (PDA), as identified by the San 
Francisco County Transportation Authority and the FEIR for the SCS. PDAs are, by 
definition, infill development opportunity areas. Under PRC section 21061.3, an “infill site” 
is defined as a site that “has been previously developed for qualified urban uses.” A 
“qualified urban use,” in turn, is defined as “any residential, commercial, public institutional, 
transit or transportation passenger facility, or retail use, or any combination of those uses” 
(PRC § 21072). The Project site has previously been developed for industrial use. The site 
is currently occupied by two large surface parking lots, as well as open space. There are 
no existing buildings currently onsite. 



 For a project that is within a metropolitan planning organization for which a 
sustainable communities strategy or alternative planning strategy is in effect, 
information to show the project is consistent with the general use designation, 
density, building intensity, and applicable policies specified for the project area in 
either a sustainable communities strategy or an alternative planning strategy, for 
which the State Air Resources Board, pursuant to subparagraph (H) of paragraph (2) 
of subdivision (b) of Section 65080 of the Government Code, has accepted a 
metropolitan planning organization's determination that the sustainable 
communities strategy or the alternative planning strategy would, if implemented, 
achieve the greenhouse gas emission reduction targets. For the purposes of this 
provision, “in effect” means that the sustainable communities strategy or the 
alternative planning strategy has been adopted by the metropolitan planning 
organization, and that the Air Resources Board has accepted the metropolitan 
planning organization’s determination that the sustainable communities strategy or 
alternative planning strategy meets the adopted greenhouse gas reduction targets 
and is not the subject of judicial challenge. 



Senate Bill 375 requires that each metropolitan planning organization in the state prepare 
a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) as part of a regional transportation plan (RTP). 
The Project is within the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) 
and the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), who are jointly responsible for 
developing the Bay Area’s SCS. The SCS for San Francisco is “Plan Bay Area,” which was 
adopted on July 18, 2013. Plan Bay Area has been accepted by ARB as sufficient to meet 
the GHG reduction goals of SB375 in Executive Order G-14-028, attached as Exhibit D, 
and it has been adopted by the Metropolitan Transportation Committee (MTC) and 
Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG). 



The California Air Resources Board (CARB), ABAG and MTC have adopted a greenhouse 
gas (GHG) reduction target for the SCS, requiring a regional reduction of per-capita CO2 
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emissions from cars and light-duty trucks by 7% by 2020 and by 15% by 2035, compared 
to a 2005 baseline. 



Plan Bay Area does not have requirements for event centers. Although there are no 
quantitative requirements for event centers, the project will be built within a Priority 
Development Area (PDA), and Plan Bay Area emphasizes the importance of focusing 
growth in these areas. Additionally, the new arena will be located in a “transit priority area,” 
which is defined in Section 21099(a)(7) as an area within one-half mile of a major transit 
stop that is existing or planned. A major transit stop is located at the intersection on the 
northwest corner of the project site. 



 Information to show that the applicant has notified a lead agency prior to the release 
of the draft environmental impact report that it intends to certify a project for 
streamlined environmental review under the Jobs and Economic Improvement 
Through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011. Written acknowledgment from the 
lead agency of the applicant’s intent to apply for certification may be used to satisfy 
this requirement. 



The Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) of the City and County of 
San Francisco, the lead agency for the Project, has been notified that the Golden State 
Warriors are seeking certification for the Project under the Jobs and Economic 
Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act. Written acknowledgement from the 
City of San Francisco OCII regarding the Golden State Warriors’ intent to apply for 
certification is attached as Exhibit E.  



 Information to show that the project will result in a minimum investment of $100 
million in California through the time of completion of construction. 



The Project is a major mixed-use development that includes the purchase, redesign, 
excavation, grading, and geotechnical improvement of an approximately 11-acre site. 
Planned building area includes a state-of-the-art, 18,064-seat entertainment facility, team 
practice facilities for the Golden State Warriors, a headquarters for the team’s front office 
staff, and additional office and retail buildings, together totaling over 1 million square feet in 
development. The site will also include 3.2 acres of new public and private open space and 
over 900 parking stalls in three levels (two below grade). Anticipated construction duration 
is 23 to 27 months. Based on anticipated project costs, the Project will far exceed the $100 
million minimum investment requirement of Public Resources Code section 21183(a). 



 Information to show that the project will satisfy the prevailing and living wage 
requirements of Public Resources Code section 21183(b). 



During construction the Project will create high-wage, highly skilled jobs that pay according 
to the prevailing wages and living wages required by Public Resources Code section 
21183(b). All workers employed for the construction duration of the Project will receive, at 
minimum, the general prevailing rate of per diem wages for the type of work and 
geographic area, as determined by the Director of Industrial Relations (DIR) pursuant to 
Sections 1773 and 1773.9 of the Labor Code. Rate details are included in Exhibit F. The 
Project sponsor will include this requirement in all contracts for work performed. 
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 Information establishing that the project will not result in any net additional 
greenhouse gas emissions. This information includes (1) a proposed methodology 
for quantifying the project’s net additional greenhouse gas emissions, and (2) 
documentation that quantifies both direct and indirect greenhouse gas emissions 
associated with the project’s construction and operation, including emissions from 
the project’s projected energy use and transportation related emissions; and 
quantifies the net emissions of the project after accounting for any mitigation 
measures. This information is subject to a determination signed by the Executive 
Officer of the Air Resources Board that the project does not result in any net 
additional greenhouse gas emissions, following the procedures set forth in section 
6 of the Governor’s Guidelines. 



The proposed methodology for calculating Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions for the new 
arena project would treat the office and retail components of the project, which are the 
subject of fully vested legal rights, as immediately adjacent uses. Thus, the calculation of 
the emissions for the project would first estimate emissions associated with the arena 
components only. Next, the methodology proposes to deduct from those emissions totals 
certain “credits”, as follows: 



(1)  A deduction arising as a consequence of the proximity of the immediately adjacent 
office and retail components in the form of internal trip capture; 



(2)  A deduction reflecting the sustainable features that will be incorporated into the 
office and retail components; and  



(3)  A deduction of all emissions resulting from Golden State Warriors (GSW) games 
PLUS 50% of the Non-Sporting Events that were to occur at Oracle Arena in the 
absence of the Mission Bay Event Center, but will in the future occur only at the Mission 
Bay Event Center. Includes a deduction of emissions from the GSW Headquarters and 
practice facility emissions in Downtown Oakland, which will likewise move to the Mission 
Bay Event Center and cease operations in Oakland. 



The proposed technical methodology for quantifying the Project’s GHG emissions is 
attached as Exhibit G. It accounts for one-time emissions impacts due to Project 
construction, as well as annual Project operations emissions from 2017 through 2035. 
Where available, the proposed methodology uses site-specific data for employee numbers, 
trip rates, and energy and water use. Where site-specific data is not available, default 
values such as those recommended in the CalEEMod® land-use model have been used. 



Based on this methodology, net operational emissions from the Project are estimated to be 
approximately 4,099 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MT CO2e) for operational 
year 2017, decreasing to 2,923 MT CO2e in 2035. Exhibits G and H show the total Project 
emissions as well as the emissions deducted for games and half of the non-game events 
at the Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters in Oakland, as discussed above. 



Project construction emissions, including both direct and indirect emissions, are estimated 
to be approximately 10,066 MT CO2e over two years of construction. Construction of the 
project is a one-time source of emissions. 

















 



   



Exhibit A 



Golden State Warriors Event Center Site Plan 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

















 



   



Exhibit B 



LEED Scorecard
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10.4 – CAMPUS SUSTAINABLE APPROACH 
 



10.4.1 ‐ Process Overview 



 The LEED Campus Approach streamlines the LEED certification process for larger and 
more complex projects.  Multiple building projects that share a site, and are under the 
control of the same owner, developer, or property management, fall into the criteria of 
the campus program.  Under the Campus Approach, several LEED credits and 
prerequisites may be reviewed and pre‐approved.  Once earned, these credits may be 
claimed by all LEED projects for that campus, though the Campus is not eligible for LEED 
certification itself.  The US Green Building Council (USGBC) defines a campus credit as 
one that can be attempted for most or all projects within a LEED campus boundary 
because of shared site features and uniformity in project or management traits. 
 



 As highlighted in Figure 29, the Campus project will consist of a Master Site with several 
individual building projects.  The Office/Mixed‐Use Development will be utilizing LEED 
Core and Shell.  The North Tower and South Tower, inclusive of the Gatehouse, will 
pursue LEED individually, earning two separate LEED Gold certifications.  The Event 
Center, inclusive of the Arena, Markethall and Bayfront Terrace, will use LEED for New 
Construction.  Campuses with multiple segregated sites can register multiple LEED 
Master Sites to create groups of buildings within the campus.  For this project the terms 
Master Site and Campus represent the same single entity within the LEED certification 
process.  Therefore, from this point on the project will be referred to as the “Campus.” 
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Figure 29. LEED Online Campus Application 



 
10.4.2 ‐ Project Registration 



 The Campus project is registered on LEED‐Online, and the Event Center and 
Office/Mixed‐Use facilities will be registered early in the design phase once final building 
configurations are finalized.  These projects will be registered through the Campus LEED 
website as the Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32.  
Project team access to these LEED projects will be available via LEED‐Online once 
registration is complete. 



 
10.4.3 ‐ Campus LEED Detailed Scorecard 



 The following page is a detailed list of all Campus credits along with design and 
construction criteria for the Mission Bay site. 
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10.5 – EVENT CENTER SUSTAINABLE APPROACH 
 



10.5.1 ‐ Narrative 



 The 100% SD analysis identifies approximately sixty‐eight (68) LEED® points that are 
available either within the current design or with minor modifications for the Event 
Center project.  These credits are identified on the provided LEED® Credit Checklist 
under the “Yes” column.  An additional seven (7) points identified under the “Maybe” 
column may be possible, pending further research and potentially higher investment.  
Credits under the “No” column were designated as such based on a higher associated 
cost or inapplicability to this project. 



 With sixty (60) points required for LEED® Gold certification, this project is well 
positioned to achieve the minimum certification goal.  A buffer of five to six (5‐6) points 
above the desired certification threshold is recommended. 



 With the Arena, Bayfront Terrace and Markethall being contiguous spaces these 
facilities will all be included as part of the Event Center’s LEED application. 



 
10.5.2 ‐ Measurement & Verification 



 LEED EA credit 5 Measurement and Verification is intended to provide for the ongoing 
accountability of building energy consumption over time. Through the use of utility 
invoices, building automation system (BAS) data logging, permanently installed sub‐
metering, and spot measurements, the facility will measure the actual utility usage of 
the building for each energy end use for at least 12 months post‐occupancy. The 
method of metering will be primarily through the use of building meters and sub‐
meters.  These meters will record the electrical and natural gas loads as indicated below 
and in the final M&V plan. These meters are intended to validate the anticipated energy 
savings indicated in LEED EAc1.  See Electrical Narrative (Section 4) for more details on 
the networked metering system. 



 
   











 



| 10 S e c t i o n  



2995 Sidco Drive 
Nashville, Tennessee 37204 
 
T: (615)383‐1113 
 www.ssr‐inc.com  



 



 



P a g e  | 41 



100% SCHEMATIC DESIGN



SUSTAINABILITY NARRATIVE



Table 9. Event Center M&V Preliminary Energy End Uses 



Fuel Type  Category  Sub Category  Equipment 



Electricity 



Lighting 
Interior Lighting 



Exterior Lighting 



HVAC Equipment 



Packaged HVAC 
Equipment 



Variable Refrigerant Flow (VRF) Units 



AHUs, ERVs, DAUs 



CRAC Units, Split Systems 



Fans 



Kitchen & Grease Exhaust Fans 



Process Ventilation Fans 



VRF Indoor FCUs 



AHU Supply Fans 



Exhaust Fans 



Heat Rejection  Cooling Towers 



HVAC Pumps 



 Heat Rejection Loop Recirc Pumps 



Heating Hot Water Pumps 



Radiant Heating Pumps 



Condenser Water Pumps 



Plug/Process Loads 



Receptacle Loads 



Event Center Event Lighting 



Low Temp Chillers & associated Pumps 



Ice Slab Chiller(s) & associated Pumps 



Elevators/Escalators 



Food Service Equipment 



Food Service Refrigeration Equipment 



Service Water Heating 
Domestic Water Heaters 



Domestic Water Pumps 



Natural Gas 



Space Heating  Boilers 



Service Water Heating  Domestic Water Heaters 



Plug/Process Loads  Food Service Equipment 



 
10.5.3 ‐ Event Center LEED Detailed Scorecard 



 The following scorecard details the credit by credit approach for the Event Center 
project, along with design and construction notes based upon the current design for the 
facility. 
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10.6 – OFFICE TOWER(S) / MIXED USE SUSTAINABLE APPROACH 
 



10.6.1 ‐ Narrative 



 The 75% SD analysis identifies sixty‐six (66) LEED® points that are available either based 
on current design or with minor modifications, similar to the Event Center project.  
These credits are identified on the provided LEED® Credit Checklist under the “Yes” 
column.  An additional sixteen (16) points identified under the “Maybe” column may be 
possible, pending further research and potentially higher investment.  Credits under the 
“No” column were designated as such based on a higher associated cost or 
inapplicability to this project. 



 With sixty (60) points required for LEED® Gold certification, this project is well 
positioned to achieve the minimum certification goal.  As with the Event Center project, 
a buffer of five to six (5‐6) points above the desired certification threshold is 
recommended. 



 Due to the Gatehouse being connected to the southwest office tower, at this phase the 
facility will be included in the 16th Street Office Tower’s LEED application. 



 
10.6.2 ‐ Measurement & Verification 



 LEED EA credit 5 Measurement and Verification is intended to provide for the ongoing 
accountability of building energy consumption over time. Through the use of utility 
invoices, building automation system (BAS) data logging, permanently installed sub‐
metering, and spot measurements, the facility will measure the actual utility usage of 
the building for each energy end use for at least 12 months post‐occupancy. The 
method of metering will be primarily through the use of building meters and sub‐
meters.  These meters will record the electrical and natural gas loads as indicated below 
and in the final M&V plan. These meters are intended to validate the anticipated energy 
savings indicated in LEED EAc1.  See Electrical Narrative (Section 4) for more details on 
the networked metering system. 
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Table 12. Office Buildings M&V Preliminary Energy End Uses 



Fuel Type  Category  Sub Category  Equipment 



Electricity 



Lighting 
Interior Lighting 



Exterior Lighting 



HVAC Equipment 



Packaged HVAC 
Equipment 



AHUs 



Packaged and Split DX Equipment 



VRF Outdoor Units 



Space Heating 



Rooftop AHU Heating Coils 



UFAD Terminal Unit Heating Coils & Fans 



Pedestal‐type Radiant Heaters 



Fans 



AHU Supply Fans 



Toilet/General Exhaust Fans 



VRF Fan Coil Units 



Process Loads 
Receptacle Loads 



Elevators/Escalators 



Service Water Heating 
Common Area Domestic Water Heaters 



Tenant Area Domestic Water Heaters 



  
10.6.3 – Office / Mixed‐Use LEED Detailed Scorecard 



 The following pages are a detailed list of all Mixed‐Use credits along with design and 
construction notes based upon the current design for the project. 
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10.7 – ALTERNATIVE STRATEGIES 
 



10.7.1 ‐ Solar Photovoltaic (PV) System 



 Office Tower(s) 
The opportunity exists for a solar PV system to be installed on the office tower roofs; 
however, the extent of the system will likely not be large enough to achieve any LEED 
points for the on‐site renewable energy credit. 



 
10.7.2 ‐ Educational Opportunities 



 Campus Signage 
While signage options have yet to be discussed in detail, it is understood that 
technology is expected to be incorporated in some fashion. 



 High Performance MEP Systems 
 



10.8 ‐ TENANT LEASE LEED GUIDELINES 
The following credits being pursued by the Office Towers must be addressed in a Tenant Lease 
Agreement.  LEED for Core and Shell requires certain credits to be specified in the tenant lease 
(shown in bold below).  Additional credits will assist in the required LEED for Commercial Interiors 
certification as they will affect future building tenants.  



 SSc4.2: Bicycle Storage and Changing Rooms 



 WEp1: Water Use Reduction 



 WEc3: Water Use Reduction 



 EAp2: Minimum Energy Performance 



 EAp3: Fundamental Refrigerant Management 



 EAc1: Optimize Energy Performance 



 EAc3: Enhanced Commissioning 



 EAc4: Enhanced Refrigerant Management 



 EAc5: Measurement and Verification 



 IEQp1:Minimum Indoor Air Quality Performance 



 IEQp2: Environmental Tobacco Smoke Control 



 IEQc1: Outdoor Air Delivery Monitoring 



 IEQc2: Increased Ventilation 



 IEQc3: Construction Indoor Air Quality Management Plan 



 IEQc5: Indoor Chemical and Pollutant Source Control 



 IEQc6: Controllability of Systems 



 IEQc7: Thermal Comfort 



 IEQc8: Daylighting and Views 
 
The Tenant Guidelines and/or Lease Agreements are typically drafted during the core and shell 
design phase.  The document should be provided to future tenants during lease negotiations and 
must be provided prior to tenant design work. 



   











 



   



Exhibit C-1 



Transportation Efficiency Analysis











Golden State Warriors Event Center
Transportation Efficiency Analysis



GSW Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Blocks 29‐32



Size Event center and team facilities
Approx. 580,000 GSF office
Approx. 125,000 GSF retail



Capacity Approx. 18,000 seats (event center)
Approx. 2,500 anticipated office and retail employees



Location Type San Francisco infill area 
Superdistrict 3
Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32



LEED Target LEED Gold certification
Parking Approx. 950 total vehicle spaces 



     ‐ 5% carpool
     ‐ Either 3% electric vehicle charging stations or 5% fuel‐  
       efficient vehicle spaces
Approx. 500 total bike spaces



Transit Service Muni Special Event Transit Service Plan (TSP)
Infrastructure Mission Bay TMA designated shuttle stop 



Sponsored Bay Area Bike Share station
Additional buffered bike lanes on 16th Street



Transportation Demand 
Management (TDM)



Yes (robust strategy)



GSW Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Blocks 29‐32, Basketball 
Event night (TSP/TDM in effect) (1) 



Variance due to TSP/TDM



Auto 54% 16% reduction in Auto trips
Transit 35% 15% increase in Transit trips
Walk/Other 11% 1% increase in Walk/Other trips



GSW Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Blocks 29‐32, No event 
night (TDM in effect) (2)



San Francisco Guidelines for Visitor Trips, 
Superdistrict 3, All Non‐Retail Uses (TDM NOT in 



effect) (1)



Variance due to TDM



Auto 48% 57% 12% reduction in Auto trips
Transit 32% 19% 17% increase in Transit trips
Walk/Other 20% 25% 4% increase in Walk/Other trips



(1) Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting, GS Warriors Trip Gen 2015 01 20 v3 ‐ TSP vs no TSP.  Transmitted to the Golden State Warriors via email (February 9, 2015). 
(2) Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting, Table 9 , Memorandum re: Travel, Parking, and Loading Demand Estimates for the Proposed Event Center & Mixed‐Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32 ‐ Case No. 2014.1441E  (November 26, 2014), 20. 



Mode Split ‐
Event Patrons



GSW Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Blocks 29‐32, Basketball Event night (TSP/TDM NOT in 
effect) (1)



70%
20%
10%



Mode Split ‐
Daily FTEs and 



Visitors



San Francisco Guidelines for Visitor Trips, 
Superdistrict 3, All Retail Uses (TDM NOT in effect) 



(1)



64%
12%
24%



Project 
Descriptions



LEED Silver arena, LEED Gold mixed‐use buildings
Approx. 1,270 vehicle spaces (Design for Development code requirement)



Approx. 60 total bike spaces (Design for Development code requirement)
Standard transit system service  (no TSP)
No designated shuttle stop
No bike share station
No additional buffered bike lanes
No  



Comparable Project(s)



Proof of 
comparable 
projects 



Event center and team facilities
Approx. 580,000 GSF office
Approx. 125,000 GSF retail
Approx. 18,000 seats (event center)
Approx. 2,500 anticipated office and retail employees
San Francisco infill area 
Superdistrict 3
Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32
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CHAPTER 4. TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT 



The purpose of the strategies described in this chapter is to increase the level of access to the project by transit, 
bicycling and walking while discouraging the use of private automobiles, particularly by solo drivers. The 
strategies identified in this chapter will be reviewed and refined both during the Event Center’s first year of the 
project’s completion and as new transportation facilities are developed in the project vicinity. 



4.1 GENERAL TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES  



Measures that will be implemented to support all public transit, bicycle, and automobile reduction strategies 
include: 



1. Appoint an Event Center Transportation Coordinator (ECTC) to: manage the transportation needs of 
employees and event attendees; provide information and education materials; implement and 
administer various TDM measures; coordinate with nearby employers; promote use of rideshare; 
encourage use of public transportation, Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and bicycles; conduct surveys to 
determine travel mode and other relevant information; and implement new strategies as needed to 
meet target auto mode share and reduce impacts to adjacent businesses and residents. 



2. Develop means of in-building communication (radio, TV, smart phone app, etc.) that give Event Center, 
office, or retail users multiple, real-time advisories about the status of the transportation system to 
facilitate convenient transportation choices that include availability of public transit and shuttle bus 
service, location and capacity of bike parking facilities, best walking paths, location of taxi stops, and 
limited extent of – or high price for – available parking. 



3. Develop a crowd-sourced app that puts information on all transportation modes in the hands of event 
attendees with smart communication devices. This real-time information on travel conditions and travel 
times by mode will lead to a transportation system that will become increasingly more user optimized. 
The app will be free and available to anyone who wishes to download it, and will be useful for anyone 
working, living, or visiting the Mission Bay Area. 



4. Provide extensive use of real-time transit info in public assembly areas that reflect the range of transit 
services in the area.  



5. Install a machine to add value to Clipper Cards on-site.  



4.2 EMPLOYEE TDM 



The strategies described below are designed to limit employee auto mode split for weekday, peak-hour travel 
to no more than 48 percent. 



4.2.1 Employee Public Transit Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among employees of the office, retail, 
and event center uses on-site include: 



1. Participate in Commuter Check Program, 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. 
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2. Notify employees that they are eligible to ride the Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and provide information 
about routes, stop locations, and schedule.  



4.2.2 Employee Bicycle Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among employees of 
the office, retail, and event center uses on-site include: 



1. Promote use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) at Bayfront Park. 



2. Provide indoor secure bicycle parking facilities for employees in office buildings and retail uses on-site. 



3. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office or retail visitors. 



4. Sponsor Bay Area Bike Share pod(s) in the project vicinity. 



5. Provide shower and locker facilities in each on-site building for Event Center Development employee 
use. 



6. Encourage all employees and guests to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the 
annual “Bike to Work” day. 



4.2.3 Employee Automobile Reduction Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of employee vehicular traffic include: 



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



2. Support Ridesharing Program – Participate in free-to-employees ride-matching program through 
www.511.org. 



3. Emergency Ride Home Program – Participate in ERH program through the City of San Francisco 
(www.sferh.org).  



4. Organize and publicize promotions like Spare the Air days (as declared for the  Bay Area region) or a 
Rideshare Week.  



5. Encourage carpooling and vanpooling by designating/reserving some Event Center garage parking 
spaces for employees who use those modes. 



4.2.4 Additional Strategies 



1. Encourage employees to choose electric vehicles (EVs) over gas-fueled autos by designating/reserving 
some Event Center garage parking spaces for EVs  and providing charging equipment. 



2. 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 work day.  



4.3 EVENT CENTER PATRON TDM 



The strategies described below are designed to limit event patron auto mode split for weekday, peak-event 
travel (6:00 PM to 8:00 PM) to no more than 53 percent. 
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4.3.1 Patron Public Transit Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among guests include:  



1. 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 guests can make 
choices accordingly.  



2. Establish a partnership to brand Clipper Cards and/or transit stops and stations near the Event Center 
to encourage the mental association of event attendance with transit usage during attendee’s trip 
planning process. 



3. Promote transit access to project 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.  



4. Utilize TVs and other screens inside the Event Center building to display real time transit information 
and prominent comparisons between transportation choices available to fans, employees, and visitors 
to the Event Center Development. Emphasize transit’s lower-cost, higher sustainability, and other 
beneficial factors as compared with private autos. 



5. 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 guests of non-auto travel options 
home, including real time transit and shuttle departure times.  



6. 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 



4.3.2 Patron Bicycle Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among Event Center 
patrons include: 



1. Promote use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) at Bayfront Park. 
Reward patrons of the bike valet 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 guests can make 
choices accordingly.  



2. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office or retail visitors. 



3. Sponsor Bay Area Bike Share pod(s) in the project vicinity. 



4. Encourage all employees and guests to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the 
annual “Bike to Work” day 
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5. Provide temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas in both major plazas for peak events that 
experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space indoor valet facility. 



6. Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the Event Center development site, on the Event Center web 
site and mobile app. 



4.3.3 Patron Automobile Reduction Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of visitor vehicular traffic include: 



1. Increase fees for parking on-site above typical event center rates. 



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



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



4. Provide electronic message boards displaying upcoming event schedules to discourage auto use and 
parking on-site. 



5. Designate priority curb areas on-site for taxis and rideshare vehicles. Explore partnership options with 
rideshare/carpool/TNC companies to offer discounts to event attendees. 



4.4 SPECIAL EVENT TRANSIT SERVICE PLAN 



This section summarizes a preliminary Transit Service Plan (TSP) for the Warriors Event Center and Mixed Use 
Development as outlined by the SFMTA in a presentation on October 1, 2014. 



4.4.1 Service Plan Objectives 



The key objective for the TSP is as follows: 



 Provide high quality service to event goers, without affecting service reliability for other Muni customers 



 Accommodate a 35 percent transit mode share for peak events. 



 Develop a service plan that maximizes existing infrastructure and prioritizes operations efficiencies 



4.4.2 Service Plan for Peak Event 



The majority of regional transit riders will use Muni as a last-mile connection to the Event Center Development. 
Most Muni passengers will travel on the T 3rd southbound pre-event, and northbound post-event. The T 3rd 
service pre-event is expected to have excess capacity, while post-event excessive capacity will not be allocated 
from regular service, but rather will be served from additional trains and supplemental routes. The T 3rd service 
will be supplemented with bus service to respond to distributed customer demand, to minimize transfers made, 
and to minimize rail car demand. Inset 4-1 shows proposed routes for each of the supplemental shuttles. 
Supplemental bus routes include: 



 T 3rd Supplemental Service  



 Metro Shuttle via The Embarcadero  
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 16th Street BART Station Shuttle 



 Van Ness Avenue Shuttle 



 Ferry Building / Transbay Terminal Shuttle  



Inset 4-1 Supplemental Shuttle Routes 



 



Table 4-1 summarizes the fleet of shuttle buses and light rail vehicles necessary for pre- and post-event 
scenarios.  



Figure 4-1 shows the pre-event shuttle plan, including stop locations at the site. Figure 4-2 shows the post-
event shuttle plan; including shuttle stop locations, staging areas, and temporary lane closers, which are 
discussed in more detail in Chapter 6. 
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TABLE 4-1: PRELIMINARY TRANSIT SERVICE PLAN FOR PEAK EVENT 



SERVICE  



FLEET NECESSARY 



Pre-Event Post-Event 



T 3rd Supplemental Service 4 two car trains between Chinatown and 
Mission Bay Loop combined with 4 minute 
scheduled subway service 



10 two car trains staged to clear event 



Metro Shuttle via The 
Embarcadero 



None – limited car availability 2 three car trains staged to clear event 



16th Street BART Station Shuttle 
4 articulated motor coaches operating 
between 16th Street BART and the arena 
every 7-8 minutes 



4 articulated motor coaches + 1 standard 
motor coaches operating between 16th 
Street BART and the arena staged to clear 
event with half of vehicles returning for a 
second trip 



Van Ness Avenue Shuttle 5 standard motor coaches operating every 
12 minutes along the Van Ness corridor to 
arena via 16th Street 



4 standard motor coaches operating to the 
Van Ness corridor via 16th Street staged to 
clear event 



Ferry Building / Transbay 
Terminal Shuttle 



6 standard motor coaches operating every 
10 minutes via Ferry Plaza and the Transbay 
Terminal to the arena 



6 standard motor coaches operating to 
Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building Plaza 
staged to clear event 



Source: SFMTA (Oct. 1, 2014). 



 



  



 











 



   



Exhibit D 



ARB Acceptance of GHG Quantification Determination for Plan Bay Area 
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Exhibit E 



Written Acknowledgement of Notice and Obligations











Sin rely, 



Tiff 
Exec tive D ector 



Office of Community 
Investment and Infrastructure 



(Successor to the San Francisco 
Redevelopment Agency) 



One South Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



415.749.2400 



EDWIN M. LEE, Mayor 



Mara Rosales, Chair 
Marily Mondejar 
Darshan Singh 
Miguel Bustos 



Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director 



February 11, 2015 
	



126-0172015-014 



David Kelly, Esq. 
Golden State Warriors 
1011 Broadway 
Oaklaild, CA 94607 



Re: Acknowledgement of the GSW Arena, LLC (GSW) Intent to Seek Certification Under 
the Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011 



Dear Mr. Kelly: 



The Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure of the City and County of San 
Francisco ("OCII"), as lead agency for the proposed Golden State Warriors Arena Project (the 
"Project") in San Francisco, California, acknowledges that it has been notified of GSW's intent 
to apply for certification of the Project as a "Leadership Project" under the Jobs and Economic 
Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011 (the "Act"). Public Resources 
Code section 21178 et seq. 



OCII further acknowledges that, as part of the certification process, GSW is obligated to enter 
into an agreement with OCII establishing the requirements of Public Resources Code sections 
21183(d), (e), and (f), and that the certification under the Act entitles the Project to streamlined 
environmental review and requires the lead agency to prepare an administrative record in 
accordance with the requirements of Public Resources Code section 21186. 



As the Executive Director for OCII, I am authorized to make the above acknowledgement on 
behalf of OCII. 











February, 5, 2015 



Tiffany Bohee 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure ("OCII") 
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 5 th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



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



Dear Ms. Bohee: 



I write on behalf of GSW Arena LLC ("GSW"), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC 
(which owns and operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association (NBA) 
team), the project sponsor of that certain proposed event center and mixed-use development 
project located on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San 
Francisco (the "Project"). GSW wishes to confirm to the Office of Community Investment 
and Infrastructure (OCII) in its capacity as the lead agency for the approval of the Project 
GSW's agreement to the following items, all of which are conditions of qualifying for the 
Project's treatment as a "leadership project" under the Jobs and Economic Improvement 
Through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011, as amended (The "Act") California Public 
Resources Code Sections 21178 et. seq. By this letter, GSW acknowledges and agrees to its 
obligations under the Act as set forth in California Public Resources Code Sections 21183 
(d), (e) and (f). 



Accordingly, as required by Public Resources Code § 21183(d), GSW agrees that all 
mitigation measures required pursuant to CEQA to certify the Project under the Act shall be 
conditions of approval, and those conditions will be fully enforceable by OCII or another 
agency designated by OCII. GSW agrees that all environmental mitigation measures 
required to certify the Project under the Act will be monitored and enforced by OCII for the life 
of the obligation. 



As required by Public Resources Code § 21183(e), GSW agrees to pay the costs of the Court 
of Appeal in hearing and deciding any case, including payment of the costs for the 
appointment of a special master if deemed appropriate by the court, in a form and manner 
specified by the Judicial Council, as provided in the Rules of Court adopted by the Judicial 
Council pursuant to the Act. 



NBA 
GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS • NATIONAL BASKETBALL ASSOCIATION 



1011 Broadway • Oakland, CA 94607-4019 



510.986.2200 • 1-888-GSW-HOOP • warriors.com  











Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure ("OCII") 
<February 5, 2015> 
Page 2 



As required by Public Resources Code § 21183(f), GSW agrees to pay the costs of preparing 
the administrative record for the Project, in a form and manner specified by OCII, concurrent 
with review and consideration of the Project pursuant to CEQA and the Act. 



In entering into this letter agreement, GSW acknowledges and agrees that this agreement will 
have no impact on the on-going process under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). In order to comply with CEQA and give the public and decision-makers the 
opportunity to be aware of the environmental consequences of the Project, and to fully 
participate in the CEQA process, the Parties acknowledge that OCII has no obligation to 
approve, and GSW has no obligation to develop, the Project unless and until the Parties have 
negotiated, executed and delivered mutually acceptable agreements based upon information 
produced from the CEQA environmental review process and any other public review and 
hearing processes, subject to all applicable governmental approvals. OCII retains the 
absolute, sole discretion to: (1) modify the Project as OCII may, in its sole discretion, deem 
necessary to comply with CEQA; (2) select other feasible alternatives and/or impose 
mitigation measures to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts, which 
this agreement; (3) balance the benefits of the Project against any significant environmental 
impacts prior to taking final actions, if such significant impacts cannot otherwise be avoided; 
and/or (4) determine not to proceed with the Project. 



GSW Arena LLC 



By: 
Its: 	c er 	s e.) 



Acknowledged and Agreed to by: 



Tiffan 	ee, irector of 
Office o Col, unity Investment and Infrastructure 



cc: City of San Francisco Dept. of City Planning 



101875308.5 
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Wage and Investment Documentation











 
180 Howard Street, Suite 1200 



San Francisco, CA  94105 



CA License No.  996476 



 



February 12, 2015 



 



Golden State Warriors 



Attn:  David Kelly 



 



Re: Golden State Warriors 



Event Center and Mixed-Use Development  



 



Per your request, we are confirming published prevailing wage information for select field craft labor 



anticipated to work on the Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development in Mission 



Bay, San Francisco.  We intend to contract with contractors and to pay wages as negotiated through 



appropriate collective bargaining agreements for non-artisan on site craft labor   These wages are 



anticipated to meet or exceed the prevailing wages for job classifications as set forth by California's 



Department of Industrial Relations ("DIR"). 



 



Below is a subset of job classifications and median journeyman wages from the DIR Database for 2014-2 



that will comprise a majority of the non-artisan on site construction jobs created by the project: 



 



Trade Classification 2014-2 Rates 



 



Construction Laborer (Group 3) - Area 1 $48.27 



Carpenter - Area 1 $68.07 



Cement Mason and Concrete Finisher $53.66 



Electrician - Inside Wireman $87.73 



Operating Engineer - Group II $66.70 



Plumber $108.44 



Sheet Metal Worker $91.64 



Steel Erector - Group II $68.31 



 



These values represent base wages plus health and welfare and other employer paid 



benefits for San Francisco County based on the SFR-2014-2 Determination. 



 



These rates were developed using the published information from the 2014-2 general prevailing wage 



journeymen determinations made by the Director of DIR. 



 



If you have any questions, please let me know. 



 



Sincerely, 



Mortenson/Clark, a Joint Venture 



 
Steven J. Dell'Orto 



Senior Vice President  
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Greenhouse Gas Emissions Methodology











Application for CEQA Streamlining: 
GHG Emissions Methodology and Documentation 



Event Center and Mixed-Use Development 
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area Blocks 29-32, 



San Francisco, California 



Prepared for: 
Golden State Warriors, LLC 



Oakland, California 



Prepared by: 
ENVIRON International Corporation 



San Francisco, California 



Date: 
February, 2015 



Project Number: 
03-31144A 
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Acronyms and Abbreviations 



AB32:  (California) Assembly Bill 32 (Nuñez) 



AB900:  (California) Assembly Bill 900 (Buchanan) 



ACC:  Advanced Clean Cars 



ARB:  (California) Air Resources Board 



BART:  Bay Area Rapid Transit 



BTU:  British Thermal Unit 



BAAQMD: Bay Area Air Quality Management District 



CalEEMod®: California Emissions Estimator Model 



CAPCOA: California Air Pollution Control Officers Association 



CEC:  California Energy Commission 



CEQA:  California Environmental Quality Act 



CFR:  Code of federal regulations 



CH4:  Methane 



CO2e:  Carbon dioxide equivalents 



DU:  dwelling unit 



Draft EIR: Draft Environmental Impact Report 



EIR:  Environmental Impact Report 



g/hp-hr:  gram per horsepower-hour 



g/mile:  gram per mile 



g/s:  gram per second 



GHG:  Greenhouse Gases 



GSF:  gross square foot 



GSW:  Golden State Warriors 



GWP:  Global warming potential 



kBTU:  thousand British thermal units 



kWh:  kilowatt-hour 



m:  meter 



miles/day: miles per day 



mph:  miles per hour 



Mgal:  million gallons 



MT:  metric tonne 
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N2O:  Nitrous oxide 



NBA:  National Basketball Association 



NOP:  Project Notice of Preparation  



PG&E:  Pacific Gas and Electric Company 



PRC  Public Resources Code 



RPS:  Renewable Portfolio Standard 



SB743:  (California) Senate Bill No. 743 (Steinberg) 



SOV:  single occupancy vehicle 



sq ft:  square foot 



tons/day: tons per day 



USEPA: United States Environmental Protection Agency 



g/veh-hr: grams per vehicle-hour 



WetCat: Water Energy Team of the Climate Action Team 



VMT:  vehicle miles traveled 



yr:  year 
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1. Introduction 



The Event Center and Mixed-Use Development Project located on Blocks 29-32 within the 



Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco (herein referred to as the 



“Project”) has applied for California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) judicial streamlining 



under Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21178 et seq. In support of the Application, 



ENVIRON quantified both direct and indirect greenhouse gas emissions associated with the 



Project’s operation, including ongoing emissions reductions associated with transportation and 



building energy use, to show the Project meets the requirement for no “net additional emission 



of greenhouse gases [GHG], including greenhouse gas emissions from employee 



transportation” [California PRC §21183(c)]. 



ENVIRON quantified potential emissions for the Project as well as those associated with the 



existing uses at the Oracle Arena and the Golden State Warriors (GSW) Headquarters and 



practice facility in Oakland to calculate the net GHG emissions associated with the Project. 



ENVIRON also quantified emissions reductions associated with internal trip capture made 



possible by the immediately adjacent office and retail uses and sustainability components of the 



newly constructed office, as described in Section 3 of this methodology document. Lastly, 



ENVIRON quantified the Project’s one-time emissions due to construction. This document 



summarizes of the assumptions and calculation methodologies ENVIRON used to estimate 



GHG emissions. 



Throughout this report, GHG emissions are reported in units of metric tons of carbon dioxide 



equivalents (MT CO2e). Carbon dioxide equivalents are emissions of carbon dioxide, methane 



(CH4), and nitrous oxide (N2O), weighted by the global warming potentials (GWP) from Title 40 



of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 98, Table A-1, as referenced by the California 



Mandatory Reporting Rule for GHG (Title 17 of the California Code of Regulations, §§95100-



95158). GHG emissions are quantified for this Project, existing uses at the Oracle Arena and 



the current GSW Headquarters in Oakland, and one-time emissions associated with 



construction. 



1.1. Project 



The Project on Blocks 29-32 consists of development of a new arena for the National Basketball 



Association (NBA) team the Golden State Warriors (GSW), who currently play at the Oracle 



Arena in Oakland, California. Currently, the Project site is used for surface parking. As 



described in the Application for judicial streamlining, there are immediately adjacent office and 



retail land uses. The calculations of the GHG emissions for the Project include emissions 



associated with the event center and reductions associated with transportation and building 



energy use. Table 1 shows the proposed land uses at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32. 
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Table 1. Project Land Uses at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 



Land Use Square Footage 



Event Center 750,000 



GSW Office Space 25,000 



Office Space 580,000 



Retail Space1 125,000 



Parking and Loading 234,411 



Notes: 



1 Proposed retail uses are approximately 51,500 GSF sit‐down 



restaurant, 11,000 quick‐service restaurant, and 62,500 GSF soft 



goods retail including food retail. 



 



The GSW are assumed to play 47 games per year at the Mission Bay Event Center, which is 



the number of pre-season, regular season, and post-season home games in the 2013-2014 



season. This represents an average good year as the GSW made the first round of playoffs 



(including 3 pre-season home games). Home games can range from a minimum of 43 (including 



2 pre-season games) to a maximum of 60 (including 3 pre-season games and 16 post-season 



games) if the GSW continue through a seven-game championship. 



Currently, construction of the Project is scheduled to be completed in late 2017. Thus, for the 



purposes of this analysis the first operational year of the Project is assumed to be 2017. A GHG 



emissions inventory is also presented for each year from 2017 to 2035. From 2017 to 2035, 



emissions change each year due to the phase-in of the Renewable Portfolio Standard from 



2017 to 2020 and CO2e emission factors resulting from an improved vehicle fleet as 



documented by ARB guidance for AB900 projects. 



1.2. Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters 



The current GSW Headquarters are located at 1011 Broadway in Oakland, California. The 



calculations of potential Project GHG emissions at the Mission Bay Event Center would deduct 



a portion of the existing GHG emissions from the Oracle Arena and the existing GSW 



Headquarters from the future GHG calculations. The portion deducted is associated with the 



relocation of all the GSW games, the GSW Headquarters and practice facility in Oakland, and 



fifty percent (50%) of the non-GSW events currently taking place at the Oracle Arena, as 



described in the Application. 



Methodologies for quantifying GHG emissions associated with all events at the Oracle Arena 



and the existing GSW Headquarters in Oakland are presented in Section 2. Methodologies for 



quantifying GHG emissions associated with the Mission Bay Event Center, emission reductions 



due to the Project, and emissions from the remaining 50% of non-GSW events at Oracle Arena 



are presented in Section 3. 
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Table 2. Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters Land Uses 



Location Square Footage 



Oracle Arena approx. 500,000 



GSW Headquarters 



(management offices and 



practice facility) 



16,0001 



Notes: 



1 Greenhouse gas emissions associated with the GSW 



Headquarters are based on actual consumption data and 



not the building square footage. 



 



1.3. One-Time Emissions 



Construction of the Project will generate “one-time” emissions, that is, discrete emissions that 



are not associated with ongoing Project operation. These emissions are quantified and 



disclosed for the Project. Methodologies for quantifying construction GHG emissions are 



detailed in Section 4. 



1.4. Emissions Sectors 



For the Project in Mission Bay and the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters, 



emissions are quantified and presented for the following sectors: 



Table 3. Emissions Sectors 



Sector Description 



Energy Emissions from purchased electricity and natural gas 



Mobile sources Emissions from on-road vehicle traffic 



Waste Emissions from solid waste treatment 



Water Indirect GHG emissions from the treatment and delivery of fresh water 



and wastewater treatment 



Area sources Emissions from landscaping equipment 



Stationary Sources Emissions from emergency generators at the Project 



 



Detailed calculations of one-time emissions associated with construction and emissions in the 



above sectors are presented in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Calculations of the 



Application.
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2. Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters Operational 
Emissions 



The estimated GHG emissions from Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters operations 



at the existing site are shown in Table 4. Total GHG emissions are 14,930 MT CO2e/year, with 



14,304 MT CO2e/year originating at the Oracle Arena and the remaining 625 MT CO2e/year 



from the GSW Headquarters (numbers do not add to 14,930 MT CO2e/year due to rounding). 



The GSW provided site-specific data for energy use and transportation, as described in the 



respective subsections below. For both land uses, mobile sources are the largest contributor of 



GHG emissions, followed by energy use. 



Table 4: Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters 2017 GHG Emissions 



GHG Emissions [MT 



CO2e/year] 



Emission Source 



Energy Mobile Area Waste Water Total 



Oracle Arena 
(47 games and 42 events) 



1,413 12,284 
0.010 



91 517 14,304 



GSW Headquarters 258 365 2 1 625 



Total 1,671 12,648 0.010 92 518 14,930 



 



No stationary sources such as emergency generators are considered for the Oracle Arena and 



GSW Oakland Headquarters. This is a conservative approach. 



The GHG emissions from energy use and mobile sources were evaluated between 2017 and 



2035. Detailed calculations for the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters emission 



calculations are in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Calculations of the Application. 



2.1. Energy 



Energy emissions from Oracle Arena and GSW headquarters land uses were estimated using 



similar methodology to that of the California Air Resources Board (ARB) in evaluating GHG 



emissions from the Apple Campus 2 project in Cupertino, California (“ARB Determination for 



Apple Campus 2”).1 The ARB emissions methodology was developed to assess GHG emissions 



in support of a CEQA judicial streamlining application under California Assembly Bill 900 



(AB900). The energy emissions estimates consider emissions from two processes, electricity 



generation and natural gas combustion, with further details in Section 2.1.1 and 2.1.2 below. 



2.1.1. Electricity 



Determining GHG emissions from electricity generation requires an emission factor correlating 



MWh of electricity consumed to MT CO2e. The emission factor for GHG from electricity 



production for customers of the Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) is based on the 



                                                 
1 ARB. 2011. Attachment A to letter from Lynn M. Terry to Ken Alex. June 14. Available online at 



http://opr.ca.gov/docs/ARBDeterminationAppleCampus2.pdf 
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PG&E report “Greenhouse Gas Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers.”2 All 



calculations use the PG&E 2017 through 2020 emission factors for electricity production. The 



CH4 and N2O emission factors are the same as those used in the California Air Pollution Control 



Officers Association (CAPCOA)-developed model for land uses, California Emissions Estimator 



Model, version 2013.2.2 (CalEEMod®).3 



Electricity demand for the Oracle Arena is estimated based on historical CalEEMod® energy 



intensities for the Arena land use, which reflect 2005 Title 24 standards. The GSW provided 



historical actual electricity usage data for the GSW Headquarters. 



Emissions from electricity use are the product of the historical annual electricity use and the 



GHG emission factor. 



2.1.2. Natural Gas 



Emission factors for CO2, CH4, and N2O from natural gas combustion were taken from 



CalEEMod®. 



Natural gas demand for the Oracle Arena is estimated based on historical CalEEMod® energy 



intensities for the Arena land use, which reflect 2005 Title 24 standards. As Oracle Arena was 



originally opened in 1966 and last renovated in 1997, it is likely that energy use is 



underestimated here. Natural gas demand for the GSW Headquarters is based on historical 



actual usage data provided by the GSW. 



Emissions from natural gas use are the product of the historical annual natural gas use and the 



GHG emission factors from CalEEMod®. 



2.2. Mobile Sources 



Mobile source emissions for the Oracle Arena and GSW headquarters are considered 



separately for GSW Headquarters employees, Oracle Arena employees, and spectators at the 



Oracle Arena, as discussed in the subsections below. Trip rate estimates are based on staff and 



spectator head counts. Trip lengths are the default values from CalEEMod® except for event 



spectator trips, which are longer, as discussed below. CO2e emission factors are from the ARB 



guidance document “Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB900 Projects.” 



                                                 
2 Pacific Gas and Electric Company. 2013. Greenhouse Gas Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers. 



April. Available online at: 
http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/environment/calculator/pge_ghg_emission_factor_info_sheet.pdf. 



3 CalEEMod® calculates annual GHG emissions which can be used in support of analyses in environmental 
documents such as Environmental Impact Reports (EIRs) and Negative Declarations used to support a California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) evaluation. CalEEMod® utilizes widely accepted models for emission estimates 
combined with appropriate default data that can be used if site-specific information is not available. These models 
and default estimates use sources such as the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) AP-42 
emission factors, California Air Resources Board (ARB) onroad and offroad equipment emission models such as 
the EMission FACtor 2011 model (EMFAC2011) and the Offroad Emissions Inventory Program model 
(OFFROAD), and studies commissioned by California agencies such as the California Energy Commission (CEC) 
and Calrecycle. Available at: http://www.caleemod.com/ 
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2.2.1. Employee Trips 



ENVIRON estimated GHG emissions from employees working at the GSW Headquarters and 



as part of non-event operations at the Oracle Arena. The actual count of full-time employees 



(not including vendor and event staff on event days) at the Oracle Arena was used.4 The 



number of employees at the GSW Headquarters in Oakland was based on the Project Notice of 



Preparation (NOP) from November 2014. 



Bay Area Census data from 2013 show that 78% of commuters drive to work, the employee 



driving rate assumed for Oracle Arena staff.5 The Bay Area Census data also show that the 



single occupancy vehicle (SOV) rate is 86% and the average local carpool rate is 14%, so 14% 



of Oracle Arena employees were assumed to carpool in 2-person carpools. The GSW provided 



a driving rate of 85% for the Headquarters employees. The GSW also provided a carpool rate of 



6%, assumed to be of 2-person carpools. 



Employees were assumed to take one round-trip commute trip and one round-trip non-commute 



trip per day. The CalEEMod® default trip length of 9.5 miles was used for the employee 



commute trips. The non-commute trip length is assumed to be 3 miles. 



The emissions for employee trips are the product of employee trips per year, length per trip, and 



the ARB CO2e emission factor. 



2.2.2. Spectator Trips 



The GSW provided average count of game and non-game event spectators. The trip length for 



all spectators (game and non-game event) was developed based on the zip codes of GSW 



season ticket-holder addresses. The trip length of 25 miles used for event spectators is the 



weighted-average of distances to each Bay Area county represented by the season ticket-



holder addresses. 



The GSW estimated that 2,000 of the total spectators per game event took public transit or 



taxis. In the absence of survey or public transit data, ENVIRON assumed the count of single-



occupancy vehicles and 3-person carpools based on the capacity of the Oracle Arena parking 



lot. About four times as many spectators attend events as there are parking spaces. Of the 



spectators driving to game events, ENVIRON assumed that 20% of spectators drive in single-



occupancy vehicles while the remaining spectators drive in carpools of 3 people. ENVIRON also 



conservatively assumed that all non-game event spectators drive, and that 20% of these 



spectators drive in single-occupancy vehicles while the remaining carpool at a density of 3 



people per vehicle. 



                                                 
4 City of Oakland. 2014. Oakland Coliseum Area Specific Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report, Volume II. 



Available online at: http://www2.oaklandnet.com/Government/o/PBN/OurOrganization/PlanningZoning/OAK048830 
5 Bay Area Census. 2013. Selected Census Data from the San Francisco Bay Area. Available online at 



http://www.bayareacensus.ca.gov/bayarea.htm 





http://www2.oaklandnet.com/Government/o/PBN/OurOrganization/PlanningZoning/OAK048830
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The emissions for event spectator trips are the product of spectator trips per year, trip length, 



and the ARB CO2e emission factor. 



2.2.3. Vendor and Event Staff Trips 



Event staff are those employees who work only on game days and for non-game events at the 



Oracle Arena. Vendors are contractors who provide services at games and non-game events. 



The annual number of vehicle trips by vendor and event staff is based on number of vendors at 



each event and total number of event days per year. 



Vendors and event staff are assumed to drive and carpool at the average local rates in the Bay 



Area Census data, that is, a driving rate of 78% and a carpool rate of 14%. Carpools are 



assumed to be of 2 people per vehicle.  



The trip length for vendor and event staff trips, 9.5 miles, is the default commercial-work trip 



length in CalEEMod® for the Bay Area. 



The emissions for vendor and event staff trips are the product of employee trips per year, trip 



length, and the ARB CO2e emission factor. 



2.2.4. Opposing Team Bus Trips 



Typically, the opposing team visiting to play against the GSW stays in a hotel in San Francisco. 



The opposing team takes a bus to the Oracle Arena for each game, a trip of approximately 17.5 



miles. On average, there are 1.5 bus trips per game based on information from the GSW.  



The emissions for opposing team bus trips are the product of opposing team bus trips per year, 



trip length, and the ARB CO2e emission factor for the fleet mix. 



2.2.5. Delivery Trips 



On average, there are about 8 deliveries per work day to the GSW Headquarters. The trip 



length for delivery trips is 7.3 miles, the default commercial-nonwork trip length in CalEEMod®. 



The emissions for delivery trips are the product of delivery trips per year, trip length, and the 



ARB CO2e emission factor. 



2.3. Waste 



Solid waste treatment releases GHG, primarily methane, as a result of decomposition. The ARB 



developed an emission factor for CO2e from solid waste disposal in the ARB Determination for 



Apple Campus 2.6 ENVIRON uses the same emission factor in this analysis, and shows its 



derivation in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Calculations of the Application. The 



GHG emission factor for waste is 0.155 MT CO2e/MT waste. 



The annual waste generation rate for the Oracle Area on a square footage basis is 1.29 



tons/1000 square feet per year, based on the Sacramento Entertainment and Sports Center & 



Related Development EIR cited in the GSW Event Center November 2014 NOP. GHG 



                                                 
6 California Air Resources Board. 2012. Email between Webster Tasat of the California Air Resources Board and 



Catherine Mukai of ENVIRON, 20 November 2012. 
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emissions from solid waste at the Oracle Arena are the product of the amount of waste 



generated per year and the CO2e emission factor for solid waste. 



The GSW provided an estimate for the amount of solid waste generated at the GSW 



Headquarters as well as the amount of diverted waste. GHG emissions from GSW 



Headquarters-generated solid waste are the product of the amount of waste generated per year 



less the amount diverted and the CO2e emission factor for solid waste. 



2.4. Water 



Water treatment and transport results in indirect emissions of GHG. In the ARB Determination 



for Apple Campus 2, ARB developed a CO2e emission factor for water use based on a study by 



the University of California on behalf of the California Public Utilities Commission and the 



California EPA’s Water Energy Team of the Climate Action Team (WetCat). The emission factor 



accounts for emissions from fresh water supply, treatment, distribution, and wastewater 



treatment. The GHG emission factor for water use is 2.255 MT CO2e/Mgal. 



The water use rate for the Oracle Arena is based on data from the “Commercial and Institutional 



End Uses of Water” report by the American Water Works Association Research Foundation.7 



The use rate is multiplied by the square footage of the Oracle Arena to get the usage in gallons 



per year. The GSW provided the annual water use for the GSW Headquarters. 



GHG emissions from water usage are the product of water used per year and the CO2e 



emission factor for water use. 



2.5. Area Sources 



The Project includes area sources such as landscaping equipment. GHG emissions from area 



sources were estimated using CalEEMod® based on the type and size of land uses associated 



with the Oracle Arena and the GSW Oakland Headquarters. 



 



                                                 
7 American Water Works Association Research Foundation. 2000. Commercial and Institutional End Uses of Water. 
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3. Project Operational Emissions  



The estimated Project GHG emissions from future operations at the Project site at full build-out 



are shown in Table 5. Total GHG emissions in the first operational year, 2017, are 19,133 MT 



CO2e/year, with 18,384 MT CO2e/year originating from the new Event Center at Mission Bay 



and 2,939 MT CO2e/year from remaining events at Oracle Arena. Credits due to Energy 



Efficiency and Trip Linking account for a reduction of 2,008 MT CO2e/year. For all land uses, 



mobile sources are the largest contributor of GHG emissions, followed by energy use. 



Table 5: Project GHG Emissions in 2017 (MT CO2e/year) 



GHG Emissions 



[MT CO2e/year] 



Emission Source 



Energy Mobile Area Waste Water Generators 



Oracle Arena 



(21 events) 
333 2,242 0.0023 21 122 - 



Mission Bay Event Center 



(47 games and 161 



events) 



748 16,741 0.014 136 23 



106 



GSW Office Space 74 104 0.00047 4.6 0.66 



Parking and Loading 446 - 0.0090 - - 



Credit due to Energy 



Efficiency 
-646 - - - - - 



Credit due to Trip Linking - -1,362 - - - - 



Sub-Total 956 17,726 0.026 162 145 106 



Total 19,095      



 



The GHG emissions from energy use and mobile sources associated with the Project were 



evaluated at full build-out between 2017 and 2035. Credits due to energy efficiency and trip 



linking are also calculated for these years, as discussed below. 



ENVIRON calculated the Project emissions using largely the same methodology as described in 



Section 2. There are additional sources of GHG emissions in the Project, namely stationary 



sources, which are discussed in Section 3.6. 



Detailed calculations for Project emissions are in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions 



Calculations of the Application. 



3.1. Energy 



The energy emissions estimates consider emissions from two processes, electricity generation 



and natural gas combustion. 
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Project emissions from electricity are the sum of the emissions from the new event center, the 



GSW office space, and the Oracle Arena. Though the Oracle Arena will no longer host GSW 



games, it is assumed that approximately 50% of the non-game events will still occur at the 



Oracle Arena, or 24% of a typical year’s game and non-game events will still occur at the Oracle 



Arena. Thus, emissions calculations for the remaining non-game events at Oracle Arena use a 



24% scaling factor to account for this reduction in number of events. An emission reduction from 



the electricity use of the Office Tower is also applied; this is discussed further below. 



3.1.1. Electricity 



The GHG emission factors for electricity use change over time due to the California Renewable 



Portfolio Standard (RPS), a program designed to meet statewide GHG reduction targets. The 



RPS requires grid electricity to come from 33% renewable sources by 2020. ENVIRON used 



emission factors for 2017 through 2020 for electricity from the PG&E report “Greenhouse Gas 



Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers.”8 The PG&E emission factors for electricity 



production range between 0.158 and 0.131 MT CO2e/MWh between 2017 and 2020. 



SSR, Sustainable Design and LEED consultants to the GSW, provided the electricity demand 



for the Event Center. Emissions from arena electricity use are the product of the energy demand 



rate and the GHG emission factor. 



Emissions from electricity use at the Oracle Arena were calculated using the same methods 



described in Section 2; however, annual electricity use was scaled down to 24% of the existing 



arena. This scaling accounts for the percentage of total events that will continue to occur at the 



Oracle Arena. 



Finally, the proposed office towers of the Project will generate lower GHG emissions due to 



greater building energy efficiency associated with the LEED Gold certification when compared 



to a similarly sized office buildings that are code-compliant. Emission reduction credits from the 



office electricity use are calculated by subtracting the code-compliant office energy emissions 



from the immediately adjacent office energy emissions. Code-compliant office energy emissions 



were calculated in CalEEMod® assuming 2013 Title 24 standards. Immediately adjacent office 



energy emissions were calculated by multiplying the annual electricity use by the PG&E 



emission factor. 



3.1.2. Natural Gas 



As was done in the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters calculations, emission 



factors for CO2, CH4, and N2O from natural gas combustion were taken from CalEEMod® 



defaults. SSR, Sustainable Design and LEED consultants to the GSW, provided the natural gas 



demand for the Event Center. Emissions from the Event Center and GSW office space natural 



gas use are the product of the natural gas demand rate and the GHG emission factor. 



                                                 
8 Pacific Gas and Electric Company. 2013. Greenhouse Gas Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers.  



April. Available online at  



http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/environment/calculator/pge_ghg_emission_factor_info_sheet.pdf. 





http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/environment/calculator/pge_ghg_emission_factor_info_sheet.pdf
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Finally, emissions from natural gas use at the Oracle Arena were calculated using the same 



methods described in Section 2; however, annual natural gas use was scaled down by 24%. 



This scaling accounts for the percentage of total events that will continue to occur at the Oracle 



Arena. 



3.2. Mobile 



Mobile source emissions for the Project are based on daily vehicle trip data provided by 



Adavant Consulting, the traffic consultant for the Project. One-way vehicle trips are provided 



separately at the Mission Bay Event Center for weekdays and weekends, and for various event 



scenarios: no events, basketball game event, and convention event. ENVIRON assumed the 



number of home games (assumed to be the same as the 2013-2014 season, 47) are distributed 



evenly between weekdays and weekends over a year. Trip generation associated with 45 



concerts and 55 family shows distributed throughout the year is approximated by the basketball 



event scenario (assumes 55 events occur on weekends and 45 occur on weekdays). 61 



convention events in a year are assumed to occur on weekdays, while the remaining days (157) 



are assumed to be “no event” days.  



The one-way trip length to the Event Center is conservatively assumed to be 25.2 miles, which 



is based on addresses of GSW season ticket holders. The average length of a trip to the GSW 



office, 8 miles, is the average CalEEMod default value for offices. 



Oracle Arena trips to account for non-game events that will still take place at that arena are 



calculated similarly to the calculations described in Section 2; however, a 50% scaling factor is 



applied to the spectator, vendor, and event staff trips to account for 50% of the non-game 



events (or 24% of total events) that will take place there. 



CO2 emission factors are from ARB's Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB900 



Projects. The emissions for each event scenario are the product of vehicle trips per year, trip 



length, and weighted CO2 emission factor. 



Finally, the retail trips associated with the Project will result in lower GHG emissions due to 



internal trip capture when compared to trips generated by retail use of the same size that is not 



immediately adjacent to an event center. Emission reduction credits from retail trip linking are 



calculated by determining the difference in retail trips with and without internal trip capture. The 



difference can be seen in the Adavant Consulting traffic data for no event days versus event 



days. Emission credits were calculated by multiplying the annual reduction in vehicle miles 



traveled (VMT) due to internal trip capture and the CO2 emission factor. 



3.3. Waste 



Emissions from the transport and processing of solid waste were calculated using solid waste 



generation rates were obtained from the Sacramento Entertainment and Sports Center & 



Related Development Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the event center, GSW offices, 



and untransferred events at the existing Oracle Arena, as cited in the November 2014 NOP. 



Waste emissions were calculated using the same methods described in Section 2. A scaling 



factor of 24% was applied to waste emissions from the existing Oracle Arena to account for 



reduction in number of events. 
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3.4. Water 



As in the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters calculations, emissions are estimated 



from the energy use associated with the supply, treatment, and distribution of water, as well as 



wastewater treatment. The emission factor described in the calculation methodology in Section 



2 was also used for this Project calculation. 



Project water use includes event center and GSW office water use, water used for landscaping, 



and facility washdown and cleaning; these usage rates were provided by the Project Water 



Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014. Water use emissions also include those from 



the existing Oracle arena, scaled to 24% of the original value to include only untransferred 



events. 



Emissions from water use are the product of the water use rate for each of the components 



described above and the emission factor. 



3.5. Area Sources 



The Project includes area sources such as architectural coatings and landscaping equipment. 



GHG emissions from area sources were estimated using CalEEMod® based on the type and 



size of land uses associated with the Oracle Arena and the GSW Oakland Headquarters. 



3.6. Stationary Sources 



Operation of standby emergency engines will result in direct emissions of GHGs. The Project 



includes the installation of two 1,500 kW diesel generators at the arena. Emissions are 



calculated as a product of engine horsepower, a CO2 emission factor of 526 g/hp-hr based on 



AP-42 for large stationary diesel engines, and a limit of 50 hours of operation for routine 



maintenance and testing by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD). 
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4. One-Time Emissions 



The one-time emissions from Project construction are shown in Table 6. Project construction will 



span 24 months, with total GHG emissions summing to 10,066 MT CO2e. Detailed calculations 



for the one-time emissions due to construction are in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions 



Calculations of the Application. 



Table 6: Construction Emissions 



Emission Source 
GHG Emissions [MT CO2e/yr] 



Year 1 Year 2 Total 



Offroad Equipment 3,997 1,358 5,355 



Construction Trips 2,355 2,355 4,711 



Total by Year 6,352 3,714 10,066 



 



4.1. Construction 



Greenhouse gas emissions from construction of the Project include emissions from offroad 



equipment and construction trips. Construction phasing was provided by the Project 



construction contractor. 



4.1.1. Offroad Equipment 



Project-specific construction equipment inventories that include details on the type, quantity, 



construction schedule, and hours of operation anticipated for each piece of equipment for each 



construction phase were provided by the GSW Construction Team, as shown in Table 3: 



Construction Equipment List in Exhibit H of the Application. ENVIRON estimated GHG 



emissions from construction equipment using methodologies consistent with CalEEMod®. 



Specifically, emissions are the product of the equipment horsepower, total hours of operation, 



load factor, and CO2 emission factor. 



4.1.2. Construction Trips 



GHG emissions from on-road construction trips were calculated using the total number of truck 



and worker trips provided by the GSW Construction Team, as shown in Table 5: Project 



Construction Trip Estimates in Exhibit H of the Application, and emission factors from ARB’s 



EMission FACtor model (EMFAC2011) model. For haul trucks, a 20-mile one-way trip length 



was used, based on CalEEMod® default truck trip lengths, and for vendor trucks a 7.3-mile trip 



length was used, based on the regional default vendor trip length from CalEEMod®. For worker 



trips, the regional default trip length of 12.4 miles from CalEEMod® was used. The CO2 emission 



factors were generated with the current version of the EMFAC2011, released on September 30, 



2011, and updated in January 2013. The model includes updated information on California’s car 



and truck fleets and travel activity. Emissions reported by the model were converted to units of 



grams of pollutant emitted per vehicle mile traveled (VMT) using the daily VMT for running 



emissions, or grams of pollutant emitted per trip for idling and starting emissions. 
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5. Comparison of Project to Oracle Arena and GSW 
Headquarters Emissions 



The comparison of the Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters emissions and Project emissions 



between 2017 and 2035 is shown in Table 7. In 2017, Project emissions exceed Oracle Arena 



and GSW Headquarters emissions by 4,099 MT CO2e/year, but by 2035, with anticipated 



reductions from the RPS, Advanced Clean Cars (ACC), and fleet turnover, Project emissions 



are only 2,923 MT CO2e/year above Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters emissions. 



The increase in Project emissions over the Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters is small when 



considering the increased area and expected utilization of the Event Center. This represents a 



more efficient and sustainable Project given that the new Event Center will host more events on 



an annual basis and will allow spectators and residents to take advantage of nearby amenities 



and public transportation. 



Table 7. Comparison of GHG Emissions between Oracle Arena and GSW HQ versus the 
Event Center Project, 2017 - 2035 



GHG Emissions [MT 



CO2e/year]1 



Oracle 



Arena and 



GSW HQ 



Event Center 



Project 
Difference 



2017 15,034 19,133 4,099 



2018 14,780 18,813 4,032 



2019 14,527 18,493 3,966 



2020 14,253 18,139 3,886 



2021 14,049 17,854 3,805 



2022 13,815 17,529 3,714 



2023 13,553 17,163 3,611 



2024 13,348 16,879 3,530 



2025 13,086 16,513 3,427 



2026 12,881 16,228 3,347 



2027 12,677 15,944 3,267 



2028 12,502 15,700 3,198 



2029 12,356 15,497 3,140 



2030 12,210 15,293 3,083 



2031 12,093 15,131 3,037 



2032 12,006 15,009 3,003 



2033 11,918 14,887 2,968 



2034 11,860 14,806 2,946 



2035 11,802 14,724 2,923 
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While the Project emissions are higher than those at the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland 



Headquarters, the GSW are committing to purchase carbon credits to offset the difference in 



GHG emissions. 



5.1. Project Sustainability Commitments 



Even though the Project anticipated event count exceeds those at the Oracle Arena by over 100 



events per year, and square footage is increased by 50%, emissions are reduced by 15% per 



square foot in 2017. This is in no small part due to aggressive energy and transportation 



efficiency efforts taken by the GSW. 



The Project will increase transportation efficiency by at least 10% compared to similar projects. 



The Project location, in close proximity to Muni Metro (adjacent to UCSF/Mission Bay Station) 



and Caltrain (0.7 miles to San Francisco Station), allows it to reduce on-road vehicle trips by 



making public transit an attractive option. The Central Subway Project will further improve public 



transit in the area by providing connections to downtown San Francisco with light-rail stops in 



South of Market, Yerba Buena, Union Square, and Chinatown. These transit centers connect 



the Project to the Peninsula (via bus, BART, and Caltrain), the North Bay (via bus and ferry), the 



East Bay (via bus, BART, and ferry), and San Francisco (via bus, Muni Metro, and BART). 



Exhibit C to Application provides more detail on the Project transportation efficiency. 



The new Event Center will increase energy efficiency to exceed the 2013 Title 24 building 



standards. This commitment allows the Project to achieve LEED Gold certification through a 



combination of design features and operational measures. 



5.2. Project GHG Reduction Strategies 



The GSW commit to purchasing GHG credits so there are no net additional GHG emissions 



associated with the Project. By purchasing offsets, the GSW will help the State achieve its GHG 



reduction targets under Assembly Bill 32 (AB32)  











 



   



Exhibit H 



Greenhouse Gas Emissions Calculations 
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Abbreviations for Construction Emission Calculations:
ARB California Air Resources Board



CalEEMod California Emissions Estimator Model



CO2 Carbon dioxide



CO2e Carbon dioxide equivalent



DSL Diesel



GAS Gasoline



GHG Greenhouse gases



GSW Golden State Warriors



HHDT Heavy-Heavy Duty Trucks



HP Horsepower



LDA Light-Duty Auto



LDT Light-Duty Trucks



LF Load factor



MHDT Medium-Heavy Duty Trucks



MT Metric Ton
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Golden State Warriors Event Center
Table 1. Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions



Year 1 Year 2 Total
Offroad Equipment2 3,997 1,358 5,355
Construction Trips3 2,355 2,355 4,711
Total by Year 6,352 3,714 10,066



Notes:



References:
California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2011. EMFAC2011.
ARB. 2011. OFFROAD 2011.



GHG Emissions [MT CO2e/yr]1
Emission Source



3. Emissions from construction trips are conservatively based on  2015 emission factors from 
EMFAC2011, and are distributed evenly between 2015 and 2016.



2. Emissions based on construction phases provided by the Project construction contractor 
and emission factors from OFFROAD2011. 2015 emission factors were conservatively used 
to calculate emissions for the first twelve months of construction.



1. Emissions reflect construction of both the event center and the office towers.
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Table 2. Construction Phases



Phase Name Project Equipment at Site Equipment 
Quantity



Usage Hours 
per Workday



Equipment 
Start Month



Equipment End 
Month



Workdays per 
Week



Demolition/Mass Excavation Street Sweeper 2 7 1 10 5
Mass Excavation Large Excavator 3 7 1 3 5
Mass Excavation Scraper 3 7 1 3 5
Mass Excavation Wheel Loader 3 7 1 3 5
Mass Excavation Track Type Tractor Blde/Ripper 2 7 1 3 5



Rapid Impact Compaction Track type tractor with hammer 3 7 1 3 5
Pile Installation Drill Rig (for installation of Auger Cast piles) 4 7 2 4 5
Pile Installation Crawler Cranes 4 7 2 4 5
Pile Installation Large Forklifts 2 7 2 4 5
Pile Installation Bobcat or small excavators 4 7 2 4 5
Pile Installation Cutting and chopping saws 4 7 2 4 5



Shoring Cut off wall (CDSM) equipment 4 7 1 2 5
Shoring Drill Rig 2 7 2 4 5
Shoring Support Crane 2 7 2 4 5
Shoring Grout-mixing plant 2 7 2 4 5
Shoring Small Excavator 2 7 2 4 5



Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps 2 7 2 13 5
Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat 2 7 2 23 5
Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator 2 7 2 23 5
Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator 2 7 2 13 5
Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes 4 7 3 16 5
Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes 4 7 3 23 5
Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts 8 7 3 24 5
Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws 15 7 3 24 5
Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws 10 7 8 24 5
Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns 25 7 8 20 5
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Table 3. Construction Equipment List



Phase 
ID Phase Project Equipment OFFROAD Equipment HP OFFROAD 



HP Bin
Tier HP 



Bin LF Quantity Total 
Hours



Calendar 
Year



Construction 
Year Fuel



1 Demolition/Mass Excavation Street Sweeper Sweepers/Scrubbers 285 500 300 0.4556 2 3042 2015 1 Diesel
2 Mass Excavation Large Excavator Excavators 523 750 600 0.3819 3 1369 2015 1 Diesel
2 Mass Excavation Scraper Scrapers 500 500 600 0.4824 3 1369 2015 1 Diesel
2 Mass Excavation Wheel Loader Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 211 250 300 0.3685 3 1369 2015 1 Diesel
2 Mass Excavation Track Type Tractor Blde/Ripper Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 150 175 175 0.3685 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
3 Rapid Impact Compaction Track type tractor with hammer Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 150 175 175 0.3685 3 1369 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Drill Rig (for installation of Auger Cast piles) Bore/Drill Rigs 1205 9999 2000 0.5025 4 1825 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Crawler Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 1825 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Large Forklifts Forklifts 93 120 120 0.201 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Bobcat or small excavators Rubber Tired Loaders 71 120 75 0.3618 4 1825 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Cutting and chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 4 1825 2015 1 Electric
5 Shoring Drill Rig Bore/Drill Rigs 150 175 175 0.5025 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
5 Shoring Support Crane Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
5 Shoring Grout-mixing plant Other Material Handling Equipment 20 50 25 0.3953 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
5 Shoring Small Excavator Excavators 71 120 75 0.3819 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
5 Shoring Cut off wall (CDSM) equipment Bore/Drill Rigs 150 175 175 0.5025 4 1217 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps Other Construction Equipment 480 500 600 0.4154 2 3346 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat Rubber Tired Loaders 71 120 75 0.3618 2 3346 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator Excavators 404 500 600 0.3819 2 3346 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator Excavators 523 750 600 0.3819 2 3346 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 6083 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 6083 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts Forklifts 93 120 120 0.201 8 12167 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 15 22813 2015 1 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 10 7604 2015 1 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 25 19010 2015 1 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps Other Construction Equipment 480 500 600 0.4154 2 304 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat Rubber Tired Loaders 71 120 75 0.3618 2 3346 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator Excavators 404 500 600 0.3819 2 3346 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator Excavators 523 750 600 0.3819 2 304 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 2433 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 6692 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts Forklifts 93 120 120 0.201 8 14600 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 15 27375 2016 2 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 10 18250 2016 2 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 25 30417 2016 2 Electric
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Table 4. Offroad Equipment Activities and Emissions



Construction 
Year Phase ID Phase Project Equipment OFFROAD Equipment Total Hours HP OFFROAD HP 



Bin
Tier HP 



Bin Fuel Emissions Units Pollutant



1 1 Demolition/Mass Excavation Street Sweeper Sweepers/Scrubbers 3042 285 500 300 Diesel 494,825 lb CO2
1 2 Mass Excavation Large Excavator Excavators 1369 523 750 600 Diesel 342,521 lb CO2
1 2 Mass Excavation Scraper Scrapers 1369 500 500 600 Diesel 413,631 lb CO2
1 2 Mass Excavation Track Type Tractor Blde/Ripper Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 913 150 175 175 Diesel 63,194 lb CO2
1 2 Mass Excavation Wheel Loader Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1369 211 250 300 Diesel 133,338 lb CO2
1 3 Rapid Impact Compaction Track type tractor with hammer Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1369 150 175 175 Diesel 94,790 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Bobcat or small excavators Rubber Tired Loaders 1825 71 120 75 Diesel 58,736 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Crawler Cranes Cranes 1825 530 750 600 Diesel 349,135 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Cutting and chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 1825 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Drill Rig (for installation of Auger Cast piles) Bore/Drill Rigs 1825 1205 9999 2000 Diesel 1,384,513 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Large Forklifts Forklifts 913 93 120 120 Diesel 21,371 lb CO2
1 5 Shoring Drill Rig Bore/Drill Rigs 913 150 175 175 Diesel 86,173 lb CO2
1 5 Shoring Grout-mixing plant Other Material Handling Equipment 913 20 50 25 Diesel 9,039 lb CO2
1 5 Shoring Small Excavator Excavators 913 71 120 75 Diesel 30,999 lb CO2
1 5 Shoring Support Crane Cranes 913 530 750 600 Diesel 174,567 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat Rubber Tired Loaders 3346 71 120 75 Diesel 107,682 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps Other Construction Equipment 3346 480 500 600 Diesel 835,840 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes Cranes 6083 530 750 600 Diesel 1,163,783 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 22813 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns Other Construction Equipment 19010 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts Forklifts 12167 93 120 120 Diesel 284,945 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator Excavators 3346 523 750 600 Diesel 837,272 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes Cranes 6083 530 750 600 Diesel 1,163,783 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator Excavators 3346 404 500 600 Diesel 646,765 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws Other Construction Equipment 7604 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat Rubber Tired Loaders 3346 71 120 75 Diesel 107,682 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps Other Construction Equipment 304 480 500 600 Diesel 75,985 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes Cranes 2433 530 750 600 Diesel 465,513 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 27375 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns Other Construction Equipment 30417 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts Forklifts 14600 93 120 120 Diesel 341,935 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator Excavators 304 523 750 600 Diesel 76,116 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes Cranes 6692 530 750 600 Diesel 1,280,161 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator Excavators 3346 404 500 600 Diesel 646,765 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws Other Construction Equipment 18250 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
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Table 5. Project Construction Trip Estimates



 Hauling 
Trips



 Vendor 
Trips



 Worker 
Trips



Entire Site
Demolition (Entire Site) 1 8 10 22 352 - 440
Excavation and Shoring (Entire Site) 3 300 25 66 39,600 - 3,300
Arena
Foundation & Below Grade 
Construction (Piles & Concrete) 6 20 100 131 - 5,240 26,200



Base Building 16 25 200 348 - 17,400 139,200
Exterior Finishing 10 25 50 218 - 10,900 21,800
Interior Finishing 18.5 30 150 402 - 24,120 120,600
Garage/Podium
Foundation & Below Grade 
Construction (Piles & Concrete) 6 20 50 131 - 5,240 13,100



Base Building 9 20 50 196 - 7,840 19,600
NW Tower
Base Building 8 15 40 174 - 5,220 13,920
Exterior Finishing 5 2 10 109 - 436 2,180
Interior Finishing 12 10 100 261 - 5,220 52,200
SW Tower
Base Building 8 15 40 174 - 5,220 13,920
Exterior Finishing 5 2 10 109 - 436 2,180
Interior Finishing 12 10 100 261 - 5,220 52,200
Entire Site
Street Improvements 5 10 40 109 - 2,180 8,720



39,952 94,672 489,560



Notes:
1. Proposed number of construction trucks and workers provided by Project Sponsor in a table titled "Summary of Construction Phases 
and Duration, and Daily Construction Trucks and Workers by Phase," dated 11/25/2014.



Total Construction Trips



Total One-Way TripsNumber 
of Work 



Days
Phase Duration 



[months]



Average Number of 
Daily Construction 



Trucks1



Average Number of 
Daily Construction 



Workers1
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Table 6. Onroad Equipment Activities, Emission Factors and Emissions



Emission 
Factor2 



[g/mile]



Emissions 
[lb]



Emission 
Factor3 



[g/hr-
vehicle]



Emissions 
[lb]



Emission 
Factor2 



[g/one-way 
trip]



Emissions 
[lb]



2015 Worker LDA GAS 50% 489,560 12.4 319 2,131,413 0 0 65 34,846



2015 Worker LDT1 GAS 25% 489,560 12.4 380 1,272,229 0 0 76 20,463



2015 Worker LDT2 GAS 25% 489,560 12.4 458 1,531,579 0 0 91 24,623



2015 Vendor T6 DSL 50% 94,672 7.3 1,155 879,662 7,308 63,551 0 0



2015 Vendor T7 DSL 50% 94,672 7.3 1,711 1,303,415 6,854 59,609 0 0



2015 Hauling T7 DSL 100% 39,952 20 1,711 3,013,955 6,854 50,311 0 0



Notes:



3. Idling exhaust emission factors are based on EMFAC2011 Idling Emission Rates (ARB 2012). Idling is assumed to occur for 5 minutes per one-way trip.



References:
California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2011. EMFAC2011.
ARB. 2012. EMFAC2011 Idling Emission Rates. Available online at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/emfac2011_idling_emission_rates.xlsx



2. Running exhaust and starting exhaust emission factors are based on EMFAC2011 for San Francisco County. 



Running Exhaust Idling Exhaust Starting Exhaust



1. CalEEMod default vehicle mix of light-duty auto (LDA), light-duty truck type 1 (LDT1), and light-duty truck type 2 (LDT2) for worker trips; mix of medium heavy-duty 
vehicles (MHDT or T6) and heavy heavy-duty trucks (HHDT or T7) for vendor trips; and all HHDT for hauling trips.



Site
Emission 



Factor 
Year



Trip Type1 Vehicle 
Type1



Mission 
Bay



CO2 Emission Factor and Emissions



Fuel
% of 



Fleet1
Total One-
way Trips



One-way 
Trip 



Length
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Abbreviations for Operational Emission Calculations:
AB Assembly Bill
ANDOC Anaerobically Degradable Carbon
ARB (California) Air Resources Board
AWWA American Water Works Association
CalEEMod California Emissions Estimator Model
CEC California Energy Commission
CFR Code of Federal Regulations
CH4 Methane
CO2 Carbon dioxide
CO2e Carbon dioxide equivalent
EF Emission factor
EIR Environmental Impact Report
GHG Greenhouse gases
GSF Gross square feet
GSW Golden State Warriors
HQ Headquarters
IPCC Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
kBTU Thousand British Thermal Units
KSF Thousand square feet
LDA Light-Duty Auto
LDT Light-Duty Trucks
LHD Light-Heavy Duty (Trucks)
MCY Motorcycles
MDV Medium-Duty Trucks
MMBtu Million British Thermal Units
MT Metric Ton
MWh Megawatt-hour
N2O Nitrous oxide
NOP Notice of Preparation
OBUS Other Buses
PG&E Pacific Gas and Electric Company
SF Square feet
SOV Single Occupancy Vehicle
USEPA United States Environmental Protection Agency
VMT Vehicle Miles Traveled
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Golden State Warriors Event Center
Operational GHG Emissions Summary



Table 1. Project Description



Element



First Operational Year 
Considered
Oracle Arena



GSW Games
1



Non-game Events
2



Mission Bay Event Center
GSW Games



1



Non-game Events
3



GSW Headquarters



Table 2. Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters 2017 GHG Emissions



Energy Mobile Area1 Waste Water Generators
Oracle Arena



(47 games and 42 events) 1,413 12,388 91 517 -



GSW Headquarters 258 365 2 1 -
Sub-Total 1,671 12,753 0.010 92 518 -



Total 15,034



Table 3. Event Center Project 2017 GHG Emissions



Energy Mobile Area4 Waste Water Generators
Oracle Arena
(21 events) 333 2,280 0.010 21 122 -



Mission Bay Event Center
(47 games and 161 events) 748 16,741 0.014 136 23



GSW Headquarters 74 104 4.7E-04 4.6 0.66
Parking and Loading4 446 - 0.0090 - -
Credit due to Energy 



Efficiency -646 - - - - -



Credit due to Trip Linking - -1,362 - - - -
Sub-Total 956 17,764 0.033 162 145 106



Total 19,133



Notes:



106



GHG Emissions [MT 
CO2e/year]



Emission Source



0.010



GHG Emissions
[MT CO2e/year]



Emission Source



4. GHG emissions from parking and area sources are based on CalEEMod runs. Emission calculations for other sources can be 
found in subsequent tables.



1. Number of GSW games in both scenarios is based on the 2013-2014 season. Averages for the previous years were skewed by 
the 2011 NBA lockout.



Event Center ProjectOracle Arena and GSW 
Oakland Headquarters



2017 2017



100%, 47 games No games
500 KSF 500 KSF



3. Number of non-game events at Mission Bay Event Center is based on the Notice of Preparation dated 11/19/2014.



Oakland Mission Bay, 25 KSF



100%, 42 events 50%, 21 events



- 100%, 161 events



- 750 KSF
- 100%, 47 games



2. Number of non-game events at Oracle Arena is based on the schedule from recent years. In the Event Center Project scenario, 
half of the non-game events are assumed to remain at Oracle Arena while the other half are transferred to the Mission Bay Event 
Center.
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Operational GHG Emissions Summary



Table 4. Annual Energy Emissions, Mobile Emissions, and Credits



Energy Mobile Energy Mobile
Credit due to 



Energy 
Efficiency



Credit due to 
Trip Linking



2017 1,671 12,753 1,602 19,125 -646 -1,362
2018 1,621 12,549 1,559 18,819 -639 -1,340
2019 1,572 12,344 1,517 18,512 -632 -1,318
2020 1,532 12,111 1,483 18,162 -627 -1,293
2021 1,532 11,907 1,483 17,856 -627 -1,271
2022 1,532 11,673 1,483 17,506 -627 -1,246
2023 1,532 11,411 1,483 17,112 -627 -1,218
2024 1,532 11,206 1,483 16,806 -627 -1,196
2025 1,532 10,944 1,483 16,412 -627 -1,168
2026 1,532 10,739 1,483 16,105 -627 -1,147
2027 1,532 10,535 1,483 15,799 -627 -1,125
2028 1,532 10,360 1,483 15,536 -627 -1,106
2029 1,532 10,214 1,483 15,318 -627 -1,090
2030 1,532 10,068 1,483 15,099 -627 -1,075
2031 1,532 9,951 1,483 14,924 -627 -1,062
2032 1,532 9,864 1,483 14,792 -627 -1,053
2033 1,532 9,776 1,483 14,661 -627 -1,044
2034 1,532 9,718 1,483 14,574 -627 -1,037
2035 1,532 9,660 1,483 14,486 -627 -1,031



Table 5. Annual Operational Emissions



2017 15,034 19,133 4,099
2018 14,780 18,813 4,032
2019 14,527 18,493 3,966
2020 14,253 18,139 3,886
2021 14,049 17,854 3,805
2022 13,815 17,529 3,714
2023 13,553 17,163 3,611
2024 13,348 16,879 3,530
2025 13,086 16,513 3,427
2026 12,881 16,228 3,347
2027 12,677 15,944 3,267
2028 12,502 15,700 3,198
2029 12,356 15,497 3,140
2030 12,210 15,293 3,083
2031 12,093 15,131 3,037
2032 12,006 15,009 3,003
2033 11,918 14,887 2,968
2034 11,860 14,806 2,946
2035 11,802 14,724 2,923



Notes:
1. GHG emissions reflect all source categories including energy, mobile, area, waste, water, and generators. Emissions from all 
sources except energy and mobile are assumed to remain constant in future years.



GHG Emissions [MT 
CO2e/year]1



Event Center Project



Oracle Arena 
and GSW HQ



Event Center 
Project Difference



GHG Emissions [MT 
CO2e/year]



Oracle Arena and GSW HQ
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Energy Use GHG Emision Estimates
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Energy Use GHG Emissions Estimates



Determination of Emission Factors



Global Warming Potentials (IPCC 1995)
CH4 Global Warming Potential 21
N2O Global Warming Potential 310



Electricity Use Emission Factor



N2O Emission 
Factor2



[lb N2O/MWh] [lb CO2e/MWh] [MT CO2e/MWh]
2017 352 0.159
2018 331 0.150
2019 310 0.140
2020 293 0.133



Natural Gas Use Emission Factor2



Natural Gas CO2 Emission Factor 117.6 lb CO2/MMBtu
CH4 Emission Factor 0.0023 lb CH4/MMBtu
N2O Emission Factor 0.0022 lb N2O/MMBtu
Weighted Greenhouse Gas Emission Factor 118.4 lb CO2e/MMBtu



0.0054 MT CO2e/therm



Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland HQ GHG Emission Calculations



Energy Use Calculations



Annual Electricity 
Use4



Natural Gas Use 
Rate3



Annual Natural 
Gas Use4



[MWh/yr] [kBTU/sq ft-yr] [therm/yr]
Oracle Arena 4,325 27.0 134,800
GSW Headquarters 875 - 22,000



Annual Emission Calculations



Electricity Total Electricity Natural Gas Total
2017 690 1,413 140 118 258
2018 648 1,372 131 118 249
2019 607 1,331 123 118 241
2020 574 1,298 116 118 234



Notes:
1. Based on PG&E 2013.
2. Based on CalEEMod.



4. GSW Headquarters electricity and natural gas use based on actual receipts.



307
290



0.029



Venue
Area Electricity Use Rate3



[sq ft] [kWh/sq ft-yr]



GSW Headquarters Emissions [MT/yr]



Natural Gas



Weighted Greenhouse Gas 
Emission Factor



724
724



500,000 8.7
--



0.00617



PG&E Electricity CO2 



Emission Factor1 CH4 Emission Factor2



[lb CO2/MWh] [lb CH4/MWh]
349
328



724
724



Year



3. Based on historical CalEEMod energy intensities for the Arena land use, which reflect 2005 Title 24 standards.



Year
Oracle Arena Emissions [MT/yr]
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Energy Use GHG Emissions Estimates



Project GHG Emission Calculations



Electricity Use Emissions Calculations



Annual 
Electricity Use



[MWh/yr]
Event Center1 750,000 sq ft - 3,109
GSW Office2 25,000 sq ft 12.8 kWh/sq ft-yr - 320
Oracle Arena (scaled)3 500,000 sq ft 8.7 kWh/sq ft-yr 24% 1,021



Natural Gas Use Emissions Calculations



Annual Natural 
Gas Use



[therm/yr]
Event Center1 750,000 sq ft - 47,087
GSW Office2 25,000 sq ft 17.1 kBTU/sq ft-yr - 4,263
Oracle Arena (scaled)3 500,000 sq ft 27.0 kBTU/sq ft-yr 24% 31,807



Annual Emission Calculations



Electricity Electricity Natural Gas Electricity Natural Gas
2017 496 51 23 163 171
2018 466 48 23 153 171
2019 436 45 23 143 171
2020 412 42 23 135 171



Venue Area Natural Gas Use Rate Scaling 
Percentage



-



Year
Natural Gas



253
253
253
253



Event Center Emissions [MT/yr] GSW Office Emissions [MT/yr] Oracle Arena (Scaled) Emissions 
[MT/yr]



Scaling 
Percentage



-



Venue Area Electricity Use Rate
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Energy Use GHG Emissions Estimates



Office Tower Emission Reduction



Annual 
Electricity 



Use
[MWh/yr]



Office1 580,000 sq ft 6,695



Annual Emission Reduction at Office Towers



2017 -646
2018 -639
2019 -632
2020 -627



Notes:



References:



California Energy Commission. 2013. Impact Analysis. California’s 2013 Building Energy Efficiency Standards.
Available online at http://www.energy.ca.gov/2013publications/CEC-400-2013-008/CEC-400-2013-008.pdf?_sm_au_=iVVRz3FV2dMBFjr2



California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod). Available online at http://www.caleemod.com/



Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). 1995. Second Assessment Report.
Available at http://www.ipcc.ch/ipccreports/sar/wg_I/ipcc_sar_wg_I_full_report.pdf



Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). 2013. Greenhouse Gas Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers.
Available online at http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/environment/calculator/pge_ghg_emission_factor_info_sheet.pdf



Year



1. Annual energy use provided by SSR in the document titled "100% Schematic Design Sustainability Narrative." No natural gas 
consumption is expected at the office towers, which will use electric heating.



Project Office Energy 
Emissions [MT/yr]



1068
1004
940
888



1,714
1,643
1,572
1,515



4. Based on CalEEMod runs. Title 24 electricity and natural gas components were further reduced by 21.8% and 16.8%, 
respectively, to account for 2013 Standards (CEC 2013).



Venue Area



2. Based on default CalEEMod energy intensities for the arena land use. Title 24 components for electricity and natural gas were further 
reduced by 21.8% and 16.8%, respectively, to account for 2013 Standards (CEC 2013).



3. Oracle Arena will continue to operate without GSW games and with 50% of the baseline non-game events. Thus, the emissions were 
scaled by 24%, the percentage of all events that will continue to occur at the Oracle Arena. 



Emission Credit 
[MT/yr]



Code-Compliant 
Office Energy 



Emissions [MT/yr]4
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Mobile Source GHG Emision Estimates
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Mobile Source GHG Emissions Estimates



Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland HQ Vehicle Trips Calculation



Employee Commute/ Non-Commute Trips



Scenario Total Employees1 Total Driving 
Employees2 % SOV3 % Carpool3



Carpool 
Density 
[people/ 
vehicle]4



One-way 
Trips/



Roundtrip



Total Vehicle 
Trips per Day



Average 
operating 
days per 



year5



Total 
Vehicle 



Trips per 
Year



Oracle Arena Operations Employees 71 55 86% 14% 2 2 103 260 26,859
GSW Headquarters Employees 150 128 94% 6% 2 2 248 260 64,350



Notes:



4. A carpool density of two people per vehicle is assumed to be conservative.
5. Assumes 5 days per week for 52 weeks per year.



Spectator Trips



Scenario
Total Spectators Per 



Event1
Total Driving 
Spectators2 % SOV3 % Carpool3



Carpool 
Density 
[people/
vehicle]3



One-way 
Trips/



Roundtrip



Total Vehicle 
Trips per 



Event



Event Days 
per Year4



Total 
Vehicle 



Trips per 
Year



Oracle Arena Game Spectators 18,250 16,250 20% 80% 3 2 15,167 47 712,833
Oracle Arena Non-game Event Spectators 9,125 9,125 20% 80% 3 2 8,517 42 357,700



Notes:



3. The carpool assumptions are conservative in that 20% of the driving spectators would drive alone, while the remaining 80% would carpool at a density of 3 people per vehicle.
4. Number of GSW games is based on the 2013-2014 season and number of non-game events is based on four-year averages (2010-2013).



Vendor and Event Staff Trips



Scenario Total Staff Per Event1 Total Driving Staff2 % SOV3 % Carpool3
Carpool 
Density 
[people/ 
vehicle]4



One-way 
Trips/



Roundtrip



Total Vehicle 
Trips per 



Event



Event Days 
per Year5



Total 
Vehicle 



Trips per 
Year



Oracle Arena Game Event Staff 1,013 791 86% 14% 2 2 1,474 47 69,274
Oracle Arena Non-game Event Staff 645 504 86% 14% 2 2 939 42 39,419



Notes:
1. Actual numbers of game event and non-game event staff were used.



4. The minimum carpool density of two people per vehicle is assumed.
4. Number of GSW games is based on the 2013-2014 season and number of non-game events is based on recent years (2010-2013).



3. Oracle Arena employees SOV and carpool rates from Bay Area Census data. GSW Headquarters SOV and carpool rates from Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.



2. A 78.1% driving rate was assumed for the vendor and event staff according to the most recent Bay Area Census data (http://www.bayareacensus.ca.gov/bayarea.htm). 
GSW employees who drive based on a 85% driving rate according to Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.
3. SOV and carpool rates from Bay Area Census data.



1. Actual number of Oracle Arena Operations employees was used. Number of existing GSW employees at the Oakland headquarters is based on the Project Notice of Preparation dated 11/19/2014.



2. A 78.1% driving rate was assumed for the Oracle Arena employees according to the most recent Bay Area Census data (http://www.bayareacensus.ca.gov/bayarea.htm). GSW employees who drive 
based on a 85% driving rate according to Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.



1. Average spectator count and transit riders from Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW. 
2. Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW, estimated that 2,000 of the total spectators take public transit or taxis per event.
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Mobile Source GHG Emissions Estimates



Oracle Arena and GSW HQ GHG Emission Calculations



Trip Type Scenario Total Vehicle Trips 
per Year



Trip Length 
[mile]



Total VMT 
[mile/year]



Oracle Arena operations 
employees 26,859 9.5 255,163



GSW Headquarters 64,350 9.5 611,325
Oracle Arena operations 
employees 26,859 3 80,578



GSW Headquarters 64,350 3 193,050
Oracle Arena game 
spectators 712,833 25 17,963,400



Oracle Arena non-game 
event spectators 357,700 25 9,014,040



Oracle Arena game 
vendors and event staff 69,274 9.5 658,103



Oracle Arena non-game 
event vendors and event 
staff



39,419 9.5 374,479



Opposing Team Bus Trips5,6 Oracle Arena Opposing 
Team Bus trips 141 18 2,468



Delivery Trips7,8 GSW Headquarters 4,160 7.3 30,368
28,348,231



834,743



Arena GSW HQ Total
2017 437 12,388 365 12,753
2018 430 12,190 359 12,549
2019 423 11,991 353 12,344
2020 415 11,765 346 12,111
2021 408 11,566 341 11,907
2022 400 11,339 334 11,673
2023 391 11,084 326 11,411
2024 384 10,886 321 11,206
2025 375 10,631 313 10,944
2026 368 10,432 307 10,739
2027 361 10,234 301 10,535
2028 355 10,064 296 10,360
2029 350 9,922 292 10,214
2030 345 9,780 288 10,068
2031 341 9,667 285 9,951
2032 338 9,582 282 9,864
2033 335 9,497 280 9,776
2034 333 9,440 278 9,718
2035 331 9,383 276 9,660



Notes:



5. Annual vehicle trips based on 1.5 bus trips per game, 2 trips per round trip and 47 events per year. Count of opposing team bus trips from Ben Draa, Senior Financial 
Analyst, GSW.
6. Trip length is the driving distance from Union Square, San Francisco, where the Opposing Team is assumed to stay, to Oracle Arena.



1. CalEEMod Default Trip Length for Commercial-Worker trips in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin.
2. Non-commute trips are assumed to have a trip length of 3 miles.



Vendor and Event Staff Trips1,4



9. From ARB's Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB 900 Projects.



7. Annual vehicle trips based on a daily delivery count of 8 from Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW. Assume 5 days per week for 52 weeks per year.
8. CalEEMod Default Trip Length for Commercial-Nonwork trips in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin.



Total Oracle Arena VMT [miles/year]
Total GSW Office VMT [miles/year]



Year
Emission Factor 



[g/mile]9



Spectator Trips3



Employee Commute Trips1



Employee Non-Commute Trips2



Emissions [MT/yr]



3. Trip length is an estimation based on season ticket holder addresses. Season ticket holders account for approximately 60% of seating at Warrior games.
4. Annual vehicle trips based on number of vendors at each event and total number of event days per year.
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Mobile Source GHG Emissions Estimates



Project GHG Emission Calculations



Event Center GSW Office Event Center GSW Office Event Center GSW Office
Basketball Event Days 8,715 21 23 5,051,214 3,883
Concert Event Days 8,715 21 55 12,078,990 9,285
No Event Days 55 21 26 36,036 4,389
Basketball Event Days 8,589 105 24 5,194,627 20,233
Concert Event Days 8,589 105 45 9,739,926 37,938
Convention Event Days 3,921 105 61 6,027,361 51,427
No Event Days 55 105 131 181,566 110,441



38,309,720 237,595



Trip Type4 Scenario Total Vehicle Trips 
per Year4



Trip Length 
[mile]4 Scaling %5 Total VMT 



[mile/year]



Employee Commute Trips Oracle Arena operations 
employees 26,859 9.5 - 255,163



Employee Non-Commute Trips Oracle Arena operations 
employees 26,859 3 - 80,578



Spectator Trips Oracle Arena non-game 
event spectators 357,700 25 50% 4,507,020



Vendor and Event Staff Trips
Oracle Arena non-game 
event vendors and event 
staff



39,419 9.5 50% 374,479



5,217,240



Arena GSW Office Oracle Arena 
(scaled) Total



2017 437 16,741 104 2,280 19,125
2018 430 16,473 102 2,243 18,819
2019 423 16,205 101 2,207 18,512
2020 415 15,899 99 2,165 18,162
2021 408 15,630 97 2,129 17,856
2022 400 15,324 95 2,087 17,506
2023 391 14,979 93 2,040 17,112
2024 384 14,711 91 2,003 16,806
2025 375 14,366 89 1,956 16,412
2026 368 14,098 87 1,920 16,105
2027 361 13,830 86 1,883 15,799
2028 355 13,600 84 1,852 15,536
2029 350 13,408 83 1,826 15,318
2030 345 13,217 82 1,800 15,099
2031 341 13,064 81 1,779 14,924
2032 338 12,949 80 1,763 14,792
2033 335 12,834 80 1,748 14,661
2034 333 12,757 79 1,737 14,574
2035 331 12,681 79 1,727 14,486



Notes:
1. Daily vehicle trips provided by Adavant Consulting. GSW office trips are based on values for total office space scaled by GSW office square footage.
2. ENVIRON conservatively assumed daily concert vehicle trips to be the same as daily basketball event trips.



Mission Bay, Weekend Trips



Trip Type



3. It is assumed that half of the games will take place on weekends. Vehicle generation associated with all concert and family show events is approximated by concert trips, 
while the other 61 events are assumed to be convention events on weekdays.



Emission Factor 
[g/mile]6Year



Scenario
Days Per 



Year3
Daily One-way Vehicle Trips1,2 Total VMT [mile/yr]



Total Oracle Arena VMT [miles/year]



Trip Length [mile]4



25 8.0



Total Annual VMT [mile/year]



Mission Bay, Weekday Trips



Emissions [MT/yr]



5. Oracle Arena will continue to operate without GSW games and with 50% of the baseline non-game events. Thus, the VMT for non-game event trips was scaled by 50%.
4. For details on trip types and lengths, refer to Table Oracle Arena and GSW HQ GHG Emission Calculations above. 



6. From ARB's Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB 900 Projects.
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Mobile Source GHG Emissions Estimates



GHG Internal Trip Reduction



Retail with Internal 
Trip Capture



Retail without 
Internal Trip 



Capture
Basketball Event Days 3,106 5,313 23 385,325
Concert Event Days 3,106 5,313 55 921,430
No Event Days 5,313 5,313 26 0
Basketball Event Days 2,560 4,393 24 333,942
Concert Event Days 2,560 4,393 45 626,141
Convention Event Days 2,560 4,393 61 848,769
No Event Days 4,393 4,393 131 0



Total Reduction in VMT [mile/year] 3,115,608



2017 437 -1,362
2018 430 -1,340
2019 423 -1,318
2020 415 -1,293
2021 408 -1,271
2022 400 -1,246
2023 391 -1,218
2024 384 -1,196
2025 375 -1,168
2026 368 -1,147
2027 361 -1,125
2028 355 -1,106
2029 350 -1,090
2030 345 -1,075
2031 341 -1,062
2032 338 -1,053
2033 335 -1,044
2034 333 -1,037
2035 331 -1,031



Notes:



References



Bay Area Census. 2013. Selected Census Data from the San Francisco Bay Area.
Available online at http://www.bayareacensus.ca.gov/bayarea.htm



California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2014. Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB 900 Projects. April.



California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2011. EMission FACtor Model (EMFAC2011).
Available online at www.arb.ca.gov/msei/modeling.htm



California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2011. LEV 3 Inventory Database Tool Version 9h.
Available online at http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/clean_cars/clean_cars_ab1085/lev3-inv-dbase_v9h.accdb



3. Average CalEEMod Trip Length of 7.6 miles for restaurant and shopping land uses in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin, weighted by square footage.



Days Per 
Year2



Daily One-way Vehicle Trips1



Trip Type Project Scenario



Year
Emission Factor 



[g/mile]4
Emission Credit 



[MT/yr]



Reduction in 
VMT [mile/yr]3



1. Daily vehicle trips for "Retail with Internal Trip Capture" provided by Adavant Consulting. "Event day" trips increased to equal "No Event Days" for "Retail without Internal 
Trip Capture" to account for the increase in retail trips that would occur if the Arena and retail were not colocated. 



Mission Bay, Weekend Trips



Mission Bay, Weekday Trips



4. From ARB's Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB 900 Projects.



2. It is assumed that half of the games will take place on weekends. Vehicle generation associated with all concert and family show events is approximated by concert trips, 
while the other 61 events are assumed to be convention events on weekdays.
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Solid Waste Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates
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Solid Waste Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates



Determination of Emission Factor



Calculate the amount of Anaerobically Degradable Carbon (ANDOC) In 1 metric ton (MT) of solid waste



Input Notes



ANDOC Content of Municipal Solid Waste 7.7% [1]



Total ANDOC in 1 MT waste 0.077 MT ANDOC/MT 
waste Calculated



Calculate the amount of uncaptured and unoxidized ANDOC in 1 MT waste



Input Notes
Captured Portion of Landfill Gas 85% [1]
Uncaptured Portion of Landfill Gas 15% [1]
Oxidized Portion of Carbon in the Landfill 
Cap 10% [1]



Unoxidized Portion of Carbon in the 
Landfill Cap 90% [1]



Uncaptured and unoxidized ANDOC 1.04E-02 MT ANDOC/MT 
waste Calculated



Calculate the amount of uncaptured and unoxidized ANDOC in 1 MT waste



Input Notes
Captured Portion of Landfill Gas 85% [1]
Uncaptured Portion of Landfill Gas 15% [1]
Controlled Portion of Captured Landfill 
Gas 99% [1]



Uncontrolled Portion of Captured Landfill 
Gas 1% [1]



Captured and uncontrolled ANDOC 6.55E-04 MT ANDOC/MT 
waste Calculated



Value



Value



Value



24











Solid Waste Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates
Calculate methane (CH4) emissions from uncaptured and unoxidized, and captured and uncontrolled ANDOC in carbon dioxide equivalents (CO2e)



Input Notes



Total ANDOC available for release 1.10E-02 MT ANDOC/MT 
waste Calculated



Portion of Landfill Gas released as CH4 50% [1]
Portion of Landfill Gas released as CO2 50% [1]



100-year Global Warming Potential of CH4 21 g CO2e/g CH4 [2]



Molecular Weight for CH4 16.04 g/mol CH4 -
Molecular Weight for C 12.01 g/mol C -



CO2e Emission Factor 0.155
MT CO2e/MT 
waste -



Notes:
1. California Air Resources Board. 2012. Email between Webster Tasat of the California Air Resources Board and Catherine Mukai of ENVIRON, 20 November 2012.
2. Based on IPCC 1995.



Oracle Arena and GSW HQ Emission Calculations



CO2e EF Emissions
[MT CO2e/MT waste] [MT CO2e/yr]



Oracle Arena 1.29 tons/1000 sf-yr 0.155 91



Diversion 
Rate4 CO2e EF Emissions



[%] [MT CO2e/MT waste] [MT CO2e/yr]
GSW Headquarters 35% 0.155 2



Notes:



2. Waste generation from Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.
3. Average for Services - Business Services, from CalRecycle (http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/WasteChar/DispRate.htm).
4. Calculated diversion rate based on information provided by Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.



Use
[lb/cubic yard]



87



Mass of Waste 
Generated



[lb/year]
40,060



1. From the Notice of Preparation dated 11/19/2014. Based on factors used in the Sacramento Entertainment and Sports Center & Related Development EIR, 2013.



Value



93,000
[gallons/year]



Volume of Waste Generated2 Waste Density3



500,000



Solid Waste Generation
[tons/yr]



645



Use
Square Footage Solid Waste Generation 



Rate1[square feet]
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Solid Waste Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates



Project Emission Calculations



CO2e EF Emissions



[MT CO2e/MT waste] [MT CO2e/yr]
Event Center 1.29 tons/1000 sf-yr - 136
GSW Office Space3 1 lb/100 sf-d - 5
Untransferred Events at Oracle Arena4 1.29 tons/1000 sf-yr 24% 21



Total Emissions: 162



Notes:



References:



Available online at http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/Publications/Documents/Disposal%5C34106006.pdf.



Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). 1995. Second Assessment Report.
Available at http://www.ipcc.ch/ipccreports/sar/wg_I/ipcc_sar_wg_I_full_report.pdf



CalRecycle. 2006. Waste Disposal and Diversion Findings for Selected Industry Groups. June.



Use



1. From the Notice of Preparation dated 11/19/2014.



Square Footage1



[square feet]
750,000



Solid Waste Generation 
Rate2



0.155



Scaling 
Percentage



500,000



Solid Waste 
Generation



[tons/yr]
968
3325,000



645



4. Oracle Arena will continue to operate without GSW games and with 50% of the baseline non-game events. Thus, the emissions were scaled by 24%, the percentage of all events 
that will continue to occur at the Oracle Arena. 



2. Based on factors used in the Sacramento Entertainment and Sports Center & Related Development EIR, 2013.
3. GSW office assumed to operate 260 days a year.
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Water Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates
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Water Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates



Determination of Emission Factor



Stage State Average (ton 
CO2/acre-foot)



Supply 0.6
Treatment 0.01
Distribution 0.1
Wastewater 0.1
End Use 1.7
Total 2.51
Total Excluding End Use 0.81



Conversion Factors
1 acre-foot = 325,851 gal
1 Mgal = 1,000,000 gal
1 MT CO2 = 1 MT CO2e



Emission factor for indirect GHG emissions from water: 2.255 MT CO2e/Mgal



Oracle Arena and GSW HQ Emission Calculations



Water Use Rate1 Area
Annual Water 



Use2
Emission 



Factor Emissions



[gal/1000 sq ft-yr] [sq ft] [Mgal/yr] [MT CO2e/Mgal] [MT CO2e/yr]
Oracle Arena 458,266 500,000 229 517
GSW Headquarters - - 0.465 1



Total Emissions: 518



Notes:
1. Based on data from the "Commercial and Institutional End Uses of Water" report (AWWA Research Foundation 2000).
2. GSW Headquarters water use based on information provided by Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW. 



Excerpt of Table A4-6 of Implementing a Public Goods Charge for Water, 2020 GHG emissions per acre-foot of urban water in 
California (p. 32 of 48 of pdf)



Venue



2.255
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Water Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates



Project Emission Calculations



Water Use Rate1 CO2e EF Emissions
[Mgal/yr] [MT CO2e/Mgal] [MT CO2e/yr]



Event Center (includes GSW office) 9.1 21
Landscape 0.54 1.2
Washdown & Facility Cleaning 0.76 1.7
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Water Use Rate2 Area Annual Water 
Use



Emission 
Factor Emissions



[gal/1000 sq ft-yr] [sq ft] [Mgal/yr] [MT CO2e/Mgal] [MT CO2e/yr]
Untransferred Events at Oracle Arena3 458,266 500,000 229 24% 2.255 122



Notes:
1. Based on Project Water Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014.
2. Based on data from the "Commercial and Institutional End Uses of Water" report (AWWA Research Foundation 2000).



References:
American Water Works Association Research Foundation. 2000. Commercial and Institutional End Uses of Water.



California Public Utilities Commission. 2010. Implementing a Public Goods Charge for Water
Available online at http://www.waterplan.water.ca.gov/docs/cwpu2009/0310final/v4c02a19_cwp2009.pdf



Project Component



Total Emissions: 



2.255



3. Oracle Arena will continue to operate without GSW games and with 50% of the baseline non-game events. Thus, the emissions were scaled by 
24%, the percentage of all events that will continue to occur at the Oracle Arena. 



Venue Scaling 
Percentage
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Generator GHG Emissions Estimates
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Generator GHG Emissions Estimates



Project Emission Calculations



Operation1
CO2 



Emission 
Factors2



CO2 



Emissions



[kW] [hp] [hr/yr] [g/bhp-hr] [MT/yr]
Mission Bay



Arena Standby Emergency 1,500 2,012 diesel 50 53
Arena Standby Emergency 1,500 2,012 diesel 50 53



Total Emissions: 106



Notes:



2. CO2 emission factor based on AP-42 (USEPA 1995).



References:



Available online at:  http://www.epa.gov/ttn/chief/ap42/ch03/final/c03s04.pdf



USEPA. 1995. AP 42, Volume I, Fifth Edition. §3.4. Large Stationary Diesel and All Stationary Dual-
Fuel Engines.  



1. Operation for routine maintenance and testing is conservatively assumed to be 50 hours per year, 
the maximum allowable by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District.



Location Size Fuel 
Type



526
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Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on PG&E forecasting for Year 2017.



Land Use - Lot Acreage is CalEEMod default. ENVIRON did not modify lot acreage because it is only used for calculating construction emissions and the 
purpose of this run is to calculate area source emissions.



Architectural Coating - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Energy Use - 



Construction Phase - Construction emissions determined outside of CalEEMod



Off-road Equipment - 



San Francisco County, Annual



GSW No Project Arena



1.1 Land Usage



Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population



General Office Building 16.00 1000sqft 0.37 16,000.00 0



Arena 500.00 1000sqft 160.71 500,000.00 0



1.2 Other Project Characteristics



Urbanization



Climate Zone



Urban



5



Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)4.6 64



1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data



1.0 Project Characteristics



Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company



2017Operational Year



CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



349 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)
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2.0 Emissions Summary



2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Energy 0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8700e-
003



0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0000 1,392.257
4



1,392.257
4



0.0708 0.0247 1,401.412
3



Mobile 2.1489 1.2957 9.4179 4.5900e-
003



0.1603 0.0113 0.1715 0.0435 0.0104 0.0538 0.0000 344.7456 344.7456 0.0303 0.0000 345.3826



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 5.8137 0.0000 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 69.2339 195.5137 264.7476 7.1272 0.1713 467.5124



Total 4.5046 1.9411 9.9648 8.4600e-
003



0.1603 0.0603 0.2206 0.0435 0.0594 0.1029 75.0476 1,932.525
9



2,007.573
4



7.5720 0.1960 2,227.345
8



Unmitigated Operational



Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value



tblConstructionPhase NumDays 200.00 0.00



tblProjectCharacteristics CO2IntensityFactor 641.35 349



tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2014 2017



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Energy 0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8700e-
003



0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0000 1,392.257
4



1,392.257
4



0.0708 0.0247 1,401.412
3



Mobile 2.1489 1.2957 9.4179 4.5900e-
003



0.1603 0.0113 0.1715 0.0435 0.0104 0.0538 0.0000 344.7456 344.7456 0.0303 0.0000 345.3826



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 5.8137 0.0000 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 69.2339 195.5137 264.7476 7.1259 0.1710 467.4019



Total 4.5046 1.9411 9.9648 8.4600e-
003



0.1603 0.0603 0.2206 0.0435 0.0594 0.1029 75.0476 1,932.525
9



2,007.573
4



7.5707 0.1957 2,227.235
4



Mitigated Operational



3.0 Construction Detail



Construction Phase



Phase 
Number



Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week



Num Days Phase Description



1 Demolition Demolition 1/1/2015 12/31/2014 5 0



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.14 0.00



Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 2.1489 1.2957 9.4179 4.5900e-
003



0.1603 0.0113 0.1715 0.0435 0.0104 0.0538 0.0000 344.7456 344.7456 0.0303 0.0000 345.3826



Unmitigated 2.1489 1.2957 9.4179 4.5900e-
003



0.1603 0.0113 0.1715 0.0435 0.0104 0.0538 0.0000 344.7456 344.7456 0.0303 0.0000 345.3826



4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction



OffRoad Equipment



Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor



Trips and VMT



Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count



Worker Trip 
Number



Vendor Trip 
Number



Hauling Trip 
Number



Worker Trip 
Length



Vendor Trip 
Length



Hauling Trip 
Length



Worker Vehicle 
Class



Vendor 
Vehicle Class



Hauling 
Vehicle Class



Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating – sqft)



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0



Acres of Paving: 0
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4.2 Trip Summary Information



4.3 Trip Type Information



Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated



Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT



Arena 5,355.00 5,355.00 5355.00 105,043 105,043



General Office Building 176.16 37.92 15.68 318,998 318,998



Total 5,531.16 5,392.92 5,370.68 424,041 424,041



Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %



Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by



Arena 9.50 7.30 7.30 0.00 81.00 19.00 0.66 0.28 0.6



General Office Building 9.50 7.30 7.30 33.00 48.00 19.00 77 19 4



5.0 Energy Detail



5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy



4.4 Fleet Mix



LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH



0.627987 0.058543 0.149166 0.078755 0.026467 0.003331 0.026417 0.003903 0.003129 0.011009 0.010235 0.000550 0.000507



Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



NaturalGas 
Mitigated



0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8700e-
003



0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0000 702.5153 702.5153 0.0135 0.0129 706.7907



NaturalGas 
Unmitigated



0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8700e-
003



0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0000 702.5153 702.5153 0.0135 0.0129 706.7907



Electricity 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 689.7421 689.7421 0.0573 0.0119 694.6216



Electricity 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 689.7421 689.7421 0.0573 0.0119 694.6216



5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Arena 1.284e
+007



0.0692 0.6294 0.5287 3.7800e-
003



0.0478 0.0478 0.0478 0.0478 0.0000 685.1913 685.1913 0.0131 0.0126 689.3613



General Office 
Building



324640 1.7500e-
003



0.0159 0.0134 1.0000e-
004



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



0.0000 17.3240 17.3240 3.3000e-
004



3.2000e-
004



17.4295



Total 0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8800e-
003



0.0491 0.0491 0.0491 0.0491 0.0000 702.5153 702.5153 0.0135 0.0129 706.7907



Unmitigated
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Arena 1.284e
+007



0.0692 0.6294 0.5287 3.7800e-
003



0.0478 0.0478 0.0478 0.0478 0.0000 685.1913 685.1913 0.0131 0.0126 689.3613



General Office 
Building



324640 1.7500e-
003



0.0159 0.0134 1.0000e-
004



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



0.0000 17.3240 17.3240 3.3000e-
004



3.2000e-
004



17.4295



Total 0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8800e-
003



0.0491 0.0491 0.0491 0.0491 0.0000 702.5153 702.5153 0.0135 0.0129 706.7907



Mitigated



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Arena 4.135e
+006



654.5860 0.0544 0.0113 659.2168



General Office 
Building



222080 35.1561 2.9200e-
003



6.0000e-
004



35.4048



Total 689.7420 0.0573 0.0119 694.6216



Unmitigated
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



6.0 Area Detail



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Unmitigated 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Arena 4.135e
+006



654.5860 0.0544 0.0113 659.2168



General Office 
Building



222080 35.1561 2.9200e-
003



6.0000e-
004



35.4048



Total 689.7420 0.0573 0.0119 694.6216



Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail



6.2 Area by SubCategory



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.2691 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



2.0152 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 4.7000e-
004



5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Total 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Unmitigated



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.2691 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



2.0152 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 4.7000e-
004



5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Total 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Mitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category MT/yr



Unmitigated 264.7476 7.1272 0.1713 467.5124



Mitigated 264.7476 7.1259 0.1710 467.4019



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Arena 215.385 / 
13.748



260.4439 7.0343 0.1690 460.5603



General Office 
Building



2.84374 / 
1.74294



4.3038 0.0930 2.2500e-
003



6.9521



Total 264.7476 7.1272 0.1713 467.5124



Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Arena 215.385 / 
13.748



260.4439 7.0330 0.1688 460.4513



General Office 
Building



2.84374 / 
1.74294



4.3038 0.0929 2.2400e-
003



6.9506



Total 264.7476 7.1259 0.1710 467.4019



Mitigated



8.0 Waste Detail



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



MT/yr



 Mitigated 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



 Unmitigated 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Category/Year
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8.2 Waste by Land Use



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Arena 13.76 2.7932 0.1651 0.0000 6.2596



General Office 
Building



14.88 3.0205 0.1785 0.0000 6.7692



Total 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Unmitigated



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Arena 13.76 2.7932 0.1651 0.0000 6.2596



General Office 
Building



14.88 3.0205 0.1785 0.0000 6.7692



Total 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Mitigated



9.0 Operational Offroad



Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 5:08 PMPage 12 of 13



44











10.0 Vegetation
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Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on PG&E forecasting for Year 2017



Land Use - Actual lot size is different than CalEEMod default acreage values but default values are used here since lot acreage only affects the construction 
equipment list, and construction emissions are calculated outside of CalEEMod.



Architectural Coating - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Energy Use - 'Title 24 eletricity and natural gas energy intensities have been adjusted for 2013 standards per CEC report: 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2013publications/CEC-400-2013-008/CEC-400-2013-008.pdf



Construction Phase - Construction emissions determined outside of CalEEMod



Off-road Equipment - 



San Francisco County, Annual



GSW Mission Bay Arena



1.1 Land Usage



Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population



Arena 750.00 1000sqft 241.07 750,000.00 0



1.2 Other Project Characteristics



Urbanization



Climate Zone



Urban



5



Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)4.6 64



1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data



1.0 Project Characteristics



Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company



2017Operational Year



CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



349 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 4:47 PMPage 1 of 14



46











2.0 Emissions Summary



Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value



tblConstructionPhase NumDays 300.00 0.00



tblEnergyUse T24E 1.48 1.16



tblEnergyUse T24NG 18.78 15.60



tblProjectCharacteristics CO2IntensityFactor 641.35 349



tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2014 2017



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Energy 0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 1,844.400
3



1,844.400
3



0.0957 0.0327 1,856.558
2



Mobile 3.1053 1.6891 12.9948 4.2800e-
003



0.0596 0.0130 0.0725 0.0162 0.0119 0.0281 0.0000 318.3972 318.3972 0.0373 0.0000 319.1807



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.1897 0.0000 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 102.4976 288.1682 390.6658 10.5514 0.2535 690.8405



Total 6.5172 2.5163 13.6967 9.2400e-
003



0.0596 0.0759 0.1354 0.0162 0.0748 0.0910 106.6873 2,450.979
0



2,557.666
4



10.9321 0.2863 2,875.983
0



Unmitigated Operational
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Energy 0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 1,844.400
3



1,844.400
3



0.0957 0.0327 1,856.558
2



Mobile 3.1053 1.6891 12.9948 4.2800e-
003



0.0596 0.0130 0.0725 0.0162 0.0119 0.0281 0.0000 318.3972 318.3972 0.0373 0.0000 319.1807



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.1897 0.0000 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 102.4976 288.1682 390.6658 10.5495 0.2531 690.6770



Total 6.5172 2.5163 13.6967 9.2400e-
003



0.0596 0.0759 0.1354 0.0162 0.0748 0.0910 106.6873 2,450.979
0



2,557.666
4



10.9302 0.2859 2,875.819
5



Mitigated Operational



3.0 Construction Detail



Construction Phase



Phase 
Number



Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week



Num Days Phase Description



1 Demolition Demolition 1/1/2015 12/31/2014 5 0



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.14 0.01



Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 3.1053 1.6891 12.9948 4.2800e-
003



0.0596 0.0130 0.0725 0.0162 0.0119 0.0281 0.0000 318.3972 318.3972 0.0373 0.0000 319.1807



Unmitigated 3.1053 1.6891 12.9948 4.2800e-
003



0.0596 0.0130 0.0725 0.0162 0.0119 0.0281 0.0000 318.3972 318.3972 0.0373 0.0000 319.1807



4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction



OffRoad Equipment



Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor



Trips and VMT



Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count



Worker Trip 
Number



Vendor Trip 
Number



Hauling Trip 
Number



Worker Trip 
Length



Vendor Trip 
Length



Hauling Trip 
Length



Worker Vehicle 
Class



Vendor 
Vehicle Class



Hauling 
Vehicle Class



Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating – sqft)



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0



Acres of Paving: 0
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4.2 Trip Summary Information



4.3 Trip Type Information



Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated



Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT



Arena 8,032.50 8,032.50 8032.50 157,565 157,565



Total 8,032.50 8,032.50 8,032.50 157,565 157,565



Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %



Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by



Arena 9.50 7.30 7.30 0.00 81.00 19.00 0.66 0.28 0.6



5.0 Energy Detail



5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy



4.4 Fleet Mix



LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH



0.627987 0.058543 0.149166 0.078755 0.026467 0.003331 0.026417 0.003903 0.003129 0.011009 0.010235 0.000550 0.000507



Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



NaturalGas 
Mitigated



0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



NaturalGas 
Unmitigated



0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Electricity 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 943.8860 943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Electricity 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 943.8860 943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Arena 1.6875e
+007



0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Total 0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Unmitigated
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Arena 1.6875e
+007



0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Total 0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Mitigated



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Arena 5.9625e
+006



943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Total 943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Unmitigated
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



6.0 Area Detail



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Unmitigated 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Arena 5.9625e
+006



943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Total 943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail



6.2 Area by SubCategory



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.3911 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



2.9291 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 6.8000e-
004



7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Total 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Unmitigated



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.3911 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



2.9291 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 6.8000e-
004



7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Total 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Mitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category MT/yr



Unmitigated 390.6658 10.5514 0.2535 690.8405



Mitigated 390.6658 10.5495 0.2531 690.6770



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Arena 323.078 / 
20.622



390.6658 10.5514 0.2535 690.8405



Total 390.6658 10.5514 0.2535 690.8405



Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Arena 323.078 / 
20.622



390.6658 10.5495 0.2531 690.6770



Total 390.6658 10.5495 0.2531 690.6770



Mitigated



8.0 Waste Detail



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



MT/yr



 Mitigated 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



 Unmitigated 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Category/Year
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8.2 Waste by Land Use



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Arena 20.64 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Total 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Unmitigated



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Arena 20.64 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Total 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Mitigated



9.0 Operational Offroad



Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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10.0 Vegetation
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Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on PG&E forecasting for Year 2017.



Land Use - Actual lot size including event center is 12 acres. CalEEMod default acreage values are used here since lot acreage only affects the construction 
equipment list, and construction emissions are calculated outside of CalEEMod.



Architectural Coating - 



Energy Use - Title 24 eletricity and natural gas energy intensities have been adjusted for 2013 standards per CEC report: 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2013publications/CEC-400-2013-008/CEC-400-2013-008.pdf



Construction Phase - Construction emissions determined outside of CalEEMod



Off-road Equipment - 



San Francisco County, Annual



GSW Mission Bay Non-Arena



1.1 Land Usage



Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population



General Office Building 25.00 1000sqft 0.57 25,000.00 0



1.2 Other Project Characteristics



Urbanization



Climate Zone



Urban



5



Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)4.6 64



1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data



1.0 Project Characteristics



Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company



2017Operational Year



CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



349 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)
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2.0 Emissions Summary



Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value



tblConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 0.00



tblEnergyUse T24E 5.01 3.92



tblEnergyUse T24NG 19.28 16.04



tblProjectCharacteristics CO2IntensityFactor 641.35 349



tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2014 2017



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Energy 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 73.3639 73.3639 4.6400e-
003



1.2900e-
003



73.8605



Mobile 0.1229 0.2651 1.1792 2.7200e-
003



0.1884 4.0800e-
003



0.1925 0.0511 3.7500e-
003



0.0548 0.0000 207.0012 207.0012 8.5300e-
003



0.0000 207.1804



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.7195 0.0000 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.4097 5.3150 6.7247 0.1452 3.5100e-
003



10.8626



Total 0.2359 0.2860 1.1969 2.8500e-
003



0.1884 5.6700e-
003



0.1941 0.0511 5.3400e-
003



0.0564 6.1292 285.6806 291.8098 0.4373 4.8000e-
003



302.4807



Unmitigated Operational
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Energy 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 73.3639 73.3639 4.6400e-
003



1.2900e-
003



73.8605



Mobile 0.1229 0.2651 1.1792 2.7200e-
003



0.1884 4.0800e-
003



0.1925 0.0511 3.7500e-
003



0.0548 0.0000 207.0012 207.0012 8.5300e-
003



0.0000 207.1804



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.7195 0.0000 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.4097 5.3150 6.7247 0.1452 3.5000e-
003



10.8603



Total 0.2359 0.2860 1.1969 2.8500e-
003



0.1884 5.6700e-
003



0.1941 0.0511 5.3400e-
003



0.0564 6.1292 285.6806 291.8098 0.4373 4.7900e-
003



302.4784



Mitigated Operational



3.0 Construction Detail



Construction Phase



Phase 
Number



Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week



Num Days Phase Description



1 Demolition Demolition 1/1/2015 12/31/2014 5 0



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.21 0.00



Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 0.1229 0.2651 1.1792 2.7200e-
003



0.1884 4.0800e-
003



0.1925 0.0511 3.7500e-
003



0.0548 0.0000 207.0012 207.0012 8.5300e-
003



0.0000 207.1804



Unmitigated 0.1229 0.2651 1.1792 2.7200e-
003



0.1884 4.0800e-
003



0.1925 0.0511 3.7500e-
003



0.0548 0.0000 207.0012 207.0012 8.5300e-
003



0.0000 207.1804



4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction



OffRoad Equipment



Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor



Trips and VMT



Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count



Worker Trip 
Number



Vendor Trip 
Number



Hauling Trip 
Number



Worker Trip 
Length



Vendor Trip 
Length



Hauling Trip 
Length



Worker Vehicle 
Class



Vendor 
Vehicle Class



Hauling 
Vehicle Class



Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating – sqft)



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0



Acres of Paving: 0
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4.2 Trip Summary Information



4.3 Trip Type Information



Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated



Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT



General Office Building 275.25 59.25 24.50 498,434 498,434



Total 275.25 59.25 24.50 498,434 498,434



Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %



Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by



General Office Building 9.50 7.30 7.30 33.00 48.00 19.00 77 19 4



5.0 Energy Detail



5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy



4.4 Fleet Mix



LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH



0.627987 0.058543 0.149166 0.078755 0.026467 0.003331 0.026417 0.003903 0.003129 0.011009 0.010235 0.000550 0.000507



Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



NaturalGas 
Mitigated



2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



NaturalGas 
Unmitigated



2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Electricity 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 50.6176 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Electricity 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 50.6176 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



General Office 
Building



426250 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Total 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Unmitigated
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



General Office 
Building



426250 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Total 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Mitigated



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



General Office 
Building



319750 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Total 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Unmitigated



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 4:57 PMPage 8 of 14



67











6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



6.0 Area Detail



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Unmitigated 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



General Office 
Building



319750 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Total 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail



6.2 Area by SubCategory



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.0130 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



0.0976 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 2.0000e-
005



0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Total 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Unmitigated



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.0130 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



0.0976 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 2.0000e-
005



0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Total 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Mitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category MT/yr



Unmitigated 6.7247 0.1452 3.5100e-
003



10.8626



Mitigated 6.7247 0.1452 3.5000e-
003



10.8603



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



General Office 
Building



4.44334 / 
2.72334



6.7247 0.1452 3.5100e-
003



10.8626



Total 6.7247 0.1452 3.5100e-
003



10.8626



Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



General Office 
Building



4.44334 / 
2.72334



6.7247 0.1452 3.5000e-
003



10.8603



Total 6.7247 0.1452 3.5000e-
003



10.8603



Mitigated



8.0 Waste Detail



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



MT/yr



 Mitigated 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



 Unmitigated 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Category/Year
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8.2 Waste by Land Use



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



General Office 
Building



23.25 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Total 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Unmitigated



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



General Office 
Building



23.25 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Total 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Mitigated



9.0 Operational Offroad



Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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10.0 Vegetation
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Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on PG&E forecasting for Year 2017.



Land Use - Actual lot size including event center is 12 acres. CalEEMod default acreage values are used here since lot acreage only affects the construction 
equipment list, and construction emissions are calculated outside of CalEEMod.



Architectural Coating - 



Energy Use - Title 24 eletricity and natural gas energy intensities have been adjusted for 2013 standards per CEC report: 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2013publications/CEC-400-2013-008/CEC-400-2013-008.pdf



Construction Phase - Construction emissions determined outside of CalEEMod



Off-road Equipment - 



San Francisco County, Annual



GSW Mission Bay Non-Arena



1.1 Land Usage



Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population



Enclosed Parking with Elevator 475.00 1000sqft 10.90 475,000.00 0



1.2 Other Project Characteristics



Urbanization



Climate Zone



Urban



5



Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)4.6 64



1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data



1.0 Project Characteristics



Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company



2017Operational Year



CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



349 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)
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2.0 Emissions Summary



2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 442.8943 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 442.9028 442.9028 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0365



Unmitigated Operational



Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value



tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 0.00



tblEnergyUse T24E 3.92 3.07



tblProjectCharacteristics CO2IntensityFactor 641.35 349



tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2014 2017



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 442.8943 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 442.9028 442.9028 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0365



Mitigated Operational



3.0 Construction Detail



Construction Phase



Phase 
Number



Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week



Num Days Phase Description



1 Demolition Demolition 1/1/2015 12/31/2014 5 0



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00



Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction



OffRoad Equipment



Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor



Trips and VMT



Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count



Worker Trip 
Number



Vendor Trip 
Number



Hauling Trip 
Number



Worker Trip 
Length



Vendor Trip 
Length



Hauling Trip 
Length



Worker Vehicle 
Class



Vendor 
Vehicle Class



Hauling 
Vehicle Class



Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating – sqft)



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0



Acres of Paving: 0
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4.2 Trip Summary Information



4.3 Trip Type Information



Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated



Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT



Enclosed Parking with Elevator 0.00 0.00 0.00



Total 0.00 0.00 0.00



Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %



Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by



Enclosed Parking with Elevator 9.50 7.30 7.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0 0



5.0 Energy Detail



5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy



4.4 Fleet Mix



LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH



0.627987 0.058543 0.149166 0.078755 0.026467 0.003331 0.026417 0.003903 0.003129 0.011009 0.010235 0.000550 0.000507



Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



NaturalGas 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



NaturalGas 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Electricity 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 442.8943 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Electricity 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 442.8943 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Unmitigated
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Mitigated



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



2.79775e
+006



442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Total 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Unmitigated
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



6.0 Area Detail



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Unmitigated 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



2.79775e
+006



442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Total 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail



6.2 Area by SubCategory



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.2477 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



1.8551 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 4.3000e-
004



4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Total 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Unmitigated



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.2477 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



1.8551 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 4.3000e-
004



4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Total 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Mitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category MT/yr



Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 / 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 / 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Mitigated



8.0 Waste Detail



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



MT/yr



 Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



 Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Category/Year
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8.2 Waste by Land Use



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Unmitigated



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Mitigated



9.0 Operational Offroad



Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 5:01 PMPage 12 of 13



85











10.0 Vegetation



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 5:01 PMPage 13 of 13
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ATTACHMENT 3 



Revised Addendum to Application for Environmental Leadership Development 
Project (Submitted March 16, 2015) 
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<wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, Malamut, John (CAT)
<John.Malamut@sfgov.org>, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, Adam VandeWater
<Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>, Brian Boxer <BBoxer@esassoc.com>,
Sekhri, Neil <NSekhri@gibsondunn.com>, jim.morales@sfgov.org
<jim.morales@sfgov.org>


FYI.
 
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: Phillips, Heather@ARB [mailto:Heather.Phillips@arb.ca.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 1:11 PM
To: Alex, Ken; catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
Cc: Chris Calfee (christopher.calfee@opr.ca.gov); chris.ganson@opr.ca.gov; scott.morgan@opr.ca.gov;
Kate Aufhauser; 'Murphy, Mary G.' (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com);
David Kelly; 'Michael Keinath' (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Catherine Mukai
(cmukai@environcorp.com); Karperos, Kurt@ARB; Magliano, Karen@ARB; Taylor, Jonathan@ARB;
Roberts, Terry@ARB; Cunningham, Joshua@ARB; Sdun, Holger@ARB; Morkner Brown, Christina@ARB;
Phillips, Heather@ARB
Subject: Transmittal of ARB's Final Determination for Mission Bay Event Center (AB 900)
 
Good afternoon, Mr. Alex.
Please find attached to this email a cover letter and Executive Order from the Air Resources Board’s
(ARB) Executive Officer that contains ARB’s final determination that the Event Center and Mixed-Use
Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32, as proposed by the Applicant (Golden State Warriors,
LLC), would not result in net additional greenhouse gas emissions for purposes of certification under
the Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011 (AB 900). This
transmittal is accompanied by ARB staff’s evaluation (Attachment 1) of the documentation
submitted by the Applicant’s representatives (Attachments 2 and 3).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thank you,
 
Heather Phillips, AICP
Air Pollution Specialist, Sustainable Communities Policy and Planning Section
Air Quality Planning and Science Division
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California Air Resources Board
heather.phillips@arb.ca.gov
Ph. 916-322-0339
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: GSW BC/SD review timeline
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:33:45 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Catherine,
Jesse asked me to forward you the dates we’re carrying for BC/SD draft submittals and reviews. The
Westside dates are the same as the ones you sent Jesse two weeks ago. The Eastside ones are
compressed and have shorter review times than what you previously sent us. We know those
durations are aggressive, so we’ll hold to hear from you whether it’s achievable. Our hope is that the
Eastside review can be faster for all since we’ve had more opportunities to review the design
together and there don’t appear to be open design issues still to be resolved. We’d be excited to get
this all wrapped up under your watch. But again, please let us know your thoughts.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
 
TIMELINE:
 
COMMISSION DATES:


·         5/19 OCII East Side
·         5/28 Planning Full Site
·         6/2 OCII West Side


Eastside SDs (Draft submission is 10 days behind Catherine’s schedule; mailing date unchanged)
·         Monday 5/4 – Draft SDs for Eastside
·         Wednesday 5/6– Catherine’ and Pedro’s comments
·         Monday 5/11– Final Draft SD submittal to OCII
·         Monday 5/11– Draft Memo routing for review
·         Wednesday 5/13– Final SDs complete, with copies to OCII for mailing on Friday 5/15 (copies


to Planning as well)
·         Friday 5/15 – OCII Memo and booklets mailed


Westside SDs
·         Friday 5/1 – Draft SDs for Westside
·         Monday 5/4 – Catherine’s comments, Pedro is not in until Tuesday, so there will be some


additional on that Wednesday the 6th (David may be reviewing these SDs)
·         Monday 5/11 – Final Draft SD submittal to OCII
·         Monday 5/18 – Draft Memo routing for review
·         Monday 5/18 – Final SDs complete, with copies to OCII/Planning for mailing on Wednesday


5/20
·         Thursday 5/21 – Planning Memo and booklets mailed for both East/Westside
·         Wednesday 5/27 – OCII Memo and booklets mailed (may mail earlier if ready to go)
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Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Val Menotti; Duncan Watry
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Jose Farran; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; 


Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: BART Ridership Data Request
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 11:31:48 AM


Hi Val and Duncan
I Just wanted to let you know that as of today we have not received any updated 
data for BART service to the East Bay and South Bay at the SF cordons.  Therefore, 
the Warriors Draft EIR will continue to use the PM peak hour BART data from the SF 
Planning Department Regional Transit Screenlines, as well as the ridership and 
capacity for the non-PM peak hour analysis hours that we received from Thomas 
Tumola for the Warriors project in February 2015.


Based on the data that we currently have in the Draft EIR (i.e., the tables and write 
up that Adam provided to you in March), the proposed Warriors project would have 
a significant impact on BART during overlapping events at AT&T Park during the late 
evening peak hour (post-event). 


While we are running out of time to incorporate updates to BART for the Warriors 
project, the SF Planning Department will continue to coordinate with you to update 
the Regional Screenlines for the AM and PM peak hours.


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 Apr 8, 2015, at 6:12 PM, Val Menotti <vmenott@bart.gov> wrote:


Hi Luba,


We'll review and get you something.


Thanks,


Val Joseph Menotti
Chief Planning & Development Officer
BART Planning & Development
San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit
300 Lakeside Drive, 21st Floor
Oakland, CA 94612
VMenott@bart.gov
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510.287.4794


**** Note that I'm on the 21st Floor as of March 2015   ******** 


On Apr 8, 2015, at 5:54 PM, "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" 
<lubaw@lcwconsulting.com> wrote:


Hi Duncan
Per our discussion today, attached is the spreadsheet that 
summarizes the BART data for the East Bay and South Bay 
screenlines for various day/hour/direction for the Event Center 
and Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 
Project (aka the Golden State Warriors Arena). The BART data 
used to calculate the ridership and capacity is included in the 
spreadsheet, and I have attached the actual files that were 
received from BART. Note that the weekday PM peak hour 
ridership and capacity is from the San Francisco's Planning 
Department's Regional Screenlines.


For the Event Center EIR our analysis time periods are: 
Weekday PM - outbound from SF (standard PM peak hour 
analysis)
Weekday Evening (6 to 7 PM) - inbound to SF
Weekday Late Evening (10 to 11 PM) - outbound from SF
Saturday Evening (6 to 7 PM) - inbound to SF


As discussed, Val had a chance to review the administrative 
draft of the transit analysis for the Event Center EIR, and had 
expressed concerns that the weekday PM peak hour ridership 
and capacity utilization in the EIR do not reflect the recent 
increases in ridership.  In response we requested updated 
information for the AM and PM peak hours from Thomas 
Tumola, but received information only on the East Bay 
screenline, and the ridership is less than what is currently in 
the Planning Department's Regional Screenlines.


Our deadline for the next draft of the Event Center EIR is 
rapidly approaching, and I wanted to make sure that BART 
has an opportunity to provide updated ridership and capacity 
for the weekday PM peak hour, for the other analysis time 
periods, as well as for the AM peak hour (so that the Planning 
Department can update the Regional Screenlines).  In order to 
incorporate new ridership data into our analysis, we will need 
to have updated ridership and capacity data by the end of 
Wednesday, April 15, 2015. 


Please let me know if you have any questions, or if there is 
any additional information you need from us.
Thank you,



tel:510.287.4794
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Luba


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


On Feb 20, 2015, at 5:11 PM, Duncan Watry 
<DWatry@bart.gov> wrote:


Thank Thomas!


Duncan Watry
Principal Planner


BART - Planning & Development
300 Lakeside Drive -  22nd Floor
Oakland, CA  94612
office: (510) 287-4840
cel: (415) 516-7858
e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov


From: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" 
<lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
To: Duncan Watry <DWatry@bart.gov>,
Cc: Ellen_Smith/MSQ/Oak/BART 
<Ellen_Smith/MSQ/Oak/BART@bart.gov>,
           Eric Womeldorff 
<E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com>, Nicole 
Foletta
           <N.Foletta@fehrandpeers.com>
Date: 02/20/2015 05:06 PM
Subject: Re: BART Ridership Data Request


Thanks Duncan
We really appreciate your help on this.
Have a great weekend.


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



mailto:DWatry@bart.gov

mailto:dwatry@bart.gov

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:DWatry@bart.gov

mailto:Ellen_Smith/MSQ/Oak/BART@bart.gov

mailto:E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com

mailto:N.Foletta@fehrandpeers.com





(c) 415-385-7031


On Feb 20, 2015, at 4:39 PM, Duncan Watry 
<DWatry@bart.gov> wrote:


     Luba - sorry had the wrong email for you.


     Duncan Watry
     Principal Planner


     BART - Planning & Development
     300 Lakeside Drive -  22nd Floor
     Oakland, CA  94612
     office: (510) 287-4840
     cel: (415) 516-7858
     e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov


     From: Duncan Watry/BART
     To: E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com,
     Cc: N.Foletta@fehrandpeers.com, 
lubaw@wilbursmith.com, Ellen
                Smith/MSQ/Oak/BART@BART
     Date: 02/20/2015 04:30 PM
     Subject: Fw: BART Ridership Data Request


     Eric-see files below.  Let me know if you have 
questions.


     Duncan Watry
     Principal Planner


     BART - Planning & Development
     300 Lakeside Drive -  22nd Floor
     Oakland, CA  94612
     office: (510) 287-4840
     cel: (415) 516-7858
     e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov
     ----- Forwarded by Duncan Watry/BART on 
02/20/2015 04:29 PM -----


     From: Thomas Tumola/BART
     To: Duncan Watry/BART@BART,
     Cc: John Bolcik/LMA/Oak/BART@BART, Scott 
Fanning/Met/Oak/Bart@BART
     Date: 02/20/2015 03:53 PM
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     Subject: RE: BART Ridership Data Request


     Please see attached.  Data Request 
Assumptions describes which days
     were
     selected and Game Study Screen Lines is the 
results (note: if there
     are
     multiple days, there is averaging).


     Regards,


     Thomas Tumola, PTP
     Program Manager - Operations Planning
     San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
     300 Lakeside Drive, 14th Floor
     Oakland, CA 94612
     510-287-4702 (p)
     ttumola@bart.gov


     [attachment "Data Request Assumptions.xlsx" 
deleted by Duncan
     Watry/BART]
     [attachment "GameStudyScreenLines.xlsx" 
deleted by Duncan Watry/BART]


     From: Duncan Watry/BART
     To: Thomas Tumola/BART@BART,
     Cc: John Bolcik/LMA/Oak/BART@BART
     Date: 02/16/2015 01:12 PM
     Subject: RE: BART Ridership Data Request


     That should be fine for them.


     thanks,


     Duncan Watry
     Principal Planner


     BART - Planning & Development
     300 Lakeside Drive - 22nd Floor
     Oakland, CA 94612
     office: (510) 287-4840
     cel: (415) 516-7858
     e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov


     -----Thomas Tumola/BART wrote: -----
     To: Duncan Watry/BART@BART
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     From: Thomas Tumola/BART
     Date: 02/13/2015 04:57PM
     Cc: John Bolcik/LMA/Oak/BART@BART
     Subject: RE: BART Ridership Data Request


     Sorry...budget season...COB 2/20.


     -----Duncan Watry/BART@BART wrote: -----


     =======================
     To: Thomas Tumola <TTumola@bart.gov>
     From: Duncan Watry/BART@BART
     Date: 02/13/2015 03:16PM
     Subject: RE: BART Ridership Data Request
     =======================
       Thomas - is that doable?


     Duncan Watry
     Principal Planner


     BART - Planning & Development
     300 Lakeside Drive -  22nd Floor
     Oakland, CA  94612
     office: (510) 287-4840
     cel: (415) 516-7858
     e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov


     From: Eric Womeldorff 
<E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com>
     To: Duncan Watry <DWatry@bart.gov>,
     Cc: Nikki Foletta 
<N.Foletta@fehrandpeers.com>,
     "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com"
     <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, Thomas Tumola 
<TTumola@bart.gov>, Ellen
     Smith
     <esmith1@bart.gov>
     Date: 02/13/2015 03:13 PM
     Subject: RE: BART Ridership Data Request


     Thanks, Duncan.


     Out traffic counts were conducted in 
October/November/December 2012,
     June/July 2013, and April/May 2014; we'd like 
to use transit data
     from that
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     last period, April/May 2014 (beginning of the 
season). All of the
     other
     parameters look good to me. If we could shoot 
for mid-week, next wek
     we
     would be really happy campers.


     Thanks again!


     -Eric


     -----Original Message-----
     From: Duncan Watry [mailto:DWatry@bart.gov 
]
     Sent: Friday, February 13, 2015 9:31 AM
     To: Eric Womeldorff
     Cc: Nikki Foletta; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; 
Thomas Tumola; Ellen
     Smith
     Subject: Fw: BART Ridership Data Request


     Eric:


     Operations Planning can compile the data you 
requested, but it's a
     fairly
     labor-intensive process.  See questions and 
parameters below from
     Thomas
     Tumola.  He'll need answers/confirmation of all 
these before he can
     start.


     Also need to know your timeframe for when 
you would like the data.


     thanks,


     Duncan Watry
     Principal Planner


     BART - Planning & Development
     300 Lakeside Drive -  22nd Floor
     Oakland, CA  94612
     office: (510) 287-4840
     cel: (415) 516-7858
     e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov
     ----- Forwarded by Duncan Watry/BART on 
02/13/2015 09:27 AM -----
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     From: Thomas Tumola/BART
     To: Duncan Watry/BART@BART,
     Cc: Robert Mitroff/MET/Oak/BART@BART, John
                Bolcik/LMA/Oak/BART@BART, Scott 
Fanning/Met/Oak/Bart@BART,
     John
                McCormick/OHY/A-Line/BART@BART
     Date: 02/11/2015 10:40 AM
     Subject: Re: Fw: BART Ridership Data Request


     Duncan,


     Jay keeps a log of ridership and game days but 
they're asking for a
     lot
     more. I will probably have to work with Scott to 
average the days
     since our
     log probably just provides total ridership for the 
system.


     The plan would be to pull data for the regular 
2014 season with a
     significant sample. But step one is to confirm 
these parameters:


          For consistency, what dates are being used 
for traffic counts
     and
          transit ridership in the EIR document?  
Please advise since my
          experience tells me that a consistent time 
slice is what's often
          desired with these efforts. We only want to 
do this request
     once.


          For the East Bay Screen Line we will use 
Embarcadero/West
     Oakland.


          For the South Bay Screen Line we will use 
16th Street/Civic
     Center
          ("South Bay" in SF often implies San Mateo 
County and sometimes
     more)


          Capacity will be based on planned (SCRAM) 
train lengths for 2014
     not







          actuals.


          Vehicle capacity of 115 ppc will be used  for 
loading


          Ridership data at each screen line will be 
provided for these
     time
          periods (regular days &. Giants game days):


                Weekday evening arriving in SF 
between 6 and 7 PM


                Weekday late PM leaving SF between 
10 and 11 PM


                Saturday evening arriving in SF 
between 6 and 7 PM


     This request is fairly data intensive (i.e. need to 
run SAS queries)
     and we
     can't get it done by the end of the week given 
other priorities.
     Since it
     is for a high-profile EIR in SF (legal document), 
this request needs
     some
     real precision.  I would ask them what is their 
drop dead date?  End
     of
     next week is doable.


     Thanks,


     Thomas Tumola, PTP
     Program Manager - Operations Planning
     San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
     300 Lakeside Drive, 14th Floor
     Oakland, CA 94612
     510-287-4702 (p)
     ttumola@bart.gov


     From: Duncan Watry/BART
     To: Thomas Tumola/BART@BART,
     Cc: Robert Mitroff/MET/Oak/BART@BART
     Date: 02/10/2015 05:59 PM
     Subject: Fw: BART Ridership Data Request
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     Thomas - For the Warriors EIR, they are asking 
for some actual
     ridership
     data for Giants game days vs non-game days.  
How have you handled
     these in
     the past?  Averages would be better than 
individual days, but not
     sure any
     of us has time to put together some average 
data for them.


     Duncan Watry
     Principal Planner


     BART - Planning & Development
     300 Lakeside Drive -  22nd Floor
     Oakland, CA  94612
     office: (510) 287-4840
     cel: (415) 516-7858
     e-mail: dwatry@bart.gov
     ----- Forwarded by Duncan Watry/BART on 
02/10/2015 05:57 PM -----


     From: Eric Womeldorff 
<E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com>
     To: Duncan Watry <DWatry@bart.gov>,
     Cc: Nikki Foletta 
<N.Foletta@fehrandpeers.com>,
                "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" 
<lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
     Date: 02/09/2015 02:23 PM
     Subject: BART Ridership Data Request


     Hi Duncan,


     We’re in the process of conducting the 
environmental analysis for the
     Event
     Center and Mixed-Use Development at Mission 
Bay project (which
     includes a
     new Arena for the Golden State Warriors NBA 
Team). You’ve been
     helpful to
     us in the past in helping us better understand 
regional transit
     ridership
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     and we’d like to call on your help once more to 
direct this request
     to the
     proper point person at BART. Specifically, we’d 
like to better
     understand
     BART ridership at the county level to the area 
that serves AT&T Park
     both
     without and with a Giants game. Essentially, 
we’d like your help in
     filling
     in the blue cells in the attached spreadsheet. 
Specifically, these
     are the
     time periods that we’re interested in:


          ·         Weekday evening arriving in SF 
between 6 and 7 PM
          ·         Weekday late PM leaving SF between 
10 and 11 PM
          ·         Saturday evening arriving in SF 
between 6 and 7 PM


     If you don’t have information parsed to the 
level that we’re
     requesting,
     please just send us what you can and we can 
sort through it.
     Additionally,
     if we need to estimate, just let us know the 
best way to do so – the
     same
     goes for With Giants game conditions.


     Thanks for your help // we’d love to have this 
effort wrapped up by
     the end
     of the week.


     -Eric


     [attachment "BART Ridership Data 
Request.xlsx" deleted by Thomas
     Tumola/BART]


<BART summary 4-8-15 v2.xlsx>


<GameStudyScreenLines.xlsx>







<TwoHrTTTubeFlow.xls>








From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Jesse Blout"
Subject: RE: Personal News
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 8:38:00 AM


Sounds good.  Yes, I think congrats are in order – been thinking about a change for years, and things
keep coming up (dissolution, Warriors, etc.), so no great time to make a change.  Will miss everyone
and the project since it has been an amazing ride for the last almost 8 years. I’m around this
morning.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Jesse Blout [mailto:jblout@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 9:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Personal News
 
Wow.  Are congratulations in order?  A big, big loss for OCII.  I will call you in the am.


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 5:06 PM
To: Jesse Blout
Cc: Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Personal News


Hi, Jesse – I just left you a VM.  I gave noticed today, but will be staying on at OCII until 6/2/15 to get
the EIR out of the door and get the SDs through the OCII and Planning Commissions.  Adam and I
talked with Clarke about how we are still working out the transition plan with Tiffany and Ken, but as
a priority project for both the City and OCII, we will make sure that adequate staff is assigned to the
GSW project to keep to the deadlines.   I will make sure to get you through this current heavy lift
before heading out.
 
Feel free to give me a ring.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103



mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Joyce Hsiao
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Chris Sanchez; Michael Keinath; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Paul Mitchell
Subject: Fwd: FW: Transmittal of ARB"s Final Determination for Mission Bay Event Center (AB 900)
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:36:38 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.png


ARB AB 900 Determination_Mission Bay Event Center.pdf


All,
This morning, we received notice that the ARB has determined that the proposed
project would not result in a net increase in GHGs under AB900 (see email string
and attachment).  We will be adding this reference to the GHG section of the SEIR.


However, with respect to the AQ section of the EIR, I believe the AB900 application
uses different assumptions for mobile sources than what is currently presented in
the AQ section. Michael Keinath should confirm this, but I think the AB900
application assumes that only a portion of the non-basketball events would be "new"
trips, whereas the SEIR assumes that all non-basketball events would be new trips.
My question is, should we use the same assumption in the SEIR as in the AB900
application, especially since the ARB has approved the AB900 application?


Today, we will be submitting the Screencheck SEIR to the Planning Dept for review,
including the AQ section and appendix, documenting the assumptions currently used
in the SEIR. If we are to change those assumptions, we will need to make
substantial revisions to the SEIR, including the AQ section, Alternatives, and AQ
appendix, and we need to do it as soon as possible.  


Chris and Jessica:  Please let us know if we should set up conference call this week
to discuss this matter.


All:  Please reserve Tuesday, May 19, 2015, 9 to 11 AM,  to discuss final
comments on the SEIR AQ analysis, to be conducted at ESA's offices. 


Thank you,
Joyce


Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com


-------- Forwarded Message --------
Subject:FW: Transmittal of ARB's Final Determination for Mission Bay Event Center


(AB 900)
Date:Mon, 27 Apr 2015 15:15:44 +0000
From:Kate Aufhauser <KAufhauser@warriors.com>


To:Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>, Joyce Hsiao
<joyce@orionenvironment.com>, Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org)
<chris.kern@sfgov.org>, Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
<brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, wyckowilliam@comcast.net
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ATTACHMENT 1 



ARB Staff Evaluation of AB 900 Application 



 











 



ARB Staff Evaluation for 
Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay 



Blocks 29-32  
 



 
I. Introduction 



 
GSW Arena LLC (“Applicant”), an affiliate of the Golden State Warriors (GSW), LLC, 
which owns and operates the National Basketball Association (NBA) team, proposes to 
construct a multi-purpose event center, along with office and retail space and parking 
land uses on an 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Plan Area of the City and County of San Francisco, California.  The 
project would involve relocating the GSW NBA games and associated operations to the 
proposed Mission Bay Arena and associated office space from the existing Oracle 
Arena and team headquarters in Oakland, California.  The Applicant is seeking 
certification for the project under Assembly Bill 900 (AB 900), the Jobs and Economic 
Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act. 



AB 900 provides for streamlined judicial review under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) if certain conditions are met.  One condition is that the project does 
not result in any net additional greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions as determined by the 
Air Resources Board (ARB).  As part of the determination, ARB staff prepared this 
technical evaluation of the GHG emissions from the project.  



This evaluation includes an executive summary, an overview of the AB 900 zero net 
additional GHG emissions requirement, a brief description of the proposed project, a 
technical review and assessment of GHG emissions information provided by the 
Applicant in their AB 900 application, and ARB staff’s recommendation on the AB 900 
GHG emissions determination for the proposed project. 



 
II. Executive Summary 



 
ARB staff reviewed the projected GHG emissions provided by the Applicant and 
independently confirmed GHG emission factors used to estimate construction and 
operational emissions.  Staff concurs with the GHG quantification in the Applicant’s 
proposal (Attachments 2 and 3). 



Based on an evaluation of the documentation provided by the Applicant, ARB staff 
concludes that, with voluntary GHG offset commitments documented in Attachment 3, 
the project would not result in any net additional GHG emissions relative to the baseline 
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as summarized in Tables 1 and 2 below.  ARB staff confirms that the proposed project 
would meet the GHG emissions requirements of the “Jobs and Economic Improvement 
through Environmental Leadership Act.” (Pub. Resources Code, §21178 et seq.)  A 
detailed description of emissions by source is reviewed in subsequent sections. 



Table 1 shows project construction-generated GHG emissions.  Project construction is 
expected to be completed in approximately 24 months, with construction beginning as 
early as 2015.  The Applicant has committed to offset the GHG emissions generated 
during project construction no later than six months after the issuance of a Temporary 
Certificate of Occupancy for the project.  The Applicant will enter into a binding and 
enforceable agreement with the lead agency (the City and County of San Francisco’s 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure [OCII]) to offset all GHG emissions 
associated with project construction and will purchase any necessary offsets from a 
qualified GHG emissions broker. 



Table 1: Project Construction-Generated GHG Emissions1 



Emission Source 
GHG Emissions (MT CO2e/year) 



Year 1 (2015-16) Year 2 (2016-17) Total 



Off-road equipment 3,997 1,358 5,355 



Construction trips 2,355 2,355 4,711 



Total 6,352 3,714 10,066 



GHG Offsets Required2 -10,066 
Notes:  
GHG = greenhouse gas; MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
1 Source: GSW 2015; Exhibit H, pg. 4 
2 The applicant has committed to purchase GHG offsets for construction-related GHG 
emissions no later than six months after issuance of a Temporary Certificate of Occupancy. 
Procurement and retirement of verifiable, permanent GHG offsets will be a condition of project 
approval enforceable by the project’s lead agency.  



 



Table 2 summarizes the net increase in project operation-related GHG emissions 
through the useful life of the project, which the Applicant has defined as 30 years.  In 
the absence of any formal plans for redevelopment of the existing Oracle Arena, ARB 
assumed Oracle Arena remains as the reference point for the purpose of defining a 
baseline.  The Applicant has committed to execute a contract to offset the net increase 
in GHG emissions generated during project operation no later than six months after the 
arena component of the project is 90 percent leased and occupied.  The Applicant will 
enter into a binding and enforceable agreement with the project’s lead agency (OCII) to 
offset all GHG emissions associated with project operation and will purchase any 
necessary offsets from a qualified GHG emissions broker. 
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Table 2: Comparison of Baseline and Project Operation-Related GHG Emissions1 



Year2 



GHG Emissions (MT CO2e/year) 
Baseline (Oracle 
Arena and GSW 
Headquarters) 



Proposed Project 
(Mission Bay 
Event Center) 



Difference GHG Offsets 
Required3 



2017 15,034 19,133 4,099 -4,099 
2018 14,780 18,813 4,032 -4,032 
2019 14,527 18,493 3,966 -3,966 
2020 14,253 18,139 3,886 -3,886 
2021 14,049 17,854 3,805 -3,805 
2022 13,815 17,529 3,714 -3,714 
2023 13,553 17,163 3,611 -3,611 
2024 13,348 16,879 3,530 -3,530 
2025 13,086 16,513 3,427 -3,427 
2026 12,881 16,228 3,347 -3,347 
2027 12,677 15,944 3,267 -3,267 
2028 12,502 15,700 3,198 -3,198 
2029 12,356 15,497 3,140 -3,140 
2030 12,210 15,293 3,083 -3,083 
2031 12,093 15,131 3,037 -3,037 
2032 12,006 15,009 3,003 -3,003 
2033 11,918 14,887 2,968 -2,968 
2034 11,860 14,806 2,946 -2,946 
20354 11,802 14,724 2,923 -2,923 



Notes:  
GHG = greenhouse gas; MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. 
1 Source: GSW 2015; Exhibit H, pg. 13 
2 The applicant estimates a useful life of the project of 30 years with first year of occupancy as early as 
2017. 
3 The applicant has committed to purchase GHG offsets for the annual net increase in operation-
related GHG emissions for the entire useful life of the project, through a binding and enforceable 
agreement with the lead agency. Procurement and retirement of verifiable, permanent GHG offsets will 
be a condition of approval enforceable by the project’s lead agency.  
4 Emissions projections for both the baseline and the proposed project are constant after 2035. The 
useful life of the project would end in 2047, as defined by the Applicant. 



 



III. Overview of AB 900 
 
AB 900 provides a streamlined judicial review for development projects if, among other 
conditions, the “project does not result in any net additional emission of greenhouse 
gases, including greenhouse gas emissions from employee transportation, as 
determined by the State Air Resources Board pursuant to Division 25.5 (commencing 
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with Section 38500) of the Health and Safety Code.” (Pub. Resources Code, §21183, 
subd. (c).) 



The Governor’s Guidelines for AB 900 applications require applicants to submit a 
proposed methodology for quantifying the project’s GHG emissions and documentation 
that the project will not result in any net additional GHG emissions.  The documentation 
must quantify direct and indirect GHG emissions associated with the project’s 
construction and operation, including GHG emissions from employee transportation, 
and the net emissions of the project after accounting for any mitigation measures.  The 
project’s net emissions, after mitigation, must be monitored and enforced consistent 
with Public Resources Code section 21183, subdivision (d). 



The role of ARB staff in the GHG emissions determination of a proposed AB 900 project 
is limited to an evaluation of the quantification methods and documentation submitted 
by the Applicant for purposes of the Governor’s certification.  ARB staff evaluated the 
technical elements of the project application, including existing emissions in the 
absence of the project (i.e., baseline), input data and assumptions used for emissions 
and mitigation calculations, quantification methods, and an estimate of the project’s net 
GHG emissions after any mitigation. 



IV. Existing Conditions 
 
The GSW NBA team currently hosts games at Oracle Arena in Oakland (500,000 
square feet arena), where its office headquarters and support facilities (25,000 square 
feet) are also located.  Oracle Arena also hosts non-game events such as family shows, 
concerts, conferences, and other events with lower attendance than NBA basketball 
games.  



The proposed project site is located in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan 
Area, which is designated as a Priority Development Area.  The proposed project site is 
currently vacant, only occupied by paved surface parking facilities and previously 
disturbed land.  



The Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area–of which the proposed project site 
(Blocks 29-32) is a part–was subject to a previous programmatic environmental review 
under CEQA.  The Mission Bay Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report 
(FSEIR) was certified in 1998.  Development consistent with the Redevelopment Plan is 
allowed on the proposed project site, including up to 1.1 million gross square feet of 
previously entitled commercial uses. 
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V. Proposed Project Description 
 
ENVIRON International Corporation (ENVIRON), on behalf of the Applicant, prepared a 
GHG emissions assessment for the proposed project to demonstrate that the 
requirements of AB 900 can be met.  A full copy of this proposal can be found in 
Attachment 2, Exhibits G and H. 



The proposed project would result in demolition and removal of the existing paved 
parking lots from the site.  Construction is proposed to begin in 2015 and conclude in 
2017.  The project could become operational as early as 2017.  



This proposed facility would include a 750,000 square foot (18,064 seat) event center 
and practice facility, GSW headquarters/offices (25,000 square feet), parking and 
loading (234,411 square feet), non-GSW office space (580,000 square feet), retail uses 
(125,000 square feet), and open space.  It was determined by the Applicant and the 
lead agency that the non-GSW office (580,000 square feet) and retail (125,000 square 
feet) uses were consistent with, and therefore covered by, the prior environmental 
analysis (Mission Bay FSEIR) and are already entitled for development consistent with 
the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan Area.  For this reason, GHG emissions that could 
be attributable to the previously entitled development of office and retail space are 
treated as part of the baseline (no project) scenario and also as part of the proposed 
project scenario.  In other words, the GHG emissions from the non-GSW office and 
retail uses would be automatically offset and are not included in this evaluation.   



The lead agency did not assume that the event center would fall within the scope of the 
vested development rights consistent with the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan Area 
due to the unique nature of the arena land use type.  The event center and relocation of 
associated GSW operations are the subject of the Supplemental environmental analysis 
for which the applicant is seeking AB 900 certification. 



For this reason, the applicant prepared a full evaluation of the GHG emissions 
attributable to the proposed event center and GSW operations as relocated to Mission 
Bay.  The applicant also assumed that 50 percent of non-basketball game events would 
continue to occur at Oracle Arena1, and those emissions were included as part of the 
GHG emissions profile for the proposed project.  



1 Any future plans to repurpose Oracle Arena are unknown at this time. The Applicant has not, and need 
not attempt to speculate on the potential repurposing or demolition of Oracle Arena.  It is reasonable to 
assume that the market for event space will continue in Oakland, and that Oracle Arena will 
accommodate some non-GSW events into the foreseeable future as it does today. 
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The Applicant is seeking Leadership in Environmental Design (LEED) Gold certification 
for energy efficiency for the proposed project.  In addition, the co-location of the 
proposed Mission Bay Events Center with office and retail uses is anticipated to result in 
some amount of trip-internalization, which will reduce vehicle trips and vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT) compared to a scenario with a single land use on the site.  



Structured parking for all proposed uses is proposed on site with a total of 950 vehicle 
parking spaces, which is approximately 320 fewer spaces than would normally be 
required by development code.  Reduced parking is permitted due to transit service 
accessibility and other transportation demand management strategies proposed to be 
included in the project by design.  Approximately 500 bike parking spaces are proposed 
on site, which is approximately 440 more than the minimum normally required by 
development code.  



The entire property would be fully built out prior to occupancy.  Thus, the proposed 
project would not result in simultaneous construction and operational GHG emissions 
from partial occupancy during construction.  



VI. Technical Review and Assessment 
 



The Applicant relied upon a variety of sources for activity data and emission factors to 
quantify GHG emissions.  This ARB staff evaluation is focused on reviewing the data 
sources, emission factors, emission calculations, and assumptions used for the 
application, and determining whether these sources and assumptions are reasonable. 



The Applicant relied upon the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), a 
widely used emissions quantification tool developed in coordination with local air 
districts to quantify criteria pollutant and GHG emissions from land use development 
projects in California.  CalEEMod uses widely accepted sources for emission estimates 
combined with appropriate default data that can be used if site-specific information is 
not available.  CalEEMod is populated with data from the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency AP-42 emission factors, California Air Resources Board (ARB) on-
road and off-road equipment emission models such as the Emission Factor 2011 model 
(EMFAC2011), the Off-road Emissions Inventory Program model (OFFROAD), and 
studies commissioned by California agencies such as the California Energy 
Commission (CEC) and CalRecycle.  The Applicant used CalEEMod, or its underlying 
data, to calculate all GHG emissions, including construction, electricity, natural gas, 
mobile, solid waste, and water and wastewater.  Stationary source emission sources 
were calculated manually outside the model.  
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VII. Project Construction Emissions 
 
Construction-related GHG emissions are one-time direct emissions and would occur 
over a 24-month construction period.  The Applicant estimated GHG emissions 
associated with project construction by using the CalEEMod tool, which applies ARB-
recommended off-road and on-road emissions factors from its OFFROAD2011 and 
EMFAC2011 emission factor models.  With some exceptions, the Applicant used 
CalEEMod default settings to generate construction-related GHG emissions.  The 
Applicant estimates a total of 10,066 metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent (MT CO2e) 
over the two-year project construction period, as shown in Table 1.  Construction-
related GHG emissions reflect the types of equipment expected and the number of 
hours of operation anticipated over the construction schedule.  This includes heavy-duty 
equipment, such as refuse hauling trucks, excavators, cranes, and conventional work 
vehicles.  



ARB staff concluded that the methodology and estimated GHG emissions provided by 
the Applicant for construction are appropriate. 



 
VIII. Baseline Emissions 
 
Operational emissions from activities at Oracle Arena and the GSW Headquarters in 
Oakland represent baseline conditions.  The baseline includes stationary, energy 
consumption from electricity and natural gas, mobile, area, solid waste, water, and 
wastewater-related GHG emissions.  The application states that GHG emissions from 
Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters within the base year (2017) are estimated as 
15,034 MT CO2e.  The application also provided annual GHG estimations through 2035.  



ARB staff conducted an independent assessment of the Applicant’s GHG emission 
estimations, demand factors, and assumptions used in the Applicant’s baseline 
calculation, summarized in Table 3 below.  ARB’s assessment very closely matches the 
Applicant’s annual baseline GHG estimations summarized in Table 2. 
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Table 3: ARB Staff’s Assessment of Baseline Operational Emissions 



Venue Year Emission Source [MT CO2e/year]1 



  
Energy Mobile Area Waste Water Stationary Total 



Oracle Arena2 2017 1,413 12,388 0.005 91 517     
GSW HQ3   258 365 0.005 2 1 none   
Sub-Total   1,671 12,753 0.010 93 518   15,035 
  2018 1,623 12,549 0.010 93 518   14,783 



  2019 1,573 12,344 0.010 93 518   14,528 
  2020 1,533 12,111 0.010 93 518   14,255 
  2021 1,533 11,907 0.010 93 518   14,051 
  2022 1,533 11,673 0.010 93 518   13,817 
  2023 1,533 11,411 0.010 93 518   13,555 
  2024 1,533 11,206 0.010 93 518   13,350 
  2025 1,533 10,944 0.010 93 518   13,088 
  2026 1,533 10,739 0.010 93 518   12,883 
  2027 1,533 10,535 0.010 93 518   12,679 
  2028 1,533 10,360 0.010 93 518   12,504 
  2029 1,533 10,214 0.010 93 518   12,358 
  2030 1,533 10,068 0.010 93 518   12,212 
  2031 1,533 9,951 0.010 93 518   12,095 
  2032 1,533 9,864 0.010 93 518   12,008 
  2033 1,533 9,776 0.010 93 518   11,920 
  2034 1,533 9,718 0.010 93 518   11,862 
  20354 1,533 9,660 0.010 93 518   11,804 



Notes: 
GHG = greenhouse gas; MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. 
1 Source: GSW 2015; Exhibit H, pg. 12-13. 
2 Oracle Arena: Assumes 47 games and 42 events annually. 
3 GSW Oakland Headquarters offices. 
4 Emissions projections for both the baseline and the proposed project are constant after 2035. The useful life of the 
project would end in 2047, as defined by the Applicant. 



 
 
IX. Project Operational Emissions 



 
The proposed project’s operational emissions are characterized by the Mission Bay 
Event Center, GSW Headquarters relocated to Mission Bay, associated parking and 
loading area, and continued operation of Oracle Arena at 50 percent of non-NBA game 
events.  The project includes operational GHG emissions from energy consumption 
(electricity, natural gas), mobile, stationary, area, solid waste, water, and wastewater 
sources.  
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ARB staff conducted an independent assessment of the proposed project’s emission 
calculations, demand factors, and assumptions used to estimate project operation GHG 
emissions and arrived at virtually the same GHG quantification as provided by the 
applicant.  ARB’s assessment of the proposed projects operational emissions are 
summarized in Table 4 below. 



Table 4: ARB Staff’s Assessment of Proposed Project Operational Emissions 



Venue Year Emission Source [MT CO2e/year]1 



  
Energy Mobile Area Waste Water Stationary Total 



Oracle Arena2 2017 333 2,280 0.0023 21 122     
Mission Bay EC3   748 16,741 0.014 136 23 106   
GSW HQ4   74 104 0.00047 4.6 0.66     
Parking/Loading   446   0.0090         
Sub-Total   1,601 19,125 0.02577 161.60 145.66 106 21,139 
  2018 1,566 18,819 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 20,799 
  2019 1,524 18,512 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 20,449 
  2020 1,489 18,162 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 20,065 
  2021 1,489 17,856 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 19,759 
  2022 1,489 17,506 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 19,409 
  2023 1,489 17,112 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 19,015 
  2024 1,489 16,806 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 18,709 
  2025 1,489 16,412 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 18,315 
  2026 1,489 16,105 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 18,008 
  2027 1,489 15,799 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 17,702 
  2028 1,489 15,536 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 17,439 
  2029 1,489 15,318 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 17,221 
  2030 1,489 15,099 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 17,002 
  2031 1,489 14,924 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,827 
  2032 1,489 14,792 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,695 
  2033 1,489 14,661 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,564 
  2034 1,489 14,574 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,477 
  20355 1,489 14,486 0.02577 161.6 145.66 106 16,389 
Notes: 
MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. 
1 Source: GSW 2015; Exhibit H, pg. 12-13. 
2 Oracle Arena: Assumes 21 non-NBA events annually. 
3 Mission Bay Event Center: Assumes 47 games and 161 events annually. 
4 GSW Headquarters: New GSW Headquarters relocated to Mission Bay. 
5 Emissions projections for both the baseline and the proposed project are constant after 2035. The useful life of the 
project would end in 2047, as defined by the Applicant. 
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There were two GHG emission credits applied to the project that resulted in reduced 
operational emissions, discussed in the following paragraph. 



Because the proposed project is seeking LEED Gold certification for energy efficiency, 
the project would consume less energy than a comparable code-compliant project not 
seeking this certification.  Thus, the proposed land uses would generate lower GHG 
emissions due to greater building energy efficiency when compared with a similarly 
sized code-compliant project.  In addition, because of the co-location of the Event 
Center with office and retail land uses, it is reasonable to assume that some amount of 
trip internalization and reduced vehicle trips would occur.  Reasonable GHG emission 
credits due to trip linking were also applied to the project that reduced mobile-source 
emissions compared to a project without the proposed mix of land uses.  



Table 5 below summarizes ARB staff’s independent assessment of the comparison 
between baseline and the proposed project’s GHG emissions after applying the 
emissions credits for energy efficiency and trip linking. 
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Table 5: Summary of ARB Staff’s Assessment of Baseline                                    
and Project Operational Emissions 



  Annual Operational Emissions [MT CO2e/year] 



Year 



Oracle Arena 
and GSW HQ 



(Baseline) 



Project Operational Emissions 



Proposed 
Project 



Credits 
Total 



  
Energy 



Eff. Trip Link 
2017 15,035 21,139 -647 -1,362 19,131 
2018 14,783 20,799 -639 -1,340 18,819 
2019 14,528 20,449 -632 -1,318 18,499 
2020 14,255 20,065 -627 -1,293 18,145 
2021 14,051 19,759 -627 -1,271 17,861 
2022 13,817 19,409 -627 -1,246 17,536 
2023 13,555 19,015 -627 -1,218 17,170 
2024 13,350 18,709 -627 -1,196 16,886 
2025 13,088 18,315 -627 -1,168 16,520 
2026 12,883 18,008 -627 -1,147 16,234 
2027 12,679 17,702 -627 -1,125 15,950 
2028 12,504 17,439 -627 -1,106 15,706 
2029 12,358 17,221 -627 -1,090 15,504 
2030 12,212 17,002 -627 -1,075 15,300 
2031 12,095 16,827 -627 -1,062 15,138 
2032 12,008 16,695 -627 -1,053 15,015 
2033 11,920 16,564 -627 -1,044 14,893 
2034 11,862 16,477 -627 -1,037 14,813 
20351 11,804 16,389 -627 -1,031 14,731 



Notes: 
MT CO2e = Metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent 
Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. 
1 Emissions projections for both the baseline and the proposed project are 
constant after 2035. The useful life of the project would end in 2047, as defined 
by the Applicant. 



 
 
On average, ARB’s estimate of annual emissions (Table 5) differs from the application 
(Table 2) by less than one percent.  This difference is insignificant and indicates that the 
methodology and estimated GHG operational project GHG emissions provided by the 
Applicant are appropriate. 



Based on the Applicant’s proposal, annual project operational emissions would exceed 
baseline emissions by approximately 20 percent throughout the lifetime of the project. 
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The applicant used GHG emission factors for electricity that will change over time due 
to the California Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS), a program designed to meet 
statewide GHG reduction targets.  The RPS requires 33 percent of grid electricity to 
come from renewable sources by 2020.  Additionally, current ARB mobile-source 
emission factor estimates were used.  These emission factors are based on a modified 
version of the ARB EMFAC2011 on-road inventory and include current emission 
reduction rules such as the Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS), Advanced Clean Cars 
(LEV III), and the Phase I Heavy-Duty Vehicle GHG rule, to reflect the entire “on-road” 
fleet statewide. 
 
The implementation of the above regulations is anticipated to result in continuous GHG 
reductions from the energy and mobile sectors and reduce overall GHG emissions over 
the life of the project.  Applying these emission factors will affect the estimate of 
operational GHG emissions for both the baseline and the proposed project, resulting in 
an annual net difference of approximately 20 percent.  



X. Method to Offset Emissions 
 
Under the proposed methodology, the proposed project would result in a one-time net 
increase of 10,066 MT CO2e during project construction, and an estimated net increase 
in GHG emissions of 4,099 MT CO2e during the first year of project operation.  
Operational emissions will be on-going for the duration of the project life, and are 
expected to decline over the life of the project as emissions factors decline associated 
with adoption of lower-GHG-emitting vehicle technologies and renewable sources of 
electricity.  The project sponsor agreed to meet the requirement set forth in California 
Public Resources Code section 21183, subdivision (c) to demonstrate that the project 
would result in no net additional GHG emissions through the purchase of voluntary 
carbon credits sufficient to offset all projected additional GHG emissions, as detailed in 
Attachment 3.  



Notably, the commitments to enter into contracts to offset net additional GHG emissions 
will be incorporated as an improvement measure in the FSEIR for the proposed project.  
All improvement measures will be enforceable through the project’s Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), which represents a binding and 
enforceable agreement between the Project Sponsor and the lead agency (OCII). 



 
XI. Conclusions and Recommendations 



 
Based on an evaluation of the documentation provided by the Applicant and its 
commitment to purchase GHG offsets, ARB staff concludes that the project operational 
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and construction emissions will not result in any net additional GHG emissions relative 
to the baseline. 
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Project Proposal 1  



1 Project Proposal  
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, on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay 
South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco. 



GSW, in their commitment to sustainability and the environment, are taking this opportunity to 
certify the new Event Center as an Environmental Leadership Project under California Public 
Resources Code (PRC) 21178-21189.3. 



1.1 Project Description 
Under the project, Blocks 29-32 would be developed with a multi-purpose event center and a 
variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open space and structured parking on the 
approximately 11-acre site. The 18,064-seat arena would total 750,000 gross square feet 
(GSF), with an additional 25,000 GSF of GSW office space. The arena, basketball practice 
facility, and GSW office space comprise the event center. Two separate buildings will house 
office space totaling 580,000 GSF and retail space, which includes food service, totaling 
125,000 GSF. With parking and loading areas of 475,000 GSF, the project total square footage 
is 1,955,000 GSF. 



A Site Plan is provided in Exhibit A.  



Table 1. Project Land Uses at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 



Land Use Square Footage 



Event Center 750,000 



GSW Office Space 25,000 



Office Space 580,000 



Retail Space1 125,000 



Parking and Loading 475,000 



Notes: 
1 Proposed retail uses are approximately 51,500 GSF sit‐down 
restaurant, 11,000 quick‐service restaurant, and 62,500 GSF soft 
goods retail including food retail. 



 



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. François Boulevard on the east. The 
proposed event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the NBA 
season and provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses, including concerts, family 
shows, other sporting events, cultural events, conferences and conventions. GSW has entered 
into an agreement to purchase the project site from the current site owner, an affiliate of 
salesforce.com. The project is subject to review under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and a number of local and state approvals. 











  
Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development 



 
 



Project Proposal 2  



Development is allowed within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area, including 
Blocks 29-32, consistent with the land use program and subject to the development controls of 
the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, Mission Bay South Design for Development, and 
other related documents. No amendment to the South Plan would be required, although the 
proposed project at Blocks 29-32 would require certain amendments and/or variations to other 
documents. 



The Mission Bay Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (Mission Bay FSEIR), certified 
in September 1998, is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan 
EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15180. 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 project at Blocks 29-32 is considered a subsequent activity 
under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment program. 



Concurrently with adoption of the Redevelopment Plan, the former San Francisco 
Redevelopment Agency (which was succeeded by the Office of Community Investment and 
Infrastructure, or OCII) entered into an Owner Participation Agreement with Catellus as Master 
Developer (now FOCIL-MB, LLC, as Catellus’ successor-in-interest) (the “OPA”). The OPA 
provides a road map for development consistent with the Redevelopment Plan and the Mission 
Bay South Design for Development, and sets forth the rights and obligations of the property 
owner (the “Owner”) to develop buildings and other improvements in the Plan Area. The OPA, in 
conjunction with the Redevelopment Plan and an Interagency Cooperation Agreement with 
other reviewing City agencies, is intended to establish the same types of vested rights typically 
found in a statutory Development Agreement. 



The Owner’s vested rights to develop the permitted uses and up to the maximum development 
intensity permitted under the OPA and Redevelopment Plan are passed to subsequent owners 
through various Purchase and Sale Agreements, Assignment and Assumption Agreements 
initially approved by the Agency and now by OCII, and related covenants recorded against title. 
FOCIL, as the master developer, allocates the overall land use and density/intensity allowed 
project-wide on a block-by-block basis as parcels are sold, and these allocations were initially 
tracked by the Agency and now by OCII in their Major Phase and project-level approvals. For 
example, Blocks 29-32 are subject to a recorded covenant that permits the owner to develop up 
to 1.1 million gross square feet (as defined under the Mission Bay South Design for 
Development) of commercial development, and all remaining square footage available for retail 
development in the Mission Bay South Plan Area, subject to necessary design approvals by the 
Agency in accordance with the Mission Bay South Design Review and Document Approval 
Procedure. FOCIL has assigned all attendant vested rights under the OPA to the Blocks 29-32 
owner under an Assignment, Assumption and Release agreement approved by the Agency. 
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Requirements for CEQA Streamlining 3  



2 Consistency with Statutory Requirements for CEQA 
Streamlining 



The following information shows how the Project satisfies the statutory requirements for CEQA 
streamlining as further informed by the criteria set forth in the Governor's Guidelines for 
Streamlining Judicial Review under CEQA (PRC) Section 21178 et seq.). 



 Information to show the project is residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, 
entertainment, or recreational in nature.  



The Project is sports and entertainment in nature. The project site is designed to be a 
multi-purpose event center, which will host the Golden State Warriors NBA team, as well 
as a variety of entertainment events, such as concerts, family shows, other sporting 
events, cultural events, conferences and conventions. The Project will also be retail and 
commercial in nature, as the center will also include office, retail, open space and 
structured parking. Proposed site plans for the Project are attached as Exhibit A.  



 Information to show the project will qualify for LEED silver certification. The 
application shall specify those design elements that make the project eligible for 
LEED silver certification, and the applicant shall submit a binding commitment to 
delay operating the project until it receives LEED silver certification. If, upon 
completion of construction, LEED silver certification is delayed as a result of the 
certification process rather than a project deficiency, the applicant may petition the 
Governor to approve project operation pending completion of the certification 
process.  



The Project has been designed to meet the standards for LEED Gold certification, which 
meet and exceed those required for LEED Silver certification. Relevant design features 
include, but are not limited to: 



‐ Project siting in an urban infill area, immediately adjacent to a local transit stop and 
less than a mile from other regional transit resources, including train and ferry 



‐ Maximization of open space (more than one-fourth of the total site area) 



‐ Reduction of fan and employee trips by private automobile through an aggressive 
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program, including participation in a 
local Transportation Management Association’s shuttle program; provision of over 
500 bike parking locations; and a mobile application to direct site visitors towards 
efficient and sustainable modes of transit 



‐ Provision of carpool and vanpool spaces (5% of total spaces on-site) 



‐ Provision of reserved spaces either for fuel efficient vehicles (FEV) (5% of total 
spaces on-site), or for vehicle charging stations (VCS) (3% of total spaces on-site) 



‐ Stormwater quality treatment via on-site treatment basins 



‐ 50% reduction in water usage for outdoor irrigation, through water-efficient 
landscaping (emphasizing native or adapted plants) and irrigation systems 
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‐ 30% reduction in water usage indoors, through installation of efficient fixtures 



‐ 15% (arena) or 24% (offices) greater energy efficiency than as discussed in Exhibit 
B, the LEED point tally 



‐ 75% diversion of construction waste from landfill 



‐ Use of low VOC-emitting interior building materials and recycled content 



A preliminary LEED point tally for the Project is attached as Exhibit B. Because final LEED 
certification is not granted until a project is completed and operational, the project sponsor 
will petition the Governor to approve project operation pending completion of the 
certification process, as permitted under PRC Section 21178 et seq. 



 Information to show the project will achieve at least 10 percent greater 
transportation efficiency than comparable projects. “Transportation efficiency” is 
defined as the number of vehicle trips by employees, visitors, or customers to the 
project divided by the total number of employees, visitors, and customers. The 
applicant shall provide information setting forth its basis for determining and 
evaluating comparable projects and their transportation efficiency, and how the 
project will achieve at least 10 percent greater transportation efficiency. For the 
purposes of this provision, comparable means a project of the same size, capacity 
and location type. 



The Project will be highly transit-accessible for all site visitors and daily employees. Nearby 
transit resources, outlined below, were a key factor in choosing the Mission Bay Blocks 29-
32 site for the Project. 



‐ Local public access is primarily provided by Muni light rail stops along the T Third 
line. These include the UCSF Mission Bay stop at the corner of South Street and 
Third Street (at the northwest corner of the Project site) and the Mariposa stop at 
Mariposa Street and Third Street (one block south of the Project site). By 2019, the 
UCSF Mission Bay stop will be integrated into the city’s Central Subway system, 
which in turn connects to the regional BART system. Several Muni bus lines also 
serve the Project vicinity. 



‐ Regional public access is primarily provided via Caltrain at the 4th & King Street 
station, less than a mile from the Project, via BART from stations north and west of 
the Project site, and via the ferry routes terminating at the downtown Ferry Building 
about one mile away. The future Transbay Terminal in downtown San Francisco, 
scheduled to open in 2017, will enable additional regional travel with quick transit, 
bike, or shuttle connections to the Event Center project site. 



‐ The Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (MB TMA) currently runs 
shuttles from Mission Bay to the 4th & King Street Caltrain station and downtown 
BART stops. The Golden State Warriors will join the MB TMA and contribute funds to 
enable the expansion of regular shuttle service hours and/or routes. 



In order to make efficient use of the resources described above, the San Francisco MTA 
has proposed a project-specific Transit Service Plan (TSP). The plan will supplement 
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transit system capacity for guests of the Project’s Event Center by adding express shuttle 
buses on key routes through the city and/or from major transit hubs. Proposed destinations 
include, for instance, the 16th Street & Mission Street BART station and the future 
Transbay Terminal. The plan also calls for staging additional light rail trains to serve guests 
during the high-demand post-event period. In total, the implementation of the TSP will 
increase the weekday evening transit mode share for Event Center patrons to 35%, which 
represents the maximum capacity available on San Francisco transit during event hours. 



To encourage a similar increase in transit use for daily office and retail employees, and to 
incentivize Event Center patrons to use alternative modes to both auto and transit, the 
Golden State Warriors will also implement a robust Travel Demand Management strategy 
(TDM). Proposed measures include, but are not limited to, the following efforts. 



‐ Promote the use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 spaces) during 
events 



‐ Provide indoor secure bicycle parking rooms, and shower and locker facilities, for 
employees in on-site office buildings 



‐ Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office or retail visitors 



‐ Designate parking spaces on-site for carpool or vanpool vehicles 



‐ Develop a mobile application and website that puts information on all transportation 
modes—including travel conditions, travel times, and cost comparisons—into the 
hands of all users with smart devices. Display the same information on screens 
inside office buildings and Event Center spaces. 



‐ Program additional on-site amenities (e.g., fitness and exercise centers, food and 
beverage options, or automated banking resources) to encourage employees to stay 
on-site during the work day 



‐ Participate in the federal Commuter Check Program and San Francisco’s Emergency 
Ride Home program 



‐ Encourage tenant participation in public events like an annual “Bike to Work” day or 
“Spare the Air” days 



As a result of these combined TSP and TDM efforts: 



‐ Transit mode share is anticipated to increase by 15% (for basketball game patrons) 
or 17% (for office and retail workers)  



‐ Vehicle mode share for is anticipated to decrease by 16% (for basketball game 
patrons) or 12% (for office and retail workers)  



‐ Transit person trips for a basketball game are anticipated to increase by more than 
3,600 patrons 



‐ Vehicle trips for a basketball game are anticipated to decrease by more than 1,400 
cars 
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Therefore, the Project will achieve at least 10% greater transportation efficiency than a 
comparable project of a similar size, capacity and location type. Additional information on 
transportation efficiency is included in Exhibit C. 



 Information to show the project is located on an infill site, defined at Public 
Resources Code section 21061.3, and in an urbanized area, as defined at Public 
Resources Code section 21071 



The project is located within a Priority Development Area (PDA), as identified by the San 
Francisco County Transportation Authority and the FEIR for the SCS. PDAs are, by 
definition, infill development opportunity areas. Under PRC section 21061.3, an “infill site” 
is defined as a site that “has been previously developed for qualified urban uses.” A 
“qualified urban use,” in turn, is defined as “any residential, commercial, public institutional, 
transit or transportation passenger facility, or retail use, or any combination of those uses” 
(PRC § 21072). The Project site has previously been developed for industrial use. The site 
is currently occupied by two large surface parking lots, as well as open space. There are 
no existing buildings currently onsite. 



 For a project that is within a metropolitan planning organization for which a 
sustainable communities strategy or alternative planning strategy is in effect, 
information to show the project is consistent with the general use designation, 
density, building intensity, and applicable policies specified for the project area in 
either a sustainable communities strategy or an alternative planning strategy, for 
which the State Air Resources Board, pursuant to subparagraph (H) of paragraph (2) 
of subdivision (b) of Section 65080 of the Government Code, has accepted a 
metropolitan planning organization's determination that the sustainable 
communities strategy or the alternative planning strategy would, if implemented, 
achieve the greenhouse gas emission reduction targets. For the purposes of this 
provision, “in effect” means that the sustainable communities strategy or the 
alternative planning strategy has been adopted by the metropolitan planning 
organization, and that the Air Resources Board has accepted the metropolitan 
planning organization’s determination that the sustainable communities strategy or 
alternative planning strategy meets the adopted greenhouse gas reduction targets 
and is not the subject of judicial challenge. 



Senate Bill 375 requires that each metropolitan planning organization in the state prepare 
a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) as part of a regional transportation plan (RTP). 
The Project is within the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) 
and the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), who are jointly responsible for 
developing the Bay Area’s SCS. The SCS for San Francisco is “Plan Bay Area,” which was 
adopted on July 18, 2013. Plan Bay Area has been accepted by ARB as sufficient to meet 
the GHG reduction goals of SB375 in Executive Order G-14-028, attached as Exhibit D, 
and it has been adopted by the Metropolitan Transportation Committee (MTC) and 
Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG). 



The California Air Resources Board (CARB), ABAG and MTC have adopted a greenhouse 
gas (GHG) reduction target for the SCS, requiring a regional reduction of per-capita CO2 
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emissions from cars and light-duty trucks by 7% by 2020 and by 15% by 2035, compared 
to a 2005 baseline. 



Plan Bay Area does not have requirements for event centers. Although there are no 
quantitative requirements for event centers, the project will be built within a Priority 
Development Area (PDA), and Plan Bay Area emphasizes the importance of focusing 
growth in these areas. Additionally, the new arena will be located in a “transit priority area,” 
which is defined in Section 21099(a)(7) as an area within one-half mile of a major transit 
stop that is existing or planned. A major transit stop is located at the intersection on the 
northwest corner of the project site. 



 Information to show that the applicant has notified a lead agency prior to the release 
of the draft environmental impact report that it intends to certify a project for 
streamlined environmental review under the Jobs and Economic Improvement 
Through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011. Written acknowledgment from the 
lead agency of the applicant’s intent to apply for certification may be used to satisfy 
this requirement. 



The Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) of the City and County of 
San Francisco, the lead agency for the Project, has been notified that the Golden State 
Warriors are seeking certification for the Project under the Jobs and Economic 
Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act. Written acknowledgement from the 
City of San Francisco OCII regarding the Golden State Warriors’ intent to apply for 
certification is attached as Exhibit E.  



 Information to show that the project will result in a minimum investment of $100 
million in California through the time of completion of construction. 



The Project is a major mixed-use development that includes the purchase, redesign, 
excavation, grading, and geotechnical improvement of an approximately 11-acre site. 
Planned building area includes a state-of-the-art, 18,064-seat entertainment facility, team 
practice facilities for the Golden State Warriors, a headquarters for the team’s front office 
staff, and additional office and retail buildings, together totaling over 1 million square feet in 
development. The site will also include 3.2 acres of new public and private open space and 
over 900 parking stalls in three levels (two below grade). Anticipated construction duration 
is 23 to 27 months. Based on anticipated project costs, the Project will far exceed the $100 
million minimum investment requirement of Public Resources Code section 21183(a). 



 Information to show that the project will satisfy the prevailing and living wage 
requirements of Public Resources Code section 21183(b). 



During construction the Project will create high-wage, highly skilled jobs that pay according 
to the prevailing wages and living wages required by Public Resources Code section 
21183(b). All workers employed for the construction duration of the Project will receive, at 
minimum, the general prevailing rate of per diem wages for the type of work and 
geographic area, as determined by the Director of Industrial Relations (DIR) pursuant to 
Sections 1773 and 1773.9 of the Labor Code. Rate details are included in Exhibit F. The 
Project sponsor will include this requirement in all contracts for work performed. 
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 Information establishing that the project will not result in any net additional 
greenhouse gas emissions. This information includes (1) a proposed methodology 
for quantifying the project’s net additional greenhouse gas emissions, and (2) 
documentation that quantifies both direct and indirect greenhouse gas emissions 
associated with the project’s construction and operation, including emissions from 
the project’s projected energy use and transportation related emissions; and 
quantifies the net emissions of the project after accounting for any mitigation 
measures. This information is subject to a determination signed by the Executive 
Officer of the Air Resources Board that the project does not result in any net 
additional greenhouse gas emissions, following the procedures set forth in section 
6 of the Governor’s Guidelines. 



The proposed methodology for calculating Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions for the new 
arena project would treat the office and retail components of the project, which are the 
subject of fully vested legal rights, as immediately adjacent uses. Thus, the calculation of 
the emissions for the project would first estimate emissions associated with the arena 
components only. Next, the methodology proposes to deduct from those emissions totals 
certain “credits”, as follows: 



(1)  A deduction arising as a consequence of the proximity of the immediately adjacent 
office and retail components in the form of internal trip capture; 



(2)  A deduction reflecting the sustainable features that will be incorporated into the 
office and retail components; and  



(3)  A deduction of all emissions resulting from Golden State Warriors (GSW) games 
PLUS 50% of the Non-Sporting Events that were to occur at Oracle Arena in the 
absence of the Mission Bay Event Center, but will in the future occur only at the Mission 
Bay Event Center. Includes a deduction of emissions from the GSW Headquarters and 
practice facility emissions in Downtown Oakland, which will likewise move to the Mission 
Bay Event Center and cease operations in Oakland. 



The proposed technical methodology for quantifying the Project’s GHG emissions is 
attached as Exhibit G. It accounts for one-time emissions impacts due to Project 
construction, as well as annual Project operations emissions from 2017 through 2035. 
Where available, the proposed methodology uses site-specific data for employee numbers, 
trip rates, and energy and water use. Where site-specific data is not available, default 
values such as those recommended in the CalEEMod® land-use model have been used. 



Based on this methodology, net operational emissions from the Project are estimated to be 
approximately 4,099 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MT CO2e) for operational 
year 2017, decreasing to 2,923 MT CO2e in 2035. Exhibits G and H show the total Project 
emissions as well as the emissions deducted for games and half of the non-game events 
at the Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters in Oakland, as discussed above. 



Project construction emissions, including both direct and indirect emissions, are estimated 
to be approximately 10,066 MT CO2e over two years of construction. Construction of the 
project is a one-time source of emissions. 

















 



   



Exhibit A 



Golden State Warriors Event Center Site Plan 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

















 



   



Exhibit B 



LEED Scorecard
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10.4 – CAMPUS SUSTAINABLE APPROACH 
 



10.4.1 ‐ Process Overview 



 The LEED Campus Approach streamlines the LEED certification process for larger and 
more complex projects.  Multiple building projects that share a site, and are under the 
control of the same owner, developer, or property management, fall into the criteria of 
the campus program.  Under the Campus Approach, several LEED credits and 
prerequisites may be reviewed and pre‐approved.  Once earned, these credits may be 
claimed by all LEED projects for that campus, though the Campus is not eligible for LEED 
certification itself.  The US Green Building Council (USGBC) defines a campus credit as 
one that can be attempted for most or all projects within a LEED campus boundary 
because of shared site features and uniformity in project or management traits. 
 



 As highlighted in Figure 29, the Campus project will consist of a Master Site with several 
individual building projects.  The Office/Mixed‐Use Development will be utilizing LEED 
Core and Shell.  The North Tower and South Tower, inclusive of the Gatehouse, will 
pursue LEED individually, earning two separate LEED Gold certifications.  The Event 
Center, inclusive of the Arena, Markethall and Bayfront Terrace, will use LEED for New 
Construction.  Campuses with multiple segregated sites can register multiple LEED 
Master Sites to create groups of buildings within the campus.  For this project the terms 
Master Site and Campus represent the same single entity within the LEED certification 
process.  Therefore, from this point on the project will be referred to as the “Campus.” 
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Figure 29. LEED Online Campus Application 



 
10.4.2 ‐ Project Registration 



 The Campus project is registered on LEED‐Online, and the Event Center and 
Office/Mixed‐Use facilities will be registered early in the design phase once final building 
configurations are finalized.  These projects will be registered through the Campus LEED 
website as the Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32.  
Project team access to these LEED projects will be available via LEED‐Online once 
registration is complete. 



 
10.4.3 ‐ Campus LEED Detailed Scorecard 



 The following page is a detailed list of all Campus credits along with design and 
construction criteria for the Mission Bay site. 
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10.5 – EVENT CENTER SUSTAINABLE APPROACH 
 



10.5.1 ‐ Narrative 



 The 100% SD analysis identifies approximately sixty‐eight (68) LEED® points that are 
available either within the current design or with minor modifications for the Event 
Center project.  These credits are identified on the provided LEED® Credit Checklist 
under the “Yes” column.  An additional seven (7) points identified under the “Maybe” 
column may be possible, pending further research and potentially higher investment.  
Credits under the “No” column were designated as such based on a higher associated 
cost or inapplicability to this project. 



 With sixty (60) points required for LEED® Gold certification, this project is well 
positioned to achieve the minimum certification goal.  A buffer of five to six (5‐6) points 
above the desired certification threshold is recommended. 



 With the Arena, Bayfront Terrace and Markethall being contiguous spaces these 
facilities will all be included as part of the Event Center’s LEED application. 



 
10.5.2 ‐ Measurement & Verification 



 LEED EA credit 5 Measurement and Verification is intended to provide for the ongoing 
accountability of building energy consumption over time. Through the use of utility 
invoices, building automation system (BAS) data logging, permanently installed sub‐
metering, and spot measurements, the facility will measure the actual utility usage of 
the building for each energy end use for at least 12 months post‐occupancy. The 
method of metering will be primarily through the use of building meters and sub‐
meters.  These meters will record the electrical and natural gas loads as indicated below 
and in the final M&V plan. These meters are intended to validate the anticipated energy 
savings indicated in LEED EAc1.  See Electrical Narrative (Section 4) for more details on 
the networked metering system. 
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Table 9. Event Center M&V Preliminary Energy End Uses 



Fuel Type  Category  Sub Category  Equipment 



Electricity 



Lighting 
Interior Lighting 



Exterior Lighting 



HVAC Equipment 



Packaged HVAC 
Equipment 



Variable Refrigerant Flow (VRF) Units 



AHUs, ERVs, DAUs 



CRAC Units, Split Systems 



Fans 



Kitchen & Grease Exhaust Fans 



Process Ventilation Fans 



VRF Indoor FCUs 



AHU Supply Fans 



Exhaust Fans 



Heat Rejection  Cooling Towers 



HVAC Pumps 



 Heat Rejection Loop Recirc Pumps 



Heating Hot Water Pumps 



Radiant Heating Pumps 



Condenser Water Pumps 



Plug/Process Loads 



Receptacle Loads 



Event Center Event Lighting 



Low Temp Chillers & associated Pumps 



Ice Slab Chiller(s) & associated Pumps 



Elevators/Escalators 



Food Service Equipment 



Food Service Refrigeration Equipment 



Service Water Heating 
Domestic Water Heaters 



Domestic Water Pumps 



Natural Gas 



Space Heating  Boilers 



Service Water Heating  Domestic Water Heaters 



Plug/Process Loads  Food Service Equipment 



 
10.5.3 ‐ Event Center LEED Detailed Scorecard 



 The following scorecard details the credit by credit approach for the Event Center 
project, along with design and construction notes based upon the current design for the 
facility. 
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10.6 – OFFICE TOWER(S) / MIXED USE SUSTAINABLE APPROACH 
 



10.6.1 ‐ Narrative 



 The 75% SD analysis identifies sixty‐six (66) LEED® points that are available either based 
on current design or with minor modifications, similar to the Event Center project.  
These credits are identified on the provided LEED® Credit Checklist under the “Yes” 
column.  An additional sixteen (16) points identified under the “Maybe” column may be 
possible, pending further research and potentially higher investment.  Credits under the 
“No” column were designated as such based on a higher associated cost or 
inapplicability to this project. 



 With sixty (60) points required for LEED® Gold certification, this project is well 
positioned to achieve the minimum certification goal.  As with the Event Center project, 
a buffer of five to six (5‐6) points above the desired certification threshold is 
recommended. 



 Due to the Gatehouse being connected to the southwest office tower, at this phase the 
facility will be included in the 16th Street Office Tower’s LEED application. 



 
10.6.2 ‐ Measurement & Verification 



 LEED EA credit 5 Measurement and Verification is intended to provide for the ongoing 
accountability of building energy consumption over time. Through the use of utility 
invoices, building automation system (BAS) data logging, permanently installed sub‐
metering, and spot measurements, the facility will measure the actual utility usage of 
the building for each energy end use for at least 12 months post‐occupancy. The 
method of metering will be primarily through the use of building meters and sub‐
meters.  These meters will record the electrical and natural gas loads as indicated below 
and in the final M&V plan. These meters are intended to validate the anticipated energy 
savings indicated in LEED EAc1.  See Electrical Narrative (Section 4) for more details on 
the networked metering system. 
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Table 12. Office Buildings M&V Preliminary Energy End Uses 



Fuel Type  Category  Sub Category  Equipment 



Electricity 



Lighting 
Interior Lighting 



Exterior Lighting 



HVAC Equipment 



Packaged HVAC 
Equipment 



AHUs 



Packaged and Split DX Equipment 



VRF Outdoor Units 



Space Heating 



Rooftop AHU Heating Coils 



UFAD Terminal Unit Heating Coils & Fans 



Pedestal‐type Radiant Heaters 



Fans 



AHU Supply Fans 



Toilet/General Exhaust Fans 



VRF Fan Coil Units 



Process Loads 
Receptacle Loads 



Elevators/Escalators 



Service Water Heating 
Common Area Domestic Water Heaters 



Tenant Area Domestic Water Heaters 



  
10.6.3 – Office / Mixed‐Use LEED Detailed Scorecard 



 The following pages are a detailed list of all Mixed‐Use credits along with design and 
construction notes based upon the current design for the project. 
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10.7 – ALTERNATIVE STRATEGIES 
 



10.7.1 ‐ Solar Photovoltaic (PV) System 



 Office Tower(s) 
The opportunity exists for a solar PV system to be installed on the office tower roofs; 
however, the extent of the system will likely not be large enough to achieve any LEED 
points for the on‐site renewable energy credit. 



 
10.7.2 ‐ Educational Opportunities 



 Campus Signage 
While signage options have yet to be discussed in detail, it is understood that 
technology is expected to be incorporated in some fashion. 



 High Performance MEP Systems 
 



10.8 ‐ TENANT LEASE LEED GUIDELINES 
The following credits being pursued by the Office Towers must be addressed in a Tenant Lease 
Agreement.  LEED for Core and Shell requires certain credits to be specified in the tenant lease 
(shown in bold below).  Additional credits will assist in the required LEED for Commercial Interiors 
certification as they will affect future building tenants.  



 SSc4.2: Bicycle Storage and Changing Rooms 



 WEp1: Water Use Reduction 



 WEc3: Water Use Reduction 



 EAp2: Minimum Energy Performance 



 EAp3: Fundamental Refrigerant Management 



 EAc1: Optimize Energy Performance 



 EAc3: Enhanced Commissioning 



 EAc4: Enhanced Refrigerant Management 



 EAc5: Measurement and Verification 



 IEQp1:Minimum Indoor Air Quality Performance 



 IEQp2: Environmental Tobacco Smoke Control 



 IEQc1: Outdoor Air Delivery Monitoring 



 IEQc2: Increased Ventilation 



 IEQc3: Construction Indoor Air Quality Management Plan 



 IEQc5: Indoor Chemical and Pollutant Source Control 



 IEQc6: Controllability of Systems 



 IEQc7: Thermal Comfort 



 IEQc8: Daylighting and Views 
 
The Tenant Guidelines and/or Lease Agreements are typically drafted during the core and shell 
design phase.  The document should be provided to future tenants during lease negotiations and 
must be provided prior to tenant design work. 



   











 



   



Exhibit C-1 



Transportation Efficiency Analysis











Golden State Warriors Event Center
Transportation Efficiency Analysis



GSW Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Blocks 29‐32



Size Event center and team facilities
Approx. 580,000 GSF office
Approx. 125,000 GSF retail



Capacity Approx. 18,000 seats (event center)
Approx. 2,500 anticipated office and retail employees



Location Type San Francisco infill area 
Superdistrict 3
Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32



LEED Target LEED Gold certification
Parking Approx. 950 total vehicle spaces 



     ‐ 5% carpool
     ‐ Either 3% electric vehicle charging stations or 5% fuel‐  
       efficient vehicle spaces
Approx. 500 total bike spaces



Transit Service Muni Special Event Transit Service Plan (TSP)
Infrastructure Mission Bay TMA designated shuttle stop 



Sponsored Bay Area Bike Share station
Additional buffered bike lanes on 16th Street



Transportation Demand 
Management (TDM)



Yes (robust strategy)



GSW Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Blocks 29‐32, Basketball 
Event night (TSP/TDM in effect) (1) 



Variance due to TSP/TDM



Auto 54% 16% reduction in Auto trips
Transit 35% 15% increase in Transit trips
Walk/Other 11% 1% increase in Walk/Other trips



GSW Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Blocks 29‐32, No event 
night (TDM in effect) (2)



San Francisco Guidelines for Visitor Trips, 
Superdistrict 3, All Non‐Retail Uses (TDM NOT in 



effect) (1)



Variance due to TDM



Auto 48% 57% 12% reduction in Auto trips
Transit 32% 19% 17% increase in Transit trips
Walk/Other 20% 25% 4% increase in Walk/Other trips



(1) Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting, GS Warriors Trip Gen 2015 01 20 v3 ‐ TSP vs no TSP.  Transmitted to the Golden State Warriors via email (February 9, 2015). 
(2) Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting, Table 9 , Memorandum re: Travel, Parking, and Loading Demand Estimates for the Proposed Event Center & Mixed‐Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32 ‐ Case No. 2014.1441E  (November 26, 2014), 20. 



Mode Split ‐
Event Patrons



GSW Event Center and Mixed‐Use Development at Blocks 29‐32, Basketball Event night (TSP/TDM NOT in 
effect) (1)



70%
20%
10%



Mode Split ‐
Daily FTEs and 



Visitors



San Francisco Guidelines for Visitor Trips, 
Superdistrict 3, All Retail Uses (TDM NOT in effect) 



(1)



64%
12%
24%



Project 
Descriptions



LEED Silver arena, LEED Gold mixed‐use buildings
Approx. 1,270 vehicle spaces (Design for Development code requirement)



Approx. 60 total bike spaces (Design for Development code requirement)
Standard transit system service  (no TSP)
No designated shuttle stop
No bike share station
No additional buffered bike lanes
No  



Comparable Project(s)



Proof of 
comparable 
projects 



Event center and team facilities
Approx. 580,000 GSF office
Approx. 125,000 GSF retail
Approx. 18,000 seats (event center)
Approx. 2,500 anticipated office and retail employees
San Francisco infill area 
Superdistrict 3
Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32











 



   



Exhibit C-2 



Except from Transportation Management Plan











Final Transportation Management Plan – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Event Center and Mixed Use Development 
December 2014 
 



 42 



CHAPTER 4. TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT 



The purpose of the strategies described in this chapter is to increase the level of access to the project by transit, 
bicycling and walking while discouraging the use of private automobiles, particularly by solo drivers. The 
strategies identified in this chapter will be reviewed and refined both during the Event Center’s first year of the 
project’s completion and as new transportation facilities are developed in the project vicinity. 



4.1 GENERAL TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES  



Measures that will be implemented to support all public transit, bicycle, and automobile reduction strategies 
include: 



1. Appoint an Event Center Transportation Coordinator (ECTC) to: manage the transportation needs of 
employees and event attendees; provide information and education materials; implement and 
administer various TDM measures; coordinate with nearby employers; promote use of rideshare; 
encourage use of public transportation, Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and bicycles; conduct surveys to 
determine travel mode and other relevant information; and implement new strategies as needed to 
meet target auto mode share and reduce impacts to adjacent businesses and residents. 



2. Develop means of in-building communication (radio, TV, smart phone app, etc.) that give Event Center, 
office, or retail users multiple, real-time advisories about the status of the transportation system to 
facilitate convenient transportation choices that include availability of public transit and shuttle bus 
service, location and capacity of bike parking facilities, best walking paths, location of taxi stops, and 
limited extent of – or high price for – available parking. 



3. Develop a crowd-sourced app that puts information on all transportation modes in the hands of event 
attendees with smart communication devices. This real-time information on travel conditions and travel 
times by mode will lead to a transportation system that will become increasingly more user optimized. 
The app will be free and available to anyone who wishes to download it, and will be useful for anyone 
working, living, or visiting the Mission Bay Area. 



4. Provide extensive use of real-time transit info in public assembly areas that reflect the range of transit 
services in the area.  



5. Install a machine to add value to Clipper Cards on-site.  



4.2 EMPLOYEE TDM 



The strategies described below are designed to limit employee auto mode split for weekday, peak-hour travel 
to no more than 48 percent. 



4.2.1 Employee Public Transit Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among employees of the office, retail, 
and event center uses on-site include: 



1. Participate in Commuter Check Program, 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. 
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2. Notify employees that they are eligible to ride the Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and provide information 
about routes, stop locations, and schedule.  



4.2.2 Employee Bicycle Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among employees of 
the office, retail, and event center uses on-site include: 



1. Promote use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) at Bayfront Park. 



2. Provide indoor secure bicycle parking facilities for employees in office buildings and retail uses on-site. 



3. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office or retail visitors. 



4. Sponsor Bay Area Bike Share pod(s) in the project vicinity. 



5. Provide shower and locker facilities in each on-site building for Event Center Development employee 
use. 



6. Encourage all employees and guests to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the 
annual “Bike to Work” day. 



4.2.3 Employee Automobile Reduction Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of employee vehicular traffic include: 



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



2. Support Ridesharing Program – Participate in free-to-employees ride-matching program through 
www.511.org. 



3. Emergency Ride Home Program – Participate in ERH program through the City of San Francisco 
(www.sferh.org).  



4. Organize and publicize promotions like Spare the Air days (as declared for the  Bay Area region) or a 
Rideshare Week.  



5. Encourage carpooling and vanpooling by designating/reserving some Event Center garage parking 
spaces for employees who use those modes. 



4.2.4 Additional Strategies 



1. Encourage employees to choose electric vehicles (EVs) over gas-fueled autos by designating/reserving 
some Event Center garage parking spaces for EVs  and providing charging equipment. 



2. 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 work day.  



4.3 EVENT CENTER PATRON TDM 



The strategies described below are designed to limit event patron auto mode split for weekday, peak-event 
travel (6:00 PM to 8:00 PM) to no more than 53 percent. 
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4.3.1 Patron Public Transit Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among guests include:  



1. 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 guests can make 
choices accordingly.  



2. Establish a partnership to brand Clipper Cards and/or transit stops and stations near the Event Center 
to encourage the mental association of event attendance with transit usage during attendee’s trip 
planning process. 



3. Promote transit access to project 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.  



4. Utilize TVs and other screens inside the Event Center building to display real time transit information 
and prominent comparisons between transportation choices available to fans, employees, and visitors 
to the Event Center Development. Emphasize transit’s lower-cost, higher sustainability, and other 
beneficial factors as compared with private autos. 



5. 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 guests of non-auto travel options 
home, including real time transit and shuttle departure times.  



6. 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 



4.3.2 Patron Bicycle Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among Event Center 
patrons include: 



1. Promote use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) at Bayfront Park. 
Reward patrons of the bike valet 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 guests can make 
choices accordingly.  



2. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office or retail visitors. 



3. Sponsor Bay Area Bike Share pod(s) in the project vicinity. 



4. Encourage all employees and guests to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the 
annual “Bike to Work” day 
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5. Provide temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas in both major plazas for peak events that 
experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space indoor valet facility. 



6. Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the Event Center development site, on the Event Center web 
site and mobile app. 



4.3.3 Patron Automobile Reduction Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of visitor vehicular traffic include: 



1. Increase fees for parking on-site above typical event center rates. 



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



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



4. Provide electronic message boards displaying upcoming event schedules to discourage auto use and 
parking on-site. 



5. Designate priority curb areas on-site for taxis and rideshare vehicles. Explore partnership options with 
rideshare/carpool/TNC companies to offer discounts to event attendees. 



4.4 SPECIAL EVENT TRANSIT SERVICE PLAN 



This section summarizes a preliminary Transit Service Plan (TSP) for the Warriors Event Center and Mixed Use 
Development as outlined by the SFMTA in a presentation on October 1, 2014. 



4.4.1 Service Plan Objectives 



The key objective for the TSP is as follows: 



 Provide high quality service to event goers, without affecting service reliability for other Muni customers 



 Accommodate a 35 percent transit mode share for peak events. 



 Develop a service plan that maximizes existing infrastructure and prioritizes operations efficiencies 



4.4.2 Service Plan for Peak Event 



The majority of regional transit riders will use Muni as a last-mile connection to the Event Center Development. 
Most Muni passengers will travel on the T 3rd southbound pre-event, and northbound post-event. The T 3rd 
service pre-event is expected to have excess capacity, while post-event excessive capacity will not be allocated 
from regular service, but rather will be served from additional trains and supplemental routes. The T 3rd service 
will be supplemented with bus service to respond to distributed customer demand, to minimize transfers made, 
and to minimize rail car demand. Inset 4-1 shows proposed routes for each of the supplemental shuttles. 
Supplemental bus routes include: 



 T 3rd Supplemental Service  



 Metro Shuttle via The Embarcadero  
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 16th Street BART Station Shuttle 



 Van Ness Avenue Shuttle 



 Ferry Building / Transbay Terminal Shuttle  



Inset 4-1 Supplemental Shuttle Routes 



 



Table 4-1 summarizes the fleet of shuttle buses and light rail vehicles necessary for pre- and post-event 
scenarios.  



Figure 4-1 shows the pre-event shuttle plan, including stop locations at the site. Figure 4-2 shows the post-
event shuttle plan; including shuttle stop locations, staging areas, and temporary lane closers, which are 
discussed in more detail in Chapter 6. 
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TABLE 4-1: PRELIMINARY TRANSIT SERVICE PLAN FOR PEAK EVENT 



SERVICE  



FLEET NECESSARY 



Pre-Event Post-Event 



T 3rd Supplemental Service 4 two car trains between Chinatown and 
Mission Bay Loop combined with 4 minute 
scheduled subway service 



10 two car trains staged to clear event 



Metro Shuttle via The 
Embarcadero 



None – limited car availability 2 three car trains staged to clear event 



16th Street BART Station Shuttle 
4 articulated motor coaches operating 
between 16th Street BART and the arena 
every 7-8 minutes 



4 articulated motor coaches + 1 standard 
motor coaches operating between 16th 
Street BART and the arena staged to clear 
event with half of vehicles returning for a 
second trip 



Van Ness Avenue Shuttle 5 standard motor coaches operating every 
12 minutes along the Van Ness corridor to 
arena via 16th Street 



4 standard motor coaches operating to the 
Van Ness corridor via 16th Street staged to 
clear event 



Ferry Building / Transbay 
Terminal Shuttle 



6 standard motor coaches operating every 
10 minutes via Ferry Plaza and the Transbay 
Terminal to the arena 



6 standard motor coaches operating to 
Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building Plaza 
staged to clear event 



Source: SFMTA (Oct. 1, 2014). 
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ARB Acceptance of GHG Quantification Determination for Plan Bay Area 
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Exhibit E 



Written Acknowledgement of Notice and Obligations











Sin rely, 



Tiff 
Exec tive D ector 



Office of Community 
Investment and Infrastructure 



(Successor to the San Francisco 
Redevelopment Agency) 



One South Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



415.749.2400 



EDWIN M. LEE, Mayor 



Mara Rosales, Chair 
Marily Mondejar 
Darshan Singh 
Miguel Bustos 



Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director 



February 11, 2015 
	



126-0172015-014 



David Kelly, Esq. 
Golden State Warriors 
1011 Broadway 
Oaklaild, CA 94607 



Re: Acknowledgement of the GSW Arena, LLC (GSW) Intent to Seek Certification Under 
the Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011 



Dear Mr. Kelly: 



The Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure of the City and County of San 
Francisco ("OCII"), as lead agency for the proposed Golden State Warriors Arena Project (the 
"Project") in San Francisco, California, acknowledges that it has been notified of GSW's intent 
to apply for certification of the Project as a "Leadership Project" under the Jobs and Economic 
Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011 (the "Act"). Public Resources 
Code section 21178 et seq. 



OCII further acknowledges that, as part of the certification process, GSW is obligated to enter 
into an agreement with OCII establishing the requirements of Public Resources Code sections 
21183(d), (e), and (f), and that the certification under the Act entitles the Project to streamlined 
environmental review and requires the lead agency to prepare an administrative record in 
accordance with the requirements of Public Resources Code section 21186. 



As the Executive Director for OCII, I am authorized to make the above acknowledgement on 
behalf of OCII. 











February, 5, 2015 



Tiffany Bohee 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure ("OCII") 
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 5 th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



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



Dear Ms. Bohee: 



I write on behalf of GSW Arena LLC ("GSW"), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC 
(which owns and operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association (NBA) 
team), the project sponsor of that certain proposed event center and mixed-use development 
project located on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San 
Francisco (the "Project"). GSW wishes to confirm to the Office of Community Investment 
and Infrastructure (OCII) in its capacity as the lead agency for the approval of the Project 
GSW's agreement to the following items, all of which are conditions of qualifying for the 
Project's treatment as a "leadership project" under the Jobs and Economic Improvement 
Through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011, as amended (The "Act") California Public 
Resources Code Sections 21178 et. seq. By this letter, GSW acknowledges and agrees to its 
obligations under the Act as set forth in California Public Resources Code Sections 21183 
(d), (e) and (f). 



Accordingly, as required by Public Resources Code § 21183(d), GSW agrees that all 
mitigation measures required pursuant to CEQA to certify the Project under the Act shall be 
conditions of approval, and those conditions will be fully enforceable by OCII or another 
agency designated by OCII. GSW agrees that all environmental mitigation measures 
required to certify the Project under the Act will be monitored and enforced by OCII for the life 
of the obligation. 



As required by Public Resources Code § 21183(e), GSW agrees to pay the costs of the Court 
of Appeal in hearing and deciding any case, including payment of the costs for the 
appointment of a special master if deemed appropriate by the court, in a form and manner 
specified by the Judicial Council, as provided in the Rules of Court adopted by the Judicial 
Council pursuant to the Act. 



NBA 
GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS • NATIONAL BASKETBALL ASSOCIATION 



1011 Broadway • Oakland, CA 94607-4019 



510.986.2200 • 1-888-GSW-HOOP • warriors.com  











Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure ("OCII") 
<February 5, 2015> 
Page 2 



As required by Public Resources Code § 21183(f), GSW agrees to pay the costs of preparing 
the administrative record for the Project, in a form and manner specified by OCII, concurrent 
with review and consideration of the Project pursuant to CEQA and the Act. 



In entering into this letter agreement, GSW acknowledges and agrees that this agreement will 
have no impact on the on-going process under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). In order to comply with CEQA and give the public and decision-makers the 
opportunity to be aware of the environmental consequences of the Project, and to fully 
participate in the CEQA process, the Parties acknowledge that OCII has no obligation to 
approve, and GSW has no obligation to develop, the Project unless and until the Parties have 
negotiated, executed and delivered mutually acceptable agreements based upon information 
produced from the CEQA environmental review process and any other public review and 
hearing processes, subject to all applicable governmental approvals. OCII retains the 
absolute, sole discretion to: (1) modify the Project as OCII may, in its sole discretion, deem 
necessary to comply with CEQA; (2) select other feasible alternatives and/or impose 
mitigation measures to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts, which 
this agreement; (3) balance the benefits of the Project against any significant environmental 
impacts prior to taking final actions, if such significant impacts cannot otherwise be avoided; 
and/or (4) determine not to proceed with the Project. 



GSW Arena LLC 



By: 
Its: 	c er 	s e.) 



Acknowledged and Agreed to by: 



Tiffan 	ee, irector of 
Office o Col, unity Investment and Infrastructure 



cc: City of San Francisco Dept. of City Planning 



101875308.5 
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180 Howard Street, Suite 1200 



San Francisco, CA  94105 



CA License No.  996476 



 



February 12, 2015 



 



Golden State Warriors 



Attn:  David Kelly 



 



Re: Golden State Warriors 



Event Center and Mixed-Use Development  



 



Per your request, we are confirming published prevailing wage information for select field craft labor 



anticipated to work on the Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development in Mission 



Bay, San Francisco.  We intend to contract with contractors and to pay wages as negotiated through 



appropriate collective bargaining agreements for non-artisan on site craft labor   These wages are 



anticipated to meet or exceed the prevailing wages for job classifications as set forth by California's 



Department of Industrial Relations ("DIR"). 



 



Below is a subset of job classifications and median journeyman wages from the DIR Database for 2014-2 



that will comprise a majority of the non-artisan on site construction jobs created by the project: 



 



Trade Classification 2014-2 Rates 



 



Construction Laborer (Group 3) - Area 1 $48.27 



Carpenter - Area 1 $68.07 



Cement Mason and Concrete Finisher $53.66 



Electrician - Inside Wireman $87.73 



Operating Engineer - Group II $66.70 



Plumber $108.44 



Sheet Metal Worker $91.64 



Steel Erector - Group II $68.31 



 



These values represent base wages plus health and welfare and other employer paid 



benefits for San Francisco County based on the SFR-2014-2 Determination. 



 



These rates were developed using the published information from the 2014-2 general prevailing wage 



journeymen determinations made by the Director of DIR. 



 



If you have any questions, please let me know. 



 



Sincerely, 



Mortenson/Clark, a Joint Venture 



 
Steven J. Dell'Orto 



Senior Vice President  
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Application for CEQA Streamlining: 
GHG Emissions Methodology and Documentation 



Event Center and Mixed-Use Development 
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area Blocks 29-32, 



San Francisco, California 



Prepared for: 
Golden State Warriors, LLC 



Oakland, California 



Prepared by: 
ENVIRON International Corporation 



San Francisco, California 



Date: 
February, 2015 



Project Number: 
03-31144A 
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Acronyms and Abbreviations 



AB32:  (California) Assembly Bill 32 (Nuñez) 



AB900:  (California) Assembly Bill 900 (Buchanan) 



ACC:  Advanced Clean Cars 



ARB:  (California) Air Resources Board 



BART:  Bay Area Rapid Transit 



BTU:  British Thermal Unit 



BAAQMD: Bay Area Air Quality Management District 



CalEEMod®: California Emissions Estimator Model 



CAPCOA: California Air Pollution Control Officers Association 



CEC:  California Energy Commission 



CEQA:  California Environmental Quality Act 



CFR:  Code of federal regulations 



CH4:  Methane 



CO2e:  Carbon dioxide equivalents 



DU:  dwelling unit 



Draft EIR: Draft Environmental Impact Report 



EIR:  Environmental Impact Report 
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mph:  miles per hour 



Mgal:  million gallons 



MT:  metric tonne 











 Application for CEQA Streamlining 
 GHG Emissions Methodology and Documentation 



Acronyms and Abbreviations iii ENVIRON 



N2O:  Nitrous oxide 



NBA:  National Basketball Association 



NOP:  Project Notice of Preparation  



PG&E:  Pacific Gas and Electric Company 



PRC  Public Resources Code 



RPS:  Renewable Portfolio Standard 



SB743:  (California) Senate Bill No. 743 (Steinberg) 



SOV:  single occupancy vehicle 



sq ft:  square foot 



tons/day: tons per day 



USEPA: United States Environmental Protection Agency 



g/veh-hr: grams per vehicle-hour 



WetCat: Water Energy Team of the Climate Action Team 



VMT:  vehicle miles traveled 



yr:  year 
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1. Introduction 



The Event Center and Mixed-Use Development Project located on Blocks 29-32 within the 



Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco (herein referred to as the 



“Project”) has applied for California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) judicial streamlining 



under Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21178 et seq. In support of the Application, 



ENVIRON quantified both direct and indirect greenhouse gas emissions associated with the 



Project’s operation, including ongoing emissions reductions associated with transportation and 



building energy use, to show the Project meets the requirement for no “net additional emission 



of greenhouse gases [GHG], including greenhouse gas emissions from employee 



transportation” [California PRC §21183(c)]. 



ENVIRON quantified potential emissions for the Project as well as those associated with the 



existing uses at the Oracle Arena and the Golden State Warriors (GSW) Headquarters and 



practice facility in Oakland to calculate the net GHG emissions associated with the Project. 



ENVIRON also quantified emissions reductions associated with internal trip capture made 



possible by the immediately adjacent office and retail uses and sustainability components of the 



newly constructed office, as described in Section 3 of this methodology document. Lastly, 



ENVIRON quantified the Project’s one-time emissions due to construction. This document 



summarizes of the assumptions and calculation methodologies ENVIRON used to estimate 



GHG emissions. 



Throughout this report, GHG emissions are reported in units of metric tons of carbon dioxide 



equivalents (MT CO2e). Carbon dioxide equivalents are emissions of carbon dioxide, methane 



(CH4), and nitrous oxide (N2O), weighted by the global warming potentials (GWP) from Title 40 



of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 98, Table A-1, as referenced by the California 



Mandatory Reporting Rule for GHG (Title 17 of the California Code of Regulations, §§95100-



95158). GHG emissions are quantified for this Project, existing uses at the Oracle Arena and 



the current GSW Headquarters in Oakland, and one-time emissions associated with 



construction. 



1.1. Project 



The Project on Blocks 29-32 consists of development of a new arena for the National Basketball 



Association (NBA) team the Golden State Warriors (GSW), who currently play at the Oracle 



Arena in Oakland, California. Currently, the Project site is used for surface parking. As 



described in the Application for judicial streamlining, there are immediately adjacent office and 



retail land uses. The calculations of the GHG emissions for the Project include emissions 



associated with the event center and reductions associated with transportation and building 



energy use. Table 1 shows the proposed land uses at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32. 
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Table 1. Project Land Uses at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 



Land Use Square Footage 



Event Center 750,000 



GSW Office Space 25,000 



Office Space 580,000 



Retail Space1 125,000 



Parking and Loading 234,411 



Notes: 



1 Proposed retail uses are approximately 51,500 GSF sit‐down 



restaurant, 11,000 quick‐service restaurant, and 62,500 GSF soft 



goods retail including food retail. 



 



The GSW are assumed to play 47 games per year at the Mission Bay Event Center, which is 



the number of pre-season, regular season, and post-season home games in the 2013-2014 



season. This represents an average good year as the GSW made the first round of playoffs 



(including 3 pre-season home games). Home games can range from a minimum of 43 (including 



2 pre-season games) to a maximum of 60 (including 3 pre-season games and 16 post-season 



games) if the GSW continue through a seven-game championship. 



Currently, construction of the Project is scheduled to be completed in late 2017. Thus, for the 



purposes of this analysis the first operational year of the Project is assumed to be 2017. A GHG 



emissions inventory is also presented for each year from 2017 to 2035. From 2017 to 2035, 



emissions change each year due to the phase-in of the Renewable Portfolio Standard from 



2017 to 2020 and CO2e emission factors resulting from an improved vehicle fleet as 



documented by ARB guidance for AB900 projects. 



1.2. Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters 



The current GSW Headquarters are located at 1011 Broadway in Oakland, California. The 



calculations of potential Project GHG emissions at the Mission Bay Event Center would deduct 



a portion of the existing GHG emissions from the Oracle Arena and the existing GSW 



Headquarters from the future GHG calculations. The portion deducted is associated with the 



relocation of all the GSW games, the GSW Headquarters and practice facility in Oakland, and 



fifty percent (50%) of the non-GSW events currently taking place at the Oracle Arena, as 



described in the Application. 



Methodologies for quantifying GHG emissions associated with all events at the Oracle Arena 



and the existing GSW Headquarters in Oakland are presented in Section 2. Methodologies for 



quantifying GHG emissions associated with the Mission Bay Event Center, emission reductions 



due to the Project, and emissions from the remaining 50% of non-GSW events at Oracle Arena 



are presented in Section 3. 
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Table 2. Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters Land Uses 



Location Square Footage 



Oracle Arena approx. 500,000 



GSW Headquarters 



(management offices and 



practice facility) 



16,0001 



Notes: 



1 Greenhouse gas emissions associated with the GSW 



Headquarters are based on actual consumption data and 



not the building square footage. 



 



1.3. One-Time Emissions 



Construction of the Project will generate “one-time” emissions, that is, discrete emissions that 



are not associated with ongoing Project operation. These emissions are quantified and 



disclosed for the Project. Methodologies for quantifying construction GHG emissions are 



detailed in Section 4. 



1.4. Emissions Sectors 



For the Project in Mission Bay and the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters, 



emissions are quantified and presented for the following sectors: 



Table 3. Emissions Sectors 



Sector Description 



Energy Emissions from purchased electricity and natural gas 



Mobile sources Emissions from on-road vehicle traffic 



Waste Emissions from solid waste treatment 



Water Indirect GHG emissions from the treatment and delivery of fresh water 



and wastewater treatment 



Area sources Emissions from landscaping equipment 



Stationary Sources Emissions from emergency generators at the Project 



 



Detailed calculations of one-time emissions associated with construction and emissions in the 



above sectors are presented in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Calculations of the 



Application.
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2. Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters Operational 
Emissions 



The estimated GHG emissions from Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters operations 



at the existing site are shown in Table 4. Total GHG emissions are 14,930 MT CO2e/year, with 



14,304 MT CO2e/year originating at the Oracle Arena and the remaining 625 MT CO2e/year 



from the GSW Headquarters (numbers do not add to 14,930 MT CO2e/year due to rounding). 



The GSW provided site-specific data for energy use and transportation, as described in the 



respective subsections below. For both land uses, mobile sources are the largest contributor of 



GHG emissions, followed by energy use. 



Table 4: Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters 2017 GHG Emissions 



GHG Emissions [MT 



CO2e/year] 



Emission Source 



Energy Mobile Area Waste Water Total 



Oracle Arena 
(47 games and 42 events) 



1,413 12,284 
0.010 



91 517 14,304 



GSW Headquarters 258 365 2 1 625 



Total 1,671 12,648 0.010 92 518 14,930 



 



No stationary sources such as emergency generators are considered for the Oracle Arena and 



GSW Oakland Headquarters. This is a conservative approach. 



The GHG emissions from energy use and mobile sources were evaluated between 2017 and 



2035. Detailed calculations for the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters emission 



calculations are in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Calculations of the Application. 



2.1. Energy 



Energy emissions from Oracle Arena and GSW headquarters land uses were estimated using 



similar methodology to that of the California Air Resources Board (ARB) in evaluating GHG 



emissions from the Apple Campus 2 project in Cupertino, California (“ARB Determination for 



Apple Campus 2”).1 The ARB emissions methodology was developed to assess GHG emissions 



in support of a CEQA judicial streamlining application under California Assembly Bill 900 



(AB900). The energy emissions estimates consider emissions from two processes, electricity 



generation and natural gas combustion, with further details in Section 2.1.1 and 2.1.2 below. 



2.1.1. Electricity 



Determining GHG emissions from electricity generation requires an emission factor correlating 



MWh of electricity consumed to MT CO2e. The emission factor for GHG from electricity 



production for customers of the Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) is based on the 



                                                 
1 ARB. 2011. Attachment A to letter from Lynn M. Terry to Ken Alex. June 14. Available online at 



http://opr.ca.gov/docs/ARBDeterminationAppleCampus2.pdf 
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PG&E report “Greenhouse Gas Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers.”2 All 



calculations use the PG&E 2017 through 2020 emission factors for electricity production. The 



CH4 and N2O emission factors are the same as those used in the California Air Pollution Control 



Officers Association (CAPCOA)-developed model for land uses, California Emissions Estimator 



Model, version 2013.2.2 (CalEEMod®).3 



Electricity demand for the Oracle Arena is estimated based on historical CalEEMod® energy 



intensities for the Arena land use, which reflect 2005 Title 24 standards. The GSW provided 



historical actual electricity usage data for the GSW Headquarters. 



Emissions from electricity use are the product of the historical annual electricity use and the 



GHG emission factor. 



2.1.2. Natural Gas 



Emission factors for CO2, CH4, and N2O from natural gas combustion were taken from 



CalEEMod®. 



Natural gas demand for the Oracle Arena is estimated based on historical CalEEMod® energy 



intensities for the Arena land use, which reflect 2005 Title 24 standards. As Oracle Arena was 



originally opened in 1966 and last renovated in 1997, it is likely that energy use is 



underestimated here. Natural gas demand for the GSW Headquarters is based on historical 



actual usage data provided by the GSW. 



Emissions from natural gas use are the product of the historical annual natural gas use and the 



GHG emission factors from CalEEMod®. 



2.2. Mobile Sources 



Mobile source emissions for the Oracle Arena and GSW headquarters are considered 



separately for GSW Headquarters employees, Oracle Arena employees, and spectators at the 



Oracle Arena, as discussed in the subsections below. Trip rate estimates are based on staff and 



spectator head counts. Trip lengths are the default values from CalEEMod® except for event 



spectator trips, which are longer, as discussed below. CO2e emission factors are from the ARB 



guidance document “Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB900 Projects.” 



                                                 
2 Pacific Gas and Electric Company. 2013. Greenhouse Gas Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers. 



April. Available online at: 
http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/environment/calculator/pge_ghg_emission_factor_info_sheet.pdf. 



3 CalEEMod® calculates annual GHG emissions which can be used in support of analyses in environmental 
documents such as Environmental Impact Reports (EIRs) and Negative Declarations used to support a California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) evaluation. CalEEMod® utilizes widely accepted models for emission estimates 
combined with appropriate default data that can be used if site-specific information is not available. These models 
and default estimates use sources such as the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) AP-42 
emission factors, California Air Resources Board (ARB) onroad and offroad equipment emission models such as 
the EMission FACtor 2011 model (EMFAC2011) and the Offroad Emissions Inventory Program model 
(OFFROAD), and studies commissioned by California agencies such as the California Energy Commission (CEC) 
and Calrecycle. Available at: http://www.caleemod.com/ 
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2.2.1. Employee Trips 



ENVIRON estimated GHG emissions from employees working at the GSW Headquarters and 



as part of non-event operations at the Oracle Arena. The actual count of full-time employees 



(not including vendor and event staff on event days) at the Oracle Arena was used.4 The 



number of employees at the GSW Headquarters in Oakland was based on the Project Notice of 



Preparation (NOP) from November 2014. 



Bay Area Census data from 2013 show that 78% of commuters drive to work, the employee 



driving rate assumed for Oracle Arena staff.5 The Bay Area Census data also show that the 



single occupancy vehicle (SOV) rate is 86% and the average local carpool rate is 14%, so 14% 



of Oracle Arena employees were assumed to carpool in 2-person carpools. The GSW provided 



a driving rate of 85% for the Headquarters employees. The GSW also provided a carpool rate of 



6%, assumed to be of 2-person carpools. 



Employees were assumed to take one round-trip commute trip and one round-trip non-commute 



trip per day. The CalEEMod® default trip length of 9.5 miles was used for the employee 



commute trips. The non-commute trip length is assumed to be 3 miles. 



The emissions for employee trips are the product of employee trips per year, length per trip, and 



the ARB CO2e emission factor. 



2.2.2. Spectator Trips 



The GSW provided average count of game and non-game event spectators. The trip length for 



all spectators (game and non-game event) was developed based on the zip codes of GSW 



season ticket-holder addresses. The trip length of 25 miles used for event spectators is the 



weighted-average of distances to each Bay Area county represented by the season ticket-



holder addresses. 



The GSW estimated that 2,000 of the total spectators per game event took public transit or 



taxis. In the absence of survey or public transit data, ENVIRON assumed the count of single-



occupancy vehicles and 3-person carpools based on the capacity of the Oracle Arena parking 



lot. About four times as many spectators attend events as there are parking spaces. Of the 



spectators driving to game events, ENVIRON assumed that 20% of spectators drive in single-



occupancy vehicles while the remaining spectators drive in carpools of 3 people. ENVIRON also 



conservatively assumed that all non-game event spectators drive, and that 20% of these 



spectators drive in single-occupancy vehicles while the remaining carpool at a density of 3 



people per vehicle. 



                                                 
4 City of Oakland. 2014. Oakland Coliseum Area Specific Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report, Volume II. 



Available online at: http://www2.oaklandnet.com/Government/o/PBN/OurOrganization/PlanningZoning/OAK048830 
5 Bay Area Census. 2013. Selected Census Data from the San Francisco Bay Area. Available online at 



http://www.bayareacensus.ca.gov/bayarea.htm 





http://www2.oaklandnet.com/Government/o/PBN/OurOrganization/PlanningZoning/OAK048830
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The emissions for event spectator trips are the product of spectator trips per year, trip length, 



and the ARB CO2e emission factor. 



2.2.3. Vendor and Event Staff Trips 



Event staff are those employees who work only on game days and for non-game events at the 



Oracle Arena. Vendors are contractors who provide services at games and non-game events. 



The annual number of vehicle trips by vendor and event staff is based on number of vendors at 



each event and total number of event days per year. 



Vendors and event staff are assumed to drive and carpool at the average local rates in the Bay 



Area Census data, that is, a driving rate of 78% and a carpool rate of 14%. Carpools are 



assumed to be of 2 people per vehicle.  



The trip length for vendor and event staff trips, 9.5 miles, is the default commercial-work trip 



length in CalEEMod® for the Bay Area. 



The emissions for vendor and event staff trips are the product of employee trips per year, trip 



length, and the ARB CO2e emission factor. 



2.2.4. Opposing Team Bus Trips 



Typically, the opposing team visiting to play against the GSW stays in a hotel in San Francisco. 



The opposing team takes a bus to the Oracle Arena for each game, a trip of approximately 17.5 



miles. On average, there are 1.5 bus trips per game based on information from the GSW.  



The emissions for opposing team bus trips are the product of opposing team bus trips per year, 



trip length, and the ARB CO2e emission factor for the fleet mix. 



2.2.5. Delivery Trips 



On average, there are about 8 deliveries per work day to the GSW Headquarters. The trip 



length for delivery trips is 7.3 miles, the default commercial-nonwork trip length in CalEEMod®. 



The emissions for delivery trips are the product of delivery trips per year, trip length, and the 



ARB CO2e emission factor. 



2.3. Waste 



Solid waste treatment releases GHG, primarily methane, as a result of decomposition. The ARB 



developed an emission factor for CO2e from solid waste disposal in the ARB Determination for 



Apple Campus 2.6 ENVIRON uses the same emission factor in this analysis, and shows its 



derivation in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Calculations of the Application. The 



GHG emission factor for waste is 0.155 MT CO2e/MT waste. 



The annual waste generation rate for the Oracle Area on a square footage basis is 1.29 



tons/1000 square feet per year, based on the Sacramento Entertainment and Sports Center & 



Related Development EIR cited in the GSW Event Center November 2014 NOP. GHG 



                                                 
6 California Air Resources Board. 2012. Email between Webster Tasat of the California Air Resources Board and 



Catherine Mukai of ENVIRON, 20 November 2012. 
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emissions from solid waste at the Oracle Arena are the product of the amount of waste 



generated per year and the CO2e emission factor for solid waste. 



The GSW provided an estimate for the amount of solid waste generated at the GSW 



Headquarters as well as the amount of diverted waste. GHG emissions from GSW 



Headquarters-generated solid waste are the product of the amount of waste generated per year 



less the amount diverted and the CO2e emission factor for solid waste. 



2.4. Water 



Water treatment and transport results in indirect emissions of GHG. In the ARB Determination 



for Apple Campus 2, ARB developed a CO2e emission factor for water use based on a study by 



the University of California on behalf of the California Public Utilities Commission and the 



California EPA’s Water Energy Team of the Climate Action Team (WetCat). The emission factor 



accounts for emissions from fresh water supply, treatment, distribution, and wastewater 



treatment. The GHG emission factor for water use is 2.255 MT CO2e/Mgal. 



The water use rate for the Oracle Arena is based on data from the “Commercial and Institutional 



End Uses of Water” report by the American Water Works Association Research Foundation.7 



The use rate is multiplied by the square footage of the Oracle Arena to get the usage in gallons 



per year. The GSW provided the annual water use for the GSW Headquarters. 



GHG emissions from water usage are the product of water used per year and the CO2e 



emission factor for water use. 



2.5. Area Sources 



The Project includes area sources such as landscaping equipment. GHG emissions from area 



sources were estimated using CalEEMod® based on the type and size of land uses associated 



with the Oracle Arena and the GSW Oakland Headquarters. 



 



                                                 
7 American Water Works Association Research Foundation. 2000. Commercial and Institutional End Uses of Water. 
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3. Project Operational Emissions  



The estimated Project GHG emissions from future operations at the Project site at full build-out 



are shown in Table 5. Total GHG emissions in the first operational year, 2017, are 19,133 MT 



CO2e/year, with 18,384 MT CO2e/year originating from the new Event Center at Mission Bay 



and 2,939 MT CO2e/year from remaining events at Oracle Arena. Credits due to Energy 



Efficiency and Trip Linking account for a reduction of 2,008 MT CO2e/year. For all land uses, 



mobile sources are the largest contributor of GHG emissions, followed by energy use. 



Table 5: Project GHG Emissions in 2017 (MT CO2e/year) 



GHG Emissions 



[MT CO2e/year] 



Emission Source 



Energy Mobile Area Waste Water Generators 



Oracle Arena 



(21 events) 
333 2,242 0.0023 21 122 - 



Mission Bay Event Center 



(47 games and 161 



events) 



748 16,741 0.014 136 23 



106 



GSW Office Space 74 104 0.00047 4.6 0.66 



Parking and Loading 446 - 0.0090 - - 



Credit due to Energy 



Efficiency 
-646 - - - - - 



Credit due to Trip Linking - -1,362 - - - - 



Sub-Total 956 17,726 0.026 162 145 106 



Total 19,095      



 



The GHG emissions from energy use and mobile sources associated with the Project were 



evaluated at full build-out between 2017 and 2035. Credits due to energy efficiency and trip 



linking are also calculated for these years, as discussed below. 



ENVIRON calculated the Project emissions using largely the same methodology as described in 



Section 2. There are additional sources of GHG emissions in the Project, namely stationary 



sources, which are discussed in Section 3.6. 



Detailed calculations for Project emissions are in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions 



Calculations of the Application. 



3.1. Energy 



The energy emissions estimates consider emissions from two processes, electricity generation 



and natural gas combustion. 
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Project emissions from electricity are the sum of the emissions from the new event center, the 



GSW office space, and the Oracle Arena. Though the Oracle Arena will no longer host GSW 



games, it is assumed that approximately 50% of the non-game events will still occur at the 



Oracle Arena, or 24% of a typical year’s game and non-game events will still occur at the Oracle 



Arena. Thus, emissions calculations for the remaining non-game events at Oracle Arena use a 



24% scaling factor to account for this reduction in number of events. An emission reduction from 



the electricity use of the Office Tower is also applied; this is discussed further below. 



3.1.1. Electricity 



The GHG emission factors for electricity use change over time due to the California Renewable 



Portfolio Standard (RPS), a program designed to meet statewide GHG reduction targets. The 



RPS requires grid electricity to come from 33% renewable sources by 2020. ENVIRON used 



emission factors for 2017 through 2020 for electricity from the PG&E report “Greenhouse Gas 



Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers.”8 The PG&E emission factors for electricity 



production range between 0.158 and 0.131 MT CO2e/MWh between 2017 and 2020. 



SSR, Sustainable Design and LEED consultants to the GSW, provided the electricity demand 



for the Event Center. Emissions from arena electricity use are the product of the energy demand 



rate and the GHG emission factor. 



Emissions from electricity use at the Oracle Arena were calculated using the same methods 



described in Section 2; however, annual electricity use was scaled down to 24% of the existing 



arena. This scaling accounts for the percentage of total events that will continue to occur at the 



Oracle Arena. 



Finally, the proposed office towers of the Project will generate lower GHG emissions due to 



greater building energy efficiency associated with the LEED Gold certification when compared 



to a similarly sized office buildings that are code-compliant. Emission reduction credits from the 



office electricity use are calculated by subtracting the code-compliant office energy emissions 



from the immediately adjacent office energy emissions. Code-compliant office energy emissions 



were calculated in CalEEMod® assuming 2013 Title 24 standards. Immediately adjacent office 



energy emissions were calculated by multiplying the annual electricity use by the PG&E 



emission factor. 



3.1.2. Natural Gas 



As was done in the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters calculations, emission 



factors for CO2, CH4, and N2O from natural gas combustion were taken from CalEEMod® 



defaults. SSR, Sustainable Design and LEED consultants to the GSW, provided the natural gas 



demand for the Event Center. Emissions from the Event Center and GSW office space natural 



gas use are the product of the natural gas demand rate and the GHG emission factor. 



                                                 
8 Pacific Gas and Electric Company. 2013. Greenhouse Gas Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers.  



April. Available online at  



http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/environment/calculator/pge_ghg_emission_factor_info_sheet.pdf. 





http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/environment/calculator/pge_ghg_emission_factor_info_sheet.pdf
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Finally, emissions from natural gas use at the Oracle Arena were calculated using the same 



methods described in Section 2; however, annual natural gas use was scaled down by 24%. 



This scaling accounts for the percentage of total events that will continue to occur at the Oracle 



Arena. 



3.2. Mobile 



Mobile source emissions for the Project are based on daily vehicle trip data provided by 



Adavant Consulting, the traffic consultant for the Project. One-way vehicle trips are provided 



separately at the Mission Bay Event Center for weekdays and weekends, and for various event 



scenarios: no events, basketball game event, and convention event. ENVIRON assumed the 



number of home games (assumed to be the same as the 2013-2014 season, 47) are distributed 



evenly between weekdays and weekends over a year. Trip generation associated with 45 



concerts and 55 family shows distributed throughout the year is approximated by the basketball 



event scenario (assumes 55 events occur on weekends and 45 occur on weekdays). 61 



convention events in a year are assumed to occur on weekdays, while the remaining days (157) 



are assumed to be “no event” days.  



The one-way trip length to the Event Center is conservatively assumed to be 25.2 miles, which 



is based on addresses of GSW season ticket holders. The average length of a trip to the GSW 



office, 8 miles, is the average CalEEMod default value for offices. 



Oracle Arena trips to account for non-game events that will still take place at that arena are 



calculated similarly to the calculations described in Section 2; however, a 50% scaling factor is 



applied to the spectator, vendor, and event staff trips to account for 50% of the non-game 



events (or 24% of total events) that will take place there. 



CO2 emission factors are from ARB's Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB900 



Projects. The emissions for each event scenario are the product of vehicle trips per year, trip 



length, and weighted CO2 emission factor. 



Finally, the retail trips associated with the Project will result in lower GHG emissions due to 



internal trip capture when compared to trips generated by retail use of the same size that is not 



immediately adjacent to an event center. Emission reduction credits from retail trip linking are 



calculated by determining the difference in retail trips with and without internal trip capture. The 



difference can be seen in the Adavant Consulting traffic data for no event days versus event 



days. Emission credits were calculated by multiplying the annual reduction in vehicle miles 



traveled (VMT) due to internal trip capture and the CO2 emission factor. 



3.3. Waste 



Emissions from the transport and processing of solid waste were calculated using solid waste 



generation rates were obtained from the Sacramento Entertainment and Sports Center & 



Related Development Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the event center, GSW offices, 



and untransferred events at the existing Oracle Arena, as cited in the November 2014 NOP. 



Waste emissions were calculated using the same methods described in Section 2. A scaling 



factor of 24% was applied to waste emissions from the existing Oracle Arena to account for 



reduction in number of events. 
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3.4. Water 



As in the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters calculations, emissions are estimated 



from the energy use associated with the supply, treatment, and distribution of water, as well as 



wastewater treatment. The emission factor described in the calculation methodology in Section 



2 was also used for this Project calculation. 



Project water use includes event center and GSW office water use, water used for landscaping, 



and facility washdown and cleaning; these usage rates were provided by the Project Water 



Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014. Water use emissions also include those from 



the existing Oracle arena, scaled to 24% of the original value to include only untransferred 



events. 



Emissions from water use are the product of the water use rate for each of the components 



described above and the emission factor. 



3.5. Area Sources 



The Project includes area sources such as architectural coatings and landscaping equipment. 



GHG emissions from area sources were estimated using CalEEMod® based on the type and 



size of land uses associated with the Oracle Arena and the GSW Oakland Headquarters. 



3.6. Stationary Sources 



Operation of standby emergency engines will result in direct emissions of GHGs. The Project 



includes the installation of two 1,500 kW diesel generators at the arena. Emissions are 



calculated as a product of engine horsepower, a CO2 emission factor of 526 g/hp-hr based on 



AP-42 for large stationary diesel engines, and a limit of 50 hours of operation for routine 



maintenance and testing by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD). 
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4. One-Time Emissions 



The one-time emissions from Project construction are shown in Table 6. Project construction will 



span 24 months, with total GHG emissions summing to 10,066 MT CO2e. Detailed calculations 



for the one-time emissions due to construction are in Exhibit H: Greenhouse Gas Emissions 



Calculations of the Application. 



Table 6: Construction Emissions 



Emission Source 
GHG Emissions [MT CO2e/yr] 



Year 1 Year 2 Total 



Offroad Equipment 3,997 1,358 5,355 



Construction Trips 2,355 2,355 4,711 



Total by Year 6,352 3,714 10,066 



 



4.1. Construction 



Greenhouse gas emissions from construction of the Project include emissions from offroad 



equipment and construction trips. Construction phasing was provided by the Project 



construction contractor. 



4.1.1. Offroad Equipment 



Project-specific construction equipment inventories that include details on the type, quantity, 



construction schedule, and hours of operation anticipated for each piece of equipment for each 



construction phase were provided by the GSW Construction Team, as shown in Table 3: 



Construction Equipment List in Exhibit H of the Application. ENVIRON estimated GHG 



emissions from construction equipment using methodologies consistent with CalEEMod®. 



Specifically, emissions are the product of the equipment horsepower, total hours of operation, 



load factor, and CO2 emission factor. 



4.1.2. Construction Trips 



GHG emissions from on-road construction trips were calculated using the total number of truck 



and worker trips provided by the GSW Construction Team, as shown in Table 5: Project 



Construction Trip Estimates in Exhibit H of the Application, and emission factors from ARB’s 



EMission FACtor model (EMFAC2011) model. For haul trucks, a 20-mile one-way trip length 



was used, based on CalEEMod® default truck trip lengths, and for vendor trucks a 7.3-mile trip 



length was used, based on the regional default vendor trip length from CalEEMod®. For worker 



trips, the regional default trip length of 12.4 miles from CalEEMod® was used. The CO2 emission 



factors were generated with the current version of the EMFAC2011, released on September 30, 



2011, and updated in January 2013. The model includes updated information on California’s car 



and truck fleets and travel activity. Emissions reported by the model were converted to units of 



grams of pollutant emitted per vehicle mile traveled (VMT) using the daily VMT for running 



emissions, or grams of pollutant emitted per trip for idling and starting emissions. 
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5. Comparison of Project to Oracle Arena and GSW 
Headquarters Emissions 



The comparison of the Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters emissions and Project emissions 



between 2017 and 2035 is shown in Table 7. In 2017, Project emissions exceed Oracle Arena 



and GSW Headquarters emissions by 4,099 MT CO2e/year, but by 2035, with anticipated 



reductions from the RPS, Advanced Clean Cars (ACC), and fleet turnover, Project emissions 



are only 2,923 MT CO2e/year above Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters emissions. 



The increase in Project emissions over the Oracle Arena and GSW Headquarters is small when 



considering the increased area and expected utilization of the Event Center. This represents a 



more efficient and sustainable Project given that the new Event Center will host more events on 



an annual basis and will allow spectators and residents to take advantage of nearby amenities 



and public transportation. 



Table 7. Comparison of GHG Emissions between Oracle Arena and GSW HQ versus the 
Event Center Project, 2017 - 2035 



GHG Emissions [MT 



CO2e/year]1 



Oracle 



Arena and 



GSW HQ 



Event Center 



Project 
Difference 



2017 15,034 19,133 4,099 



2018 14,780 18,813 4,032 



2019 14,527 18,493 3,966 



2020 14,253 18,139 3,886 



2021 14,049 17,854 3,805 



2022 13,815 17,529 3,714 



2023 13,553 17,163 3,611 



2024 13,348 16,879 3,530 



2025 13,086 16,513 3,427 



2026 12,881 16,228 3,347 



2027 12,677 15,944 3,267 



2028 12,502 15,700 3,198 



2029 12,356 15,497 3,140 



2030 12,210 15,293 3,083 



2031 12,093 15,131 3,037 



2032 12,006 15,009 3,003 



2033 11,918 14,887 2,968 



2034 11,860 14,806 2,946 



2035 11,802 14,724 2,923 
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While the Project emissions are higher than those at the Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland 



Headquarters, the GSW are committing to purchase carbon credits to offset the difference in 



GHG emissions. 



5.1. Project Sustainability Commitments 



Even though the Project anticipated event count exceeds those at the Oracle Arena by over 100 



events per year, and square footage is increased by 50%, emissions are reduced by 15% per 



square foot in 2017. This is in no small part due to aggressive energy and transportation 



efficiency efforts taken by the GSW. 



The Project will increase transportation efficiency by at least 10% compared to similar projects. 



The Project location, in close proximity to Muni Metro (adjacent to UCSF/Mission Bay Station) 



and Caltrain (0.7 miles to San Francisco Station), allows it to reduce on-road vehicle trips by 



making public transit an attractive option. The Central Subway Project will further improve public 



transit in the area by providing connections to downtown San Francisco with light-rail stops in 



South of Market, Yerba Buena, Union Square, and Chinatown. These transit centers connect 



the Project to the Peninsula (via bus, BART, and Caltrain), the North Bay (via bus and ferry), the 



East Bay (via bus, BART, and ferry), and San Francisco (via bus, Muni Metro, and BART). 



Exhibit C to Application provides more detail on the Project transportation efficiency. 



The new Event Center will increase energy efficiency to exceed the 2013 Title 24 building 



standards. This commitment allows the Project to achieve LEED Gold certification through a 



combination of design features and operational measures. 



5.2. Project GHG Reduction Strategies 



The GSW commit to purchasing GHG credits so there are no net additional GHG emissions 



associated with the Project. By purchasing offsets, the GSW will help the State achieve its GHG 



reduction targets under Assembly Bill 32 (AB32)  
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Abbreviations for Construction Emission Calculations:
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CO2 Carbon dioxide
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Golden State Warriors Event Center
Table 1. Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions



Year 1 Year 2 Total
Offroad Equipment2 3,997 1,358 5,355
Construction Trips3 2,355 2,355 4,711
Total by Year 6,352 3,714 10,066



Notes:



References:
California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2011. EMFAC2011.
ARB. 2011. OFFROAD 2011.



GHG Emissions [MT CO2e/yr]1
Emission Source



3. Emissions from construction trips are conservatively based on  2015 emission factors from 
EMFAC2011, and are distributed evenly between 2015 and 2016.



2. Emissions based on construction phases provided by the Project construction contractor 
and emission factors from OFFROAD2011. 2015 emission factors were conservatively used 
to calculate emissions for the first twelve months of construction.



1. Emissions reflect construction of both the event center and the office towers.
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Table 2. Construction Phases



Phase Name Project Equipment at Site Equipment 
Quantity



Usage Hours 
per Workday



Equipment 
Start Month



Equipment End 
Month



Workdays per 
Week



Demolition/Mass Excavation Street Sweeper 2 7 1 10 5
Mass Excavation Large Excavator 3 7 1 3 5
Mass Excavation Scraper 3 7 1 3 5
Mass Excavation Wheel Loader 3 7 1 3 5
Mass Excavation Track Type Tractor Blde/Ripper 2 7 1 3 5



Rapid Impact Compaction Track type tractor with hammer 3 7 1 3 5
Pile Installation Drill Rig (for installation of Auger Cast piles) 4 7 2 4 5
Pile Installation Crawler Cranes 4 7 2 4 5
Pile Installation Large Forklifts 2 7 2 4 5
Pile Installation Bobcat or small excavators 4 7 2 4 5
Pile Installation Cutting and chopping saws 4 7 2 4 5



Shoring Cut off wall (CDSM) equipment 4 7 1 2 5
Shoring Drill Rig 2 7 2 4 5
Shoring Support Crane 2 7 2 4 5
Shoring Grout-mixing plant 2 7 2 4 5
Shoring Small Excavator 2 7 2 4 5



Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps 2 7 2 13 5
Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat 2 7 2 23 5
Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator 2 7 2 23 5
Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator 2 7 2 13 5
Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes 4 7 3 16 5
Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes 4 7 3 23 5
Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts 8 7 3 24 5
Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws 15 7 3 24 5
Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws 10 7 8 24 5
Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns 25 7 8 20 5
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Table 3. Construction Equipment List



Phase 
ID Phase Project Equipment OFFROAD Equipment HP OFFROAD 



HP Bin
Tier HP 



Bin LF Quantity Total 
Hours



Calendar 
Year



Construction 
Year Fuel



1 Demolition/Mass Excavation Street Sweeper Sweepers/Scrubbers 285 500 300 0.4556 2 3042 2015 1 Diesel
2 Mass Excavation Large Excavator Excavators 523 750 600 0.3819 3 1369 2015 1 Diesel
2 Mass Excavation Scraper Scrapers 500 500 600 0.4824 3 1369 2015 1 Diesel
2 Mass Excavation Wheel Loader Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 211 250 300 0.3685 3 1369 2015 1 Diesel
2 Mass Excavation Track Type Tractor Blde/Ripper Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 150 175 175 0.3685 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
3 Rapid Impact Compaction Track type tractor with hammer Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 150 175 175 0.3685 3 1369 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Drill Rig (for installation of Auger Cast piles) Bore/Drill Rigs 1205 9999 2000 0.5025 4 1825 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Crawler Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 1825 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Large Forklifts Forklifts 93 120 120 0.201 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Bobcat or small excavators Rubber Tired Loaders 71 120 75 0.3618 4 1825 2015 1 Diesel
4 Pile Installation Cutting and chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 4 1825 2015 1 Electric
5 Shoring Drill Rig Bore/Drill Rigs 150 175 175 0.5025 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
5 Shoring Support Crane Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
5 Shoring Grout-mixing plant Other Material Handling Equipment 20 50 25 0.3953 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
5 Shoring Small Excavator Excavators 71 120 75 0.3819 2 913 2015 1 Diesel
5 Shoring Cut off wall (CDSM) equipment Bore/Drill Rigs 150 175 175 0.5025 4 1217 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps Other Construction Equipment 480 500 600 0.4154 2 3346 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat Rubber Tired Loaders 71 120 75 0.3618 2 3346 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator Excavators 404 500 600 0.3819 2 3346 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator Excavators 523 750 600 0.3819 2 3346 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 6083 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 6083 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts Forklifts 93 120 120 0.201 8 12167 2015 1 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 15 22813 2015 1 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 10 7604 2015 1 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 25 19010 2015 1 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps Other Construction Equipment 480 500 600 0.4154 2 304 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat Rubber Tired Loaders 71 120 75 0.3618 2 3346 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator Excavators 404 500 600 0.3819 2 3346 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator Excavators 523 750 600 0.3819 2 304 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 2433 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes Cranes 530 750 600 0.2881 4 6692 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts Forklifts 93 120 120 0.201 8 14600 2016 2 Diesel
6 Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 15 27375 2016 2 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 10 18250 2016 2 Electric
6 Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns Other Construction Equipment 0 50 11 0.4154 25 30417 2016 2 Electric
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Table 4. Offroad Equipment Activities and Emissions



Construction 
Year Phase ID Phase Project Equipment OFFROAD Equipment Total Hours HP OFFROAD HP 



Bin
Tier HP 



Bin Fuel Emissions Units Pollutant



1 1 Demolition/Mass Excavation Street Sweeper Sweepers/Scrubbers 3042 285 500 300 Diesel 494,825 lb CO2
1 2 Mass Excavation Large Excavator Excavators 1369 523 750 600 Diesel 342,521 lb CO2
1 2 Mass Excavation Scraper Scrapers 1369 500 500 600 Diesel 413,631 lb CO2
1 2 Mass Excavation Track Type Tractor Blde/Ripper Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 913 150 175 175 Diesel 63,194 lb CO2
1 2 Mass Excavation Wheel Loader Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1369 211 250 300 Diesel 133,338 lb CO2
1 3 Rapid Impact Compaction Track type tractor with hammer Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1369 150 175 175 Diesel 94,790 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Bobcat or small excavators Rubber Tired Loaders 1825 71 120 75 Diesel 58,736 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Crawler Cranes Cranes 1825 530 750 600 Diesel 349,135 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Cutting and chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 1825 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Drill Rig (for installation of Auger Cast piles) Bore/Drill Rigs 1825 1205 9999 2000 Diesel 1,384,513 lb CO2
1 4 Pile Installation Large Forklifts Forklifts 913 93 120 120 Diesel 21,371 lb CO2
1 5 Shoring Drill Rig Bore/Drill Rigs 913 150 175 175 Diesel 86,173 lb CO2
1 5 Shoring Grout-mixing plant Other Material Handling Equipment 913 20 50 25 Diesel 9,039 lb CO2
1 5 Shoring Small Excavator Excavators 913 71 120 75 Diesel 30,999 lb CO2
1 5 Shoring Support Crane Cranes 913 530 750 600 Diesel 174,567 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat Rubber Tired Loaders 3346 71 120 75 Diesel 107,682 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps Other Construction Equipment 3346 480 500 600 Diesel 835,840 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes Cranes 6083 530 750 600 Diesel 1,163,783 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 22813 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns Other Construction Equipment 19010 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts Forklifts 12167 93 120 120 Diesel 284,945 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator Excavators 3346 523 750 600 Diesel 837,272 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes Cranes 6083 530 750 600 Diesel 1,163,783 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator Excavators 3346 404 500 600 Diesel 646,765 lb CO2
1 6 Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws Other Construction Equipment 7604 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Bobcat Rubber Tired Loaders 3346 71 120 75 Diesel 107,682 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Concrete Boom Pumps Other Construction Equipment 304 480 500 600 Diesel 75,985 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Crawler Cranes Cranes 2433 530 750 600 Diesel 465,513 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Cutting/chopping saws Other Construction Equipment 27375 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Drywall stud impact guns Other Construction Equipment 30417 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Grandall-type Forklifts Forklifts 14600 93 120 120 Diesel 341,935 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Large Excavator Excavators 304 523 750 600 Diesel 76,116 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Mobile Cranes Cranes 6692 530 750 600 Diesel 1,280,161 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Small Excavator Excavators 3346 404 500 600 Diesel 646,765 lb CO2
2 6 Building Construction (including arena) Tile cutting saws Other Construction Equipment 18250 0 50 11 Electric 0 lb CO2
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Table 5. Project Construction Trip Estimates



 Hauling 
Trips



 Vendor 
Trips



 Worker 
Trips



Entire Site
Demolition (Entire Site) 1 8 10 22 352 - 440
Excavation and Shoring (Entire Site) 3 300 25 66 39,600 - 3,300
Arena
Foundation & Below Grade 
Construction (Piles & Concrete) 6 20 100 131 - 5,240 26,200



Base Building 16 25 200 348 - 17,400 139,200
Exterior Finishing 10 25 50 218 - 10,900 21,800
Interior Finishing 18.5 30 150 402 - 24,120 120,600
Garage/Podium
Foundation & Below Grade 
Construction (Piles & Concrete) 6 20 50 131 - 5,240 13,100



Base Building 9 20 50 196 - 7,840 19,600
NW Tower
Base Building 8 15 40 174 - 5,220 13,920
Exterior Finishing 5 2 10 109 - 436 2,180
Interior Finishing 12 10 100 261 - 5,220 52,200
SW Tower
Base Building 8 15 40 174 - 5,220 13,920
Exterior Finishing 5 2 10 109 - 436 2,180
Interior Finishing 12 10 100 261 - 5,220 52,200
Entire Site
Street Improvements 5 10 40 109 - 2,180 8,720



39,952 94,672 489,560



Notes:
1. Proposed number of construction trucks and workers provided by Project Sponsor in a table titled "Summary of Construction Phases 
and Duration, and Daily Construction Trucks and Workers by Phase," dated 11/25/2014.



Total Construction Trips



Total One-Way TripsNumber 
of Work 



Days
Phase Duration 



[months]



Average Number of 
Daily Construction 



Trucks1



Average Number of 
Daily Construction 



Workers1
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Table 6. Onroad Equipment Activities, Emission Factors and Emissions



Emission 
Factor2 



[g/mile]



Emissions 
[lb]



Emission 
Factor3 



[g/hr-
vehicle]



Emissions 
[lb]



Emission 
Factor2 



[g/one-way 
trip]



Emissions 
[lb]



2015 Worker LDA GAS 50% 489,560 12.4 319 2,131,413 0 0 65 34,846



2015 Worker LDT1 GAS 25% 489,560 12.4 380 1,272,229 0 0 76 20,463



2015 Worker LDT2 GAS 25% 489,560 12.4 458 1,531,579 0 0 91 24,623



2015 Vendor T6 DSL 50% 94,672 7.3 1,155 879,662 7,308 63,551 0 0



2015 Vendor T7 DSL 50% 94,672 7.3 1,711 1,303,415 6,854 59,609 0 0



2015 Hauling T7 DSL 100% 39,952 20 1,711 3,013,955 6,854 50,311 0 0



Notes:



3. Idling exhaust emission factors are based on EMFAC2011 Idling Emission Rates (ARB 2012). Idling is assumed to occur for 5 minutes per one-way trip.



References:
California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2011. EMFAC2011.
ARB. 2012. EMFAC2011 Idling Emission Rates. Available online at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/emfac2011_idling_emission_rates.xlsx



2. Running exhaust and starting exhaust emission factors are based on EMFAC2011 for San Francisco County. 



Running Exhaust Idling Exhaust Starting Exhaust



1. CalEEMod default vehicle mix of light-duty auto (LDA), light-duty truck type 1 (LDT1), and light-duty truck type 2 (LDT2) for worker trips; mix of medium heavy-duty 
vehicles (MHDT or T6) and heavy heavy-duty trucks (HHDT or T7) for vendor trips; and all HHDT for hauling trips.



Site
Emission 



Factor 
Year



Trip Type1 Vehicle 
Type1



Mission 
Bay



CO2 Emission Factor and Emissions



Fuel
% of 



Fleet1
Total One-
way Trips



One-way 
Trip 



Length
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GSW Mission Bay Multi-Purpose Event 
Center & Ancillary Development 



Operational GHG Emission Calculations
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Abbreviations for Operational Emission Calculations:
AB Assembly Bill
ANDOC Anaerobically Degradable Carbon
ARB (California) Air Resources Board
AWWA American Water Works Association
CalEEMod California Emissions Estimator Model
CEC California Energy Commission
CFR Code of Federal Regulations
CH4 Methane
CO2 Carbon dioxide
CO2e Carbon dioxide equivalent
EF Emission factor
EIR Environmental Impact Report
GHG Greenhouse gases
GSF Gross square feet
GSW Golden State Warriors
HQ Headquarters
IPCC Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
kBTU Thousand British Thermal Units
KSF Thousand square feet
LDA Light-Duty Auto
LDT Light-Duty Trucks
LHD Light-Heavy Duty (Trucks)
MCY Motorcycles
MDV Medium-Duty Trucks
MMBtu Million British Thermal Units
MT Metric Ton
MWh Megawatt-hour
N2O Nitrous oxide
NOP Notice of Preparation
OBUS Other Buses
PG&E Pacific Gas and Electric Company
SF Square feet
SOV Single Occupancy Vehicle
USEPA United States Environmental Protection Agency
VMT Vehicle Miles Traveled
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Golden State Warriors Event Center
Operational GHG Emissions Summary



Table 1. Project Description



Element



First Operational Year 
Considered
Oracle Arena



GSW Games
1



Non-game Events
2



Mission Bay Event Center
GSW Games



1



Non-game Events
3



GSW Headquarters



Table 2. Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland Headquarters 2017 GHG Emissions



Energy Mobile Area1 Waste Water Generators
Oracle Arena



(47 games and 42 events) 1,413 12,388 91 517 -



GSW Headquarters 258 365 2 1 -
Sub-Total 1,671 12,753 0.010 92 518 -



Total 15,034



Table 3. Event Center Project 2017 GHG Emissions



Energy Mobile Area4 Waste Water Generators
Oracle Arena
(21 events) 333 2,280 0.010 21 122 -



Mission Bay Event Center
(47 games and 161 events) 748 16,741 0.014 136 23



GSW Headquarters 74 104 4.7E-04 4.6 0.66
Parking and Loading4 446 - 0.0090 - -
Credit due to Energy 



Efficiency -646 - - - - -



Credit due to Trip Linking - -1,362 - - - -
Sub-Total 956 17,764 0.033 162 145 106



Total 19,133



Notes:



106



GHG Emissions [MT 
CO2e/year]



Emission Source



0.010



GHG Emissions
[MT CO2e/year]



Emission Source



4. GHG emissions from parking and area sources are based on CalEEMod runs. Emission calculations for other sources can be 
found in subsequent tables.



1. Number of GSW games in both scenarios is based on the 2013-2014 season. Averages for the previous years were skewed by 
the 2011 NBA lockout.



Event Center ProjectOracle Arena and GSW 
Oakland Headquarters



2017 2017



100%, 47 games No games
500 KSF 500 KSF



3. Number of non-game events at Mission Bay Event Center is based on the Notice of Preparation dated 11/19/2014.



Oakland Mission Bay, 25 KSF



100%, 42 events 50%, 21 events



- 100%, 161 events



- 750 KSF
- 100%, 47 games



2. Number of non-game events at Oracle Arena is based on the schedule from recent years. In the Event Center Project scenario, 
half of the non-game events are assumed to remain at Oracle Arena while the other half are transferred to the Mission Bay Event 
Center.
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Operational GHG Emissions Summary



Table 4. Annual Energy Emissions, Mobile Emissions, and Credits



Energy Mobile Energy Mobile
Credit due to 



Energy 
Efficiency



Credit due to 
Trip Linking



2017 1,671 12,753 1,602 19,125 -646 -1,362
2018 1,621 12,549 1,559 18,819 -639 -1,340
2019 1,572 12,344 1,517 18,512 -632 -1,318
2020 1,532 12,111 1,483 18,162 -627 -1,293
2021 1,532 11,907 1,483 17,856 -627 -1,271
2022 1,532 11,673 1,483 17,506 -627 -1,246
2023 1,532 11,411 1,483 17,112 -627 -1,218
2024 1,532 11,206 1,483 16,806 -627 -1,196
2025 1,532 10,944 1,483 16,412 -627 -1,168
2026 1,532 10,739 1,483 16,105 -627 -1,147
2027 1,532 10,535 1,483 15,799 -627 -1,125
2028 1,532 10,360 1,483 15,536 -627 -1,106
2029 1,532 10,214 1,483 15,318 -627 -1,090
2030 1,532 10,068 1,483 15,099 -627 -1,075
2031 1,532 9,951 1,483 14,924 -627 -1,062
2032 1,532 9,864 1,483 14,792 -627 -1,053
2033 1,532 9,776 1,483 14,661 -627 -1,044
2034 1,532 9,718 1,483 14,574 -627 -1,037
2035 1,532 9,660 1,483 14,486 -627 -1,031



Table 5. Annual Operational Emissions



2017 15,034 19,133 4,099
2018 14,780 18,813 4,032
2019 14,527 18,493 3,966
2020 14,253 18,139 3,886
2021 14,049 17,854 3,805
2022 13,815 17,529 3,714
2023 13,553 17,163 3,611
2024 13,348 16,879 3,530
2025 13,086 16,513 3,427
2026 12,881 16,228 3,347
2027 12,677 15,944 3,267
2028 12,502 15,700 3,198
2029 12,356 15,497 3,140
2030 12,210 15,293 3,083
2031 12,093 15,131 3,037
2032 12,006 15,009 3,003
2033 11,918 14,887 2,968
2034 11,860 14,806 2,946
2035 11,802 14,724 2,923



Notes:
1. GHG emissions reflect all source categories including energy, mobile, area, waste, water, and generators. Emissions from all 
sources except energy and mobile are assumed to remain constant in future years.



GHG Emissions [MT 
CO2e/year]1



Event Center Project



Oracle Arena 
and GSW HQ



Event Center 
Project Difference



GHG Emissions [MT 
CO2e/year]



Oracle Arena and GSW HQ
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Energy Use GHG Emision Estimates
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Energy Use GHG Emissions Estimates



Determination of Emission Factors



Global Warming Potentials (IPCC 1995)
CH4 Global Warming Potential 21
N2O Global Warming Potential 310



Electricity Use Emission Factor



N2O Emission 
Factor2



[lb N2O/MWh] [lb CO2e/MWh] [MT CO2e/MWh]
2017 352 0.159
2018 331 0.150
2019 310 0.140
2020 293 0.133



Natural Gas Use Emission Factor2



Natural Gas CO2 Emission Factor 117.6 lb CO2/MMBtu
CH4 Emission Factor 0.0023 lb CH4/MMBtu
N2O Emission Factor 0.0022 lb N2O/MMBtu
Weighted Greenhouse Gas Emission Factor 118.4 lb CO2e/MMBtu



0.0054 MT CO2e/therm



Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland HQ GHG Emission Calculations



Energy Use Calculations



Annual Electricity 
Use4



Natural Gas Use 
Rate3



Annual Natural 
Gas Use4



[MWh/yr] [kBTU/sq ft-yr] [therm/yr]
Oracle Arena 4,325 27.0 134,800
GSW Headquarters 875 - 22,000



Annual Emission Calculations



Electricity Total Electricity Natural Gas Total
2017 690 1,413 140 118 258
2018 648 1,372 131 118 249
2019 607 1,331 123 118 241
2020 574 1,298 116 118 234



Notes:
1. Based on PG&E 2013.
2. Based on CalEEMod.



4. GSW Headquarters electricity and natural gas use based on actual receipts.



307
290



0.029



Venue
Area Electricity Use Rate3



[sq ft] [kWh/sq ft-yr]



GSW Headquarters Emissions [MT/yr]



Natural Gas



Weighted Greenhouse Gas 
Emission Factor



724
724



500,000 8.7
--



0.00617



PG&E Electricity CO2 



Emission Factor1 CH4 Emission Factor2



[lb CO2/MWh] [lb CH4/MWh]
349
328



724
724



Year



3. Based on historical CalEEMod energy intensities for the Arena land use, which reflect 2005 Title 24 standards.



Year
Oracle Arena Emissions [MT/yr]
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Energy Use GHG Emissions Estimates



Project GHG Emission Calculations



Electricity Use Emissions Calculations



Annual 
Electricity Use



[MWh/yr]
Event Center1 750,000 sq ft - 3,109
GSW Office2 25,000 sq ft 12.8 kWh/sq ft-yr - 320
Oracle Arena (scaled)3 500,000 sq ft 8.7 kWh/sq ft-yr 24% 1,021



Natural Gas Use Emissions Calculations



Annual Natural 
Gas Use



[therm/yr]
Event Center1 750,000 sq ft - 47,087
GSW Office2 25,000 sq ft 17.1 kBTU/sq ft-yr - 4,263
Oracle Arena (scaled)3 500,000 sq ft 27.0 kBTU/sq ft-yr 24% 31,807



Annual Emission Calculations



Electricity Electricity Natural Gas Electricity Natural Gas
2017 496 51 23 163 171
2018 466 48 23 153 171
2019 436 45 23 143 171
2020 412 42 23 135 171



Venue Area Natural Gas Use Rate Scaling 
Percentage



-



Year
Natural Gas



253
253
253
253



Event Center Emissions [MT/yr] GSW Office Emissions [MT/yr] Oracle Arena (Scaled) Emissions 
[MT/yr]



Scaling 
Percentage



-



Venue Area Electricity Use Rate
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Energy Use GHG Emissions Estimates



Office Tower Emission Reduction



Annual 
Electricity 



Use
[MWh/yr]



Office1 580,000 sq ft 6,695



Annual Emission Reduction at Office Towers



2017 -646
2018 -639
2019 -632
2020 -627



Notes:



References:



California Energy Commission. 2013. Impact Analysis. California’s 2013 Building Energy Efficiency Standards.
Available online at http://www.energy.ca.gov/2013publications/CEC-400-2013-008/CEC-400-2013-008.pdf?_sm_au_=iVVRz3FV2dMBFjr2



California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod). Available online at http://www.caleemod.com/



Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). 1995. Second Assessment Report.
Available at http://www.ipcc.ch/ipccreports/sar/wg_I/ipcc_sar_wg_I_full_report.pdf



Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). 2013. Greenhouse Gas Emission Factors: Guidance for PG&E Customers.
Available online at http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/environment/calculator/pge_ghg_emission_factor_info_sheet.pdf



Year



1. Annual energy use provided by SSR in the document titled "100% Schematic Design Sustainability Narrative." No natural gas 
consumption is expected at the office towers, which will use electric heating.



Project Office Energy 
Emissions [MT/yr]



1068
1004
940
888



1,714
1,643
1,572
1,515



4. Based on CalEEMod runs. Title 24 electricity and natural gas components were further reduced by 21.8% and 16.8%, 
respectively, to account for 2013 Standards (CEC 2013).



Venue Area



2. Based on default CalEEMod energy intensities for the arena land use. Title 24 components for electricity and natural gas were further 
reduced by 21.8% and 16.8%, respectively, to account for 2013 Standards (CEC 2013).



3. Oracle Arena will continue to operate without GSW games and with 50% of the baseline non-game events. Thus, the emissions were 
scaled by 24%, the percentage of all events that will continue to occur at the Oracle Arena. 



Emission Credit 
[MT/yr]



Code-Compliant 
Office Energy 



Emissions [MT/yr]4
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Mobile Source GHG Emision Estimates
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Mobile Source GHG Emissions Estimates



Oracle Arena and GSW Oakland HQ Vehicle Trips Calculation



Employee Commute/ Non-Commute Trips



Scenario Total Employees1 Total Driving 
Employees2 % SOV3 % Carpool3



Carpool 
Density 
[people/ 
vehicle]4



One-way 
Trips/



Roundtrip



Total Vehicle 
Trips per Day



Average 
operating 
days per 



year5



Total 
Vehicle 



Trips per 
Year



Oracle Arena Operations Employees 71 55 86% 14% 2 2 103 260 26,859
GSW Headquarters Employees 150 128 94% 6% 2 2 248 260 64,350



Notes:



4. A carpool density of two people per vehicle is assumed to be conservative.
5. Assumes 5 days per week for 52 weeks per year.



Spectator Trips



Scenario
Total Spectators Per 



Event1
Total Driving 
Spectators2 % SOV3 % Carpool3



Carpool 
Density 
[people/
vehicle]3



One-way 
Trips/



Roundtrip



Total Vehicle 
Trips per 



Event



Event Days 
per Year4



Total 
Vehicle 



Trips per 
Year



Oracle Arena Game Spectators 18,250 16,250 20% 80% 3 2 15,167 47 712,833
Oracle Arena Non-game Event Spectators 9,125 9,125 20% 80% 3 2 8,517 42 357,700



Notes:



3. The carpool assumptions are conservative in that 20% of the driving spectators would drive alone, while the remaining 80% would carpool at a density of 3 people per vehicle.
4. Number of GSW games is based on the 2013-2014 season and number of non-game events is based on four-year averages (2010-2013).



Vendor and Event Staff Trips



Scenario Total Staff Per Event1 Total Driving Staff2 % SOV3 % Carpool3
Carpool 
Density 
[people/ 
vehicle]4



One-way 
Trips/



Roundtrip



Total Vehicle 
Trips per 



Event



Event Days 
per Year5



Total 
Vehicle 



Trips per 
Year



Oracle Arena Game Event Staff 1,013 791 86% 14% 2 2 1,474 47 69,274
Oracle Arena Non-game Event Staff 645 504 86% 14% 2 2 939 42 39,419



Notes:
1. Actual numbers of game event and non-game event staff were used.



4. The minimum carpool density of two people per vehicle is assumed.
4. Number of GSW games is based on the 2013-2014 season and number of non-game events is based on recent years (2010-2013).



3. Oracle Arena employees SOV and carpool rates from Bay Area Census data. GSW Headquarters SOV and carpool rates from Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.



2. A 78.1% driving rate was assumed for the vendor and event staff according to the most recent Bay Area Census data (http://www.bayareacensus.ca.gov/bayarea.htm). 
GSW employees who drive based on a 85% driving rate according to Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.
3. SOV and carpool rates from Bay Area Census data.



1. Actual number of Oracle Arena Operations employees was used. Number of existing GSW employees at the Oakland headquarters is based on the Project Notice of Preparation dated 11/19/2014.



2. A 78.1% driving rate was assumed for the Oracle Arena employees according to the most recent Bay Area Census data (http://www.bayareacensus.ca.gov/bayarea.htm). GSW employees who drive 
based on a 85% driving rate according to Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.



1. Average spectator count and transit riders from Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW. 
2. Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW, estimated that 2,000 of the total spectators take public transit or taxis per event.
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Mobile Source GHG Emissions Estimates



Oracle Arena and GSW HQ GHG Emission Calculations



Trip Type Scenario Total Vehicle Trips 
per Year



Trip Length 
[mile]



Total VMT 
[mile/year]



Oracle Arena operations 
employees 26,859 9.5 255,163



GSW Headquarters 64,350 9.5 611,325
Oracle Arena operations 
employees 26,859 3 80,578



GSW Headquarters 64,350 3 193,050
Oracle Arena game 
spectators 712,833 25 17,963,400



Oracle Arena non-game 
event spectators 357,700 25 9,014,040



Oracle Arena game 
vendors and event staff 69,274 9.5 658,103



Oracle Arena non-game 
event vendors and event 
staff



39,419 9.5 374,479



Opposing Team Bus Trips5,6 Oracle Arena Opposing 
Team Bus trips 141 18 2,468



Delivery Trips7,8 GSW Headquarters 4,160 7.3 30,368
28,348,231



834,743



Arena GSW HQ Total
2017 437 12,388 365 12,753
2018 430 12,190 359 12,549
2019 423 11,991 353 12,344
2020 415 11,765 346 12,111
2021 408 11,566 341 11,907
2022 400 11,339 334 11,673
2023 391 11,084 326 11,411
2024 384 10,886 321 11,206
2025 375 10,631 313 10,944
2026 368 10,432 307 10,739
2027 361 10,234 301 10,535
2028 355 10,064 296 10,360
2029 350 9,922 292 10,214
2030 345 9,780 288 10,068
2031 341 9,667 285 9,951
2032 338 9,582 282 9,864
2033 335 9,497 280 9,776
2034 333 9,440 278 9,718
2035 331 9,383 276 9,660



Notes:



5. Annual vehicle trips based on 1.5 bus trips per game, 2 trips per round trip and 47 events per year. Count of opposing team bus trips from Ben Draa, Senior Financial 
Analyst, GSW.
6. Trip length is the driving distance from Union Square, San Francisco, where the Opposing Team is assumed to stay, to Oracle Arena.



1. CalEEMod Default Trip Length for Commercial-Worker trips in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin.
2. Non-commute trips are assumed to have a trip length of 3 miles.



Vendor and Event Staff Trips1,4



9. From ARB's Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB 900 Projects.



7. Annual vehicle trips based on a daily delivery count of 8 from Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW. Assume 5 days per week for 52 weeks per year.
8. CalEEMod Default Trip Length for Commercial-Nonwork trips in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin.



Total Oracle Arena VMT [miles/year]
Total GSW Office VMT [miles/year]



Year
Emission Factor 



[g/mile]9



Spectator Trips3



Employee Commute Trips1



Employee Non-Commute Trips2



Emissions [MT/yr]



3. Trip length is an estimation based on season ticket holder addresses. Season ticket holders account for approximately 60% of seating at Warrior games.
4. Annual vehicle trips based on number of vendors at each event and total number of event days per year.
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Mobile Source GHG Emissions Estimates



Project GHG Emission Calculations



Event Center GSW Office Event Center GSW Office Event Center GSW Office
Basketball Event Days 8,715 21 23 5,051,214 3,883
Concert Event Days 8,715 21 55 12,078,990 9,285
No Event Days 55 21 26 36,036 4,389
Basketball Event Days 8,589 105 24 5,194,627 20,233
Concert Event Days 8,589 105 45 9,739,926 37,938
Convention Event Days 3,921 105 61 6,027,361 51,427
No Event Days 55 105 131 181,566 110,441



38,309,720 237,595



Trip Type4 Scenario Total Vehicle Trips 
per Year4



Trip Length 
[mile]4 Scaling %5 Total VMT 



[mile/year]



Employee Commute Trips Oracle Arena operations 
employees 26,859 9.5 - 255,163



Employee Non-Commute Trips Oracle Arena operations 
employees 26,859 3 - 80,578



Spectator Trips Oracle Arena non-game 
event spectators 357,700 25 50% 4,507,020



Vendor and Event Staff Trips
Oracle Arena non-game 
event vendors and event 
staff



39,419 9.5 50% 374,479



5,217,240



Arena GSW Office Oracle Arena 
(scaled) Total



2017 437 16,741 104 2,280 19,125
2018 430 16,473 102 2,243 18,819
2019 423 16,205 101 2,207 18,512
2020 415 15,899 99 2,165 18,162
2021 408 15,630 97 2,129 17,856
2022 400 15,324 95 2,087 17,506
2023 391 14,979 93 2,040 17,112
2024 384 14,711 91 2,003 16,806
2025 375 14,366 89 1,956 16,412
2026 368 14,098 87 1,920 16,105
2027 361 13,830 86 1,883 15,799
2028 355 13,600 84 1,852 15,536
2029 350 13,408 83 1,826 15,318
2030 345 13,217 82 1,800 15,099
2031 341 13,064 81 1,779 14,924
2032 338 12,949 80 1,763 14,792
2033 335 12,834 80 1,748 14,661
2034 333 12,757 79 1,737 14,574
2035 331 12,681 79 1,727 14,486



Notes:
1. Daily vehicle trips provided by Adavant Consulting. GSW office trips are based on values for total office space scaled by GSW office square footage.
2. ENVIRON conservatively assumed daily concert vehicle trips to be the same as daily basketball event trips.



Mission Bay, Weekend Trips



Trip Type



3. It is assumed that half of the games will take place on weekends. Vehicle generation associated with all concert and family show events is approximated by concert trips, 
while the other 61 events are assumed to be convention events on weekdays.



Emission Factor 
[g/mile]6Year



Scenario
Days Per 



Year3
Daily One-way Vehicle Trips1,2 Total VMT [mile/yr]



Total Oracle Arena VMT [miles/year]



Trip Length [mile]4



25 8.0



Total Annual VMT [mile/year]



Mission Bay, Weekday Trips



Emissions [MT/yr]



5. Oracle Arena will continue to operate without GSW games and with 50% of the baseline non-game events. Thus, the VMT for non-game event trips was scaled by 50%.
4. For details on trip types and lengths, refer to Table Oracle Arena and GSW HQ GHG Emission Calculations above. 



6. From ARB's Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB 900 Projects.
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Mobile Source GHG Emissions Estimates



GHG Internal Trip Reduction



Retail with Internal 
Trip Capture



Retail without 
Internal Trip 



Capture
Basketball Event Days 3,106 5,313 23 385,325
Concert Event Days 3,106 5,313 55 921,430
No Event Days 5,313 5,313 26 0
Basketball Event Days 2,560 4,393 24 333,942
Concert Event Days 2,560 4,393 45 626,141
Convention Event Days 2,560 4,393 61 848,769
No Event Days 4,393 4,393 131 0



Total Reduction in VMT [mile/year] 3,115,608



2017 437 -1,362
2018 430 -1,340
2019 423 -1,318
2020 415 -1,293
2021 408 -1,271
2022 400 -1,246
2023 391 -1,218
2024 384 -1,196
2025 375 -1,168
2026 368 -1,147
2027 361 -1,125
2028 355 -1,106
2029 350 -1,090
2030 345 -1,075
2031 341 -1,062
2032 338 -1,053
2033 335 -1,044
2034 333 -1,037
2035 331 -1,031



Notes:



References



Bay Area Census. 2013. Selected Census Data from the San Francisco Bay Area.
Available online at http://www.bayareacensus.ca.gov/bayarea.htm



California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2014. Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB 900 Projects. April.



California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2011. EMission FACtor Model (EMFAC2011).
Available online at www.arb.ca.gov/msei/modeling.htm



California Air Resources Board (ARB). 2011. LEV 3 Inventory Database Tool Version 9h.
Available online at http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/clean_cars/clean_cars_ab1085/lev3-inv-dbase_v9h.accdb



3. Average CalEEMod Trip Length of 7.6 miles for restaurant and shopping land uses in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin, weighted by square footage.



Days Per 
Year2



Daily One-way Vehicle Trips1



Trip Type Project Scenario



Year
Emission Factor 



[g/mile]4
Emission Credit 



[MT/yr]



Reduction in 
VMT [mile/yr]3



1. Daily vehicle trips for "Retail with Internal Trip Capture" provided by Adavant Consulting. "Event day" trips increased to equal "No Event Days" for "Retail without Internal 
Trip Capture" to account for the increase in retail trips that would occur if the Arena and retail were not colocated. 



Mission Bay, Weekend Trips



Mission Bay, Weekday Trips



4. From ARB's Statewide Emission Factors For Use With AB 900 Projects.



2. It is assumed that half of the games will take place on weekends. Vehicle generation associated with all concert and family show events is approximated by concert trips, 
while the other 61 events are assumed to be convention events on weekdays.
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Solid Waste Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates



23











Solid Waste Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates



Determination of Emission Factor



Calculate the amount of Anaerobically Degradable Carbon (ANDOC) In 1 metric ton (MT) of solid waste



Input Notes



ANDOC Content of Municipal Solid Waste 7.7% [1]



Total ANDOC in 1 MT waste 0.077 MT ANDOC/MT 
waste Calculated



Calculate the amount of uncaptured and unoxidized ANDOC in 1 MT waste



Input Notes
Captured Portion of Landfill Gas 85% [1]
Uncaptured Portion of Landfill Gas 15% [1]
Oxidized Portion of Carbon in the Landfill 
Cap 10% [1]



Unoxidized Portion of Carbon in the 
Landfill Cap 90% [1]



Uncaptured and unoxidized ANDOC 1.04E-02 MT ANDOC/MT 
waste Calculated



Calculate the amount of uncaptured and unoxidized ANDOC in 1 MT waste



Input Notes
Captured Portion of Landfill Gas 85% [1]
Uncaptured Portion of Landfill Gas 15% [1]
Controlled Portion of Captured Landfill 
Gas 99% [1]



Uncontrolled Portion of Captured Landfill 
Gas 1% [1]



Captured and uncontrolled ANDOC 6.55E-04 MT ANDOC/MT 
waste Calculated



Value



Value



Value
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Solid Waste Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates
Calculate methane (CH4) emissions from uncaptured and unoxidized, and captured and uncontrolled ANDOC in carbon dioxide equivalents (CO2e)



Input Notes



Total ANDOC available for release 1.10E-02 MT ANDOC/MT 
waste Calculated



Portion of Landfill Gas released as CH4 50% [1]
Portion of Landfill Gas released as CO2 50% [1]



100-year Global Warming Potential of CH4 21 g CO2e/g CH4 [2]



Molecular Weight for CH4 16.04 g/mol CH4 -
Molecular Weight for C 12.01 g/mol C -



CO2e Emission Factor 0.155
MT CO2e/MT 
waste -



Notes:
1. California Air Resources Board. 2012. Email between Webster Tasat of the California Air Resources Board and Catherine Mukai of ENVIRON, 20 November 2012.
2. Based on IPCC 1995.



Oracle Arena and GSW HQ Emission Calculations



CO2e EF Emissions
[MT CO2e/MT waste] [MT CO2e/yr]



Oracle Arena 1.29 tons/1000 sf-yr 0.155 91



Diversion 
Rate4 CO2e EF Emissions



[%] [MT CO2e/MT waste] [MT CO2e/yr]
GSW Headquarters 35% 0.155 2



Notes:



2. Waste generation from Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.
3. Average for Services - Business Services, from CalRecycle (http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/WasteChar/DispRate.htm).
4. Calculated diversion rate based on information provided by Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW.



Use
[lb/cubic yard]



87



Mass of Waste 
Generated



[lb/year]
40,060



1. From the Notice of Preparation dated 11/19/2014. Based on factors used in the Sacramento Entertainment and Sports Center & Related Development EIR, 2013.



Value



93,000
[gallons/year]



Volume of Waste Generated2 Waste Density3



500,000



Solid Waste Generation
[tons/yr]



645



Use
Square Footage Solid Waste Generation 



Rate1[square feet]
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Solid Waste Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates



Project Emission Calculations



CO2e EF Emissions



[MT CO2e/MT waste] [MT CO2e/yr]
Event Center 1.29 tons/1000 sf-yr - 136
GSW Office Space3 1 lb/100 sf-d - 5
Untransferred Events at Oracle Arena4 1.29 tons/1000 sf-yr 24% 21



Total Emissions: 162



Notes:



References:



Available online at http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/Publications/Documents/Disposal%5C34106006.pdf.



Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). 1995. Second Assessment Report.
Available at http://www.ipcc.ch/ipccreports/sar/wg_I/ipcc_sar_wg_I_full_report.pdf



CalRecycle. 2006. Waste Disposal and Diversion Findings for Selected Industry Groups. June.



Use



1. From the Notice of Preparation dated 11/19/2014.



Square Footage1



[square feet]
750,000



Solid Waste Generation 
Rate2



0.155



Scaling 
Percentage



500,000



Solid Waste 
Generation



[tons/yr]
968
3325,000



645



4. Oracle Arena will continue to operate without GSW games and with 50% of the baseline non-game events. Thus, the emissions were scaled by 24%, the percentage of all events 
that will continue to occur at the Oracle Arena. 



2. Based on factors used in the Sacramento Entertainment and Sports Center & Related Development EIR, 2013.
3. GSW office assumed to operate 260 days a year.
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Water Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates
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Water Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates



Determination of Emission Factor



Stage State Average (ton 
CO2/acre-foot)



Supply 0.6
Treatment 0.01
Distribution 0.1
Wastewater 0.1
End Use 1.7
Total 2.51
Total Excluding End Use 0.81



Conversion Factors
1 acre-foot = 325,851 gal
1 Mgal = 1,000,000 gal
1 MT CO2 = 1 MT CO2e



Emission factor for indirect GHG emissions from water: 2.255 MT CO2e/Mgal



Oracle Arena and GSW HQ Emission Calculations



Water Use Rate1 Area
Annual Water 



Use2
Emission 



Factor Emissions



[gal/1000 sq ft-yr] [sq ft] [Mgal/yr] [MT CO2e/Mgal] [MT CO2e/yr]
Oracle Arena 458,266 500,000 229 517
GSW Headquarters - - 0.465 1



Total Emissions: 518



Notes:
1. Based on data from the "Commercial and Institutional End Uses of Water" report (AWWA Research Foundation 2000).
2. GSW Headquarters water use based on information provided by Ben Draa, Senior Financial Analyst, GSW. 



Excerpt of Table A4-6 of Implementing a Public Goods Charge for Water, 2020 GHG emissions per acre-foot of urban water in 
California (p. 32 of 48 of pdf)



Venue



2.255
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Water Indirect GHG Emissions Estimates



Project Emission Calculations



Water Use Rate1 CO2e EF Emissions
[Mgal/yr] [MT CO2e/Mgal] [MT CO2e/yr]



Event Center (includes GSW office) 9.1 21
Landscape 0.54 1.2
Washdown & Facility Cleaning 0.76 1.7
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Water Use Rate2 Area Annual Water 
Use



Emission 
Factor Emissions



[gal/1000 sq ft-yr] [sq ft] [Mgal/yr] [MT CO2e/Mgal] [MT CO2e/yr]
Untransferred Events at Oracle Arena3 458,266 500,000 229 24% 2.255 122



Notes:
1. Based on Project Water Demand Memorandum dated November 14, 2014.
2. Based on data from the "Commercial and Institutional End Uses of Water" report (AWWA Research Foundation 2000).



References:
American Water Works Association Research Foundation. 2000. Commercial and Institutional End Uses of Water.



California Public Utilities Commission. 2010. Implementing a Public Goods Charge for Water
Available online at http://www.waterplan.water.ca.gov/docs/cwpu2009/0310final/v4c02a19_cwp2009.pdf



Project Component



Total Emissions: 



2.255



3. Oracle Arena will continue to operate without GSW games and with 50% of the baseline non-game events. Thus, the emissions were scaled by 
24%, the percentage of all events that will continue to occur at the Oracle Arena. 



Venue Scaling 
Percentage
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Generator GHG Emissions Estimates
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Generator GHG Emissions Estimates



Project Emission Calculations



Operation1
CO2 



Emission 
Factors2



CO2 



Emissions



[kW] [hp] [hr/yr] [g/bhp-hr] [MT/yr]
Mission Bay



Arena Standby Emergency 1,500 2,012 diesel 50 53
Arena Standby Emergency 1,500 2,012 diesel 50 53



Total Emissions: 106



Notes:



2. CO2 emission factor based on AP-42 (USEPA 1995).



References:



Available online at:  http://www.epa.gov/ttn/chief/ap42/ch03/final/c03s04.pdf



USEPA. 1995. AP 42, Volume I, Fifth Edition. §3.4. Large Stationary Diesel and All Stationary Dual-
Fuel Engines.  



1. Operation for routine maintenance and testing is conservatively assumed to be 50 hours per year, 
the maximum allowable by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District.



Location Size Fuel 
Type



526
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              CalEEMod Run Output
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Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on PG&E forecasting for Year 2017.



Land Use - Lot Acreage is CalEEMod default. ENVIRON did not modify lot acreage because it is only used for calculating construction emissions and the 
purpose of this run is to calculate area source emissions.



Architectural Coating - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Energy Use - 



Construction Phase - Construction emissions determined outside of CalEEMod



Off-road Equipment - 



San Francisco County, Annual



GSW No Project Arena



1.1 Land Usage



Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population



General Office Building 16.00 1000sqft 0.37 16,000.00 0



Arena 500.00 1000sqft 160.71 500,000.00 0



1.2 Other Project Characteristics



Urbanization



Climate Zone



Urban



5



Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)4.6 64



1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data



1.0 Project Characteristics



Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company



2017Operational Year



CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



349 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 5:08 PMPage 1 of 13
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2.0 Emissions Summary



2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Energy 0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8700e-
003



0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0000 1,392.257
4



1,392.257
4



0.0708 0.0247 1,401.412
3



Mobile 2.1489 1.2957 9.4179 4.5900e-
003



0.1603 0.0113 0.1715 0.0435 0.0104 0.0538 0.0000 344.7456 344.7456 0.0303 0.0000 345.3826



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 5.8137 0.0000 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 69.2339 195.5137 264.7476 7.1272 0.1713 467.5124



Total 4.5046 1.9411 9.9648 8.4600e-
003



0.1603 0.0603 0.2206 0.0435 0.0594 0.1029 75.0476 1,932.525
9



2,007.573
4



7.5720 0.1960 2,227.345
8



Unmitigated Operational



Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value



tblConstructionPhase NumDays 200.00 0.00



tblProjectCharacteristics CO2IntensityFactor 641.35 349



tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2014 2017



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 5:08 PMPage 2 of 13
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Energy 0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8700e-
003



0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0000 1,392.257
4



1,392.257
4



0.0708 0.0247 1,401.412
3



Mobile 2.1489 1.2957 9.4179 4.5900e-
003



0.1603 0.0113 0.1715 0.0435 0.0104 0.0538 0.0000 344.7456 344.7456 0.0303 0.0000 345.3826



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 5.8137 0.0000 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 69.2339 195.5137 264.7476 7.1259 0.1710 467.4019



Total 4.5046 1.9411 9.9648 8.4600e-
003



0.1603 0.0603 0.2206 0.0435 0.0594 0.1029 75.0476 1,932.525
9



2,007.573
4



7.5707 0.1957 2,227.235
4



Mitigated Operational



3.0 Construction Detail



Construction Phase



Phase 
Number



Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week



Num Days Phase Description



1 Demolition Demolition 1/1/2015 12/31/2014 5 0



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.14 0.00



Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 5:08 PMPage 3 of 13
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 2.1489 1.2957 9.4179 4.5900e-
003



0.1603 0.0113 0.1715 0.0435 0.0104 0.0538 0.0000 344.7456 344.7456 0.0303 0.0000 345.3826



Unmitigated 2.1489 1.2957 9.4179 4.5900e-
003



0.1603 0.0113 0.1715 0.0435 0.0104 0.0538 0.0000 344.7456 344.7456 0.0303 0.0000 345.3826



4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction



OffRoad Equipment



Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor



Trips and VMT



Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count



Worker Trip 
Number



Vendor Trip 
Number



Hauling Trip 
Number



Worker Trip 
Length



Vendor Trip 
Length



Hauling Trip 
Length



Worker Vehicle 
Class



Vendor 
Vehicle Class



Hauling 
Vehicle Class



Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating – sqft)



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0



Acres of Paving: 0



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 5:08 PMPage 4 of 13
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4.2 Trip Summary Information



4.3 Trip Type Information



Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated



Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT



Arena 5,355.00 5,355.00 5355.00 105,043 105,043



General Office Building 176.16 37.92 15.68 318,998 318,998



Total 5,531.16 5,392.92 5,370.68 424,041 424,041



Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %



Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by



Arena 9.50 7.30 7.30 0.00 81.00 19.00 0.66 0.28 0.6



General Office Building 9.50 7.30 7.30 33.00 48.00 19.00 77 19 4



5.0 Energy Detail



5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy



4.4 Fleet Mix



LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH



0.627987 0.058543 0.149166 0.078755 0.026467 0.003331 0.026417 0.003903 0.003129 0.011009 0.010235 0.000550 0.000507



Historical Energy Use: N



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 5:08 PMPage 5 of 13
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



NaturalGas 
Mitigated



0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8700e-
003



0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0000 702.5153 702.5153 0.0135 0.0129 706.7907



NaturalGas 
Unmitigated



0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8700e-
003



0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0490 0.0000 702.5153 702.5153 0.0135 0.0129 706.7907



Electricity 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 689.7421 689.7421 0.0573 0.0119 694.6216



Electricity 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 689.7421 689.7421 0.0573 0.0119 694.6216



5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Arena 1.284e
+007



0.0692 0.6294 0.5287 3.7800e-
003



0.0478 0.0478 0.0478 0.0478 0.0000 685.1913 685.1913 0.0131 0.0126 689.3613



General Office 
Building



324640 1.7500e-
003



0.0159 0.0134 1.0000e-
004



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



0.0000 17.3240 17.3240 3.3000e-
004



3.2000e-
004



17.4295



Total 0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8800e-
003



0.0491 0.0491 0.0491 0.0491 0.0000 702.5153 702.5153 0.0135 0.0129 706.7907



Unmitigated



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 5:08 PMPage 6 of 13
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Arena 1.284e
+007



0.0692 0.6294 0.5287 3.7800e-
003



0.0478 0.0478 0.0478 0.0478 0.0000 685.1913 685.1913 0.0131 0.0126 689.3613



General Office 
Building



324640 1.7500e-
003



0.0159 0.0134 1.0000e-
004



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



1.2100e-
003



0.0000 17.3240 17.3240 3.3000e-
004



3.2000e-
004



17.4295



Total 0.0710 0.6453 0.5421 3.8800e-
003



0.0491 0.0491 0.0491 0.0491 0.0000 702.5153 702.5153 0.0135 0.0129 706.7907



Mitigated



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Arena 4.135e
+006



654.5860 0.0544 0.0113 659.2168



General Office 
Building



222080 35.1561 2.9200e-
003



6.0000e-
004



35.4048



Total 689.7420 0.0573 0.0119 694.6216



Unmitigated
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



6.0 Area Detail



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Unmitigated 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Arena 4.135e
+006



654.5860 0.0544 0.0113 659.2168



General Office 
Building



222080 35.1561 2.9200e-
003



6.0000e-
004



35.4048



Total 689.7420 0.0573 0.0119 694.6216



Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail



6.2 Area by SubCategory



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.2691 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



2.0152 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 4.7000e-
004



5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Total 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Unmitigated



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.2691 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



2.0152 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 4.7000e-
004



5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Total 2.2848 5.0000e-
005



4.8300e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.2200e-
003



9.2200e-
003



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 9.7600e-
003



Mitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category MT/yr



Unmitigated 264.7476 7.1272 0.1713 467.5124



Mitigated 264.7476 7.1259 0.1710 467.4019



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Arena 215.385 / 
13.748



260.4439 7.0343 0.1690 460.5603



General Office 
Building



2.84374 / 
1.74294



4.3038 0.0930 2.2500e-
003



6.9521



Total 264.7476 7.1272 0.1713 467.5124



Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Arena 215.385 / 
13.748



260.4439 7.0330 0.1688 460.4513



General Office 
Building



2.84374 / 
1.74294



4.3038 0.0929 2.2400e-
003



6.9506



Total 264.7476 7.1259 0.1710 467.4019



Mitigated



8.0 Waste Detail



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



MT/yr



 Mitigated 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



 Unmitigated 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Category/Year
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8.2 Waste by Land Use



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Arena 13.76 2.7932 0.1651 0.0000 6.2596



General Office 
Building



14.88 3.0205 0.1785 0.0000 6.7692



Total 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Unmitigated



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Arena 13.76 2.7932 0.1651 0.0000 6.2596



General Office 
Building



14.88 3.0205 0.1785 0.0000 6.7692



Total 5.8137 0.3436 0.0000 13.0288



Mitigated



9.0 Operational Offroad



Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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10.0 Vegetation
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Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on PG&E forecasting for Year 2017



Land Use - Actual lot size is different than CalEEMod default acreage values but default values are used here since lot acreage only affects the construction 
equipment list, and construction emissions are calculated outside of CalEEMod.



Architectural Coating - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Vechicle Emission Factors - 



Energy Use - 'Title 24 eletricity and natural gas energy intensities have been adjusted for 2013 standards per CEC report: 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2013publications/CEC-400-2013-008/CEC-400-2013-008.pdf



Construction Phase - Construction emissions determined outside of CalEEMod



Off-road Equipment - 



San Francisco County, Annual



GSW Mission Bay Arena



1.1 Land Usage



Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population



Arena 750.00 1000sqft 241.07 750,000.00 0



1.2 Other Project Characteristics



Urbanization



Climate Zone



Urban



5



Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)4.6 64



1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data



1.0 Project Characteristics



Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company



2017Operational Year



CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



349 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)
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2.0 Emissions Summary



Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value



tblConstructionPhase NumDays 300.00 0.00



tblEnergyUse T24E 1.48 1.16



tblEnergyUse T24NG 18.78 15.60



tblProjectCharacteristics CO2IntensityFactor 641.35 349



tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2014 2017



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Energy 0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 1,844.400
3



1,844.400
3



0.0957 0.0327 1,856.558
2



Mobile 3.1053 1.6891 12.9948 4.2800e-
003



0.0596 0.0130 0.0725 0.0162 0.0119 0.0281 0.0000 318.3972 318.3972 0.0373 0.0000 319.1807



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.1897 0.0000 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 102.4976 288.1682 390.6658 10.5514 0.2535 690.8405



Total 6.5172 2.5163 13.6967 9.2400e-
003



0.0596 0.0759 0.1354 0.0162 0.0748 0.0910 106.6873 2,450.979
0



2,557.666
4



10.9321 0.2863 2,875.983
0



Unmitigated Operational
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Energy 0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 1,844.400
3



1,844.400
3



0.0957 0.0327 1,856.558
2



Mobile 3.1053 1.6891 12.9948 4.2800e-
003



0.0596 0.0130 0.0725 0.0162 0.0119 0.0281 0.0000 318.3972 318.3972 0.0373 0.0000 319.1807



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.1897 0.0000 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 102.4976 288.1682 390.6658 10.5495 0.2531 690.6770



Total 6.5172 2.5163 13.6967 9.2400e-
003



0.0596 0.0759 0.1354 0.0162 0.0748 0.0910 106.6873 2,450.979
0



2,557.666
4



10.9302 0.2859 2,875.819
5



Mitigated Operational



3.0 Construction Detail



Construction Phase



Phase 
Number



Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week



Num Days Phase Description



1 Demolition Demolition 1/1/2015 12/31/2014 5 0



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.14 0.01



Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 3.1053 1.6891 12.9948 4.2800e-
003



0.0596 0.0130 0.0725 0.0162 0.0119 0.0281 0.0000 318.3972 318.3972 0.0373 0.0000 319.1807



Unmitigated 3.1053 1.6891 12.9948 4.2800e-
003



0.0596 0.0130 0.0725 0.0162 0.0119 0.0281 0.0000 318.3972 318.3972 0.0373 0.0000 319.1807



4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction



OffRoad Equipment



Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor



Trips and VMT



Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count



Worker Trip 
Number



Vendor Trip 
Number



Hauling Trip 
Number



Worker Trip 
Length



Vendor Trip 
Length



Hauling Trip 
Length



Worker Vehicle 
Class



Vendor 
Vehicle Class



Hauling 
Vehicle Class



Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating – sqft)



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0



Acres of Paving: 0
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4.2 Trip Summary Information



4.3 Trip Type Information



Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated



Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT



Arena 8,032.50 8,032.50 8032.50 157,565 157,565



Total 8,032.50 8,032.50 8,032.50 157,565 157,565



Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %



Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by



Arena 9.50 7.30 7.30 0.00 81.00 19.00 0.66 0.28 0.6



5.0 Energy Detail



5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy



4.4 Fleet Mix



LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH



0.627987 0.058543 0.149166 0.078755 0.026467 0.003331 0.026417 0.003903 0.003129 0.011009 0.010235 0.000550 0.000507



Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



NaturalGas 
Mitigated



0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



NaturalGas 
Unmitigated



0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Electricity 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 943.8860 943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Electricity 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 943.8860 943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Arena 1.6875e
+007



0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Total 0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Unmitigated
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Arena 1.6875e
+007



0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Total 0.0910 0.8272 0.6949 4.9600e-
003



0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0629 0.0000 900.5143 900.5143 0.0173 0.0165 905.9946



Mitigated



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Arena 5.9625e
+006



943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Total 943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Unmitigated
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



6.0 Area Detail



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Unmitigated 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Arena 5.9625e
+006



943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Total 943.8860 0.0784 0.0162 950.5636



Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail



6.2 Area by SubCategory



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.3911 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



2.9291 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 6.8000e-
004



7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Total 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Unmitigated



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.3911 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



2.9291 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 6.8000e-
004



7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Total 3.3209 7.0000e-
005



7.0200e-
003



0.0000 3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



3.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0134 0.0134 4.0000e-
005



0.0000 0.0142



Mitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category MT/yr



Unmitigated 390.6658 10.5514 0.2535 690.8405



Mitigated 390.6658 10.5495 0.2531 690.6770



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Arena 323.078 / 
20.622



390.6658 10.5514 0.2535 690.8405



Total 390.6658 10.5514 0.2535 690.8405



Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Arena 323.078 / 
20.622



390.6658 10.5495 0.2531 690.6770



Total 390.6658 10.5495 0.2531 690.6770



Mitigated



8.0 Waste Detail



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



MT/yr



 Mitigated 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



 Unmitigated 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Category/Year



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 4:47 PMPage 12 of 14



57











8.2 Waste by Land Use



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Arena 20.64 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Total 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Unmitigated



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Arena 20.64 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Total 4.1897 0.2476 0.0000 9.3895



Mitigated



9.0 Operational Offroad



Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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10.0 Vegetation
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Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on PG&E forecasting for Year 2017.



Land Use - Actual lot size including event center is 12 acres. CalEEMod default acreage values are used here since lot acreage only affects the construction 
equipment list, and construction emissions are calculated outside of CalEEMod.



Architectural Coating - 



Energy Use - Title 24 eletricity and natural gas energy intensities have been adjusted for 2013 standards per CEC report: 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2013publications/CEC-400-2013-008/CEC-400-2013-008.pdf



Construction Phase - Construction emissions determined outside of CalEEMod



Off-road Equipment - 



San Francisco County, Annual



GSW Mission Bay Non-Arena



1.1 Land Usage



Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population



General Office Building 25.00 1000sqft 0.57 25,000.00 0



1.2 Other Project Characteristics



Urbanization



Climate Zone



Urban



5



Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)4.6 64



1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data



1.0 Project Characteristics



Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company



2017Operational Year



CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



349 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)
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2.0 Emissions Summary



Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value



tblConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 0.00



tblEnergyUse T24E 5.01 3.92



tblEnergyUse T24NG 19.28 16.04



tblProjectCharacteristics CO2IntensityFactor 641.35 349



tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2014 2017



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Energy 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 73.3639 73.3639 4.6400e-
003



1.2900e-
003



73.8605



Mobile 0.1229 0.2651 1.1792 2.7200e-
003



0.1884 4.0800e-
003



0.1925 0.0511 3.7500e-
003



0.0548 0.0000 207.0012 207.0012 8.5300e-
003



0.0000 207.1804



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.7195 0.0000 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.4097 5.3150 6.7247 0.1452 3.5100e-
003



10.8626



Total 0.2359 0.2860 1.1969 2.8500e-
003



0.1884 5.6700e-
003



0.1941 0.0511 5.3400e-
003



0.0564 6.1292 285.6806 291.8098 0.4373 4.8000e-
003



302.4807



Unmitigated Operational
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Energy 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 73.3639 73.3639 4.6400e-
003



1.2900e-
003



73.8605



Mobile 0.1229 0.2651 1.1792 2.7200e-
003



0.1884 4.0800e-
003



0.1925 0.0511 3.7500e-
003



0.0548 0.0000 207.0012 207.0012 8.5300e-
003



0.0000 207.1804



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.7195 0.0000 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.4097 5.3150 6.7247 0.1452 3.5000e-
003



10.8603



Total 0.2359 0.2860 1.1969 2.8500e-
003



0.1884 5.6700e-
003



0.1941 0.0511 5.3400e-
003



0.0564 6.1292 285.6806 291.8098 0.4373 4.7900e-
003



302.4784



Mitigated Operational



3.0 Construction Detail



Construction Phase



Phase 
Number



Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week



Num Days Phase Description



1 Demolition Demolition 1/1/2015 12/31/2014 5 0



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.21 0.00



Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 0.1229 0.2651 1.1792 2.7200e-
003



0.1884 4.0800e-
003



0.1925 0.0511 3.7500e-
003



0.0548 0.0000 207.0012 207.0012 8.5300e-
003



0.0000 207.1804



Unmitigated 0.1229 0.2651 1.1792 2.7200e-
003



0.1884 4.0800e-
003



0.1925 0.0511 3.7500e-
003



0.0548 0.0000 207.0012 207.0012 8.5300e-
003



0.0000 207.1804



4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction



OffRoad Equipment



Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor



Trips and VMT



Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count



Worker Trip 
Number



Vendor Trip 
Number



Hauling Trip 
Number



Worker Trip 
Length



Vendor Trip 
Length



Hauling Trip 
Length



Worker Vehicle 
Class



Vendor 
Vehicle Class



Hauling 
Vehicle Class



Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating – sqft)



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0



Acres of Paving: 0
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4.2 Trip Summary Information



4.3 Trip Type Information



Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated



Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT



General Office Building 275.25 59.25 24.50 498,434 498,434



Total 275.25 59.25 24.50 498,434 498,434



Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %



Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by



General Office Building 9.50 7.30 7.30 33.00 48.00 19.00 77 19 4



5.0 Energy Detail



5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy



4.4 Fleet Mix



LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH



0.627987 0.058543 0.149166 0.078755 0.026467 0.003331 0.026417 0.003903 0.003129 0.011009 0.010235 0.000550 0.000507



Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



NaturalGas 
Mitigated



2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



NaturalGas 
Unmitigated



2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Electricity 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 50.6176 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Electricity 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 50.6176 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



General Office 
Building



426250 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Total 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Unmitigated
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



General Office 
Building



426250 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Total 2.3000e-
003



0.0209 0.0176 1.3000e-
004



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



1.5900e-
003



0.0000 22.7463 22.7463 4.4000e-
004



4.2000e-
004



22.8848



Mitigated



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



General Office 
Building



319750 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Total 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Unmitigated
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



6.0 Area Detail



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Unmitigated 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



General Office 
Building



319750 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Total 50.6176 4.2100e-
003



8.7000e-
004



50.9757



Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail



6.2 Area by SubCategory



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.0130 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



0.0976 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 2.0000e-
005



0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Total 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Unmitigated



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.0130 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



0.0976 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 2.0000e-
005



0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Total 0.1107 0.0000 2.3000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 4.5000e-
004



4.5000e-
004



0.0000 0.0000 4.7000e-
004



Mitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category MT/yr



Unmitigated 6.7247 0.1452 3.5100e-
003



10.8626



Mitigated 6.7247 0.1452 3.5000e-
003



10.8603



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



General Office 
Building



4.44334 / 
2.72334



6.7247 0.1452 3.5100e-
003



10.8626



Total 6.7247 0.1452 3.5100e-
003



10.8626



Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



General Office 
Building



4.44334 / 
2.72334



6.7247 0.1452 3.5000e-
003



10.8603



Total 6.7247 0.1452 3.5000e-
003



10.8603



Mitigated



8.0 Waste Detail



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



MT/yr



 Mitigated 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



 Unmitigated 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Category/Year
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8.2 Waste by Land Use



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



General Office 
Building



23.25 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Total 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Unmitigated



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



General Office 
Building



23.25 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Total 4.7195 0.2789 0.0000 10.5768



Mitigated



9.0 Operational Offroad



Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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10.0 Vegetation



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2.2 Date: 2/6/2015 4:57 PMPage 14 of 14



73











Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on PG&E forecasting for Year 2017.



Land Use - Actual lot size including event center is 12 acres. CalEEMod default acreage values are used here since lot acreage only affects the construction 
equipment list, and construction emissions are calculated outside of CalEEMod.



Architectural Coating - 



Energy Use - Title 24 eletricity and natural gas energy intensities have been adjusted for 2013 standards per CEC report: 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2013publications/CEC-400-2013-008/CEC-400-2013-008.pdf



Construction Phase - Construction emissions determined outside of CalEEMod



Off-road Equipment - 



San Francisco County, Annual



GSW Mission Bay Non-Arena



1.1 Land Usage



Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population



Enclosed Parking with Elevator 475.00 1000sqft 10.90 475,000.00 0



1.2 Other Project Characteristics



Urbanization



Climate Zone



Urban



5



Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)4.6 64



1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data



1.0 Project Characteristics



Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company



2017Operational Year



CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



349 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)



0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)
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2.0 Emissions Summary



2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 442.8943 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 442.9028 442.9028 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0365



Unmitigated Operational



Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value



tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 0.00



tblEnergyUse T24E 3.92 3.07



tblProjectCharacteristics CO2IntensityFactor 641.35 349



tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2014 2017



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Area 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 442.8943 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 442.9028 442.9028 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0365



Mitigated Operational



3.0 Construction Detail



Construction Phase



Phase 
Number



Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week



Num Days Phase Description



1 Demolition Demolition 1/1/2015 12/31/2014 5 0



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e



Percent 
Reduction



0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00



Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction



OffRoad Equipment



Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor



Trips and VMT



Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count



Worker Trip 
Number



Vendor Trip 
Number



Hauling Trip 
Number



Worker Trip 
Length



Vendor Trip 
Length



Hauling Trip 
Length



Worker Vehicle 
Class



Vendor 
Vehicle Class



Hauling 
Vehicle Class



Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating – sqft)



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0



Acres of Paving: 0
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4.2 Trip Summary Information



4.3 Trip Type Information



Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated



Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT



Enclosed Parking with Elevator 0.00 0.00 0.00



Total 0.00 0.00 0.00



Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %



Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by



Enclosed Parking with Elevator 9.50 7.30 7.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0 0



5.0 Energy Detail



5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy



4.4 Fleet Mix



LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH



0.627987 0.058543 0.149166 0.078755 0.026467 0.003331 0.026417 0.003903 0.003129 0.011009 0.010235 0.000550 0.000507



Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



NaturalGas 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



NaturalGas 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Electricity 
Mitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 442.8943 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Electricity 
Unmitigated



0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 442.8943 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Unmitigated
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas



NaturalGa
s Use



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Mitigated



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



2.79775e
+006



442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Total 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Unmitigated
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



6.0 Area Detail



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category tons/yr MT/yr



Mitigated 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Unmitigated 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity



Electricity 
Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



2.79775e
+006



442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Total 442.8943 0.0368 7.6100e-
003



446.0275



Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail



6.2 Area by SubCategory



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.2477 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



1.8551 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 4.3000e-
004



4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Total 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Unmitigated



ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10



Exhaust 
PM10



PM10 
Total



Fugitive 
PM2.5



Exhaust 
PM2.5



PM2.5 
Total



Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr



Architectural 
Coating



0.2477 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Consumer 
Products



1.8551 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Landscaping 4.3000e-
004



4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Total 2.1032 4.0000e-
005



4.4500e-
003



0.0000 2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.4900e-
003



8.4900e-
003



2.0000e-
005



0.0000 8.9800e-
003



Mitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Category MT/yr



Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 / 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste



7.2 Water by Land Use



Indoor/Out
door Use



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use Mgal MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 / 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Mitigated



8.0 Waste Detail



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



MT/yr



 Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



 Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Category/Year
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8.2 Waste by Land Use



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Unmitigated



Waste 
Disposed



Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e



Land Use tons MT/yr



Enclosed Parking 
with Elevator



0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000



Mitigated



9.0 Operational Offroad



Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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10.0 Vegetation
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ATTACHMENT 3 



Revised Addendum to Application for Environmental Leadership Development 
Project (Submitted March 16, 2015) 
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<wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, Malamut, John (CAT)
<John.Malamut@sfgov.org>, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, Adam VandeWater
<Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>, Brian Boxer <BBoxer@esassoc.com>,
Sekhri, Neil <NSekhri@gibsondunn.com>, jim.morales@sfgov.org
<jim.morales@sfgov.org>


FYI.
 
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: Phillips, Heather@ARB [mailto:Heather.Phillips@arb.ca.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 1:11 PM
To: Alex, Ken; catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
Cc: Chris Calfee (christopher.calfee@opr.ca.gov); chris.ganson@opr.ca.gov; scott.morgan@opr.ca.gov;
Kate Aufhauser; 'Murphy, Mary G.' (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com);
David Kelly; 'Michael Keinath' (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Catherine Mukai
(cmukai@environcorp.com); Karperos, Kurt@ARB; Magliano, Karen@ARB; Taylor, Jonathan@ARB;
Roberts, Terry@ARB; Cunningham, Joshua@ARB; Sdun, Holger@ARB; Morkner Brown, Christina@ARB;
Phillips, Heather@ARB
Subject: Transmittal of ARB's Final Determination for Mission Bay Event Center (AB 900)
 
Good afternoon, Mr. Alex.
Please find attached to this email a cover letter and Executive Order from the Air Resources Board’s
(ARB) Executive Officer that contains ARB’s final determination that the Event Center and Mixed-Use
Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32, as proposed by the Applicant (Golden State Warriors,
LLC), would not result in net additional greenhouse gas emissions for purposes of certification under
the Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act of 2011 (AB 900). This
transmittal is accompanied by ARB staff’s evaluation (Attachment 1) of the documentation
submitted by the Applicant’s representatives (Attachments 2 and 3).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thank you,
 
Heather Phillips, AICP
Air Pollution Specialist, Sustainable Communities Policy and Planning Section
Air Quality Planning and Science Division
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California Air Resources Board
heather.phillips@arb.ca.gov
Ph. 916-322-0339
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From: Wong, Diane C.
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; David Cantor; Luke Stewart


(LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com); Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 4:07:24 PM


Catherine, et al,
 
Please see UCSF responses in blue, below.
 
Diane
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:49 AM
To: Wong, Diane C.
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Paul Mitchell; Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC);
Miller Clarke; David Cantor; Luke Stewart (LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Diane—
 
Could you please provide ESA with current information on UCSF’s upcoming development, for the
cumulative section of the GSW EIR (see specific questions below).
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 6:10 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; Beauchamp, Kevin; David
Cantor; Luke Stewart (LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com)
Subject: Future Mission Bay Development
 
See below.  Kevin/Luke/Clarke/Dave – I had a few questions for you if you could help.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 11:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Catherine:
 
Thanks for this. We have specific followup questions for you in red, below.  Would you please
respond to these questions?
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:57 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Cumulative Projects Being Constructed in Mission Bay Plan Area
 
Please 1) Approximate construction start/end dates  2) Approximate level of development (general
uses and square footage) for other cumulative projects in Mission Bay, including on Blocks 33/34,
40, 26/27 (Uber), and other.
 
For construction, I have identified an estimate of the start date and you can assume 18-24 months
for completion.
 


·         Blocks 26/27 – 423,000 gsf of office.  Estimated to start by end of 2015.  Is there a name for
this development?  IT IS THE UBER/ARE PROJECT.


 
·         Block 40 – 664,000  gsf of office, with 15,000 gsf of retail.  Estimated to start by late


summer/fall 2015. Is there a name for this development?      THE EXCHANGE
 


·         Block 33/34 – 500,000 gsf of office.  Will be built in two phases, with first phase starting in
2016.  Will need to ask UCSF plans for second phase.  Block 33 to begin construction in
2016.  Block 34 is undetermined at this time.  UCSF LRDP EIR assumes it occurs in the 2020-
2025 timeframe.


 
·         Affordable Housing – additional 958 affordable housing units, with next project with 200


units starting in summer 2016.  Where is the location (e.g. Blocks?) for the 200 units starting
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in Summer 2016? BLOCK 7 WEST AND I MEANT SUMMER 2015  Remainder to be built
anywhere from 5 to 10 years from now. – ACTUALLY PROBABLY MORE CORRECT TO SAY 2
TO 10 YEARS FROM NOW WITH BLOCK 6 EAST STARTING IN 2016 AND BLOCK 3 EAST
STARTING LATE 2016/EARLY 2017. 


 
What is the construction start date; and what is the name of the development?  Block 1 –
350 market rate units, 25,000 leasable sf of retail and 250-room hotel BLOCK 1 DOES NOT
HAVE A NAME OTHER THAN THE BLOCK 1 RESIDENTIAL AND BLOCK 1 HOTEL SITES.  THEY
ARE ANTICIPATED TO START LATER THIS YEAR


 
·         Various parks – not sure you need it, but can provide that info later. Should we assume the


realignment of Terry Francois and construction of P22 will start in 2016?  Also, when will
construction of P23 and P24 occur?  PARK P23/24 SHOULD BE UNDER CONSTRUCTION THIS
YEAR.  I AM CC-ING CLARKE/LUKE ON THE QUESTION OF TFB AND P22 SINCE THERE ARE
ONGOING DISCUSSIONS BET THEM AND MBDG ON THE PHASING. TO BE OPEN IN 2018,
THEY WILL NEED TO HAVE FINISHED BOTH, BUT COULD WAIT TO START CONSTRUCTION
UNTIL 2017.


 
·         UCSF – should assume the LRDP additional square footage and hospital.  So, what we need


to know is what specific UCSF LRDP development should we assume to be under
construction between now and end of 2017? I HAVE CC-ED KEVIN FROM UCSF TO PROVIDE
TIMING OF FUTURE GROWTH.  IT BELIEVE IT WILL ONLY BE THE FIRST PHASE OF BLOCK
33/34 FOR ABOUT 250K GSF.  Between now and 2017, the following are planned to be
under construction:  Block 33 (about 340,000 gsf), Cancer Outpatient Building on Medical
Center site (about 170,000 gsf), and Block 23A research building (about 307,000 gsf).


 
·         Didn’t include anything for things currently under construction.  Let me know if you need it. 


We need it if any of that construction will be occurring between November 2015 and end of
2017? OFF THE TOP OF MY HEAD THE CURRENT CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS THAT WILL
PROBABLY CONTINUE AFTER NOVERMBER 2015 ARE:


 
FAMILY HOUSE – 80-GUEST SUITES FOR FAMILIES RECEIVING TREATMENT AT UCSF AND
OTHER SF MEDICAL FACILITIES (BLOCK 7 EAST)
BLOCK N4P3/360 BERRY STREET (DON’T KNOW IF IT HAS ANOTHER NAME) – IN MBN –
ABOUT TO START CONSTRUCTION WITH 129 RESIDENTIAL UNITS, 26 OF WHICH ARE
AFFORDABLE.
BLOCK 12E AND 13W MAY SNEAK PAST NOVEMBER, BUT SHOULD BE SUBSTANTIALLY
COMPLETE. DAVE– DO YOU HAVE AN ESTIMATED COMPLETION DATE FOR THESE?


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







1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Fwd: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR section
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 1:14:41 PM


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Date: April 16, 2015 at 3:35:02 PM PDT
To: "Paine, Carli" <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>
Cc: Erin Miller <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, Adam VandeWater
<Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR
section


Hi Carli
Thanks so much for your response.  
I wanted to let you know that the transit fare subsidy with ticket is part
of the list of additional mitigation measures that Adam is working with
Catherine on. Maybe Adam can request that the transit fare subsidy with
ticket become part of the TMP instead of the mitigation measure.


Also, we had indicated before that the measures that GSW did not want
to include at this time in their TMP would wind up in the list of additional
mitigation measures that Adam is working on with Catherine.  At our last
meeting/call, GSW indicated that since these measures were not
acceptable to them now, they will not be acceptable to them as part of
the additional mitigation measure.  However, as you point our in your
examples, these measures are feasible to implement, and therefore could
be included.


Thank you again.


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


On Apr 16, 2015, at 2:53 PM, Paine, Carli <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>
wrote:
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Hi Luba,
Thank you for sending these over. I have some concerns about what GSW
has excluded from the TDM program suggestions. As we discussed, let’s
try to touch base about strategy on Monday (ideally—Tuesday if not
Monday) when Adam is back.
 
Top priorities are:


A)     Mode split commitment. I am really surprised to see that language
in Kate’s comments (relating to her change of language from
achieving the mode split commitments to supporting them)
saying that they are willing to work towards these targets, but are
not going to be held accountable for them. This is a
fundamentally different understanding than I have had and seed
in documents. This is not unprecedented: for example, the City’s
agreements with CPMC and with Schlage Lock both include
enforceable auto mode share maximums. The commitment of a
developer to honoring these commitments is fundamentally a
commitment to ensuring the project’s performance—critical to
the transportation network and to the public.


 
B)      Charging for parking. They deleted the line of charging employees


for parking without explanation. And, the comments make the
claim that charging event-rate for parking that they own and/or
lease would affect others’ operations. Charging employees and
visitors for parking is non-negotiable. It is one of the most
powerful ways to affect travel behavior. An added bonus is that
parking revenue can fund their TDM program.


 
Concerns:


·         The GSW comments express a sense that it is not reasonable to
expect GSW to pass along TDM responsibilities to lessees. There
are many examples of projects in San Francisco that have
requirements that passed along to lessees are included in the
lease (or, in which a master site developer agrees to terms and
then the terms are passed along in a deed to vertical developers
—not the case here, I know, but a related model).  Park Merced’s
agreement, for instance, requires that each building tenant or
employer be required to provide (or participate through the
overall site transportation coordinator) carpool/vanpool matching
services, transit subsidies, information resources. Similarly,
agreements for both Candlestick/Hunters Point and Treasure
Island include the provision of subsidized transit passes for all
employees through their employers. These responsibilities could
be either a) transferred to lessees as terms within the lease
agreement, or b) provided as an amenity by the site TDM program







and included in the lease.
 


·         If they change “hire” to “designate” TDM coordinator, I would like
to see some commitment that this person would be an expert in
travel behavior and communication. Just designating someone is
not enough. A facilities manager, for instance, is not likely to have
the expertise to work on effective communications campaigns.
Also, transportation coordination for the whole site and site
population is a huge responsibility—hard to imagine that
someone could also have other responsibilities.


 
I’d also like to see them offer either a transit subsidy or a bike share
membership to employees—they could offer employees a choice
between the two, but offer both. I also don’t see where the transit fare
subsidy associated with the ticket went, which was a concept we were
enthusiastic about.
Carli
_____________________________
 
Carli Paine
TDM Manager
Sustainable Streets Division
 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
415-701-4469
www.sfmta.com  
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 8:02 PM
To: Paine, Carli; Miller, Erin
Cc: Jose Farran; Paul Mitchell; Joyce Hsiao
Subject: Fwd: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR section
 
Hi Carli and Erin,
Could you review the attached edits from GSW.  I am also attaching
a pdf of the original comments on the section that indicates what was
new, deleted or revised, in case that helps with your review of GSW
edits.
Per our discussion today, GSW feel that the measures that they did
not agree with and deleted would not be feasible, and therefore we
probably shouldn't include them in the new mitigation measure. Lets
discuss how strongly you feel about those that they did not agree to.
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It would be great if you can complete your review by the end of the
day Friday.
Thanks.
Luba
 
 
 
Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
 


 
Begin forwarded message:


From: Kate Aufhauser <KAufhauser@warriors.com>
Subject: RE: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the
EIR section
Date: April 15, 2015 at 7:46:02 PM PDT
To: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>,
Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Cc: Jose Farran <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, Brett
Bollinger <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris"
<Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>, "wyckowilliam@comcast.net"
<wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, "Paine, Carli"
<Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>, Erin Miller
<Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, Clarke Miller
<CMiller@stradasf.com>, "Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com)"
<mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com>, David Kelly
<DKelly@warriors.com>, "Van de Water, Adam (ECN)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
 
Hi, all –
 
Thanks for your patience as we reviewed these revisions. I am attaching
our response, with modifications to the list marked in Track Changes and
explanations or response to City questions called out in the comment
bubbles.
 
A few notes on our revisions:


-          First, we removed a few items for fear that requiring tenants to
comply (via deed restrictions, CC&Rs, etc.) would negatively
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impact the marketability of our buildings, or because
implementation cost would be out of proportion to the impact
the strategy might have on our overall mode split. Fortunately,
that still left us with several strategies typical to office buildings
and mixed-use developments; these are likely similar to, if not
more robust than, the TDM measures that would have been
enacted by any other commercial developer on the same site.


-          Second, you’ll see what we made more modifications to the
strategies for employees than to those for event center or retail
visitors. This seems appropriate because transportation capacity
(both transit and parking) for our daily employees has already
been factored into the MB plan, so workers’ transportation is
generally less prone to the current community attention and
concern. By implementing a particularly robust program for event
center visitors, we believe we’re advancing the community’s real
goals for congestion reduction and resource management.


 
Hope this all makes sense. I am available to discuss as needed.
 
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com]
 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 12:02 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran; Brett Bollinger; Kern,
Chris; wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Paine, Carli; Erin Miller
Subject: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR
section
 
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.
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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








From: Jesse Blout
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Personal News
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 9:29:17 PM


Wow.  Are congratulations in order?  A big, big loss for OCII.  I will call you in the am.


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 5:06 PM
To: Jesse Blout
Cc: Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Personal News


Hi, Jesse – I just left you a VM.  I gave noticed today, but will be staying on at OCII until 6/2/15 to get
the EIR out of the door and get the SDs through the OCII and Planning Commissions.  Adam and I
talked with Clarke about how we are still working out the transition plan with Tiffany and Ken, but as
a priority project for both the City and OCII, we will make sure that adequate staff is assigned to the
GSW project to keep to the deadlines.   I will make sure to get you through this current heavy lift
before heading out.
 
Feel free to give me a ring.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Sharpe, Catherine
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Dorian Hirth (dhirth@nektar.com)
Subject: MB LS/GSW roundtable
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 10:45:20 AM


Just had a very constructive discussion with Steve Richardson.  He agrees that opening up the scope
of the LS/GSW roundtable to include Uber as a participant in both construction and operations
coordination discussions makes perfect sense. As soon as we have a date for the next roundtable,
he will personally reach out to Uber and invite them to join.  Per Steve, they have strongly signaled
that they want to be part of the dialog and solutions.
 
Catherine, as Steve will take the lead in representing ARE, he did ask that we try to schedule the


meeting for the week of May 11th, if at all possible.  I’ve not yet heard from Theo or Clarke as to
when they were thinking of convening.  
 
Catherine
 
Catherine Sharpe
Director, Community Affairs
FibroGen, Inc.
409 Illinois Street
San Francisco, CA 94158 USA
 Phone: (415) 978-1870
 Cell: (650) 278-5010
Email:  casharpe@fibrogen.com
www.fibrogen.com
       
This transmission contains information intended for the exclusive use of the individual or entity to whom it is
addressed and may contain information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from
disclosure under applicable law.  
If you are not the intended recipient (or an employee or agent responsible for delivering this transmission to
the intended recipient), you are hereby notified that any copying, disclosure or distribution of this information
may be subject to legal action, restriction, or  sanction. If you have received this transmission in error, please
notify us immediately. Thank you. 
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From: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Wong, Diane C.
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Paul Mitchell; Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; David


Cantor; Luke Stewart (LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:48:47 AM


Diane—
 
Could you please provide ESA with current information on UCSF’s upcoming development, for the
cumulative section of the GSW EIR (see specific questions below).
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 6:10 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; Beauchamp, Kevin; David
Cantor; Luke Stewart (LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com)
Subject: Future Mission Bay Development
 
See below.  Kevin/Luke/Clarke/Dave – I had a few questions for you if you could help.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 11:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Catherine:
 
Thanks for this. We have specific followup questions for you in red, below.  Would you please
respond to these questions?
 
Thanks.
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-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:57 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Cumulative Projects Being Constructed in Mission Bay Plan Area
 
Please 1) Approximate construction start/end dates  2) Approximate level of development (general
uses and square footage) for other cumulative projects in Mission Bay, including on Blocks 33/34,
40, 26/27 (Uber), and other.
 
For construction, I have identified an estimate of the start date and you can assume 18-24 months
for completion.
 


·         Blocks 26/27 – 423,000 gsf of office.  Estimated to start by end of 2015.  Is there a name for
this development?  IT IS THE UBER/ARE PROJECT.


 
·         Block 40 – 664,000  gsf of office, with 15,000 gsf of retail.  Estimated to start by late


summer/fall 2015. Is there a name for this development?      THE EXCHANGE
 


·         Block 33/34 – 500,000 gsf of office.  Will be built in two phases, with first phase starting in
2016.  Will need to ask UCSF plans for second phase.


 
·         Affordable Housing – additional 958 affordable housing units, with next project with 200


units starting in summer 2016.  Where is the location (e.g. Blocks?) for the 200 units starting
in Summer 2016? BLOCK 7 WEST AND I MEANT SUMMER 2015  Remainder to be built
anywhere from 5 to 10 years from now. – ACTUALLY PROBABLY MORE CORRECT TO SAY 2
TO 10 YEARS FROM NOW WITH BLOCK 6 EAST STARTING IN 2016 AND BLOCK 3 EAST
STARTING LATE 2016/EARLY 2017. 


 
What is the construction start date; and what is the name of the development?  Block 1 –
350 market rate units, 25,000 leasable sf of retail and 250-room hotel BLOCK 1 DOES NOT
HAVE A NAME OTHER THAN THE BLOCK 1 RESIDENTIAL AND BLOCK 1 HOTEL SITES.  THEY
ARE ANTICIPATED TO START LATER THIS YEAR


 
·         Various parks – not sure you need it, but can provide that info later. Should we assume the


realignment of Terry Francois and construction of P22 will start in 2016?  Also, when will
construction of P23 and P24 occur?  PARK P23/24 SHOULD BE UNDER CONSTRUCTION THIS
YEAR.  I AM CC-ING CLARKE/LUKE ON THE QUESTION OF TFB AND P22 SINCE THERE ARE
ONGOING DISCUSSIONS BET THEM AND MBDG ON THE PHASING. TO BE OPEN IN 2018,
THEY WILL NEED TO HAVE FINISHED BOTH, BUT COULD WAIT TO START CONSTRUCTION
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UNTIL 2017.
 


·         UCSF – should assume the LRDP additional square footage and hospital.  So, what we need
to know is what specific UCSF LRDP development should we assume to be under
construction between now and end of 2017? I HAVE CC-ED KEVIN FROM UCSF TO PROVIDE
TIMING OF FUTURE GROWTH.  IT BELIEVE IT WILL ONLY BE THE FIRST PHASE OF BLOCK
33/34 FOR ABOUT 250K GSF.


 
·         Didn’t include anything for things currently under construction.  Let me know if you need it. 


We need it if any of that construction will be occurring between November 2015 and end of
2017? OFF THE TOP OF MY HEAD THE CURRENT CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS THAT WILL
PROBABLY CONTINUE AFTER NOVERMBER 2015 ARE:


 
FAMILY HOUSE – 80-GUEST SUITES FOR FAMILIES RECEIVING TREATMENT AT UCSF AND
OTHER SF MEDICAL FACILITIES (BLOCK 7 EAST)
BLOCK N4P3/360 BERRY STREET (DON’T KNOW IF IT HAS ANOTHER NAME) – IN MBN –
ABOUT TO START CONSTRUCTION WITH 129 RESIDENTIAL UNITS, 26 OF WHICH ARE
AFFORDABLE.
BLOCK 12E AND 13W MAY SNEAK PAST NOVEMBER, BUT SHOULD BE SUBSTANTIALLY
COMPLETE. DAVE– DO YOU HAVE AN ESTIMATED COMPLETION DATE FOR THESE?


 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Jesse Blout"
Subject: RE: Personal News
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 8:38:00 AM


Sounds good.  Yes, I think congrats are in order – been thinking about a change for years, and things
keep coming up (dissolution, Warriors, etc.), so no great time to make a change.  Will miss everyone
and the project since it has been an amazing ride for the last almost 8 years. I’m around this
morning.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Jesse Blout [mailto:jblout@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 9:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Personal News
 
Wow.  Are congratulations in order?  A big, big loss for OCII.  I will call you in the am.


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 5:06 PM
To: Jesse Blout
Cc: Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Personal News


Hi, Jesse – I just left you a VM.  I gave noticed today, but will be staying on at OCII until 6/2/15 to get
the EIR out of the door and get the SDs through the OCII and Planning Commissions.  Adam and I
talked with Clarke about how we are still working out the transition plan with Tiffany and Ken, but as
a priority project for both the City and OCII, we will make sure that adequate staff is assigned to the
GSW project to keep to the deadlines.   I will make sure to get you through this current heavy lift
before heading out.
 
Feel free to give me a ring.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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From: Fung, Neil
To: Woo, Kimberly; "Kate Aufhauser" (kaufhauser@warriors.com); "cmiller@stradasf.com"; Van de Water, Adam


(ECN); Denson, Mike; Partika, Eric; DeFilippo, Jerome (POL); Lane, Laura; Gordon, Ben
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling GSW Event Center & environs security meeting
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 10:33:45 AM


My availability below in red
 
Neil Fung | Operations Manager
UCSF Security & Operator Services
Any questions and/or concerns,
please, call 415-885-7890
 
This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain
confidential, proprietary, and/or privileged information protected by law. If you are not the intended recipient, you may not
use, copy, or distribute this e-mail message or its attachments. If you believe you have received this e-mail message in
error, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all  copies of the original message.
 
 


From: Woo, Kimberly 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 4:51 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' (kaufhauser@warriors.com); 'cmiller@stradasf.com'; 'Adam Van De Water'; Denson,
Mike; Partika, Eric; 'jerome.defilippo@sfgov.org'; Lane, Laura; Gordon, Ben; Fung, Neil
Cc: Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org
Subject: Rescheduling GSW Event Center & environs security meeting
 
All:
 
I am rescheduling the GSW Event Center & environs security meeting.  Please let me know if you are
available on the following dates/times for a 90 minute meeting at SF City or via conference call:
 
4/28       9-11:30, 3:30-5                   9-1130
5/8         2-3:30                                    2-330
5/12       3:30-5                                    not available
5/13       10:30-12, 4-5                      1030-12
5/15       2-3:30                                    not avialable
5/20       2:30-5                                    2-4
 
Participants: Mike Denson, Eric Partika, Jerome DeFilippo, Ben Gordon, or Neil Fung, Adam Van de
Water, Laura Lane, Kate Aufhauser, Clarke Miller or delegate, Lori Yamauchi, Kevin Beauchamp, Kam
Subbarayan
 
Kimberly Woo
Administrative Assistant
Campus Planning
Phone: 415-476-9255
E-mail:kwoo@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Woo, Kimberly; Denson, Mike; Partika, Eric;


DeFilippo, Jerome (POL); Lane, Laura; Gordon, Ben; Fung, Neil
Subject: RE: Rescheduling GSW Event Center & environs security meeting
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 8:27:17 AM
Attachments: image001.png


I am ok with the two fridays. Would prefer to keep the wednesday open for potential
ceqa standing meeting.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Kate Aufhauser
Date:04/20/2015 7:02 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Clarke Miller ,"Van de Water, Adam (ECN)" ,"Woo, Kimberly" ,"Denson, Mike"
,"Partika, Eric" ,"DeFilippo, Jerome (POL)" ,"Lane, Laura" ,"Gordon, Ben" ,"Fung,
Neil"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)"
Subject: RE: Rescheduling GSW Event Center & environs security meeting


I am available for the times Clarke listed below. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:16 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Woo, Kimberly; Kate Aufhauser; Denson, Mike; Partika, Eric; DeFilippo,
Jerome (POL); Lane, Laura; Gordon, Ben; Fung, Neil
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling GSW Event Center & environs security meeting
 
Of the times Adam is available, I can meet the following times:
 
5/8         2-3:30
5/15       2-3:30
5/20       2:30-5
 
Clarke
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
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Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:11 PM
To: Woo, Kimberly; 'Kate Aufhauser' (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Clarke Miller; Denson, Mike; Partika,
Eric; DeFilippo, Jerome (POL); Lane, Laura; Gordon, Ben; Fung, Neil
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling GSW Event Center & environs security meeting
 
I am currently available the following times:
 
5/8         2-3:30
5/13       4-5
5/15       2-3:30
5/20       2:30-5
 
Adam
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From: Luba Wyznyckyj
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR section
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:47:02 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Paine, Carli" <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>
Date: April 16, 2015 at 2:53:49 PM PDT
To: "'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, "Miller,
Erin" <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, "Van de Water, Adam"
<Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR
section


Hi Luba,
Thank you for sending these over. I have some concerns about what GSW has excluded
from the TDM program suggestions. As we discussed, let’s try to touch base about
strategy on Monday (ideally—Tuesday if not Monday) when Adam is back.
 
Top priorities are:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->A)     <!--[endif]-->Mode split commitment. I am really
surprised to see that language in Kate’s comments (relating to her change of
language from achieving the mode split commitments to supporting them)
saying that they are willing to work towards these targets, but are not going to
be held accountable for them. This is a fundamentally different understanding
than I have had and seed in documents. This is not unprecedented: for
example, the City’s agreements with CPMC and with Schlage Lock both include
enforceable auto mode share maximums. The commitment of a developer to
honoring these commitments is fundamentally a commitment to ensuring the
project’s performance—critical to the transportation network and to the
public.


 
<!--[if !supportLists]-->B)      <!--[endif]-->Charging for parking. They deleted


the line of charging employees for parking without explanation. And, the
comments make the claim that charging event-rate for parking that they own
and/or lease would affect others’ operations. Charging employees and visitors
for parking is non-negotiable. It is one of the most powerful ways to affect
travel behavior. An added bonus is that parking revenue can fund their TDM
program.
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Concerns:
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->The GSW comments express a sense


that it is not reasonable to expect GSW to pass along TDM responsibilities to
lessees. There are many examples of projects in San Francisco that have
requirements that passed along to lessees are included in the lease (or, in
which a master site developer agrees to terms and then the terms are passed
along in a deed to vertical developers—not the case here, I know, but a
related model).  Park Merced’s agreement, for instance, requires that each
building tenant or employer be required to provide (or participate through the
overall site transportation coordinator) carpool/vanpool matching services,
transit subsidies, information resources. Similarly, agreements for both
Candlestick/Hunters Point and Treasure Island include the provision of
subsidized transit passes for all employees through their employers. These
responsibilities could be either a) transferred to lessees as terms within the
lease agreement, or b) provided as an amenity by the site TDM program and
included in the lease.


 
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->If they change “hire” to “designate”


TDM coordinator, I would like to see some commitment that this person would
be an expert in travel behavior and communication. Just designating someone
is not enough. A facilities manager, for instance, is not likely to have the
expertise to work on effective communications campaigns. Also, transportation
coordination for the whole site and site population is a huge responsibility—
hard to imagine that someone could also have other responsibilities.


 
I’d also like to see them offer either a transit subsidy or a bike share membership to
employees—they could offer employees a choice between the two, but offer both. I
also don’t see where the transit fare subsidy associated with the ticket went, which
was a concept we were enthusiastic about.
Carli
_____________________________
 
Carli Paine
TDM Manager
Sustainable Streets Division
 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
415-701-4469
www.sfmta.com  
 


  
 



http://www.sfmta.com/

http://www.sfmta.com/





Find us on: Facebook Twitter YouTube
 
 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 8:02 PM
To: Paine, Carli; Miller, Erin
Cc: Jose Farran; Paul Mitchell; Joyce Hsiao
Subject: Fwd: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR section
 
Hi Carli and Erin,
Could you review the attached edits from GSW.  I am also attaching a pdf of the
original comments on the section that indicates what was new, deleted or revised,
in case that helps with your review of GSW edits.
Per our discussion today, GSW feel that the measures that they did not agree
with and deleted would not be feasible, and therefore we probably shouldn't
include them in the new mitigation measure. Lets discuss how strongly you feel
about those that they did not agree to.
It would be great if you can complete your review by the end of the day Friday.
Thanks.
Luba
 
 
 
Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
 


 
Begin forwarded message:


From: Kate Aufhauser <KAufhauser@warriors.com>
Subject: RE: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR
section
Date: April 15, 2015 at 7:46:02 PM PDT
To: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, Paul
Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Cc: Jose Farran <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, Brett Bollinger
<brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris" <Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>,
"wyckowilliam@comcast.net" <wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, "Paine,
Carli" <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>, Erin Miller <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>,
"Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, Clarke Miller
<CMiller@stradasf.com>, "Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com)"
<mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com>, David Kelly <DKelly@warriors.com>,
"Van de Water, Adam (ECN)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
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Hi, all –
 
Thanks for your patience as we reviewed these revisions. I am attaching our response,
with modifications to the list marked in Track Changes and explanations or response to
City questions called out in the comment bubbles.
 
A few notes on our revisions:


-          First, we removed a few items for fear that requiring tenants to comply (via
deed restrictions, CC&Rs, etc.) would negatively impact the marketability of
our buildings, or because implementation cost would be out of proportion to
the impact the strategy might have on our overall mode split. Fortunately, that
still left us with several strategies typical to office buildings and mixed-use
developments; these are likely similar to, if not more robust than, the TDM
measures that would have been enacted by any other commercial developer
on the same site.


-          Second, you’ll see what we made more modifications to the strategies for
employees than to those for event center or retail visitors. This seems
appropriate because transportation capacity (both transit and parking) for our
daily employees has already been factored into the MB plan, so workers’
transportation is generally less prone to the current community attention and
concern. By implementing a particularly robust program for event center
visitors, we believe we’re advancing the community’s real goals for congestion
reduction and resource management.


 
Hope this all makes sense. I am available to discuss as needed.
 
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: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 12:02 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran; Brett Bollinger; Kern,
Chris; wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Paine, Carli; Erin Miller
Subject: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR section
 
Hi Kate and Clarke
Attached are four pages of transportation section of the EIR that
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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


 








From: Stewart, Luke
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Joyce
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:31:33 PM


Initial stormwater infrastructure in the park (including the Pump Station) is anticipated to be
completed Q3 2015. Final completion and acceptance – particularly the bioswales within P23-P24 -
 is targeted for Q3-Q4 2016.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 1:38 PM
To: Stewart, Luke
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Joyce
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Luke:
 
Just checking in with you on my 4/20 email inquiry to you regarding estimated date on when
stormwater infrastructure improvements in P23 and P24 would be completed. We will need this
response as soon as possible.
 
Thanks for your help.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 11:54 AM
To: 'Stewart, Luke'
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Luke:  Thanks for this; one additional question for you regarding P23 and P23.  Please provide an
estimated date on when these stormwater infrastructure improvements in P23 and P24 would be
completed. 
 
Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
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550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 7:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Paul,
 
P23/P24 – preliminary work is underway for some of the stormwater infrastructure within the park
full park should be under construction Q3 2015, complete Q4 2016
 
Re: TFB and P22. As Catherine mentioned, we are still working out the details of the schedule, but it
is likely that TFB would need to be constructed prior to park. Construction duration is expected to
be approx. 12 months for TFB, approx. 12 months for P22.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 6:10 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; Kevin Beauchamp
(KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu); David Cantor; Stewart, Luke
Subject: Future Mission Bay Development
 
See below.  Kevin/Luke/Clarke/Dave – I had a few questions for you if you could help.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 11:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
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Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Catherine:
 
Thanks for this. We have specific followup questions for you in red, below.  Would you please
respond to these questions?
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:57 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Cumulative Projects Being Constructed in Mission Bay Plan Area
 
Please 1) Approximate construction start/end dates  2) Approximate level of development (general
uses and square footage) for other cumulative projects in Mission Bay, including on Blocks 33/34,
40, 26/27 (Uber), and other.
 
For construction, I have identified an estimate of the start date and you can assume 18-24 months
for completion.
 


·         Blocks 26/27 – 423,000 gsf of office.  Estimated to start by end of 2015.  Is there a name for
this development?  IT IS THE UBER/ARE PROJECT.


 
·         Block 40 – 664,000  gsf of office, with 15,000 gsf of retail.  Estimated to start by late


summer/fall 2015. Is there a name for this development?      THE EXCHANGE
 


·         Block 33/34 – 500,000 gsf of office.  Will be built in two phases, with first phase starting in
2016.  Will need to ask UCSF plans for second phase.


 
·         Affordable Housing – additional 958 affordable housing units, with next project with 200


units starting in summer 2016.  Where is the location (e.g. Blocks?) for the 200 units starting
in Summer 2016? BLOCK 7 WEST AND I MEANT SUMMER 2015  Remainder to be built
anywhere from 5 to 10 years from now. – ACTUALLY PROBABLY MORE CORRECT TO SAY 2
TO 10 YEARS FROM NOW WITH BLOCK 6 EAST STARTING IN 2016 AND BLOCK 3 EAST
STARTING LATE 2016/EARLY 2017. 


 
What is the construction start date; and what is the name of the development?  Block 1 –
350 market rate units, 25,000 leasable sf of retail and 250-room hotel BLOCK 1 DOES NOT
HAVE A NAME OTHER THAN THE BLOCK 1 RESIDENTIAL AND BLOCK 1 HOTEL SITES.  THEY
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ARE ANTICIPATED TO START LATER THIS YEAR
 


·         Various parks – not sure you need it, but can provide that info later. Should we assume the
realignment of Terry Francois and construction of P22 will start in 2016?  Also, when will
construction of P23 and P24 occur?  PARK P23/24 SHOULD BE UNDER CONSTRUCTION THIS
YEAR.  I AM CC-ING CLARKE/LUKE ON THE QUESTION OF TFB AND P22 SINCE THERE ARE
ONGOING DISCUSSIONS BET THEM AND MBDG ON THE PHASING. TO BE OPEN IN 2018,
THEY WILL NEED TO HAVE FINISHED BOTH, BUT COULD WAIT TO START CONSTRUCTION
UNTIL 2017.


 
·         UCSF – should assume the LRDP additional square footage and hospital.  So, what we need


to know is what specific UCSF LRDP development should we assume to be under
construction between now and end of 2017? I HAVE CC-ED KEVIN FROM UCSF TO PROVIDE
TIMING OF FUTURE GROWTH.  IT BELIEVE IT WILL ONLY BE THE FIRST PHASE OF BLOCK
33/34 FOR ABOUT 250K GSF.


 
·         Didn’t include anything for things currently under construction.  Let me know if you need it. 


We need it if any of that construction will be occurring between November 2015 and end of
2017? OFF THE TOP OF MY HEAD THE CURRENT CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS THAT WILL
PROBABLY CONTINUE AFTER NOVERMBER 2015 ARE:


 
FAMILY HOUSE – 80-GUEST SUITES FOR FAMILIES RECEIVING TREATMENT AT UCSF AND
OTHER SF MEDICAL FACILITIES (BLOCK 7 EAST)
BLOCK N4P3/360 BERRY STREET (DON’T KNOW IF IT HAS ANOTHER NAME) – IN MBN –
ABOUT TO START CONSTRUCTION WITH 129 RESIDENTIAL UNITS, 26 OF WHICH ARE
AFFORDABLE.
BLOCK 12E AND 13W MAY SNEAK PAST NOVEMBER, BUT SHOULD BE SUBSTANTIALLY
COMPLETE. DAVE– DO YOU HAVE AN ESTIMATED COMPLETION DATE FOR THESE?


 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
Subject: Re: Biotech-GSW Meetign
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:19:23 AM


On my calendar - where?


Corinne


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Kevin Beauchamp (KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu) <KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu>; Corinne
Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com) <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Mon, Apr 27, 2015 9:32 am
Subject: Biotech-GSW Meetign


Kevin – I think Catherine Sharpe has been talking to you about attending the next biotech-
GSW round table.  We are going to be extending it to discuss coordination of construction
with the adjacent projects (ie, Block 33/34 and Uber) and were hoping you could attend to
represent UCSF.
 
Corinne – As promised, I am looping you in as well so you can be involved vs. getting the
telephone game.
 
Could you both please let me know if the following time would work for you?  Thursday
5/14, 1PM – 2:30PM
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Jose Farran; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: P70 and Western Pacific sites
Date: Saturday, April 25, 2015 6:39:25 AM


Apologies for the delay.  A few more thoughts on your attachment.  


I still need to make some progress with Port staff on the overflow parking on or
near P80.  One strategy would be to ask the Port for use of P80 until there is a long
term tenant signed that would conflict with its occasional use for parking at which
time we would pave the Western Pacific site I drew on the map last night.  The
thinking being the Port needs to maintain the ability to lease P80 but hasn't done so
for so long that the question may never be called.  I would also feel more
comfortable with "up to 1,000 spaces" rather than "1,000 to 2,000" though I hope to
have more direction on this early next week.  


On TDM we are looking to include strategies that are in line with other comparable
SF office requirements and then listing more forward-thinking ones in the list of
options the GSWs can select from to meet their performance standards.  My feeling
is that the following items contained in the mit measures are in the latter, forward-
thinking category and are not typically required of other downtown or Mission Bay
SF Class A office projects but I wanted to confirm: requiring tenants to provide
subsidized transit passes, un-bundling of office parking (I believe their ratio is
already pretty low, especially for Mission Bay at something like 450 spaces for 2,400
employees) and 'hiring' not 'designating' a TDM coordinator.  Didn't we used to have
a max auto mode share performance standard for the office buildings?  The two we
have now are for the event center.  Would it make sense to bring that back and list
items like this as options for achieving it should they underperform?  I'm trying to
remember the discussion on this.  


Thanks for all of your patience and hard work pulling this together so late in the
process.  


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


On Apr 24, 2015, at 5:35 PM, "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com"
<lubaw@lcwconsulting.com> wrote:


Hi Adam
Jose and I were just talking about this.  Thank you.  Based on your
discussion with him and your sketch, I think we will revise the list of
intersections that could potentially be impacted by the off-site parking
facilities.  See the two new mitigation measures we sent out yesterday -
also attached to this email.
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Thank you,
Luba


<Trans new mit measures_DRAFT 4-23-15.doc>


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


On Apr 24, 2015, at 5:31 PM, Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Jose:


As we discussed this afternoon attached is a rough sketch of the two sites
we are in conversation with the Port about and their respective estimated
capacities.  I took the liberty of drawing the paths of travel I would
imagine would be most impacted but I trust you and Luba have a more
refined sense of how people would access these two sites based on the
TDM.
 
Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
 
<P70 parking lot and WP overflow site.docx>
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Stewart, Luke
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Joyce
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 1:37:38 PM


Luke:
 
Just checking in with you on my 4/20 email inquiry to you regarding estimated date on when
stormwater infrastructure improvements in P23 and P24 would be completed. We will need this
response as soon as possible.
 
Thanks for your help.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 11:54 AM
To: 'Stewart, Luke'
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Luke:  Thanks for this; one additional question for you regarding P23 and P23.  Please provide an
estimated date on when these stormwater infrastructure improvements in P23 and P24 would be
completed. 
 
Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 7:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
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Paul,
 
P23/P24 – preliminary work is underway for some of the stormwater infrastructure within the park
full park should be under construction Q3 2015, complete Q4 2016
 
Re: TFB and P22. As Catherine mentioned, we are still working out the details of the schedule, but it
is likely that TFB would need to be constructed prior to park. Construction duration is expected to
be approx. 12 months for TFB, approx. 12 months for P22.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 6:10 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; Kevin Beauchamp
(KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu); David Cantor; Stewart, Luke
Subject: Future Mission Bay Development
 
See below.  Kevin/Luke/Clarke/Dave – I had a few questions for you if you could help.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 11:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Catherine:
 
Thanks for this. We have specific followup questions for you in red, below.  Would you please
respond to these questions?
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
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Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:57 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Cumulative Projects Being Constructed in Mission Bay Plan Area
 
Please 1) Approximate construction start/end dates  2) Approximate level of development (general
uses and square footage) for other cumulative projects in Mission Bay, including on Blocks 33/34,
40, 26/27 (Uber), and other.
 
For construction, I have identified an estimate of the start date and you can assume 18-24 months
for completion.
 


·         Blocks 26/27 – 423,000 gsf of office.  Estimated to start by end of 2015.  Is there a name for
this development?  IT IS THE UBER/ARE PROJECT.


 
·         Block 40 – 664,000  gsf of office, with 15,000 gsf of retail.  Estimated to start by late


summer/fall 2015. Is there a name for this development?      THE EXCHANGE
 


·         Block 33/34 – 500,000 gsf of office.  Will be built in two phases, with first phase starting in
2016.  Will need to ask UCSF plans for second phase.


 
·         Affordable Housing – additional 958 affordable housing units, with next project with 200


units starting in summer 2016.  Where is the location (e.g. Blocks?) for the 200 units starting
in Summer 2016? BLOCK 7 WEST AND I MEANT SUMMER 2015  Remainder to be built
anywhere from 5 to 10 years from now. – ACTUALLY PROBABLY MORE CORRECT TO SAY 2
TO 10 YEARS FROM NOW WITH BLOCK 6 EAST STARTING IN 2016 AND BLOCK 3 EAST
STARTING LATE 2016/EARLY 2017. 


 
What is the construction start date; and what is the name of the development?  Block 1 –
350 market rate units, 25,000 leasable sf of retail and 250-room hotel BLOCK 1 DOES NOT
HAVE A NAME OTHER THAN THE BLOCK 1 RESIDENTIAL AND BLOCK 1 HOTEL SITES.  THEY
ARE ANTICIPATED TO START LATER THIS YEAR


 
·         Various parks – not sure you need it, but can provide that info later. Should we assume the


realignment of Terry Francois and construction of P22 will start in 2016?  Also, when will
construction of P23 and P24 occur?  PARK P23/24 SHOULD BE UNDER CONSTRUCTION THIS
YEAR.  I AM CC-ING CLARKE/LUKE ON THE QUESTION OF TFB AND P22 SINCE THERE ARE
ONGOING DISCUSSIONS BET THEM AND MBDG ON THE PHASING. TO BE OPEN IN 2018,
THEY WILL NEED TO HAVE FINISHED BOTH, BUT COULD WAIT TO START CONSTRUCTION
UNTIL 2017.


 
·         UCSF – should assume the LRDP additional square footage and hospital.  So, what we need


to know is what specific UCSF LRDP development should we assume to be under
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construction between now and end of 2017? I HAVE CC-ED KEVIN FROM UCSF TO PROVIDE
TIMING OF FUTURE GROWTH.  IT BELIEVE IT WILL ONLY BE THE FIRST PHASE OF BLOCK
33/34 FOR ABOUT 250K GSF.


 
·         Didn’t include anything for things currently under construction.  Let me know if you need it. 


We need it if any of that construction will be occurring between November 2015 and end of
2017? OFF THE TOP OF MY HEAD THE CURRENT CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS THAT WILL
PROBABLY CONTINUE AFTER NOVERMBER 2015 ARE:


 
FAMILY HOUSE – 80-GUEST SUITES FOR FAMILIES RECEIVING TREATMENT AT UCSF AND
OTHER SF MEDICAL FACILITIES (BLOCK 7 EAST)
BLOCK N4P3/360 BERRY STREET (DON’T KNOW IF IT HAS ANOTHER NAME) – IN MBN –
ABOUT TO START CONSTRUCTION WITH 129 RESIDENTIAL UNITS, 26 OF WHICH ARE
AFFORDABLE.
BLOCK 12E AND 13W MAY SNEAK PAST NOVEMBER, BUT SHOULD BE SUBSTANTIALLY
COMPLETE. DAVE– DO YOU HAVE AN ESTIMATED COMPLETION DATE FOR THESE?


 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Woo, Kimberly; Denson, Mike; Partika, Eric; DeFilippo, Jerome


(POL); Lane, Laura; Gordon, Ben; Fung, Neil
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling GSW Event Center & environs security meeting
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 7:02:10 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I am available for the times Clarke listed below. 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:16 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Woo, Kimberly; Kate Aufhauser; Denson, Mike; Partika, Eric; DeFilippo,
Jerome (POL); Lane, Laura; Gordon, Ben; Fung, Neil
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling GSW Event Center & environs security meeting
 
Of the times Adam is available, I can meet the following times:
 
5/8         2-3:30
5/15       2-3:30
5/20       2:30-5
 
Clarke
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 5:11 PM
To: Woo, Kimberly; 'Kate Aufhauser' (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Clarke Miller; Denson, Mike; Partika,
Eric; DeFilippo, Jerome (POL); Lane, Laura; Gordon, Ben; Fung, Neil
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling GSW Event Center & environs security meeting
 
I am currently available the following times:
 
5/8         2-3:30
5/13       4-5
5/15       2-3:30
5/20       2:30-5
 
Adam
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From: Peggy Fahnestock
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Hussain, Lila (ADM)
Cc: Nancy Madden
Subject: Meeting on April 30th
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 10:35:16 AM


Dear Catherine and Lila,


I would like some information about the special CAC meeting re: the Warriors plans that is to be held
next Thursday, April 30th.  As our building manager issues a bulletin weekly each Friday afternoon we
need to publish the information  for our Radiance residents and owners in this afternoon's bulletin.  We
need the usual: time, place (including room information), and agenda.  Can you provide this to me and
Nancy by early this afternoon?  Thanks for your assistance.


Regards,


Peggy Fahnestock
The Radiance
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Fwd: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR section
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 1:14:41 PM


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Date: April 16, 2015 at 3:35:02 PM PDT
To: "Paine, Carli" <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>
Cc: Erin Miller <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, Adam VandeWater
<Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR
section


Hi Carli
Thanks so much for your response.  
I wanted to let you know that the transit fare subsidy with ticket is part
of the list of additional mitigation measures that Adam is working with
Catherine on. Maybe Adam can request that the transit fare subsidy with
ticket become part of the TMP instead of the mitigation measure.


Also, we had indicated before that the measures that GSW did not want
to include at this time in their TMP would wind up in the list of additional
mitigation measures that Adam is working on with Catherine.  At our last
meeting/call, GSW indicated that since these measures were not
acceptable to them now, they will not be acceptable to them as part of
the additional mitigation measure.  However, as you point our in your
examples, these measures are feasible to implement, and therefore could
be included.


Thank you again.


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


On Apr 16, 2015, at 2:53 PM, Paine, Carli <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>
wrote:
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Hi Luba,
Thank you for sending these over. I have some concerns about what GSW
has excluded from the TDM program suggestions. As we discussed, let’s
try to touch base about strategy on Monday (ideally—Tuesday if not
Monday) when Adam is back.
 
Top priorities are:


A)     Mode split commitment. I am really surprised to see that language
in Kate’s comments (relating to her change of language from
achieving the mode split commitments to supporting them)
saying that they are willing to work towards these targets, but are
not going to be held accountable for them. This is a
fundamentally different understanding than I have had and seed
in documents. This is not unprecedented: for example, the City’s
agreements with CPMC and with Schlage Lock both include
enforceable auto mode share maximums. The commitment of a
developer to honoring these commitments is fundamentally a
commitment to ensuring the project’s performance—critical to
the transportation network and to the public.


 
B)      Charging for parking. They deleted the line of charging employees


for parking without explanation. And, the comments make the
claim that charging event-rate for parking that they own and/or
lease would affect others’ operations. Charging employees and
visitors for parking is non-negotiable. It is one of the most
powerful ways to affect travel behavior. An added bonus is that
parking revenue can fund their TDM program.


 
Concerns:


·         The GSW comments express a sense that it is not reasonable to
expect GSW to pass along TDM responsibilities to lessees. There
are many examples of projects in San Francisco that have
requirements that passed along to lessees are included in the
lease (or, in which a master site developer agrees to terms and
then the terms are passed along in a deed to vertical developers
—not the case here, I know, but a related model).  Park Merced’s
agreement, for instance, requires that each building tenant or
employer be required to provide (or participate through the
overall site transportation coordinator) carpool/vanpool matching
services, transit subsidies, information resources. Similarly,
agreements for both Candlestick/Hunters Point and Treasure
Island include the provision of subsidized transit passes for all
employees through their employers. These responsibilities could
be either a) transferred to lessees as terms within the lease
agreement, or b) provided as an amenity by the site TDM program







and included in the lease.
 


·         If they change “hire” to “designate” TDM coordinator, I would like
to see some commitment that this person would be an expert in
travel behavior and communication. Just designating someone is
not enough. A facilities manager, for instance, is not likely to have
the expertise to work on effective communications campaigns.
Also, transportation coordination for the whole site and site
population is a huge responsibility—hard to imagine that
someone could also have other responsibilities.


 
I’d also like to see them offer either a transit subsidy or a bike share
membership to employees—they could offer employees a choice
between the two, but offer both. I also don’t see where the transit fare
subsidy associated with the ticket went, which was a concept we were
enthusiastic about.
Carli
_____________________________
 
Carli Paine
TDM Manager
Sustainable Streets Division
 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
415-701-4469
www.sfmta.com  
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 8:02 PM
To: Paine, Carli; Miller, Erin
Cc: Jose Farran; Paul Mitchell; Joyce Hsiao
Subject: Fwd: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR section
 
Hi Carli and Erin,
Could you review the attached edits from GSW.  I am also attaching
a pdf of the original comments on the section that indicates what was
new, deleted or revised, in case that helps with your review of GSW
edits.
Per our discussion today, GSW feel that the measures that they did
not agree with and deleted would not be feasible, and therefore we
probably shouldn't include them in the new mitigation measure. Lets
discuss how strongly you feel about those that they did not agree to.
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It would be great if you can complete your review by the end of the
day Friday.
Thanks.
Luba
 
 
 
Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
 


 
Begin forwarded message:


From: Kate Aufhauser <KAufhauser@warriors.com>
Subject: RE: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the
EIR section
Date: April 15, 2015 at 7:46:02 PM PDT
To: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>,
Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Cc: Jose Farran <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, Brett
Bollinger <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris"
<Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>, "wyckowilliam@comcast.net"
<wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, "Paine, Carli"
<Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>, Erin Miller
<Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, Clarke Miller
<CMiller@stradasf.com>, "Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com)"
<mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com>, David Kelly
<DKelly@warriors.com>, "Van de Water, Adam (ECN)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
 
Hi, all –
 
Thanks for your patience as we reviewed these revisions. I am attaching
our response, with modifications to the list marked in Track Changes and
explanations or response to City questions called out in the comment
bubbles.
 
A few notes on our revisions:


-          First, we removed a few items for fear that requiring tenants to
comply (via deed restrictions, CC&Rs, etc.) would negatively
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impact the marketability of our buildings, or because
implementation cost would be out of proportion to the impact
the strategy might have on our overall mode split. Fortunately,
that still left us with several strategies typical to office buildings
and mixed-use developments; these are likely similar to, if not
more robust than, the TDM measures that would have been
enacted by any other commercial developer on the same site.


-          Second, you’ll see what we made more modifications to the
strategies for employees than to those for event center or retail
visitors. This seems appropriate because transportation capacity
(both transit and parking) for our daily employees has already
been factored into the MB plan, so workers’ transportation is
generally less prone to the current community attention and
concern. By implementing a particularly robust program for event
center visitors, we believe we’re advancing the community’s real
goals for congestion reduction and resource management.


 
Hope this all makes sense. I am available to discuss as needed.
 
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com]
 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 12:02 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran; Brett Bollinger; Kern,
Chris; wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Paine, Carli; Erin Miller
Subject: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR
section
 
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.
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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








From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Jose Farran; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: P70 and Western Pacific sites
Date: Saturday, April 25, 2015 9:32:49 AM


Just to be clear, I am focusing on P70 parking at any time (365 days, daytime and
evening event) but P80 or Western Pacific we are only thinking of using during peak
dual event scenarios (up to 32 times per year) to separate traffic. 


So are the following feasible mitigation see should require of GSW?  These are what
they're expressing concern about: requiring tenants to provide subsidized transit
passes, un-bundling of office parking and, to a much lesser degree, 'hiring' not
'designating' a TDM coordinator.


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


On Apr 25, 2015, at 7:05 AM, "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com"
<lubaw@lcwconsulting.com> wrote:


Thanks Adam


Regarding the Pier parking, it isn't overflow parking, so we shouldn't refer
to it as such.  


Regarding the TDM measure - we have the following in the EIR at this
time. They are focused on the entire project and not broken out by the
office use versus the event center.  


1. A TDM Plan that is part of the TMP that includes all the measures that
the sponsor is proposing to implement as part of the project. It isn't a
menu, but all of those that they say that they will implement. The mode
split goal in the TMP is a sponsor goal and not a performance standard.


2. A mitigation measure that includes various strategies to reduce
transportation impacts - both for a single event and for overlapping
events. There is no mode split performance standard associated with this
measures, it is just feasible measures that would help reduce congestion,
encourage use of transit and other modes.  This is where I think that the
measures that the sponsor doesn't want from the TDM list should wind
up.  This measure strives to reduce auto use and increase transit use
from what we analyzed in the EIR. We have not discussed including a
mode split performance standard for these measures. (If we do, we will
need to analyze the impact of the shift in mode on traffic and transit
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operations.) 


3. A mitigation measure with a performance standard in the event that
the City does not provide the Muni Special Event Transit Service Plan.  In
this measure we essentially leave it up to the sponsor to meet the auto
and transit use that we assumed in the EIR (but that resulted in
significant impacts). 


We really need to have the TDM and the mitigation measures worked out
for this next submittal, so that EP and John can see how the measures
relate to the impacts. 


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


On Apr 25, 2015, at 6:39 AM, Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Apologies for the delay.  A few more thoughts on your
attachment.  


I still need to make some progress with Port staff on the
overflow parking on or near P80.  One strategy would be to
ask the Port for use of P80 until there is a long term tenant
signed that would conflict with its occasional use for parking
at which time we would pave the Western Pacific site I drew
on the map last night.  The thinking being the Port needs to
maintain the ability to lease P80 but hasn't done so for so
long that the question may never be called.  I would also feel
more comfortable with "up to 1,000 spaces" rather than
"1,000 to 2,000" though I hope to have more direction on this
early next week.  


On TDM we are looking to include strategies that are in line
with other comparable SF office requirements and then listing
more forward-thinking ones in the list of options the GSWs
can select from to meet their performance standards.  My
feeling is that the following items contained in the mit
measures are in the latter, forward-thinking category and are
not typically required of other downtown or Mission Bay SF
Class A office projects but I wanted to confirm: requiring
tenants to provide subsidized transit passes, un-bundling of
office parking (I believe their ratio is already pretty low,
especially for Mission Bay at something like 450 spaces for
2,400 employees) and 'hiring' not 'designating' a TDM
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coordinator.  Didn't we used to have a max auto mode share
performance standard for the office buildings?  The two we
have now are for the event center.  Would it make sense to
bring that back and list items like this as options for achieving
it should they underperform?  I'm trying to remember the
discussion on this.  


Thanks for all of your patience and hard work pulling this
together so late in the process.  


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


On Apr 24, 2015, at 5:35 PM, "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com"
<lubaw@lcwconsulting.com> wrote:


Hi Adam
Jose and I were just talking about this.  Thank you.
 Based on your discussion with him and your
sketch, I think we will revise the list of
intersections that could potentially be impacted by
the off-site parking facilities.  See the two new
mitigation measures we sent out yesterday - also
attached to this email.
Thank you,
Luba


<Trans new mit measures_DRAFT 4-23-15.doc>


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


On Apr 24, 2015, at 5:31 PM, Van de Water, Adam
(ECN) <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Jose:
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As we discussed this afternoon attached is a
rough sketch of the two sites we are in
conversation with the Port about and their
respective estimated capacities.  I took the
liberty of drawing the paths of travel I would
imagine would be most impacted but I trust
you and Luba have a more refined sense of
how people would access these two sites
based on the TDM.
 
Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce
Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
 
<P70 parking lot and WP overflow
site.docx>








From: Wong, Diane C.
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Clarke Miller
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: Meeting re: Warriors" Construction Cranes
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:22:40 PM


Catherine and Clarke,
 
A while back we discussed the potential for us to meet with the Warriors’ construction contractors
to share information about the UCSF flight paths, and to discuss ways to minimize potential impacts
on those flight paths from the Warriors’ construction cranes.   Although we understand the issue will
be discussed in the Warriors’ EIR, we think such a meeting would be helpful, and could also inform
the EIR analysis.  We could bring along our helipad consultant who could share information about
FAA and Caltrans requirements, as well as a couple of pilots from Calstar, the air ambulance
company that serves the hospital, who can provide feedback based on actual practice and flight
experience.
 
Would you be open to such a meeting?  If so, I can have Kim Woo in our office schedule it.
 
Thanks.  Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
(415) 502-5952
diane.wong@ucsf.edu
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Stewart, Luke
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 11:53:42 AM


Luke:  Thanks for this; one additional question for you regarding P23 and P23.  Please provide an
estimated date on when these stormwater infrastructure improvements in P23 and P24 would be
completed. 
 
Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 7:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Paul,
 
P23/P24 – preliminary work is underway for some of the stormwater infrastructure within the park
full park should be under construction Q3 2015, complete Q4 2016
 
Re: TFB and P22. As Catherine mentioned, we are still working out the details of the schedule, but it
is likely that TFB would need to be constructed prior to park. Construction duration is expected to
be approx. 12 months for TFB, approx. 12 months for P22.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 6:10 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; Kevin Beauchamp
(KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu); David Cantor; Stewart, Luke
Subject: Future Mission Bay Development
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See below.  Kevin/Luke/Clarke/Dave – I had a few questions for you if you could help.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 11:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Catherine:
 
Thanks for this. We have specific followup questions for you in red, below.  Would you please
respond to these questions?
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:57 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Cumulative Projects Being Constructed in Mission Bay Plan Area
 
Please 1) Approximate construction start/end dates  2) Approximate level of development (general
uses and square footage) for other cumulative projects in Mission Bay, including on Blocks 33/34,
40, 26/27 (Uber), and other.
 
For construction, I have identified an estimate of the start date and you can assume 18-24 months
for completion.
 


·         Blocks 26/27 – 423,000 gsf of office.  Estimated to start by end of 2015.  Is there a name for
this development?  IT IS THE UBER/ARE PROJECT.


 
·         Block 40 – 664,000  gsf of office, with 15,000 gsf of retail.  Estimated to start by late


summer/fall 2015. Is there a name for this development?      THE EXCHANGE
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·         Block 33/34 – 500,000 gsf of office.  Will be built in two phases, with first phase starting in
2016.  Will need to ask UCSF plans for second phase.


 
·         Affordable Housing – additional 958 affordable housing units, with next project with 200


units starting in summer 2016.  Where is the location (e.g. Blocks?) for the 200 units starting
in Summer 2016? BLOCK 7 WEST AND I MEANT SUMMER 2015  Remainder to be built
anywhere from 5 to 10 years from now. – ACTUALLY PROBABLY MORE CORRECT TO SAY 2
TO 10 YEARS FROM NOW WITH BLOCK 6 EAST STARTING IN 2016 AND BLOCK 3 EAST
STARTING LATE 2016/EARLY 2017. 


 
What is the construction start date; and what is the name of the development?  Block 1 –
350 market rate units, 25,000 leasable sf of retail and 250-room hotel BLOCK 1 DOES NOT
HAVE A NAME OTHER THAN THE BLOCK 1 RESIDENTIAL AND BLOCK 1 HOTEL SITES.  THEY
ARE ANTICIPATED TO START LATER THIS YEAR


 
·         Various parks – not sure you need it, but can provide that info later. Should we assume the


realignment of Terry Francois and construction of P22 will start in 2016?  Also, when will
construction of P23 and P24 occur?  PARK P23/24 SHOULD BE UNDER CONSTRUCTION THIS
YEAR.  I AM CC-ING CLARKE/LUKE ON THE QUESTION OF TFB AND P22 SINCE THERE ARE
ONGOING DISCUSSIONS BET THEM AND MBDG ON THE PHASING. TO BE OPEN IN 2018,
THEY WILL NEED TO HAVE FINISHED BOTH, BUT COULD WAIT TO START CONSTRUCTION
UNTIL 2017.


 
·         UCSF – should assume the LRDP additional square footage and hospital.  So, what we need


to know is what specific UCSF LRDP development should we assume to be under
construction between now and end of 2017? I HAVE CC-ED KEVIN FROM UCSF TO PROVIDE
TIMING OF FUTURE GROWTH.  IT BELIEVE IT WILL ONLY BE THE FIRST PHASE OF BLOCK
33/34 FOR ABOUT 250K GSF.


 
·         Didn’t include anything for things currently under construction.  Let me know if you need it. 


We need it if any of that construction will be occurring between November 2015 and end of
2017? OFF THE TOP OF MY HEAD THE CURRENT CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS THAT WILL
PROBABLY CONTINUE AFTER NOVERMBER 2015 ARE:


 
FAMILY HOUSE – 80-GUEST SUITES FOR FAMILIES RECEIVING TREATMENT AT UCSF AND
OTHER SF MEDICAL FACILITIES (BLOCK 7 EAST)
BLOCK N4P3/360 BERRY STREET (DON’T KNOW IF IT HAS ANOTHER NAME) – IN MBN –
ABOUT TO START CONSTRUCTION WITH 129 RESIDENTIAL UNITS, 26 OF WHICH ARE
AFFORDABLE.
BLOCK 12E AND 13W MAY SNEAK PAST NOVEMBER, BUT SHOULD BE SUBSTANTIALLY
COMPLETE. DAVE– DO YOU HAVE AN ESTIMATED COMPLETION DATE FOR THESE?


 
 
 
Catherine Reilly







Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Fung, Neil
To: Woo, Kimberly; "Kate Aufhauser" (kaufhauser@warriors.com); "cmiller@stradasf.com"; Van de Water, Adam


(ECN); Denson, Mike; Partika, Eric; DeFilippo, Jerome (POL); Lane, Laura; Gordon, Ben
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling GSW Event Center & environs security meeting
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 10:33:45 AM


My availability below in red
 
Neil Fung | Operations Manager
UCSF Security & Operator Services
Any questions and/or concerns,
please, call 415-885-7890
 
This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain
confidential, proprietary, and/or privileged information protected by law. If you are not the intended recipient, you may not
use, copy, or distribute this e-mail message or its attachments. If you believe you have received this e-mail message in
error, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all  copies of the original message.
 
 


From: Woo, Kimberly 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 4:51 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser' (kaufhauser@warriors.com); 'cmiller@stradasf.com'; 'Adam Van De Water'; Denson,
Mike; Partika, Eric; 'jerome.defilippo@sfgov.org'; Lane, Laura; Gordon, Ben; Fung, Neil
Cc: Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org
Subject: Rescheduling GSW Event Center & environs security meeting
 
All:
 
I am rescheduling the GSW Event Center & environs security meeting.  Please let me know if you are
available on the following dates/times for a 90 minute meeting at SF City or via conference call:
 
4/28       9-11:30, 3:30-5                   9-1130
5/8         2-3:30                                    2-330
5/12       3:30-5                                    not available
5/13       10:30-12, 4-5                      1030-12
5/15       2-3:30                                    not avialable
5/20       2:30-5                                    2-4
 
Participants: Mike Denson, Eric Partika, Jerome DeFilippo, Ben Gordon, or Neil Fung, Adam Van de
Water, Laura Lane, Kate Aufhauser, Clarke Miller or delegate, Lori Yamauchi, Kevin Beauchamp, Kam
Subbarayan
 
Kimberly Woo
Administrative Assistant
Campus Planning
Phone: 415-476-9255
E-mail:kwoo@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: Joyce Hsiao
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Paul Mitchell
Subject: proposed revisions to Hydro figures
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 11:03:55 PM
Attachments: Fig 5.9-2 Ex Flood Plain.pdf


Fig 5.9-3 Inundation_w12inSLR_plus100StormSurge.pdf
Fig 5.9-4 Inundation_w36inSLR_plus100StormSurge.pdf


Chris and Catherine,


Listed below are proposed revisions to the Hydro figures (see attached). Please let
us know if you have any comments or edits.


Figure 5.9-2


Change figure title from "Existing 100-Year Flood Zones" to "2008 Adopted
Interim Flood Map of 100-Year Flood Zones"
Add the following note inside the legend box: "Shaded areas do not account
for grading improvements completed within Mission Bay since 2008."


Figure 5.9-3


Change figure title from "Inundation with 12 Inches of Sea Level Rise Plus 100-
year Storm Surge" to "Projected Inundation by 2050, with 12 Inches of Sea
Level Rise Plus 100-Year Storm Surge"
Add the following note inside the legend box: "Shaded areas do not account
for grading improvements completed within Mission Bay since 2010/2011 or for
planned grading improvements under the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan
expected prior to 2050."
Note on the bottom left side of the figure:  capitalize "The"


Figure 5.9-4


Change figure title from "Inundation with 36 Inches of Sea Level Rise Plus 100-
year Storm Surge" to "Projected Inundation by 2100, with 36 Inches of Sea
Level Rise Plus 100-Year Storm Surge"
Add the following note inside the legend box: "Shaded areas do not account
for grading improvements completed within Mission Bay since 2010/2011 or for
planned grading improvements under the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan
expected prior to 2100."
Note on the bottom left side of the figure:  capitalize "The"


Thank you,
Joyce


-- 
Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com
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Figure 5.9-2
Existing 100-Year Flood Zones



SOURCE:  City and County of San Francisco, 2008
OCII Case No. ER 2014-919-97; Planning Department Case No. 2014.1441E:



Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32
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Note:  Inundated area within the project site shown in green color is an existing open excavation that is not 
hydrologically connected to the flooding zones and would be filled as part of the project when the site is developed.



Note:  the flood zones depicted are based on topographic data from 2010/2011 and do not account for 
planned increases in the base elevation of sites within Mission Bay that are provided for in the 
Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan. Actual flood zones will be determined by topography under built 
out conditions, and the effects of area-wide flood protection measures that may be provided in the future.



OURCE:  USDA, 2014; San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, 2014; AECOM, 2014; ESA, 2015



Figure 5.9-3
Inundation With 12 Inches of



Sea Level Rise Plus 100-year Storm Surge
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OCII Case No. ER 2014-919-97; Planning Department Case No. 2014.1441E:
Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32
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SOURCE:  USDA, 2014; San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, 2014; AECOM, 2014; ESA, 2015
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Note:  Inundated area within the project site with depths greater than four feet is an existing 
open excavation that would be filled as part of the project when the site is developed.



Note:  the flood zones depicted are based on topographic data from 2010/2011 and do not account for 
planned increases in the base elevation of sites within Mission Bay that are provided for in the 
Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan. Actual flood zones will be determined by topography under built 
out conditions, and the effects of area-wide flood protection measures that may be provided in the future.



Figure 5.9-4
Inundation With 36 Inches of



Sea Level Rise Plus 100-year Storm Surge
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From: Wong, Diane C.
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Clarke Miller
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: Meeting re: Warriors" Construction Cranes
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:22:40 PM


Catherine and Clarke,
 
A while back we discussed the potential for us to meet with the Warriors’ construction contractors
to share information about the UCSF flight paths, and to discuss ways to minimize potential impacts
on those flight paths from the Warriors’ construction cranes.   Although we understand the issue will
be discussed in the Warriors’ EIR, we think such a meeting would be helpful, and could also inform
the EIR analysis.  We could bring along our helipad consultant who could share information about
FAA and Caltrans requirements, as well as a couple of pilots from Calstar, the air ambulance
company that serves the hospital, who can provide feedback based on actual practice and flight
experience.
 
Would you be open to such a meeting?  If so, I can have Kim Woo in our office schedule it.
 
Thanks.  Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
(415) 502-5952
diane.wong@ucsf.edu
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: Fwd: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR section
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 1:14:42 PM


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Date: April 16, 2015 at 3:35:02 PM PDT
To: "Paine, Carli" <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>
Cc: Erin Miller <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, Adam VandeWater
<Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR
section


Hi Carli
Thanks so much for your response.  
I wanted to let you know that the transit fare subsidy with ticket is part
of the list of additional mitigation measures that Adam is working with
Catherine on. Maybe Adam can request that the transit fare subsidy with
ticket become part of the TMP instead of the mitigation measure.


Also, we had indicated before that the measures that GSW did not want
to include at this time in their TMP would wind up in the list of additional
mitigation measures that Adam is working on with Catherine.  At our last
meeting/call, GSW indicated that since these measures were not
acceptable to them now, they will not be acceptable to them as part of
the additional mitigation measure.  However, as you point our in your
examples, these measures are feasible to implement, and therefore could
be included.


Thank you again.


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


On Apr 16, 2015, at 2:53 PM, Paine, Carli <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>
wrote:
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Hi Luba,
Thank you for sending these over. I have some concerns about what GSW
has excluded from the TDM program suggestions. As we discussed, let’s
try to touch base about strategy on Monday (ideally—Tuesday if not
Monday) when Adam is back.
 
Top priorities are:


A)     Mode split commitment. I am really surprised to see that language
in Kate’s comments (relating to her change of language from
achieving the mode split commitments to supporting them)
saying that they are willing to work towards these targets, but are
not going to be held accountable for them. This is a
fundamentally different understanding than I have had and seed
in documents. This is not unprecedented: for example, the City’s
agreements with CPMC and with Schlage Lock both include
enforceable auto mode share maximums. The commitment of a
developer to honoring these commitments is fundamentally a
commitment to ensuring the project’s performance—critical to
the transportation network and to the public.


 
B)      Charging for parking. They deleted the line of charging employees


for parking without explanation. And, the comments make the
claim that charging event-rate for parking that they own and/or
lease would affect others’ operations. Charging employees and
visitors for parking is non-negotiable. It is one of the most
powerful ways to affect travel behavior. An added bonus is that
parking revenue can fund their TDM program.


 
Concerns:


·         The GSW comments express a sense that it is not reasonable to
expect GSW to pass along TDM responsibilities to lessees. There
are many examples of projects in San Francisco that have
requirements that passed along to lessees are included in the
lease (or, in which a master site developer agrees to terms and
then the terms are passed along in a deed to vertical developers
—not the case here, I know, but a related model).  Park Merced’s
agreement, for instance, requires that each building tenant or
employer be required to provide (or participate through the
overall site transportation coordinator) carpool/vanpool matching
services, transit subsidies, information resources. Similarly,
agreements for both Candlestick/Hunters Point and Treasure
Island include the provision of subsidized transit passes for all
employees through their employers. These responsibilities could
be either a) transferred to lessees as terms within the lease
agreement, or b) provided as an amenity by the site TDM program







and included in the lease.
 


·         If they change “hire” to “designate” TDM coordinator, I would like
to see some commitment that this person would be an expert in
travel behavior and communication. Just designating someone is
not enough. A facilities manager, for instance, is not likely to have
the expertise to work on effective communications campaigns.
Also, transportation coordination for the whole site and site
population is a huge responsibility—hard to imagine that
someone could also have other responsibilities.


 
I’d also like to see them offer either a transit subsidy or a bike share
membership to employees—they could offer employees a choice
between the two, but offer both. I also don’t see where the transit fare
subsidy associated with the ticket went, which was a concept we were
enthusiastic about.
Carli
_____________________________
 
Carli Paine
TDM Manager
Sustainable Streets Division
 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
415-701-4469
www.sfmta.com  
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 8:02 PM
To: Paine, Carli; Miller, Erin
Cc: Jose Farran; Paul Mitchell; Joyce Hsiao
Subject: Fwd: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR section
 
Hi Carli and Erin,
Could you review the attached edits from GSW.  I am also attaching
a pdf of the original comments on the section that indicates what was
new, deleted or revised, in case that helps with your review of GSW
edits.
Per our discussion today, GSW feel that the measures that they did
not agree with and deleted would not be feasible, and therefore we
probably shouldn't include them in the new mitigation measure. Lets
discuss how strongly you feel about those that they did not agree to.
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It would be great if you can complete your review by the end of the
day Friday.
Thanks.
Luba
 
 
 
Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
 


 
Begin forwarded message:


From: Kate Aufhauser <KAufhauser@warriors.com>
Subject: RE: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the
EIR section
Date: April 15, 2015 at 7:46:02 PM PDT
To: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>,
Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Cc: Jose Farran <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, Brett
Bollinger <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris"
<Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>, "wyckowilliam@comcast.net"
<wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, "Paine, Carli"
<Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>, Erin Miller
<Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, Clarke Miller
<CMiller@stradasf.com>, "Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com)"
<mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com>, David Kelly
<DKelly@warriors.com>, "Van de Water, Adam (ECN)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
 
Hi, all –
 
Thanks for your patience as we reviewed these revisions. I am attaching
our response, with modifications to the list marked in Track Changes and
explanations or response to City questions called out in the comment
bubbles.
 
A few notes on our revisions:


-          First, we removed a few items for fear that requiring tenants to
comply (via deed restrictions, CC&Rs, etc.) would negatively
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impact the marketability of our buildings, or because
implementation cost would be out of proportion to the impact
the strategy might have on our overall mode split. Fortunately,
that still left us with several strategies typical to office buildings
and mixed-use developments; these are likely similar to, if not
more robust than, the TDM measures that would have been
enacted by any other commercial developer on the same site.


-          Second, you’ll see what we made more modifications to the
strategies for employees than to those for event center or retail
visitors. This seems appropriate because transportation capacity
(both transit and parking) for our daily employees has already
been factored into the MB plan, so workers’ transportation is
generally less prone to the current community attention and
concern. By implementing a particularly robust program for event
center visitors, we believe we’re advancing the community’s real
goals for congestion reduction and resource management.


 
Hope this all makes sense. I am available to discuss as needed.
 
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com]
 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 12:02 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran; Brett Bollinger; Kern,
Chris; wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Paine, Carli; Erin Miller
Subject: GSW - Edits to the TMP TDM Measures in the EIR
section
 
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.
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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








From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Revised EC Wine Results
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 2:41:29 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks for this. We will review these results.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 2:34 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller
Subject: Revised EC Wine Results
 
Revised Existing Conditions test results are attached as we just discussed.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Kevin Beauchamp (KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu); Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com)
Subject: Biotech-GSW Meetign
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:32:00 AM


Kevin – I think Catherine Sharpe has been talking to you about attending the next biotech-GSW
round table.  We are going to be extending it to discuss coordination of construction with the
adjacent projects (ie, Block 33/34 and Uber) and were hoping you could attend to represent UCSF.
 
Corinne – As promised, I am looping you in as well so you can be involved vs. getting the telephone
game.
 
Could you both please let me know if the following time would work for you?  Thursday 5/14, 1PM –
2:30PM
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wong, Diane C.
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; David Cantor; Luke Stewart


(LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com); Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 4:07:22 PM


Catherine, et al,
 
Please see UCSF responses in blue, below.
 
Diane
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:49 AM
To: Wong, Diane C.
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Paul Mitchell; Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC);
Miller Clarke; David Cantor; Luke Stewart (LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Diane—
 
Could you please provide ESA with current information on UCSF’s upcoming development, for the
cumulative section of the GSW EIR (see specific questions below).
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 6:10 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; Beauchamp, Kevin; David
Cantor; Luke Stewart (LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com)
Subject: Future Mission Bay Development
 
See below.  Kevin/Luke/Clarke/Dave – I had a few questions for you if you could help.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 11:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Catherine:
 
Thanks for this. We have specific followup questions for you in red, below.  Would you please
respond to these questions?
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:57 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Cumulative Projects Being Constructed in Mission Bay Plan Area
 
Please 1) Approximate construction start/end dates  2) Approximate level of development (general
uses and square footage) for other cumulative projects in Mission Bay, including on Blocks 33/34,
40, 26/27 (Uber), and other.
 
For construction, I have identified an estimate of the start date and you can assume 18-24 months
for completion.
 


·         Blocks 26/27 – 423,000 gsf of office.  Estimated to start by end of 2015.  Is there a name for
this development?  IT IS THE UBER/ARE PROJECT.


 
·         Block 40 – 664,000  gsf of office, with 15,000 gsf of retail.  Estimated to start by late


summer/fall 2015. Is there a name for this development?      THE EXCHANGE
 


·         Block 33/34 – 500,000 gsf of office.  Will be built in two phases, with first phase starting in
2016.  Will need to ask UCSF plans for second phase.  Block 33 to begin construction in
2016.  Block 34 is undetermined at this time.  UCSF LRDP EIR assumes it occurs in the 2020-
2025 timeframe.


 
·         Affordable Housing – additional 958 affordable housing units, with next project with 200


units starting in summer 2016.  Where is the location (e.g. Blocks?) for the 200 units starting
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in Summer 2016? BLOCK 7 WEST AND I MEANT SUMMER 2015  Remainder to be built
anywhere from 5 to 10 years from now. – ACTUALLY PROBABLY MORE CORRECT TO SAY 2
TO 10 YEARS FROM NOW WITH BLOCK 6 EAST STARTING IN 2016 AND BLOCK 3 EAST
STARTING LATE 2016/EARLY 2017. 


 
What is the construction start date; and what is the name of the development?  Block 1 –
350 market rate units, 25,000 leasable sf of retail and 250-room hotel BLOCK 1 DOES NOT
HAVE A NAME OTHER THAN THE BLOCK 1 RESIDENTIAL AND BLOCK 1 HOTEL SITES.  THEY
ARE ANTICIPATED TO START LATER THIS YEAR


 
·         Various parks – not sure you need it, but can provide that info later. Should we assume the


realignment of Terry Francois and construction of P22 will start in 2016?  Also, when will
construction of P23 and P24 occur?  PARK P23/24 SHOULD BE UNDER CONSTRUCTION THIS
YEAR.  I AM CC-ING CLARKE/LUKE ON THE QUESTION OF TFB AND P22 SINCE THERE ARE
ONGOING DISCUSSIONS BET THEM AND MBDG ON THE PHASING. TO BE OPEN IN 2018,
THEY WILL NEED TO HAVE FINISHED BOTH, BUT COULD WAIT TO START CONSTRUCTION
UNTIL 2017.


 
·         UCSF – should assume the LRDP additional square footage and hospital.  So, what we need


to know is what specific UCSF LRDP development should we assume to be under
construction between now and end of 2017? I HAVE CC-ED KEVIN FROM UCSF TO PROVIDE
TIMING OF FUTURE GROWTH.  IT BELIEVE IT WILL ONLY BE THE FIRST PHASE OF BLOCK
33/34 FOR ABOUT 250K GSF.  Between now and 2017, the following are planned to be
under construction:  Block 33 (about 340,000 gsf), Cancer Outpatient Building on Medical
Center site (about 170,000 gsf), and Block 23A research building (about 307,000 gsf).


 
·         Didn’t include anything for things currently under construction.  Let me know if you need it. 


We need it if any of that construction will be occurring between November 2015 and end of
2017? OFF THE TOP OF MY HEAD THE CURRENT CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS THAT WILL
PROBABLY CONTINUE AFTER NOVERMBER 2015 ARE:


 
FAMILY HOUSE – 80-GUEST SUITES FOR FAMILIES RECEIVING TREATMENT AT UCSF AND
OTHER SF MEDICAL FACILITIES (BLOCK 7 EAST)
BLOCK N4P3/360 BERRY STREET (DON’T KNOW IF IT HAS ANOTHER NAME) – IN MBN –
ABOUT TO START CONSTRUCTION WITH 129 RESIDENTIAL UNITS, 26 OF WHICH ARE
AFFORDABLE.
BLOCK 12E AND 13W MAY SNEAK PAST NOVEMBER, BUT SHOULD BE SUBSTANTIALLY
COMPLETE. DAVE– DO YOU HAVE AN ESTIMATED COMPLETION DATE FOR THESE?


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







1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; "José I. Farrán"
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Block 33/34 Variant
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 2:10:36 PM


Jose/Luba – I just wanted to double check that based on the conversation we had a couple weeks
ago that you will be including the Clinical Office variant from the UCSF LRDP into the GSW analysis
(and confirm that the variant is the most conservative assumption for traffic).  Since we had so much
going on that day, I just wanted to double check that this was caught.


Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Joyce; Mary G.


<MGMurphy@gibsondunn. com> Murphy; David Kelly; David Carlock; Brian Boxer
Subject: RE: Revised EC Wine Results
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 11:11:39 AM


Thanks for this update Clarke; we will continue to focus our attention on the SEIR sections for the
proposed project then.
 
-Paul
 
 
 
 


From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 11:09 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Adam Van de Water; Catherine Reilly; Chris Kern; Joyce; Mary G.
<MGMurphy@gibsondunn. com> Murphy; David Kelly; David Carlock
Subject: Re: Revised EC Wine Results
 
Paul,
 
Breaking news that we wanted to get to you as soon as we heard it that GSW feels comfortable with
the progress in negotiations with UCSF that we're dropping the Vara Variant from the CEQA
analysis. Hopefully this news comes to you soon enough that it saves some time on your end. 
 
I'm copying others on the CEQA team as an FYI. I'm on calls until 12:30 but could speak after that if
anyone would like to discuss further. 
 
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Apr 25, 2015, at 4:57 PM, Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com> wrote:


Kate/Clarke:
 
In reviewing the RWDI wind study you sent on April 24, it appears to contain the
Project Variant wind results as well.  Before we use any of this project variant wind
data, we just want you to confirm this is the appropriate variant wind data to use, and
that no revised variant wind data is forthcoming.  Please confirm; thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
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Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 2:34 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller
Subject: Revised EC Wine Results
 
Revised Existing Conditions test results are attached as we just discussed.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: wyckowilliam@comcast.net
To: Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)


(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Andy Thornley; Malone, Rob
(MTA)


Subject: Re: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:34:50 PM


I agree with the suggested changes, particularly Erin's comments regarding measure
#2.  I suggest adding the following:  "If necessary to support achievement of transit
modal shares for the project, the Warriors will support any City future legislative or
other efforts through more active interventions to manage and price area parking
supplies." 


Bill Wycko


From: "Erin Miller" <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>
To: "Adam Van de Water" <Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>,
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com, "Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)" <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, "Brett
Bollinger" <Brett.Bollinger@sfgov.org>, "Chris Kern" <Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>,
wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Cc: "Andy Thornley" <Andy.Thornley@sfmta.com>, "Rob Malone"
<Rob.Malone@sfmta.com>
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:07:29 AM
Subject: RE: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures


Thanks Hank.  This is great.  I’m also copying Andy, as he and I have discussed the possible relocation
of the event parking boundary in Mission Bay, and Rob Malone who is our acting lead of the Parking
division at MTA.  My additional comments are below in BLUE.
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:55 AM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett; Kern, Chris; wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Cc: Miller, Erin
Subject: FW: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
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Staff comments on the new SFPark bullets.  Looks good to if also to you.


A
 
From: Willson, Hank [mailto:Hank.Willson@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 9:53 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Paine, Carli (MTA)
Subject: RE: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
 
Hi Adam,
 
Nice to meet you too.  See my comments in red below.  Please let me know if you have any
questions about these.
 
Best,
Hank
 
From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:57 PM
To: Willson, Hank
Cc: Paine, Carli
Subject: Fwd: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
 


Hank:


 


Nice to meet you today.  Below is the proposed addition to the
Warriors subsequent EIR on sfPark.  Can you take a look at let
me know your thoughts tomorrow (Fri)?  Thanks.


1.      The City to include on-street parking spaces within
Mission Bay in the expansion and permanent
implementation of SFpark, including installation of
sensors, dynamic pricing, and smart phone
application providing real-time parking availability and
cost.  This is great.  The most likely next step for SFpark
is to expand citywide to include all City-owned on- and
off-street parking, so any on-street metered spaces near
the area would be subsumed into that effort.  A couple
notes: we are most likely moving forward without
sensors and using meter payment status to determine
occupancy; also, I don’t think it’s been determined yet
whether the smart-phone app will include real-time
parking availability.  So perhaps most accurate to restate:
“The City to include on-street parking spaces within
Mission Bay in the expansion and permanent
implementation of SFpark, including dynamic pricing
and smart phone application.”  agree
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2.      The City and the project sponsor to work to develop
partnerships with private garages within Mission Bay to
provide real-time parking availability and costs for
private garages providing publicly accessible parking.
The City shall work to include the publicly accessible
off-street facilities into the permanent implementation of
SFpark, and incorporate data into a smart phone
application and permanent dynamic message signs.  As I
said yesterday, I think this is the logical next step for
SFpark with regard to off-street facilities, since privately
owned garages/lots make up so much of the off-street
supply.  I don’t believe this view has been reviewed or
adopted by SFMTA leadership, though.  Perhaps restate:
“The City and the project sponsor to work to develop
partnerships with privately owned off-street parking
facilities providing publicly available parking
within Mission Bay to provide real-time parking pricing
and availability information, including via a smart phone
application and permanent dynamic message signs.”


I’m a little uncomfortable with putting MTA in a “to do”
roll.  I think we could provide support as appropriate,
but the relationship is between the Warriors and the
private operators.  I recommend something like:  “The
Project Sponsor to work with privately owned off-street
parking facilities within Mission Bay to develop
partnerships that encourage use of real-time parking
pricing, and availability information, including via smart
phone applications and permanent dynamic message
signs.”


3.      The project sponsor to incorporate the SFpark on-street
and off-street parking management for Mission Bay into
the TMP and the Event Center Command Center.  I’m
not familiar with the broader TMP and the ECCC, but
this sounds unobjectionable.


I think it might be helpful to ask Andy and/or Rob to
help draft the appropriate language for this into the
TMP in order to ensure that it is consistent with our
current plans in SFpark. 


-                       Will the development include a garage with publicly
accessible spaces?  If so, would be nice to require it to put out real-
time price and availability information







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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Date: April 23, 2015 at 12:33:01 PM PDT
To: Adam VandeWater <Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>, "Reilly, Catherine
(ADM)" <Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris (CPC)"
<Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>, Brett Bollinger <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>,
<wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, "Paine, Carli" <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>, Erin
Miller <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, "Malamut, John (CAT)"
<John.Malamut@sfgov.org>, "Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)"
<cmiller@stradasf.com>, Mary Murphy <mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com>,
Jessica Range <Jessica.Range@sfgov.org>
Cc: Jose Farran <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, Paul Mitchell
<PMitchell@esassoc.com>, Joyce Hsiao <joyce@orionenvironment.com>
Subject: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures


Hi all
Attached is the proposed text for the two new mitigation measures developed
from the list of strategies Adam put together to minimize transportation impacts.
 
- To Adam's list I added the additional parking management items and the three
air quality items we discussed yesterday. We also discussed adding the TDM
measures that the project sponsor does not want to include in the TMP as part of
the project description. Kate and Clarke are still working this out.
 
- We added a footnote for the letter that John recommended be provided to
provide assurance that these measures are feasible and would be pursued by the
City. Adam and/or SFMTA please confirm that this letter will be provided for the
EIR.
 
- Other small revisions for consistency with the EIR - GSW was revised to
project sponsor, overflow was deleted as the off-site lots would not technically
be overflow lots. And mobile app was revised to smart phone application for
consistency with how we discussed this item in other EIRs.
 
- There is beginning of discussion regarding that providing new surface parking
lots to the south of the project site may result in new significant traffic impacts
and we started identifying the potential locations.  We would like EP to review
and provide additional direction.
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Please provide any edits by the end of Friday.
Thank you,
Luba
 
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; "José I. Farrán"
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Block 33/34 Variant
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 2:10:37 PM


Jose/Luba – I just wanted to double check that based on the conversation we had a couple weeks
ago that you will be including the Clinical Office variant from the UCSF LRDP into the GSW analysis
(and confirm that the variant is the most conservative assumption for traffic).  Since we had so much
going on that day, I just wanted to double check that this was caught.


Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Joyce Hsiao
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller
Cc: Paul Miller
Subject: Cumulative Construction Scenario
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 10:11:30 AM


Cumulative Construction Projects


The cumulative impact analysis also considers the combined effects of multiple
construction projects occurring within the project vicinity during the same timeframe
as the proposed construction schedule. Even though all of these projects were
considered in the overall impact analysis in the Mission Bay FSEIR, the specific
timing and location of construction of individual developments were unknown at that
time. They are included in this SEIR only as part of the project-level impact analysis
of the proposed project with respect to the potential to contribute to cumulative
construction-related impacts. Construction projects in the vicinity of Blocks 29-32
anticipated to occur between 2015 and 2017 include the following (see Chapter 3,
Figure 3-3 for location of Mission Bay block numbers):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Uber/ARE Project, Mission Bay Blocks 26/27. Located
directly north of the project site across South Street, this project consists of 423,000 gsf of office
space. Construction is estimated to start by the end of 2015, and continue for 18 to 24 months.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->UCSF East Campus, Blocks 33/34. Located directly south of
the project site across 16th Street, the project consists of 500,000 gsf of office space. The project
will be built in two phases, with the first phase, about 250,000 gsf, starting construction in 2016
and continue for about 18 to 24 months.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Realignment of Terry A Francois Boulevard and Mission
Bay Park P22. P22 is located directly west of the project site, across from the realigned Terry A.
Francois Boulevard, and construction of both to be completed by 2018. It is likely that Terry A.
Francois Boulevard will need to be constructed first, requiring about 12 months, followed by 12
months for construction of Bayfront Park at P22.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Mission Bay Parks, Blocks P23, and P24. P23, directly
south of the project site across 16th Street, and P24, about 750 feet south of the project site, are
planned to begin construction in 2015 with preliminary work underway for some of the
stormwater infrastructure within the park. Construction should be completed by the end of
2016.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->The Exchange, Mission Bay Block 40.  Located
approximately 1,200 feet southwest of the project site, the project consists of 664,00 gsf of office
and 15,000 gsf of retail. Construction is estimated to start by late summer/fall 2015 and continue
for 18 to 24 months.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Family House, Block 7 East. Located approximately 1,300
feet northwest of the project site, the project consists of 80 guest suites for families receiving
treatment at UCSF and other San Francisco medical facilities. Construction is currently
underway and is expected to continue after November 2015.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Affordable Housing, Blocks 3, 6 and 7.  Located
approximately 1,700, 1,300, and 1,000 feet, respectively, northwest of the project site, the Blocks
3, 6 and 7 project consists of 958 affordable housing units. Block 7 West is expected to start
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construction in summer 2015, Block 6 east to start construction in 2016, and Block 3 East starting
late 2016/early 2017.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Block 1, Residential and Hotel Sites. Located
approximately 2,400 feet northwest of the project site, the project consists of 350 market rate
units, 25,000 leasable square feet of retail, and a 250-room hotel. Construction is anticipated to
start in 2015 and continue for about 18 to 24 months.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Block N4P3, 360 Berry Street. About 3,000 feet north west
of the project site, construction of 129 residential units at this site is expected to start in 2015 and
continue for about 18 to 24 months.


-- 
Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com
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From: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Wong, Diane C.
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Paul Mitchell; Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; David


Cantor; Luke Stewart (LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 9:48:46 AM


Diane—
 
Could you please provide ESA with current information on UCSF’s upcoming development, for the
cumulative section of the GSW EIR (see specific questions below).
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 6:10 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; Beauchamp, Kevin; David
Cantor; Luke Stewart (LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com)
Subject: Future Mission Bay Development
 
See below.  Kevin/Luke/Clarke/Dave – I had a few questions for you if you could help.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 11:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Catherine:
 
Thanks for this. We have specific followup questions for you in red, below.  Would you please
respond to these questions?
 
Thanks.
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-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:57 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Cumulative Projects Being Constructed in Mission Bay Plan Area
 
Please 1) Approximate construction start/end dates  2) Approximate level of development (general
uses and square footage) for other cumulative projects in Mission Bay, including on Blocks 33/34,
40, 26/27 (Uber), and other.
 
For construction, I have identified an estimate of the start date and you can assume 18-24 months
for completion.
 


·         Blocks 26/27 – 423,000 gsf of office.  Estimated to start by end of 2015.  Is there a name for
this development?  IT IS THE UBER/ARE PROJECT.


 
·         Block 40 – 664,000  gsf of office, with 15,000 gsf of retail.  Estimated to start by late


summer/fall 2015. Is there a name for this development?      THE EXCHANGE
 


·         Block 33/34 – 500,000 gsf of office.  Will be built in two phases, with first phase starting in
2016.  Will need to ask UCSF plans for second phase.


 
·         Affordable Housing – additional 958 affordable housing units, with next project with 200


units starting in summer 2016.  Where is the location (e.g. Blocks?) for the 200 units starting
in Summer 2016? BLOCK 7 WEST AND I MEANT SUMMER 2015  Remainder to be built
anywhere from 5 to 10 years from now. – ACTUALLY PROBABLY MORE CORRECT TO SAY 2
TO 10 YEARS FROM NOW WITH BLOCK 6 EAST STARTING IN 2016 AND BLOCK 3 EAST
STARTING LATE 2016/EARLY 2017. 


 
What is the construction start date; and what is the name of the development?  Block 1 –
350 market rate units, 25,000 leasable sf of retail and 250-room hotel BLOCK 1 DOES NOT
HAVE A NAME OTHER THAN THE BLOCK 1 RESIDENTIAL AND BLOCK 1 HOTEL SITES.  THEY
ARE ANTICIPATED TO START LATER THIS YEAR


 
·         Various parks – not sure you need it, but can provide that info later. Should we assume the


realignment of Terry Francois and construction of P22 will start in 2016?  Also, when will
construction of P23 and P24 occur?  PARK P23/24 SHOULD BE UNDER CONSTRUCTION THIS
YEAR.  I AM CC-ING CLARKE/LUKE ON THE QUESTION OF TFB AND P22 SINCE THERE ARE
ONGOING DISCUSSIONS BET THEM AND MBDG ON THE PHASING. TO BE OPEN IN 2018,
THEY WILL NEED TO HAVE FINISHED BOTH, BUT COULD WAIT TO START CONSTRUCTION
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UNTIL 2017.
 


·         UCSF – should assume the LRDP additional square footage and hospital.  So, what we need
to know is what specific UCSF LRDP development should we assume to be under
construction between now and end of 2017? I HAVE CC-ED KEVIN FROM UCSF TO PROVIDE
TIMING OF FUTURE GROWTH.  IT BELIEVE IT WILL ONLY BE THE FIRST PHASE OF BLOCK
33/34 FOR ABOUT 250K GSF.


 
·         Didn’t include anything for things currently under construction.  Let me know if you need it. 


We need it if any of that construction will be occurring between November 2015 and end of
2017? OFF THE TOP OF MY HEAD THE CURRENT CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS THAT WILL
PROBABLY CONTINUE AFTER NOVERMBER 2015 ARE:


 
FAMILY HOUSE – 80-GUEST SUITES FOR FAMILIES RECEIVING TREATMENT AT UCSF AND
OTHER SF MEDICAL FACILITIES (BLOCK 7 EAST)
BLOCK N4P3/360 BERRY STREET (DON’T KNOW IF IT HAS ANOTHER NAME) – IN MBN –
ABOUT TO START CONSTRUCTION WITH 129 RESIDENTIAL UNITS, 26 OF WHICH ARE
AFFORDABLE.
BLOCK 12E AND 13W MAY SNEAK PAST NOVEMBER, BUT SHOULD BE SUBSTANTIALLY
COMPLETE. DAVE– DO YOU HAVE AN ESTIMATED COMPLETION DATE FOR THESE?


 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Cc: Jose Farran; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Andy Thornley; Malone, Rob (MTA)
Subject: Re: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
Date: Sunday, April 26, 2015 6:14:58 PM


OK, this is the latest version of the parking strategies from the new mitigation 
measures. 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->-   <!--[endif]-->Upon permanent implementation 
of SFpark<!--[if !supportFootnotes]-->[1]<!--[endif]--> and 
expansion into the Mission Bay area, the project sponsor to 
incorporate the SFpark active live feed of pricing and available data 
generated by SFpark meters into their parking management and 
communications plan for Mission Bay, including into the TMP and the 
Event Center Command Center.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->-   <!--[endif]-->The project sponsor to work to 
develop partnerships with private parking facilities providing publicly 
accessible parking within Mission Bay to provide real-time parking 
availability and pricing. The City to work to include the publicly 
accessible off-street parking facilities into the permanent 
implementation of SFpark, and incorporate data into a smart phone 
application and permanent dynamic message signs. If necessary to 
support achievement of transit mode shares for the project, the 
project sponsor to support any City future legislative or other efforts 
through more active interventions to manage and price area parking 
supply.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->-   <!--[endif]-->The project sponsor to 
incorporate the SFpark parking management for Mission Bay into the 
TMP and the Event Center Command Center.


<!--[if !supportFootnotes]-->


<!--[endif]-->


<!--[if !supportFootnotes]-->[1]<!--[endif]--> The SFMTA and the U.S. Department of Transportation 
are currently evaluating the data collected as part of the SFpark pilot program (data collection of on-
street real-time space availability and rates ended in December 2013). The SFpark program includes 
sensors to record parking availability, new meters to make it easier to pay, and a data feed to process 
and distribute information about where parking is available. Examples include the new trial sensors and 
new meters in a number of neighborhoods in San Francisco. As part of the pilot project, SFpark 
sensors, installed in parking spaces and in City-owned garages, tracked in real-time where parking is 
and isn’t available. Sensor data was uploaded wirelessly to the SFpark data feed, which then makes that 
information available to the public via SFpark.org, street signs, and smart phone applications. In 
addition, the SFMTA is currently conducting a two-year pilot to test the use of on-street parking spaces 
as carshare spaces, and it is possible that pilot, and eventually permanent, carshare pods would be 
installed throughout San Francisco. Permanent operation of the SFpark program and the on-street 
carshare spaces would undergo its own separate environmental review.


 


<!--[if !supportFootnotes]-->
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<!--[endif]-->


<!--[if !supportFootnotes]-->[1]<!--[endif]--> The SFMTA and the U.S. Department of Transportation 
are currently evaluating the data collected as part of the SFpark pilot program (data collection of on-
street real-time space availability and rates ended in December 2013). The SFpark program includes 
sensors to record parking availability, new meters to make it easier to pay, and a data feed to process 
and distribute information about where parking is available. Examples include the new trial sensors and 
new meters in a number of neighborhoods in San Francisco. As part of the pilot project, SFpark 
sensors, installed in parking spaces and in City-owned garages, tracked in real-time where parking is 
and isn’t available. Sensor data was uploaded wirelessly to the SFpark data feed, which then makes that 
information available to the public via SFpark.org, street signs, and smart phone applications. In 
addition, the SFMTA is currently conducting a two-year pilot to test the use of on-street parking spaces 
as carshare spaces, and it is possible that pilot, and eventually permanent, carshare pods would be 
installed throughout San Francisco. Permanent operation of the SFpark program and the on-street 
carshare spaces would undergo its own separate environmental review.


 


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


On Apr 24, 2015, at 1:34 PM, wyckowilliam@comcast.net wrote:


I agree with the suggested changes, particularly Erin's comments 
regarding measure #2.  I suggest adding the following:  "If necessary to 
support achievement of transit modal shares for the project, the Warriors 
will support any City future legislative or other efforts through more active 
interventions to manage and price area parking supplies." 


Bill Wycko


From: "Erin Miller" <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>
To: "Adam Van de Water" <Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>, 
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com, "Jose I. Farran 
(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com) (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)" 
<jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, "Brett Bollinger" 
<Brett.Bollinger@sfgov.org>, "Chris Kern" 
<Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>,wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Cc: "Andy Thornley" <Andy.Thornley@sfmta.com>, "Rob Malone" 
<Rob.Malone@sfmta.com>
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:07:29 AM
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Subject: RE: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures


Thanks Hank.  This is great.  I’m also copying Andy, as he and I have discussed the 
possible relocation of the event parking boundary in Mission Bay, and Rob Malone 
who is our acting lead of the Parking division at MTA.  My additional comments are 
below in BLUE.
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:55 AM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com) 
(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett; Kern, Chris; 
wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Cc: Miller, Erin
Subject: FW: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
 
Staff comments on the new SFPark bullets.  Looks good to if also to you.


A
 
From: Willson, Hank [mailto:Hank.Willson@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 9:53 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Paine, Carli (MTA)
Subject: RE: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
 
Hi Adam,
 
Nice to meet you too.  See my comments in red below.  Please let me know if you have 
any questions about these.
 
Best,
Hank
 
From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:57 PM
To: Willson, Hank
Cc: Paine, Carli
Subject: Fwd: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
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Hank:


 


Nice to meet you today.  Below is the proposed 
addition to the Warriors subsequent EIR on sfPark.  
Can you take a look at let me know your thoughts 
tomorrow (Fri)?  Thanks.


1.      The City to include on-street parking spaces 
within Mission Bay in the expansion and 
permanent implementation of SFpark, 
including installation of sensors, dynamic 
pricing, and smart phone application 
providing real-time parking availability and 
cost.  This is great.  The most likely next 
step for SFpark is to expand citywide to 
include all City-owned on- and off-street 
parking, so any on-street metered spaces 
near the area would be subsumed into that 
effort.  A couple notes: we are most likely 
moving forward without sensors and using 
meter payment status to determine 
occupancy; also, I don’t think it’s been 
determined yet whether the smart-phone app 
will include real-time parking availability.  
So perhaps most accurate to restate: “The 
City to include on-street parking spaces 
within Mission Bay in the expansion and 
permanent implementation of SFpark, 
including dynamic pricing and smart phone 
application.”  agree


 


2.      The City and the project sponsor to work to 
develop partnerships with private garages 
within Mission Bay to provide real-time 
parking availability and costs for private 
garages providing publicly accessible 
parking. The City shall work to include the 
publicly accessible off-street facilities into 
the permanent implementation of SFpark, 
and incorporate data into a smart phone 
application and permanent dynamic 
message signs.  As I said yesterday, I think 
this is the logical next step for SFpark with 
regard to off-street facilities, since privately 







owned garages/lots make up so much of the 
off-street supply.  I don’t believe this view 
has been reviewed or adopted by SFMTA 
leadership, though.  Perhaps restate: “The 
City and the project sponsor to work to 
develop partnerships with privately owned 
off-street parking facilities providing 
publicly available parking within Mission 
Bay to provide real-time parking pricing and 
availability information, including via a 
smart phone application and permanent 
dynamic message signs.”


I’m a little uncomfortable with putting MTA 
in a “to do” roll.  I think we could provide 
support as appropriate, but the relationship 
is between the Warriors and the private 
operators.  I recommend something like:  
“The Project Sponsor to work with privately 
owned off-street parking facilities within 
Mission Bay to develop partnerships that 
encourage use of real-time parking pricing, 
and availability information, including via 
smart phone applications and permanent 
dynamic message signs.”


3.      The project sponsor to incorporate the 
SFpark on-street and off-street parking 
management for Mission Bay into the TMP 
and the Event Center Command Center.  
I’m not familiar with the broader TMP and 
the ECCC, but this sounds unobjectionable.


I think it might be helpful to ask Andy 
and/or Rob to help draft the appropriate 
language for this into the TMP in order to 
ensure that it is consistent with our current 
plans in SFpark. 


-                       Will the development include a garage with 
publicly accessible spaces?  If so, would be nice to 
require it to put out real-time price and availability 
information


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 







City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


Begin forwarded message:


From: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Date: April 23, 2015 at 12:33:01 PM PDT
To: Adam VandeWater <Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>, "Reilly, 
Catherine (ADM)" <Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris 
(CPC)" <Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>, Brett Bollinger 
<brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, <wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, 
"Paine, Carli" <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>, Erin Miller 
<Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, "Malamut, John (CAT)" 
<John.Malamut@sfgov.org>, "Kate Aufhauser 
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "Clarke 
Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)" <cmiller@stradasf.com>, Mary 
Murphy <mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com>, Jessica Range 
<Jessica.Range@sfgov.org>
Cc: Jose Farran <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, Paul Mitchell 
<PMitchell@esassoc.com>, Joyce Hsiao 
<joyce@orionenvironment.com>
Subject: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures


Hi all
Attached is the proposed text for the two new mitigation measures 
developed from the list of strategies Adam put together to minimize 
transportation impacts.
 
- To Adam's list I added the additional parking management items 
and the three air quality items we discussed yesterday. We also 
discussed adding the TDM measures that the project sponsor does 
not want to include in the TMP as part of the project description. 
Kate and Clarke are still working this out.
 
- We added a footnote for the letter that John recommended be 
provided to provide assurance that these measures are feasible and 
would be pursued by the City. Adam and/or SFMTA please confirm 
that this letter will be provided for the EIR.
 
- Other small revisions for consistency with the EIR - GSW was 
revised to project sponsor, overflow was deleted as the off-site lots 
would not technically be overflow lots. And mobile app was revised 
to smart phone application for consistency with how we discussed 
this item in other EIRs.
 
- There is beginning of discussion regarding that providing new 
surface parking lots to the south of the project site may result in new 
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significant traffic impacts and we started identifying the potential 
locations.  We would like EP to review and provide additional 
direction.
 
Please provide any edits by the end of Friday.
Thank you,
Luba








From: Clarke Miller
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Joyce Hsiao; Mary G.


<MGMurphy@gibsondunn. com> Murphy; David Kelly; David Carlock
Subject: Re: Revised EC Wine Results
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 11:08:51 AM
Attachments: image001.png


image001.png


Paul,


Breaking news that we wanted to get to you as soon as we heard it that GSW feels
comfortable with the progress in negotiations with UCSF that we're dropping the
Vara Variant from the CEQA analysis. Hopefully this news comes to you soon
enough that it saves some time on your end. 


I'm copying others on the CEQA team as an FYI. I'm on calls until 12:30 but could
speak after that if anyone would like to discuss further. 


Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Apr 25, 2015, at 4:57 PM, Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com> wrote:


Kate/Clarke:
 
In reviewing the RWDI wind study you sent on April 24, it appears to contain the
Project Variant wind results as well.  Before we use any of this project variant wind
data, we just want you to confirm this is the appropriate variant wind data to use, and
that no revised variant wind data is forthcoming.  Please confirm; thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 2:34 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller
Subject: Revised EC Wine Results
 
Revised Existing Conditions test results are attached as we just discussed.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; "José I. Farrán"
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Block 33/34 Variant
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 2:10:00 PM


Jose/Luba – I just wanted to double check that based on the conversation we had a couple weeks
ago that you will be including the Clinical Office variant from the UCSF LRDP into the GSW analysis
(and confirm that the variant is the most conservative assumption for traffic).  Since we had so much
going on that day, I just wanted to double check that this was caught.


Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Stewart, Luke
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Joyce
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:40:55 PM


Great; thanks for this Luke.
 
-Paul
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:31 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Joyce
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Initial stormwater infrastructure in the park (including the Pump Station) is anticipated to be
completed Q3 2015. Final completion and acceptance – particularly the bioswales within P23-P24 -
 is targeted for Q3-Q4 2016.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 1:38 PM
To: Stewart, Luke
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Joyce
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Luke:
 
Just checking in with you on my 4/20 email inquiry to you regarding estimated date on when
stormwater infrastructure improvements in P23 and P24 would be completed. We will need this
response as soon as possible.
 
Thanks for your help.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 11:54 AM
To: 'Stewart, Luke'
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
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Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Luke:  Thanks for this; one additional question for you regarding P23 and P23.  Please provide an
estimated date on when these stormwater infrastructure improvements in P23 and P24 would be
completed. 
 
Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 7:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Paul,
 
P23/P24 – preliminary work is underway for some of the stormwater infrastructure within the park
full park should be under construction Q3 2015, complete Q4 2016
 
Re: TFB and P22. As Catherine mentioned, we are still working out the details of the schedule, but it
is likely that TFB would need to be constructed prior to park. Construction duration is expected to
be approx. 12 months for TFB, approx. 12 months for P22.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 6:10 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; Kevin Beauchamp
(KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu); David Cantor; Stewart, Luke
Subject: Future Mission Bay Development
 
See below.  Kevin/Luke/Clarke/Dave – I had a few questions for you if you could help.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
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Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 11:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Catherine:
 
Thanks for this. We have specific followup questions for you in red, below.  Would you please
respond to these questions?
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:57 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Cumulative Projects Being Constructed in Mission Bay Plan Area
 
Please 1) Approximate construction start/end dates  2) Approximate level of development (general
uses and square footage) for other cumulative projects in Mission Bay, including on Blocks 33/34,
40, 26/27 (Uber), and other.
 
For construction, I have identified an estimate of the start date and you can assume 18-24 months
for completion.
 


·         Blocks 26/27 – 423,000 gsf of office.  Estimated to start by end of 2015.  Is there a name for
this development?  IT IS THE UBER/ARE PROJECT.


 
·         Block 40 – 664,000  gsf of office, with 15,000 gsf of retail.  Estimated to start by late


summer/fall 2015. Is there a name for this development?      THE EXCHANGE
 


·         Block 33/34 – 500,000 gsf of office.  Will be built in two phases, with first phase starting in
2016.  Will need to ask UCSF plans for second phase.


 
·         Affordable Housing – additional 958 affordable housing units, with next project with 200



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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units starting in summer 2016.  Where is the location (e.g. Blocks?) for the 200 units starting
in Summer 2016? BLOCK 7 WEST AND I MEANT SUMMER 2015  Remainder to be built
anywhere from 5 to 10 years from now. – ACTUALLY PROBABLY MORE CORRECT TO SAY 2
TO 10 YEARS FROM NOW WITH BLOCK 6 EAST STARTING IN 2016 AND BLOCK 3 EAST
STARTING LATE 2016/EARLY 2017. 


 
What is the construction start date; and what is the name of the development?  Block 1 –
350 market rate units, 25,000 leasable sf of retail and 250-room hotel BLOCK 1 DOES NOT
HAVE A NAME OTHER THAN THE BLOCK 1 RESIDENTIAL AND BLOCK 1 HOTEL SITES.  THEY
ARE ANTICIPATED TO START LATER THIS YEAR


 
·         Various parks – not sure you need it, but can provide that info later. Should we assume the


realignment of Terry Francois and construction of P22 will start in 2016?  Also, when will
construction of P23 and P24 occur?  PARK P23/24 SHOULD BE UNDER CONSTRUCTION THIS
YEAR.  I AM CC-ING CLARKE/LUKE ON THE QUESTION OF TFB AND P22 SINCE THERE ARE
ONGOING DISCUSSIONS BET THEM AND MBDG ON THE PHASING. TO BE OPEN IN 2018,
THEY WILL NEED TO HAVE FINISHED BOTH, BUT COULD WAIT TO START CONSTRUCTION
UNTIL 2017.


 
·         UCSF – should assume the LRDP additional square footage and hospital.  So, what we need


to know is what specific UCSF LRDP development should we assume to be under
construction between now and end of 2017? I HAVE CC-ED KEVIN FROM UCSF TO PROVIDE
TIMING OF FUTURE GROWTH.  IT BELIEVE IT WILL ONLY BE THE FIRST PHASE OF BLOCK
33/34 FOR ABOUT 250K GSF.


 
·         Didn’t include anything for things currently under construction.  Let me know if you need it. 


We need it if any of that construction will be occurring between November 2015 and end of
2017? OFF THE TOP OF MY HEAD THE CURRENT CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS THAT WILL
PROBABLY CONTINUE AFTER NOVERMBER 2015 ARE:


 
FAMILY HOUSE – 80-GUEST SUITES FOR FAMILIES RECEIVING TREATMENT AT UCSF AND
OTHER SF MEDICAL FACILITIES (BLOCK 7 EAST)
BLOCK N4P3/360 BERRY STREET (DON’T KNOW IF IT HAS ANOTHER NAME) – IN MBN –
ABOUT TO START CONSTRUCTION WITH 129 RESIDENTIAL UNITS, 26 OF WHICH ARE
AFFORDABLE.
BLOCK 12E AND 13W MAY SNEAK PAST NOVEMBER, BUT SHOULD BE SUBSTANTIALLY
COMPLETE. DAVE– DO YOU HAVE AN ESTIMATED COMPLETION DATE FOR THESE?


 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David


Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Bollinger,
Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Range, Jessica (CPC)


Subject: RE: TMP Update
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 8:19:31 PM
Attachments: image004.png


image001.png
2015.04.20_GSW_TMP_Text_GSWAdditions_Final.pdf
2015.04.20_GSW_TMP_Text_GSWAdditions_V2_Redline.docx


Paul, Luba, and others,
 
GSW’s updated TMP is attached for use in the 4/27 admin draft, as requested. This revised version
incorporates all changes discussed and recorded during CEQA meetings since January. ESA and Luba
have previously been furnished with a list of those changes. The TMP has also been re-worked in
select locations to better match the admin draft SEIR as discussed on our 3/12 and 3/25 “war room”
sessions – please see, for instance, text on performance standards, monitoring and surveying, PCO
support of emergency vehicle access, and more.
 
Please note the draft, which was in final formatting stages this afternoon, does NOT incorporate
today’s discussion on TDM strategies and performance standards. Clarke and I are working on
revisions that will satisfy both GSW and the City, and in the meantime are looking forward to the
City’s data on comparable commitments by other private Class A office projects.
 
Thanks all.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 12:18 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: TMP Update
 
Excellent; thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The Transportation Management Plan (TMP) is a management and operating plan designed to provide multi-
modal access to a range of events at the new Golden State Warriors (GSW, or Warriors) Event Center in San 
Francisco’s Mission Bay neighborhood, and to the retail and office uses on the same development site. The 
purpose of the plan is to ensure safe and efficient access by promoting and facilitating the use of nearby public 
transit services and pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure for travel to and from the Event Center and the 
adjacent mixed use development, thereby reducing vehicular impacts to the Mission Bay/Dogpatch area and 
the adjacent neighborhoods. The plan’s primary goals include a reduction to single occupancy vehicle trips 
to/from the site, with a maximum auto mode split of 53 percent for event attendees during  weekday peak 
event conditions (6:00PM – 8:00 PM), and a maximum auto mode split of 59 percent for all trips during 
weekend peak event conditions (6:00 PM – 8:00 PM). All employees and visitors will be encouraged to utilize 
other means for travel to and from the site. Auto mode share goals are based on site-specific travel demand 
estimates being prepared as part of the project’s subsequent environmental impact report (SEIR) analysis.1  



The TMP is a working document that will be expanded and refined over time by the Warriors, the City of San 
Francisco, and other agencies responsible for carrying out the plan. An active monitoring process will occur 
during the four years after the project’s completion to make any necessary adjustments. It is also anticipated 
that subsequent refinements will be made to respond to changing circumstances, new transportation access 
and parking opportunities, and planned transportation improvements that are implemented in the project 
vicinity over time. 



The TMP provides a summary of the Event Center and mixed-use development project description; event and 
no-event scenarios that are addressed in this document; existing transportation facilities and planned major 
transportation projects; travel characteristics of Event Center attendees, office workers, and retail patrons; 
transportation control recommendations; travel demand and communication strategies; and performance 
standards.  



The scenarios addressed in this plan are as follows. 



 Typical Day (No-Event Day) 



 Convention – weekday event with approximately 9,000 attendees 



 Arena Concert – evening event with approximately 14,000 attendees 



 NBA Game – an evening Warriors game with 18,064 attendees 



 Dual Event - NBA game or arena concert coinciding with AT&T Park event 



The travel characteristic assumptions for varying scenarios at the proposed development are based on the 
analysis prepared concurrently for the project’s SEIR. 



1 Travel, Parking, and Loading Demand Estimates for the Proposed Event Center & Mixed Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 
Final Memorandum, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting, November 19, 2014.  
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Transportation control strategies that are identified in the Plan include provision of an on-site, site-specific 
Transportation Management Center (TMC) located in the security center in the Event Center; designation of a 
Parking Control Officer (PCO) director who will staff the Event Center TMC and manage game-day controls; 
designation of up to three in-field PCO supervisors who will roam and oversee PCO operations; the potential 
locations of PCOs who will direct vehicular and pedestrian traffic under various event scenarios; provision of 
GSW or Event Center staff to assist with wayfinding and crowd management; a coordinated partial street closure 
of the northbound lanes on 3rd Street (between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South) and partial closure 
of westbound lanes on South Street for a short period after the conclusion of peak NBA and arena concert 
events; and designation of curbside locations for Muni buses, Mission Bay Transportation Management 
Association (TMA) shuttles, other shuttle buses, charter buses, taxis, Transportation Network Companies (TNCs) 
(e.g., Uber, Lyft), limousines, private vehicle loading and unloading, and media trucks. The transportation control 
strategies also address transit boarding at the nearby Muni stations and pedestrian control at the Event Center 
main garage driveway access point on 16th Street. 



Communication strategies that are identified in the Plan include promotion, outreach and wayfinding strategies 
designed to inform event attendees of the various transportation options that are available and provide 
directions on how to access them. This includes a description of transportation information that will be provided 
by the Warriors and event promoters with event ticket purchases. The wayfinding strategies include a series of 
signs that will be placed to facilitate circulation and access in and around the buildings on-site.
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 



This introduction describes the purpose, goals, and objectives of the Transportation Management Plan (TMP) 
for the Golden States Warriors Event Center and Mixed-use Development Project (“Event Center 
Development”). It gives a project overview within the San Francisco context, including ongoing and upcoming 
projects that will change the transportation system in the area and may prompt adjustments to the TMP in the 
coming years. It then lists organizations and agencies with a stake in the project with their respective roles and 
responsibilities, and discusses the overall TMP implementation strategy, including coordination between 
stakeholders. Finally, it outlines the information contained in the remainder of the TMP.  



1.1 TMP PURPOSE, GOAL, AND OBJECTIVES  



The purpose of the TMP is to outline strategies to optimize access to and from the Event Center Development 
within the constraints inherent to a large public event. The TMP considers the travel characteristics of Event 
Center attendees, office workers, retail patrons, and all other visitors to the site. Its main goal is to ensure safe 
and efficient access for all modes with a particular focus on promoting pedestrian, bicycle, and transit access to 
the Event Center and adjacent mix of uses, thereby reducing vehicular impacts to the Mission Bay/Dogpatch 
area and nearby neighborhoods. 



The objectives of the TMP are: 



 To facilitate and promote safe use of non-automobile transportation by people attending and 
supporting Event Center events or office and retail uses on-site, and to maintain the stated maximum 
auto mode share of 53 percent under peak weekday event conditions (6:00 PM – 8:00 PM) and 59 
percent under peak weekend event conditions (6:00 PM – 8:00 PM); 



 To highlight and optimize the use of transit by both event attendees and event or daily employees; 



 To facilitate and maximize bicycle use by Event Center Development event attendees and event or daily 
employees; 



 To facilitate a high-quality walking experience to the Event Center Development from adjacent 
residences, employment locations, transit stations, and parking garages by identifying key walking 
routes and major street crossing locations, so that wayfinding can be provided and PCOs can be 
located at critical points to manage the interaction of pedestrians and vehicles during major events; 



 To publicize the non-traditional transportation resources existing in the site vicinity, including the 
Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) shuttle service and pedicab ride providers; 



 To maximize safety for all transportation users at key locations around the Event Center Development 
site and broader neighborhood during event ingress and egress; 



 To ensure the safe interaction of pedestrians and cyclists traveling along South and 16th Street and 
vehicles accessing the Event Center Development garage entries located on South Street at Bridgeview 
Way and on 16th Street at Illinois Street; and 



 To facilitate the safe and efficient flow of vehicle traffic into and out of the site and throughout the 
Mission Bay neighborhood during event and no event conditions. 
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The TMP is a living document and will be amended from time to time by the Golden State Warriors, in 
coordination with SFMTA and with input from the nearby community, as travel patterns change as a result of 
development and changes to the roadway infrastructure and operations,. The Golden State Warriors are 
committed to implementation of flexible strategies to advance the goals and objectives outlined here.  



1.1.1 Design Objectives 



The key transportation-oriented objectives of the Event Center Development design are: 



Guest Safety 



 Design clear and distinct pick-up and drop-off locations for each travel mode such that zones are 
primarily single-purpose and potential conflict areas are minimized (i.e., transit zones to the west, bikes 
and cyclists to the southeast, private vehicles to the east). 



 Discourage mid-block pedestrian crossings at 3rd Street, 16th Street, or Terry François Boulevard 



 Create crossings that work for an all-day, all-year development; avoid creating crosswalks that only 
operate under PCO supervision 



 Reduce conflicts between pedestrians and autos at driveways and garage entrances 



Guest Convenience 



 Locate guest arrival areas near building entrances and other conveniences to create visual connections 
to the travel mode and to augment wayfinding, including: 



o The southeast arena entrance (along Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street) 



o Office entrances on 16th Street and South Street, especially for regular TMA shuttles  



o Northwest and southwest site corners, staging areas, and pathways, especially for arrivals via 
bike and Muni bus  or light rail  



 Prioritize open pathways designed for optimal pedestrian circulation and public access 



o Maintain open access to the atrium to preserve the 16th Street/Main plaza connection 



o Highlight, through both static and dynamic wayfinding, the northwest corner and southwest 
corner, and the gracious and pleasant paths to and from the Main Plaza to these corners 



o Leverage the position of the Gatehouse and the decorative fencing proposed on Third Street a 
means to direct patrons to the northwest and southwest corners of the project and to 
discourage mid-block crossings of 3rd Street 



 Locate drop-off and pick-up locations for a given mode in close proximity to each other for pre- and 
post-event scenarios to create consistency, enhance intuitiveness, and create efficient paths of travel for 
patrons 
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Synergy & Resource Intelligence 



 Build a network of dynamic, up-to-the-minute transit information signage and wayfinding, both inside 
and outside of project buildings, to aid in the efficiency of patron arrivals and departures 



 Locate the bike valet close to the Terry François Boulevard cycletrack and nearby Bay Area Bike Share 
station(s) 



 Position the bike valet in sight of the Arena’s southeast Lobby building entrance  



 Locate the daily TMA shuttle stop close to office lobbies  



Good Neighbor Policies 



 Create generous pedestrian queuing areas on-site to minimize neighborhood spillover  



 Maintain local access to 4th Street and Bridgeview Way by promoting alternate pre- and post-game 
routes that emphasize use of 3rd Street, 7th Street, and Terry Francois Boulevard 



 Access to building entries, garage entries, and sidewalk areas for daily users of the 409 and 499 Illinois 
buildings, the 450 South Street garage, and of the future buildings on Blocks 33‐34 will not be 
unreasonably impeded 



 Maintain access to the UCSF Mission Bay Campus and UCSF Hospitals for patients, employees, and the 
university community 



 Maintain the site’s identity as a porous, accessible, and welcoming neighborhood center 



Media Requirements 



 Locate media to provide for reliable satellite connections as per NBA League guidelines while providing 
under-ground cabling below sidewalks for the safety of pedestrians 



1.2 KEY STAKEHOLDERS  



Key stakeholders in the TMP and their respective roles and responsibilities are listed in Table 1-1. 
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TABLE 1-1: KEY STAKEHOLDERS, ROLES, AND RESPONSIBILITIES  



Key Stakeholders Roles and Responsibilities 



Golden State Warriors (GSW) The GSW is the project sponsor and is responsible for implementation of the 
TMP. 



San Francisco Municipal 
Transportation Agency (SFMTA) 



The SFMTA oversees the City’s public right-of-way (ROW) and manages all 
surface transportation infrastructure and systems in the City, including roads, curb 
space, sidewalks, bicycle lanes, parking, transit, and traffic control measures1. The 
SFMTA also regulates taxis and enforces parking regulations. SFMTA operates 
San Francisco’s bus and light rail service under the Muni brand, which will provide 
access to the Event Center and mixed-use development. Recommendations 
related to physical changes to the ROW must be supported by the SFMTA and 
approved by OCII. The SFMTA also coordinates closely with the SFCTA on the 
ongoing Waterfront Transportation Assessment, which includes the Mission Bay 
neighborhood in its study area.  



Office of Community Investment and 
Infrastructure (OCII) 



OCII has jurisdiction over implementing any major redevelopment projects in the 
Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment Project Areas. OCII will act as the 
land use regulatory authority and the lead agency on the EIR. OCII will ensure 
that the project follows the Mission Bay Infrastructure Plan, which is the guiding 
document for remaining infrastructure improvements in the Mission Bay Area. 



Caltrans Caltrans is California’s Department of Transportation and has jurisdiction over the 
freeways that provide regional vehicle access to the proposed Event Center 
Development site. 



Port of San Francisco (Port) The Port of San Francisco (Port) has jurisdiction over San Francisco’s waterfront, 
including Terry François Boulevard and small portions of 16th and South Streets at 
their eastern edges.1 This includes the provision of any new ferry terminal facilities 
and a cycletrack facility, and jurisdiction over street parking operations in the 
areas noted above. 



San Francisco County Transportation 
Authority (SFCTA) 



The SFCTA serves as the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for San 
Francisco County and is responsible for the ongoing Waterfront Transportation 
Analysis, which includes the Mission Bay neighborhood in its study area. 



San Francisco Planning Department The Planning Department is responsible for reviewing and commenting on 
project design, and assessing environmental impacts on the City and its residents 
in collaboration with the overall assessment being led by OCII 



San Francisco Department of Public 
Works (DPW) 



DPW is responsible for street maintenance and implementation of streetscape 
projects as part of the Mission Bay Plan, including curb ramp installations and 
upgrades.  



San Francisco Police Department 
(SFPD) 



SFPD is responsible for emergency response, oversight/override of traffic control 
plans, incident management, and coordination with SFFD and the California 
Highway Patrol as needed. 



San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD) SFFD provides fire suppression and emergency medical services to the residents, 
visitors, and workers within San Francisco. 
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TABLE 1-1: KEY STAKEHOLDERS, ROLES, AND RESPONSIBILITIES  



Key Stakeholders Roles and Responsibilities 



Caltrain Caltrain is a California commuter rail line connecting San Francisco to the 
Peninsula and Santa Clara Valley to the south. Its San Francisco terminal station is 
at 4th and King Streets, approximately 2/3 mile north of the project site. The 22nd 
Street Caltrain station is also located within walking distance of the Event Center 
Development. 



Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) BART is a rapid transit system that serves the San Francisco Bay Area. It operates 
five routes with 44 stations in four counties. Downtown San Francisco is roughly 
the geographic center of the BART system, and its Embarcadero, Montgomery 
Street, Powell Street, and 16th Street Mission stations are within approximately 1.7 
to 2.1 miles of the Event Center Development. Powell Street station will be 
connected to the site vicinity by the Central Subway upon that project’s 
completion in 2019.  



Water Emergency Transportation 
Authority (WETA)2 



WETA was established by Senate Bill (SB) 976 to improve the ability of ferries to 
respond in an emergency and to consolidate several regional ferry services. 
WETA operates service to Alameda/Oakland, Harbor Bay, San Francisco, South 
San Francisco, and Vallejo as San Francisco Bay Ferry. WETA is exploring the 
potential for a ferry terminal at the foot of 16th Street near the Event Center 
Development. 



Golden Gate Ferry (GGF)3 GGF operates frequent ferry service between San Francisco and Larkspur in 
central Marin County, and between San Francisco and Sausalito in southern 
Marin County. Extra service is also offered from Larkspur to AT&T Park for Giants 
home games and other sporting and music events. 



Mission Bay Transportation 
Management Association (TMA) 



The TMA is a non-profit organization established to maximize access and 
mobility to, from, and within Mission Bay by means of free shuttle operations 
servicing residents and employees in the area. Shuttles transport patrons 
primarily to key transit locations, including the Caltrain station at 4th St. and King 
St. and the Powell St. BART station. The Warriors will become members of the 
association and provide annual contributions for the expansion of this service 
(including service to Blocks 29-32 and additional evening and weekend routes 
throughout the neighborhood).   



University of California, San Francisco 
(UCSF) 



The UCSF Mission Bay campus is located in close proximity to the Warriors’ 
project. Campus operations include regular shuttle service between UCSF 
campuses across San Francisco; these shuttles are intended to serve only 
university personnel (faculty, staff, students, etc.). They are, however, a regular 
presence within the Mission Bay street network.  



Community Groups Several community groups offer consultation and feedback on the project design 
and operational planning to help ensure a smooth integration into the Mission 
Bay neighborhood. Some community groups include the ission Bay Community 
Advisory Committee (CAC), San Francisco Bicycle Coalition, and others. 



Notes: 



1. Although the Port has jurisdiction over certain street segments in San Francisco, SFMTA still manages all aspects of surface 
transportation on those streets under agreement with the Port. 



2. Source: http://www.watertransit.org 



3. Source: http://www.goldengateferry.org  



Source: Fehr & Peers, 2014. 
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1.3 PROJECT CONTEXT  



The proposed Event Center Development site consists of Blocks 29, 30, 31 and 32 in the Mission Bay 
neighborhood of San Francisco and is served by local and regional transit (Muni, ferries, regional buses and 
Caltrain); a developing roadway, bike route, sidewalk network; and freeway access. Bicyclists will be encouraged 
to arrive at the site via 16th Street and the planned Blue Greenway along Terry François Boulevard. The project 
location is illustrated on Figure 1-1. The project site plan is illustrated on Figure 1-2.  



The project site is located approximately 2/3 mile from AT&T Park, a 42,000 seat Major League Baseball 
Stadium and home to the San Francisco Giants. Although the Warriors season does not largely overlap with the 
Giants season, they share some transportation facilities and management strategies. Although somewhat rare, a 
dual event scenario is considered as part of this document. 



Over the past several years, many projects in the area have affected the transportation system in the vicinity of 
the Event Center Development, including the opening of the T 3rd light rail line connecting San Francisco’s 
Financial District to Sunnydale, which started operation in 2007. The projects listed in the following sections, 
which are either recently completed, under construction, pending, or under consideration, will continue to 
enhance the transportation system in the area and may warrant changes to the TMP as they are implemented. 
Several significant transportation investments at or near the site are projected to begin operation within the next 
5-10 years. These near-term transportation projects are illustrated on Figure 1-3 and include SFMTA’s Central 
Subway, the electrification of Caltrain, the Blue Greenway, enhanced transit service along 16th Street, and the 2nd 
Street Project, among others. These types of capacity and service enhancements provide essential context for 
planning safe, efficient transportation access to the Event Center and adjacent office and retail uses.  



Several large-scale development projects are also proposed for the Mission Bay neighborhood that may affect 
travel patterns in the area. The project’s SEIR (currently being prepared) will analyze traffic patterns and 
intersection performances under cumulative conditions that contain several prominent developments in the 
project vicinity. The TMP may likewise need to be revised, after development projects are realized and 
operational, to more effectively manage transportation systems under all event and no-event conditions. Some 
reasonably foreseeable development projects include the following: 



 Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project 



 Seawall Lot 337 and Pier 48 Mixed-Use Project 



 Kaiser Medical Office Building at 1600 Owens Street 



 Central SoMa Plan 



 UCSF Long Range Development Plan 
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1.3.1 Transit Projects 



Through consultation with SFMTA a list of projects were selected based on their proximity to the Project site, 
ability to affect the transportation network, and likelihood of being completed. Several major near-term and 
long-term SFMTA Muni projects are proposed that, once implemented, will directly improve service frequency, 
capacity, travel time, cost-effectiveness and reliability in the vicinity of the project site. 



SFMTA Muni Forward – This is the implementation phase of the SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP). The 
project includes both general improvements throughout the system and measures for specific transit lines. 
Implementation is ongoing. The following changes are planned to take place in the project area:  



 10 Townsend – The Muni Forward proposes to rename the 10 Townsend the 10 Sansome. Service 
would be rerouted off of Townsend down 4th Street. From 4th Street the route would extend through 
Mission Bay to new proposed street segments on 7th Street between Mission Bay Boulevard and Irwin 
Street, on Irwin Street between 7th and 16th streets, on 16th Street between Irwin and Connecticut 
streets, and on Connecticut Street between 16th and 7th streets. Peak period headways would be 
reduced from 20 to 6 minutes. Midday headways would be reduced from 20 to 12 minutes. 



 22 Fillmore – The Muni Forward proposes rerouting the 22 Fillmore to continue along 16th Street, 
creating new connections to Mission Bay from the Mission neighborhood. The proposed route change 
would add transit to 16th Street between Kansas Street and 3rd Street and 3rd Street between 16th Street 
and Mission Bay Boulevard North. Muni Forward also proposes to change the AM peak period 
headway, reducing from 9 minute to 6 minute headways. 



Additionally, the SFMTA has proposed two transit enhancement treatment visions for 16th Street, of 
which one or a combination of the two will be selected by the SFMTA Board prior to implementation. 
The treatments are referred to as the Moderate and Expanded Alternatives in the TEP EIR. The 
Moderate Alternative proposes a number of physical changes to the portion of the rerouted 22 
Fillmore in the vicinity of the Mission Bay campus site including, but not limited to, new transit stops, 
relocated transit stops, and transit bulbs (approximately 45 feet in length), as well as new traffic signals 
at Connecticut and Missouri streets. The Expanded Alternative includes the features listed for the 
Moderate Alternative as well as the conversion of a lane of mixed-flow lane of traffic to a transit-only 
lane (side running or center running to be determined) along 16th Street in both directions in the 
vicinity of the campus site as well as the prohibition of left turns at Bryant, Potrero (westbound only), 
Utah, San Bruno, Kansas, Rhode Island, De Haro, Carolina, Wisconsin, Arkansas, Connecticut, and 
Missouri streets. Both alternatives would reduce peak period headways; AM would be reduced from 9 
to 6 minutes, PM peak headways would be reduced from 8 to 5.5 minutes, and midday headways 
would be reduced from 10 to 7.5 minutes. The stated purpose of both alternatives is to make the 22 
Fillmore more frequent, reliable, and effective along 16th Street.  



Prior to the extension of the 22 Fillmore into Mission Bay via either the Moderate or Expanded 
Alternative, which both require the addition of poles and extension of the Overhead Contact System 
(OCS), the SFMTA plans to implement a temporary motor coach service – the 55 Mission Bay - to 
coincide with the opening of the Phase One Medical Center at UCSF Mission Bay between Mission Bay 
and the 16th Street BART Station. The route would follow 16th Street from Mission Street to 3rd Street 
and 3rd Street from 16th Street to Mission Bay Boulevard North. The preliminarily proposed locations for 
new bus stops for this service in the vicinity of the Event Center site are on 16th Street at 4th Street (both 
directions) and on 3rd Street just south of Mission Bay Boulevard South (southbound direction). The 
operating hours and service frequencies of the proposal have not yet been made public at the time of 
publication of this document. 
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SFMTA Central Subway – SFMTA Muni will operate a light rail subway at high frequency between Chinatown, 
Union Square, Yerba Buena Gardens and the Caltrain depot at 4th and King Streets (about 2/3 mile from the 
project site) beginning in 2019. The T 3rd line will extend north from its current terminus at 4th and King Streets 
to serve this subway, and no longer operate along the Embarcadero. Construction of this project is well 
underway. This project would improve transit service between the project site and Downtown and create new 
connections between the project site and regional transit via connections to BART at Powell St. station. 



SFMTA Bus Rapid Transit – SFMTA plans to build and operate a Muni “rapid bus” corridor with a terminal within 
2/3 mile from the project site:  the Van Ness corridor, with one of two lines terminating at 4th & King Streets. 
These service and infrastructure enhancements are expected to be in operation by 2020. 



Caltrain Modernization Program – Caltrain plans to electrify the railway for increased efficiency and capacity. 
The Modernization Program will increase the frequency of service, including expanding the number of peak 
hour trains by one/hour. The project is scheduled for completion in 2021. 



Transbay Transit Center – The new Transbay Transit Center, currently under construction and scheduled for 
completion in 2017, will be a major hub serving 11 transit providers. It will be located between Beale, 1st, Mission 
and Howard Streets, approximately 1.75 miles from the project site.  



Ferry Building Landings and Terminals – the Port of San Francisco operates the ferry terminals at the Ferry 
Building two miles from the project site, in cooperation with the Water Emergency Transportation Authority 
(WETA) and Golden Gate Transit. Frequent, daily ferry service is provided between the Ferry Building and seven 
cities in Alameda, Solano, San Mateo and Marin Counties. The Ferry Building is also a major Muni bus and 
streetcar terminal hub, serving numerous cross-town and downtown lines. The Downtown San Francisco Ferry 
Terminal Expansion Project includes construction of up to three new ferry gates and implementation of several 
pedestrian amenities which would increase ferry capacity and improve the passenger experience, as well as 
provide additional emergency facilities in the event of a major catastrophe. The project is under environmental 
review and is expected to begin construction in early 2015. WETA is also currently exploring the possibility of 
constructing a terminal at the foot of 16th Street adjacent to the Event Center Development site, however, due 
to the preliminary nature of their study, ferry access to the site is not assumed for the sake of this TMP.  



1.3.2 Pedestrian and Bicycle Projects 



2nd Street Project – Multiple improvements are proposed for 2nd Street and could start construction as early as 
2016. The goal of this project is to improve pedestrian safety along the corridor, create a more attractive public 
realm, provide a separated bicycle lane, minimize Muni delays, and increase foot traffic. These improvements 
would provide an enhanced pedestrian corridor for those walking from Downtown to and from the Event 
Center, offices, or retail proposed within the Event Center Development in Mission Bay. 



Blue Greenway – This Port of San Francisco led project will create a network that connects public open space 
and water access in south-east San Francisco, from China Basin Channel to the San Francisco County Line, 
which will include a combination of bicycle and pedestrian trails and parks. Through Mission Bay along the Event 
Center Development frontage, the Blue Greenway will include a north-south bikeway on Terry François 
Boulevard that will connect to the Embarcadero bikeway to the north.  



The 2009 Bike Plan and 2013 Bicycle Strategy includes several improvements to the bicycle network throughout 
the City. Of the improvements approved for implementation in the near-term and long-term, the following 
projects will affect bicycle circulation in the vicinity of the site:  
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 The transition of the Class III facilities on 16th Street to a Class II facility from 3rd Street to Terry François 
Boulevard (as an element of the Blue Greenway). 



 The addition of bicycle lanes on Illinois Street from Cargo Way to 16th Street. 



 The addition of bicycle lanes on Mississippi Street from 16th Street to Mariposa Street. 



 The addition of a physically separated bikeway along The Embarcadero from 3rd Street to Fisherman’s 
Wharf 



1.3.3 Regional Traffic Projects 



Proposal to remove the northern section of Interstate 280 – This proposal is currently being explored by the City 
and would remove the I-280 terminus on- and off-ramps from their current location adjacent to the Caltrain 
Station at 4th and King Streets. This removal may have various benefits, including uniting the neighborhoods 
currently split by the freeway, opening up land along I-280 and at the 4th and King Street rail yards for 
development, reducing the complexity of the downtown rail extension, and reducing vehicle-pedestrian conflicts 
at the crossing outside the Caltrain Station. If this project moves forward, it will likely affect access to the Event 
Center Development site by rerouting vehicle traffic to/from I-280, creating additional roadway connections 
between Mission Bay and areas west, and potentially altering pedestrian routes. 



1.3.4 Near-Term Infrastructure Projects 



New roadway projects are underway with an anticipated completion date of Spring 2015 at the following 
locations: 



 Extension of Owens St from 16th Street to Mariposa Street / I-280 



 Extension of 16th Street to Terry François Boulevard 



New signals have recently been completed or are currently being constructed within 1 mile of the project site at 
the following intersections.  



 3rd Street / Channel Street 



 3rd Street / Mission Bay Boulevards 



 4th Street / Channel Street  



 4th Street / Gene Friend Way 



 16th Street / 4th Street 



 16th Street / Vermont Street  



 16th Street / 7th Street, and  



 7th Street / Mission Bay Drive / Berry Street  



New signals are being constructed with an anticipated completion date in Spring 2015 at: 



 Mariposa Street / 4th Street and 
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 Mariposa Street / I-280 SB On-ramp  



Signal Modification projects are also underway within 1/3 mile of the project site. Signal reconfigurations are 
being constructed with an anticipated completion date in Spring 2015 at the following intersections: 



 3rd Street / 16th Street  



 3rd Street / Mariposa Street 



 16th Street / Owens Street  



 Owens Street / Mariposa Street / I-280 NB Off-ramp  



 Mariposa Street / I-280 SB On-ramp 



Street restriping projects have been completed or are pending at the following intersections. 



 7th Street / 16th Street  



 7th Street / Mission Bay Drive / Berry Street 



 Mariposa Street Bridge (over Caltrain tracks) 



 Mariposa Street / 3rd Street 



 Mariposa / 4th Street  



 Mariposa Street from I-280 SB on-ramp to Pennsylvania Avenue 



Street restriping projects are in the planning stages, and pending approval, at the following intersections. 



 16th Street / Potrero Avenue  



 7th Street / Brannan Street 



Street widening or improvement projects are underway within ¼ mile of the site and have an anticipated 
completion date in Spring 2015 at the following locations. 



 3rd Street / 16th Street  



 Mariposa Street from Owens Street to Illinois Street 



 Connections to UCSF Mission Bay Campus (at 16th Street and Mariposa Street)  



 NB I-280 off-ramp 



1.4 IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY  



1.4.1 Coordination with Agencies and Transit Providers 



Traffic controls proposed in the TMP will require coordination with several of the agencies described in section 
1.2. Table 1-2 summarizes the necessary coordination between the Warriors and public agencies and transit 
providers during Event Center events.  
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TABLE 1-2: PROPOSED CONTROL AND SERVICE COORDINATION SUMMARY 



Control or Service Entity Coordination 



Post-game special train service to South Bay Caltrain Real-time communication between Transportation 
Management Control (TMC) and Caltrain during games so 
any planned special event train can be put into service at 4th 
/King station at the appropriate time. 



Variable Message Signs (VMS) 



  



Caltrans, 
SFMTA 



Location, installation, and operation of variable message 
signs (VMS) alerting drivers of traffic conditions and 
temporary post-event lane closures on 3rd Street. 



Use of existing SFgo intersection surveillance 
cameras, as well as four new proposed 
surveillance cameras along the Event Center’s 
perimeter streets, for observation of traffic 
conditions on streets pre-, during, and post-
event 



SFMTA Permission from SFMTA to see live streams from video 
cameras from the TMC room at the Event Center. 



Traffic management by Parking Control 
Officers (PCOs) on the streets pre-, during, 
and post-event  



SFMTA Real-time communication between TMC, Field Supervisor, 
variable message sign operators, emergency services 
personnel, and PCOs on the street.  



Post-game special northbound light rail 
service  



SFMTA 
(Muni) 



Real-time communication between TMC and SFMTA (Muni) 
during events so that additional light rail trains can be put 
into service at appropriate times. 



Pre- and Post-event Shuttles Mission 
Bay TMA, 
Private 
Shuttle 
Providers, 
SFMTA 



Real-time communication between TMC and Shuttle 
Operators during events so shuttle buses can be put into 
service at appropriate time. 



Valet bicycle parking during events GSW The provision of valet bicycle parking and additional 
temporary secure corral parking during events at the Event 
Center will be coordinated with SFMTA and the San 
Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC), or other vendor. 



Pre- and Post-event Pedicab service along 
Terry Francois Boulevard 



Private 
Pedicab 
Providers 



Pre-event planning and clearly marked staging areas for 
private pedicab drivers. 



Enhanced post-event BART service on event 
days 



BART Communication about event schedules so that BART can 
augment service by providing additional train cars post-
event.  



On-street special event pricing SFMTA , 
Port 



Provide event schedule to SFMTA Parking group and the 
Port for implementation of special event pricing at on-street 
parking meters during events, pending Port approval. 



Emergency response and emergency vehicle 
routing 



SFPD, 
SFFD, 
SDMTA 



Real-time emergency response and PCO support as needed 
to ensure emergency vehicle access to and around the 
project site.  



Source: Fehr & Peers 2014. 



 



 16 











Final Transportation Management Plan – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Event Center and Mixed Use Development 
April 2015 
 



1.5 DOCUMENT ORGANIZATION  



Chapter 2 summarizes the Event Center Development project and outlines the event scenarios. Chapter 3 
describes the existing transportation system in the project vicinity, including the street network, transit, bicycle 
and pedestrian infrastructure, and regional traffic access. Chapter 4 describes the travel demand management 
program that will be implemented to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking. 
Chapter 5 describes the anticipated characteristics of Event Center attendees and visitors to the mixed-use 
development, including the key assumptions on which the TMP recommendations are based. Chapter 6 
describes the proposed controls and is organized by event scenario, ranging from a no-event day to smaller 
convention events to the most complex event (Event Center event concurrent with event in AT&T Park). Chapter 
6 also includes a discussion of the project’s Transit Service Plan. Chapter 7 describes freight loading for the 
Event Center Development. Emergency vehicle access for the site is described in Chapter 8. Finally, Chapter 9 
discusses communication strategies designed to complement the controls listed in Chapter 6, and includes 
wayfinding and outreach. Chapter 10 describes how the TMP will be monitored and refined over time, while 
outlining performance standards for evaluating the plan’s effectiveness.   
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CHAPTER 2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND EVENT 
SCENARIOS 



2.1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION  



2.1.1 General 



The proposed site is comprised of land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31 and 32, located in the Mission Bay South 
area of San Francisco. The 11-acre project consists of a new approximately 18,000-seat multi-purpose event 
center and mixed-use development including multiple office buildings, retail, restaurants, structured parking, 
plaza areas, and other amenities. The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team 
during the National Basketball Association (NBA) season, as well as provide a year-round venue for a variety of 
other uses, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, cultural events, conferences and 
conventions.  



The proposed program for the Mission Bay South project site at Blocks 29-32 includes the following: 



 Event Center Basketball seating capacity: 18,064 



 Event Center supporting uses include a practice facility and Bayfront Terrace 



 750,000 square foot Event Center 



 25,000 square feet of GSW office space 



 580,000 square feet of office buildings 



 125,000 square feet of visitor-serving retail and restaurant uses 



 950 parking stalls in on-site parking structure 



 13 underground truck docks  



 132 stalls in existing structured garage at 450 South Street 



 Access points for trucks and automobiles on 16th Street at Illinois Street 



 Access points for small delivery vehicles and automobiles on South Street at Bridgeview Way 



The public realm zones and uses for the Event Center Development are shown on the site plan in Figure 1-2. 
There will be five pedestrian entries to the site, one midblock on South Street, one on the 3rd Street frontage, 
one midblock on 16th Street, one at the corner of 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard via the southeast 
Plaza, and one midblock on Terry François Boulevard. Large open plaza areas will be located on the west side 
of the multi-purpose event center and in the southeastern portion of the site. The plazas will provide access to 
the retail and office uses on site and would be connected by a ramp wrapping around the exterior along the 
north and eastern-sides of the multi-purpose event center. An atrium connecting 16th Street and the western 
plaza area serves as a secondary connection between open spaces on-site.  
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2.1.2 Proposed Street Cross-Sections 



As part of the Event Center Development, the existing or planned cross-sections for several adjacent streets are 
proposed to be modified to better meet the needs of the Event Center and surrounding mix of uses. The 
conceptual striping plan for the project site is shown on Figure 2-1. 



The project proposes to revise the planned cross-section for 16th Street from 3rd Street to Terry François 
Boulevard. The revised street cross-section would include 6 foot bike lanes with a 4 foot buffer on both sides, -9 
foot parking lanes on both sides (for the segment from Illinois Street to Terry François Boulevard), one 11 foot 
through lane in each direction, and an 11 foot center lane that would serve as left turn pockets at 3rd Street, 
Illinois Street, and Terry François Boulevard. The on-street parking provided along 16th Street will be metered for 
general daytime use on non-event days, but restricted during limited hours for a variety of event-related needs 
including shuttle bus loading, media trucks, and charter bus loading when events are scheduled. One on-street 
space on the north side of 16th Street, between 3rd Street and Illinois Street, will be designated for on-street 
metered commercial loading for all hours until event-related curb regulations go into effect. 



The project also proposes to restripe South Street within the boundaries of the project. The proposed cross-
section would include a 9-foot parking lane on the south side of the street and a parking lane on the north side 
of the street measuring just less than 12 feet. Parking would be prohibited on the north side of the street 
between the 450 South Street parking garage entrance and 3rd Street, and the curbside lane would be used for 
an exclusive westbound right turn lane at the 3rd Street intersection. The proposed cross section would also 
include an 11 to 12-foot through lane in each direction. A bus stop for the Mission Bay TMA shuttle will be 
provided on the south side of South Street, from the 3rd Street intersection east a distance of 60 feet. A taxi 
loading area will be provided on the south side of South Street, from the Event Center garage access (opposite 
Bridgeview Way) east a distance of 100 feet. The remainder of the curbside frontage along South Street will be 
metered for general daytime use on non-event days. Eight on-street spaces on the south side of South Street 
will be designated for on-street metered commercial loading for all hours until event-related curb regulations 
go into effect. During events as needed, all on-street parking on the south side of South Street between 3rd 
Street and Terry François Boulevard will be prohibited so this space may be used for bus and taxi loading areas. 
Parking on the north side of South Street may be prohibited during peak events to allow use of the westbound 
parking lane for vehicle access and egress to the Event Center garage and the 450 South Street garage.  



The planned Blue Greenway project will add a two-way bikeway along the east side of Terry François Boulevard 
with a 4-foot buffer. The reconstructed portion of Terry François Boulevard along the project frontage will also 
provide four travel lanes and on-street parking lanes on both sides. A Paratransit stop, 75 feet in length, which 
will accommodate up to three vans, will be provided on the west side of Terry François Boulevard near the 
southeast entrance to the Event Center and elevators to the Pedestrian Path. The remainder of the curbside 
frontage along Terry François Boulevard will be metered for general daytime use on non-event days. Eight on-
street spaces on the west side of Terry François Boulevard will be designated for on-street metered commercial 
loading for all hours until event-related curb regulations go into effect. During events as needed, all on-street 
parking on the west side of Terry François Boulevard will be prohibited. During these conditions, the frontage 
will be designated for taxi use, Paratransit vehicle use, and TNC or private vehicle passenger drop-off/pick-up. 
At the intersection of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street, two-stage bike boxes or equivalent measures will 
be provided to facilitate safe turns for cyclists traveling between 16th Street and the Blue Greenway bikeway on 
the east side of Terry François Boulevard. 



In addition to the changes in cross sections, the following intersection controls would be implemented as part of 
the proposed project: 
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 The intersection of Terry A. Francois Boulevard/South Street is currently stop-controlled at the 
eastbound approach to the intersection, and would be signalized. 



 The intersection of Bridgeview Way/South Street is currently uncontrolled, and would be made a side-
street stop-controlled intersection with southbound vehicles on Bridgeview Way required to stop.  



 The new intersection of Terry A. Francois Boulevard/16th Street would be signalized. 



 The intersection of Illinois Street/16th Street is currently uncontrolled, and would be made an all-way 
stop-controlled intersection. Conditions at this intersection would be monitored, and if determined by 
the SFMTA that a traffic signal is warranted, the intersection would be signalized. 



 The intersection of Terry A. Francois Boulevard/Illinois Street/Mariposa Street is currently stop-
controlled, and would be signalized. 
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2.1.3 Mission Bay TMA Shuttle Program Expansion  



The Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) strives to reduce single-occupant vehicle trips 
by encouraging alternative modes of transportation for residents, employees and visitors to the Mission Bay 
development area. The Mission Bay TMA currently provides two free shuttle bus route services (east and west) 
between Mission Bay and the Powell Street BART Station and the 4th/King Caltrain Station.  



The Warriors will join the Mission Bay TMA and the organization’s contributions to the association will enable 
expanded service, which may include additional evening or midday shuttles and/or weekend service. Additional 
routes to locations including the 16th Street BART Station and/or Transbay Terminal may also be feasible. This 
service will enable office employees and retail visitors to access the site from key transit locations. All standard 
shuttle service related to the Warriors development will be an integrated part of the TMA network and will 
continue to be free of charge for all residents and employees in Mission Bay, regardless of destination.  



The site’s design includes an additional TMA shuttle stop, located on the south side of South Street just east of 
3rd Street, located by the lobby of one of the project’s office/lab buildings. This stop may also serve 
developments on the UCSF campus to the west, the Gap (existing) and Uber (planned) office buildings on the 
north side of South Street, and the Bayfront Park nearby.  



2.1.4 Bicycle Parking 



Bicycle parking will be provided in an enclosed 300+ bicycle valet facility located on the 16th Street frontage just 
west of the southeast Event Center entrance. Valet doors will face east to direct departing cyclists towards the 
signalized intersection at Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street, where they can safely mount their vehicles. 
The bike valet facility will be available for self-park to arena and GSW employees for all-day use but will not be 
staffed during non-peak event times; it is assumed that the valet partner and the SFMTA will provide guidance 
on the most efficient secure storage system under these conditions. The bike valet is proposed to be staffed by 
a partner such as the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC) for evening use by ticketholders during peak events 
such as NBA games and concerts. The valet parking facility will be attended from two hours before the start of 
peak events to approximately one hour after the event ends. Additional valet service will be provided by 
partners at temporary, staffed bike corrals of 50-100 bikes on plaza level in the southeast and west portions of 
the site for events where bike use is projected to exceed the supply provided by the permanent 300+ space 
bike valet facility. This additional bike corral will be positioned to be accessible to bicyclists, but not to interfere 
with pedestrian pathways or ADA access points. Additional bicycle parking will be located throughout the 
development for daily users, including a secure bike parking room for each office building for office and retail 
employees and bike racks at ground level on South Street, Terry François Boulevard, and 16th Street for all users. 
Bike rack design will be determined in consultation with SFMTA staff. Total proposed bike parking is in excess of 
500 spaces (including temporary corrals).  



In addition to the bicycle parking program, the Event Center Development program will include sponsorship for 
a Bay Area Bike Share station on or near the site, likely along Terry Francois Boulevard or South Street, and 
support in principle for additional stations in the project vicinity. Precise location of the Bay Area Bike Share 
station(s) will be determined through coordination between the Port of SF, the SFMTA, and the bike share 
operator. 



2.1.5 Vehicle Parking 



The current Event Center Development program includes an approximately 950-space parking structure with 
below-grade parking and an at-grade level located under the plaza podium, all concealed from the public’s 
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view. Access to the garage will be provided via two controlled driveway entrances, one on South Street at 
Bridgeview Way and the other on 16th Street across from Illinois Street.  



The 16th Street driveway will serve as the primary access point for arena patrons, who will be required to show 
pre-purchased parking passes to Event Center staff located on the street prior to entering the driveway. Any 
parking passes can be scanned at the interior end of the driveway to allow more cars to queue upon arrival. 
Office workers will also use the 16th Street Driveway, where, Automatic Vehicle Identification System (AVI) or fob 
controls will enable access at an entry point at the interior end of the driveway. AVIs may also be used for select 
season ticket holders for Event Center uses. The South Street driveway will provide access to retail patrons on-
site and will include a valet drop-off area within the garage able to serve up to 280 vehicles. Self-parking visitors 
to office or retail during daytime hours will utilize a more traditional system using ticket-issuing machines and 
pay-on-foot ticket kiosks located throughout the garage. Each driveway will feature one in-bound lane during 
event hours and two egress lanes during the post-event period. 



There will also be 13 truck docks located below grade, with access via distinct driveway lanes at the 16th street 
entry. The truck dock is physically separated from the primary vehicle parking areas.  



In addition, the Golden State Warriors organization has purchased the right to use 132 additional stalls located 
in the structured parking garage at 450 South Street, directly across the street from the site’s northern 
boundary. These spaces will be used by daily office employees and/or Golden State Warrior employees, not by 
event attendees. The Warriors are open to working with additional third parties to accommodate excess parking 
demand if the need arises. 



Event attendees who purchase reserved parking on-site will receive instructions for entering and exiting the 
Event Center garage with their ticket confirmation. They will also receive a dated parking pass to hang on their 
rear view mirror. Signage will be provided at both Event Center garage access points indicating event center 
parking is available for those attendees with pre-purchased tickets only. The parking operation on event days 
will consist of attendants checking entering vehicles for valid parking access to a space in the garage. The 
parking pass checks will be done by attendants stationed curbside at garage driveways along 16th Street and 
South Street so that vehicles without proper credentials will not be able to enter the parking garage driveway. If 
queues extend from the 16th Street garage driveway back onto 16th Street, this access will be temporarily closed 
and inbound event attendees will be directed to the South Street garage access. Vehicles without reserved 
parking passes will be directed to the north or to the west of the site to other nearby parking facilities off-site.  



Parking for retail and restaurant customers will be available at the 950-space garage on no-event days, during 
daytime events, and on non-peak event evenings. Garage operation for these customers will consist of attended 
valet parking. The valet parking drop-off and pick-up area will be located within the garage via the South Street 
driveway where the majority of the retail uses are located. When parking in the garage is not available, and 
during peak events, valet attendants will park retail customers’ vehicles at off-site locations, including public lots 
in the vicinity. 



Retail and office employees with reserved parking will use the 16th Street entry to the parking garage across 
from Illinois Street. The garage operation at this location will be an automated electronic system (no attendants) 
to facilitate efficient entry/exit for these daily users.  



As part of the proposed street restriping, on-street metered parking is planned to surround the site on three 
sides – South Street, Terry François Boulevard, and 16th Street. This on-street parking will be used for various 
parking and loading designations on event days. During no-event times, the on-street space may be used for 
general parking, as summarized in Table 2-1 and Figure 2-2. Pending Port approval, on-street spaces on blocks 
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adjacent to the Event Center Development are likely to be marked with Special Event parking signs, similar to 
those found in the vicinity of AT&T Park, and carefully monitored for compliance.  



TABLE 2-1: NO-EVENT ON-STREET PARKING3 



Street Segment From To 
Length 



(ft.) 
On-Street Parking 



Available1,2 



South Street 



North Side 



3rd Street 
450 South Street 
Garage Driveway 



225 -- 



450 South Street 
Garage Driveway 



Bridgeview Way 140 5 



Bridgeview Way 
Terry François 



Boulevard 315 14 



South Side 
3rd Street Bridgeview Way 410 15 



Bridgeview Way 
Terry François 



Boulevard 
305 -- 



Terry François 
Boulevard 



East Side South Street 16th Street 610 29 



West Side South Street 16th Street 610 15 



16th Street 



North Side 
3rd Street 



Parking Garage 
Driveway 185 7 



Parking Garage 
Driveway 



Terry François 
Boulevard 515 24 



South Side 
3rd Street Illinois Street 170 7 



Illinois Street 
Terry François 



Boulevard 
505 23 



Notes: 



1. On-street parking space = 15’ for end stall; 20’ for regular stall; 25’ for loading stall 



2. Red zone at each corner = 20’ 



3. Excludes TMA shuttle stop and no-event taxi zone, both also located on the south side of South Street, and select 
metered commercial loading zones on South Street and Terry Francois Boulevard. . 



Source: Fehr & Peers, Golden State Warriors, SFMTA Parking Stall Standards. 
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2.2 EVENT SCENARIOS  



The event scenarios and time periods analyzed in the TMP are designed to provide a range of typical scenarios, 
including several of those being studied for transportation impacts in the project SEIR. In full, this range of 
scenarios will offer a menu of options to event operators and City personnel to fit most event conditions. 
Transportation control measures for events not specifically described will be derived based on reviewing the 
plans for events with comparable attendance levels and time periods included in the TMP and making 
adjustments as needed. 



The primary event scenarios that are addressed in this TMP are as follows: 



 Typical No-Event Day  



 Convention – weekday event with 9,000 attendees 



 Arena Concert – an evening event with 14,000 attendees 



 NBA Game – an evening Warriors game with 18,064 attendees 



 Dual Event – NBA game or arena concert coinciding with an AT&T Park event (with 41,500 attendees) 



2.2.1 Typical No-Event Day 



The retail, restaurant, and office uses located adjacent to the Event Center will be open 365 days a year. Project 
sponsors anticipate daily activity from these users in addition to passive recreation or seasonal festivals in the 
open plaza areas and in Bayfront Park located across the street.  



2.2.2 Small Event 



Small events (3,000 to 9,000 attendees) may consist of conventions, small “arena theater” concerts, family 
shows, non-NBA sporting events, and other types of events to be decided. For the purpose of the TMP, a small 
event is defined as a daytime convention with an attendance of 9,000 people. 



2.2.3 Arena Concert Event 



Arena concert events are defined in this TMP as events with 14,000 attendees. The estimated 30 annual arena 
concerts (typically occurring on Friday and Saturday evenings within a 7:30 PM to 10:30 PM window) at the 
event center would vary in attendance levels, depending on the artist and stage configuration. The estimated 
average attendance level would be approximately 12,500 patrons. The event center design would allow for an 
end-stage concert configuration to accommodate a maximum of 14,000 patrons.  



Occasionally, arena concerts would occur in a full 360-degree center-stage configuration which would allow for 
a maximum attendance above the seated capacity of 18,064 – up to 18,500 patrons. This would account for less 
than 10 percent of the total annual arena concerts (no more than four per year). Logistics for these larger arena 
concerts are considered as part of the peak event scenario. 



2.2.4 Peak Event 



Peak events are defined in this TMP as events where more than 90 percent of the seating capacity of the Event 
Center will be occupied (i.e. more than 16,200 attendees). These include all GSW pre-season, regular season, 
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and post-season games as well as sold-out center stage concerts. The peak event analyzed in detail in the TMP 
is a sold out basketball game that fills the Event Center to capacity (18,064 attendees). 



The NBA regular season consists of 41 home games.  



The majority of games take place in the evening (7:30 PM tipoff). In the 2012-2013 season, there was one 
daytime game (1:00 PM tipoff) during the regular season and it took place on a holiday (Martin Luther King Day, 
01/21/13). Since most concerts typically take place in the evening, most of the egress from the Event Center will 
occur at night, during off-peak traffic conditions. Some games and concerts, though, will have ingress activity 
during the weekday evening commute period. Most inbound pre-event traffic on weekdays will be traveling in 
the opposite direction of evening commute traffic that is exiting the area.  



2.2.5 Peak Event Concurrent with Event at AT&T Park 



The dual event scenario occurs when a high-attendance event at the Event Center (a sold-out NBA game or 
concert) and a baseball game or sold-out concert at AT&T Park occur at the same time. This combination of 
events, in which up to 18,064 persons would be at the Event Center and up to 41,500 persons at AT&T Park, 
would most likely occur on a weekend evening. Since the 2004 seasons, there have been 19 days in which both 
the Giants and Warriors have had overlapping regular season home games, for an average of approximately 2 
such days per year. The transportation control strategies for a dual event scenario also apply when a baseball 
game or sold out concert at AT&T Park occurs at the same time as a 14,000 person concert at the Event Center.  



2.3 TYPICAL ANNUAL EVENT DISTRIBUTION  



It is anticipated that the Event Center will have a total of approximately 200-220 events each year, distributed as 
follows: 



 43-60 GSW home games (2-3 pre-season + 41 regular season + a maximum possible of 16 home 
playoff games), all taking place from 7:30 PM to around 9:40 PM. 



 45 Concerts, consisting of approximately 30 large arena concerts and 15 small “arena theater” concerts. 
These events will occur mostly on Friday and Saturday nights from 7:30 PM to 10:30 PM, concentrated 
during late fall, winter, and early spring.  



 55 Family Shows. Tours typically perform 10 shows in the building over 5 days (Wed-Sun) as described 
in Table 2-2. 



 31 Conventions/Corporate Events, distributed throughout the year as the building schedule permits. 



 Approximately 30 other sporting events distributed throughout the year as the building schedule 
permits. 



Table 2-2 summarizes the annual event distribution.  
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TABLE 2-2: TYPICAL ANNUAL EVENT CENTER EVENT DISTRIBUTION  



Event Description Quantity Event Times 
Daytime or 
Evening 



Warriors Events 43-60   



 Pre-season 2-3 7:30 PM – 9:40 PM Evening 



 Season 41 7:30 PM – 9:40 PM Evening 



 Post-season 0-16 7:30 PM – 9:40 PM Evening 



Non-Warriors Events 161   



 Concerts 45   



”Arena Theater” Concerts 
(3,000 attendees) 



15 Fri-Sat 7:30 PM – 10:30 PM 
Evening 



Arena Concerts (14,000 
attendees) 



30 Fri-Sat 7:30 PM – 10:30 PM 
Evening 



 Family Shows 55 



Typically 10 shows over 5 days 
(Wed. to Sun.): 
Wed. (1): 7:30 - 9:00 PM 
Thur. (1): 7:30 - 9:00 PM 
Fri. (2): 10:30 AM - Noon; 7:30 - 
9:00 PM 
Sat. (3): 11 AM-12:30 PM, 3:00 PM 
- 4:30 PM; 7:00 PM -8:30 PM 
Sun. (3): 11 AM - 12:30 PM, 3:00 
PM - 4:30 PM; 7:00 PM-8:30 PM 



Both 



Conventions/ Corporate 
Events 



31 Variable Both 



 Other Sporting Events 30 Variable Both 



Notes: 



1. Of the peak events, it is anticipated that fewer than 10 will overlap with events at AT&T Park. 



Source: Golden State Warriors. 
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CHAPTER 3. EXISTING CONDITIONS 



Chapter 3 describes existing transportation systems serving the Event Center Development site, including the 
street network, freeways, transit hubs, bicycle facilities, and truck routes. Select commitments to make near-term 
significant changes in conditions that are certain and fully-funded are noted as many of these investments and 
changes in capacity and service will be completed by 2020 and will be key to assumptions about the operation 
and functionality of the transportation networks  serving the Event Center Development. This Chapter is 
included in the TMP for contextual and informational purposes only. A full environment document will be 
prepared that includes a more complete and quantitative analysis of the existing conditions as they pertain to 
transportation. 



3.1 PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES  



Major pedestrian routes to the Event Center Development include 16th Street for east-west travel 
as well as 3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard/Bay Trail for north-south travel. 



Within the project site area, sidewalks generally exist on both sides of the street, and are generally 
12 to 15 feet wide. There is currently no sidewalk along the frontage of the project site except on 



3rd Street; however sidewalks will be completed along 16th Street, South Street, and Terry François Boulevard 
adjacent to the site as part of the project. There are gaps in the sidewalk along nearby roadways that are 
currently under construction, including the south side of 16th Street between 7th and 3rd streets and the west 
side of 3rd Street between 16th and Mariposa streets. These sidewalk gaps will be closed upon completion of the 
adjacent buildings. All intersections surrounding the site have standard painted crosswalks and directional curb 
ramps. All signalized intersections include pedestrian signals with count down timers.  



The Bay Trail is a planned 500-mile recreational shoreline corridor that, when complete, will encircle San 
Francisco and San Pablo Bays with a continuous network of bicycling and hiking trails. In the project vicinity, the 
Bay Trail will run along the east side of Terry François Boulevard, and is designated as a multi-use trail shared by 
pedestrians and bicycles. As a major mostly uninterrupted pedestrian facility, this path will carry a significant 
proportion of pedestrian flow to and from the Event Center and between the Event Center and major regional 
transit hubs and bike share stations, and certain segments along congested areas, such as the Embarcadero, are 
being designed to provide separate paths for bicyclists and pedestrians to improve safety. 



3.2 TRANSIT NETWORK  



This section discusses both regional and local transit provision to the proposed Event Center 
Development site. The site is well-served by both local and regional public transit. Local service 
is provided by Muni Bus, light rail lines, and the Mission Bay TMA shuttles. Regional service is 
provided by BART, Caltrain, AC Transit, Golden Gate Transit, SamTrans, and various ferry 
providers. Riders from these regional transit services would either walk or transfer to Muni or 
privately operated shuttles to access the Event Center Development. This section is organized 



in order of proximity to the site, starting with the transit hub that is furthest away (BART Stations) and ending 
with the one that is closest (Muni light rail platforms). Existing rail transit is shown in Figure 3-1 and existing bus 
transit is shown in Figure 3-2.  



3.2.1 Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART, Regional) 



BART provides regional commuter rail service in the Bay Area. San Francisco’s Financial District is centrally 
located within the system, which provides service to the East Bay (Pittsburg/Bay Point, Richmond, 
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Dublin/Pleasanton and Fremont) and to San Mateo County (San Francisco International Airport and Millbrae) 
with operating hours between 4:00 AM and midnight daily. In the Financial District, BART operates underground 
below Market Street. The Event Center Development can be most directly accessed from four BART stations 
including the Embarcadero (2.1 miles), Montgomery Street (1.8 miles), Powell Street (1.7 miles), and 16th Street 
Mission (1.7 miles) stations. When the Muni Central Subway opens in 2019, its connection to the BART Powell 
Street Station will likely make this a primary transfer station to the Event Center. During the weekday PM peak 
period, when many event-goers are expected to arrive, headways are generally 5 to 15 minutes for each line. 
Off-peak headways are generally 20 minutes for each line. BART trains range from 3 to 10 cars depending on 
time of day and demand. BART will extend its service to Warm Springs in 2015 and to San Jose in 2018 and to 
east Contra Costa County via eBART in 2016. BART is also proposing early phases of its “BART Metro” project 
(that increases Transbay Tube/SF frequency) and to introduce higher-capacity train cars within the next 5-10 
years. BART is also performing a study to recommend measures to increase platform and station circulation 
capacity, particularly at Embarcadero and Montgomery Stations. The BART system map is illustrated below. 



 



3.2.2 Ferry Building 



WETA, Blue & Gold, and Golden Gate operate regular ferry service between the San Francisco Ferry Building (2 
miles from the project site) and Vallejo, Larkspur, Sausalito, Tiburon, Oakland, Alameda and South San 
Francisco. Golden Gate and WETA also provide event-level service to AT&T Park, 2/3 mile from the project site. 
The Ferry Building is also a terminal / hub for Muni and Amtrak/Amtrak Capital Corridor service.  



A Mission Bay ferry terminal near 16th Street has been identified in Water Emergency Transportation Authority 
(WETA) and MTC’s 2040 Regional Transportation Plan “One Bay Area” planning documents as a potential future 
infrastructure investment, but there has not yet been an environmental assessment or full-funding strategy 
identified for the project. WETA plans to continue developing this concept. 
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3.2.3 Caltrain (Regional) 



Caltrain provides passenger rail service on the Peninsula between San Francisco and Downtown San Jose with 
several stops in San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties. Limited service is available south of San Jose. Within San 
Francisco, Caltrain terminates at a station located on 4th Street between King and Townsend Streets, 
approximately 2/3 mile from the proposed Event Center Development site. The 4th/King station is served by 
local, limited, and “Baby Bullet” trains. The 22nd Street Station is also nearby, located directly underneath I-280, 
approximately one mile from the Event Center Development site, and is served by local, limited, and a few of 
the currently scheduled “Baby Bullet” trains. 



Caltrain service headways in the northbound direction during the PM peak, which will serve Event Center 
weekday events, are variable depending on the specific service provided by the train (bullet or limited); 
however, there are typically 5 arrivals in one hour. Southbound headways after the PM peak are once per hour. 
Electrification of Caltrain by 2021 will allow implementation of increased train frequencies. On weekends, 
headways are once per hour, so most Event Center attendees will likely arrive in a single train. However some 
guests may come on an earlier train for weekend events to visit the city or the retail and restaurant uses on site. 
Finally, Caltrain currently provides special post-game train service following Giants games.  



3.2.4 San Francisco Muni (Local) 



Muni operates bus, cable cars, streetcars, and light rail lines within San Francisco. The line that most directly 
serves the proposed Event Center Development site is the T 3rd Street light rail line, which operates in a 
dedicated right-of-way in the center of 3rd Street. A couple of Muni bus lines, the 22 Fillmore and 10 Townsend, 
as well as the N Judah light rail line stop within 1 mile of the project site. Figure 3-1 shows rail lines and Figure 
3-2 shows bus lines that provide service in the immediate project vicinity. 



T 3rd Street – The T 3rd Street light rail route connects Visitacion Valley to Mission Bay via Bayview and 
Dogpatch. It also connects Balboa Park BART Station to Mission Bay through Downtown San Francisco as the K 
Ingleside route via St Francis Wood, West Portal, and the Castro. It operates weekdays and weekends from 
approximately 4:00 AM to 1:00 AM, mostly with one-car trains using platforms that are typically long enough for 
two car-trains in the vicinity of the Event Center. This line will be diverted to the Central Subway in 2019, will 
regularly be served by 2-car trains at a higher frequency than current scheduling north of Mariposa Street, and 
its UCSF Mission Bay station is located at the northwest corner of the project site.  



The T 3rd Street line stops at side-running raised platforms located along 3rd Street at the following locations: 



 Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at South Street  (at the northwest corner of the site)  



 Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at Mariposa Street (1/4-mile south of the site) 



 Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at 20th Street (1/2 mile south of the site) 



 Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at Mission Rock Street (1/3-mile north of the site) 



In addition, all other Muni light rail lines and several east-west Muni bus lines overlap the T 3rd line at the 
Downtown stations, including the Embarcadero BART/Muni Station and other Market Street Muni bus/rail hubs 
that are within 2 miles away. Event-goers coming from other parts of San Francisco can transfer to the T 3rd line. 
Within five years, Muni expects to operate enhanced transit service described in the TEP, which could include 
the T 3rd and the 22 Fillmore trolley bus rerouted to run along 16th Street east of I-280 to Terry François 
Boulevard, with a more near-term plan to operate a Muni 55 motor coach line between the 16th Street BART 
and the Event Center until the trolley bus extension can be completed. The Muni 33 line may be extended to 
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serve the segment in Potrero Hill currently served by the 22. Two new Muni Bus Rapid Transit corridors (Van 
Ness and Geary) will have at least one of the programmed lines terminate within 2/3 mile of the project site 
within the next 5-8 years. Lastly, many major Muni bus lines have current terminus stations at the Temporary 
Transbay Terminal, Caltrain Terminal and Ferry Building (see below). 



3.2.5 Mission Bay TMA Shuttles 



The Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) strives to reduce single-occupant vehicle trips 
by encouraging alternative modes of transportation for residents, employees and visitors to the Mission Bay 
development area. Mission Bay TMA currently provides two shuttle bus route services (east and west) between 
Mission Bay and the Powell Street BART Station and the 4th/King Caltrain Station. They are free of charge and 
open to all employees, residents, and visitors to the Mission Bay Area and the China Basin building at 185 Berry 
Street. The west route serves 16th and Illinois streets, while the east route serves 4th Street and Mission Bay 
Boulevard; both operate at 15-minute intervals from 7:00 to 10:00 AM and 3:45 to 8:15 PM. Figure 3-2 shows 
TMA Shuttle routes and existing stops. 



The Golden State Warriors will join the Mission Bay TMA and the shuttles will be made available for employees 
and visitors. According to the Mission Bay TMA, the evening service is currently at or near capacity. After joining 
the TMA, shuttle routes, stops, and schedules may be reconfigured to better serve the site and Mission Bay. A 
new stop to serve the site is suggested on the south side of South Street near the intersection with 3rd Street. 
UCSF Campus-to-Campus Shuttles 



UCSF provides shuttles for university personnel, including faculty, staff, technicians, and students, to travel 
between the university’s campuses in San Francisco. These shuttles relieve capacity constraints for both the 
Mission Bay TMA shuttles and the road network via a reduction in single-occupant vehicle trips. Non-university 
affiliated personnel in the neighborhood are not permitted to ride UCSF shuttles.  



3.2.6 Temporary Transbay Terminal 



The Temporary Transbay Terminal provides temporary bus terminal facilities during construction of the new 
multi-modal Transbay Transit Center, which is scheduled for completion in 2017. The Temporary Terminal is 
located in the area bounded by Main, Folsom, Beale and Howard Streets, approximately 1.75 miles north of the 
project site. It currently serves AC Transit, WestCAT Lynx, Muni, Golden Gate Transit, and SamTrans passengers.  



The new Transbay Transit Center will be located in an area bounded by Beale Street, 2nd Street, Minna Street, 
and Natoma Street and will serve the same transit providers as the Temporary Terminal plus capacity to 
accommodate Caltrain expansion and California High Speed Rail. Phase I of the project is expected to be 
completed by 2017.  
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3.3 BICYCLE FACILITIES  



Bicyclists may use all roadways in the city, not just designated bicycle routes; however, the City of 
San Francisco has an extensive bicycle network. The three classes of bicycle facilities are described 
below. 



 



Class I (Multi-use paths) are paved multi-use facilities separated from 
roadways. The City of San Francisco has Class I facilities in large parks (e.g., 
Golden Gate Park or the Panhandle) and in areas where bicycling on the street 
would be challenging (e.g., US 101/Cesar Chavez Interchange).  



Class I facilities are generally shared with pedestrians and may be adjacent to an 
existing roadway, or may be entirely independent of existing vehicular facilities.  



 



Class II (Bicycle Lanes) are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by 
bicycles through striping, pavement legends, and signs. 



 



Class III (Bicycle Routes) are designated roadways for shared bicycle/vehicle 
use indicated by signs only; may or may not include additional pavement width 
for cyclists. The majority of San Francisco’s bicycle facilities are Class III facilities. 
In San Francisco, Class III Bicycle Routes are routinely striped with the shared-
lane arrow, or “sharrow,” reminding drivers and cyclists to share the roadway. 



Current on-street bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the project are shown in Figure 3-3 and described below. The 
majority of the study area is flat, with limited changes in grade, facilitating bicycling within and through the area. 
However, dedicated bicycle lanes are not provided on all routes. For a description of planned bicycle projects 
which will add key links to the existing network including the Blue Greenway on Terry François Boulevard, refer 
to section 1.3.2. 



The Bay Trail, described above, connects China Basin to Mission Bay across the Channel and runs along bicycle 
route #5. Additionally, the Embarcadero Enhancement project, now underway proposes to develop a 
conceptual design and cost estimate for a bikeway - a bicycle facility that is physically separated from moving or 
parked vehicles and pedestrians - along The Embarcadero from 3rd Street in South Beach to Powell and 
Jefferson Streets in the Fisherman’s Wharf area. A bikeway is a bicycle facility that is physically separated from 
moving or parked vehicles and pedestrians. The SFMTA proposes to study a bicycle connection across the Lefty 
O’Doul Bridge that would connect the two waterfront bicycle facilities. 



Route #5 runs north to south along Terry François Boulevard and Illinois Street as a Class II bike lane. This route 
connects China Basin to the north with the project site and Route #7 to the south. 



Route #536 is a two-block section of northbound sharrows on 3rd Street between Terry François Boulevard and 
Townsend Street.  
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4th Street is a north-south bike route that extends from Berry Street to the north to 16th Street. 4th Street is 
designated as a Class III bicycle facility as it crosses Mission Creek until Channel Street, south of which it has 
Class II bike lanes. 



Route #7 is primarily a north-south bike route that runs along Indiana Street as a Class III facility. At Mariposa St 
to the north, it merges with Route #23 and runs to the east to Illinois Street, where it continues north to the 
Event Center site. This route connects to Route #23 to the west as well as Route #5 and the Bay Trail to the east.  



Route #23 is primarily a north-south bike route that extends along 7th Street from Brannan Street to 16th Street 
and down Mississippi Street to Mariposa Street with Class II bike lanes. At Mississippi Street and Mariposa, it runs 
east along Mariposa Street as a Class III facility and merges with Route #7. 



Route #123 is a short north-south bike route that runs along Henry Adams/Kansas Street between Division 
Street and 16th Street as a Class III bicycle facility. It connects Routes #36 and #40.  



Route #36 is an east-west bike route that runs along Townsend Street between The Embarcadero and 8th Street 
as a Class II bike lane. It connects the Caltrain Station at 4th and King Streets with Routes #23 and #123 to the 
west. 



Route #40 is an east-west bike route that runs along 16th Street from Kansas Street to 3rd Street as a Class II bike 
lane. It continues for less than a block as a Class III bike facility from 3rd Street to the project site at Illinois Street. 
This route connects Route #25 and #123 to the west with Routes #23, 4th Street, and the project site to the east. 
Route #40 is planned to be moved to 17th Street between Kansas and Mississippi Streets before returning to 
16th Street, where it will continue to Terry François Boulevard. 



There is currently a Bay Area Bike Share (BABS) pod at the Caltrain Station and on Townsend Street between 7th 
and 8th streets, and at least one planned in the Mission Bay neighborhood near the UCSF residences. The 
Warriors are exploring locations for a new bike share station at or immediately adjacent to the Event Center or 
Bayfront Park. 
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3.4 STREET NETWORK  



Since the Event Center Development site is located at the eastern edge of the Mission Bay 
neighborhood, the street network serving it extends to the north, west, and south only. The 
project proposes to restripe the roads adjacent to the Event Center Development frontage, as 
discussed in more detail previously in Chapter 2. 



3.4.1 Local Access 



This section describes the existing streets that are most relevant for access to the immediate vicinity of the site 
and discusses their relevance for particular modes as appropriate.  



16th Street is a four-lane east-west Secondary Arterial roadway with left turn pockets that extends to Castro 
Street to the west and currently terminates at Illinois Street in the east. Upon build out, 16th Street will continue 
along the south border of the project site to Terry François Boulevard. East of Illinois Street and along the 
majority of the corridor within the study area, on-street parking is prohibited on both sides of the street. On-
street parking is currently allowed on both sides of the street between 3rd Street and Illinois Street. Muni line 22 
currently runs along the length of 16th Street west of Kansas Street. Interim Muni line 55 is proposed to run 
along 16th Street to 3rd Street. Bicycle Route 40 is a Class II route that runs along 16th Street between 3rd and 
Kansas streets. Future plans will extend the route east along 17th to Mississippi where it will return to 16th Street. 
Sidewalks are generally provided on at least one side of the road within the study area (on the south side of the 
road to the east of 3rd Street and on the north side of the road west of 3rd Street). On-street bike lanes are 
planned along 16th Street between 3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard. 



South Street borders the project to the north and runs for one block from Terry François Boulevard to 3rd Street. 
It is a four-lane road that transitions to a pedestrian plaza, Gene Friend Way, to the west of 3rd Street. Parking is 
prohibited on both sides of the street and wide sidewalks are provided on the north side. No bicycle facilities are 
provided on South Street. 



3rd Street is a four-lane north-south roadway that extends from Market Street to Bayshore Boulevard. It is 
designated as a Primary Transit Important roadway in San Francisco’s General Plan. Near the Event Center site, 
on-street parking is prohibited on both sides of the street. 3rd Street is designated as a Class III bike route with 
sharrows between King Street and Terry François Boulevard in the northbound direction only. The T 3rd Street 
light rail line operates along 3rd Street between Channel Street and Bayshore Boulevard along a physically 
separated median in the roadway. During peak events at AT&T Park, vehicle capacity across the 3rd Street 
Bridge is reduced to one lane in each direction to accommodate surges in pedestrian activity around the park. 



Terry François Boulevard is primarily a four-lane road that runs north-south from Mission Rock Street to 3rd 
Street and borders the project site to the east. The road transitions to a two-lane road north of Mission Rock 
Street, where it curves to the west to its terminus at 3rd Street. Terry François Boulevard is part of the Bay Trail 
and Bicycle Route 5 (Class II in both directions). On-street parking is generally permitted on both sides of the 
street, except along the frontage of Pier 48 and Pier 50. During events at AT&T Park, Terry François Boulevard is 
closed to vehicle traffic from 3rd Street to Pier 48. The proposed Blue Greenway project will add a two-way 
bikeway along the east side of the street with a 4-foot buffer. As part of the Blue Greenway project, Terry 
François Boulevard will be realigned to create a regular block shape for Blocks 30 and 32 and to maximize the 
size of the Bayfront Park. The four travel lanes and on-street parking lanes on both sides will be maintained.  



Bridgeview Way is a privately managed, narrow two-lane road that runs from South Street directly across from 
the north parking entrance for the Event Center Development, to China Basin Street. Parking is prohibited on 
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both sides of the street and sidewalks are provided on both sides along the entire stretch. This road provides 
internal access and circulation for the residential and office uses along the corridor.  



Illinois Street is a two-lane road that runs north-south from Cargo Way to 16th Street at the south parking 
entrance to the Event Center Development. Through the project area, parking is permitted on both sides of the 
street and the majority of the road. Parking is prohibited on the west side of Illinois between Mariposa and 18th 
streets during the post-event period when there are events at AT&T Park. Illinois Street also serves as Bicycle 
Route 5, with Class II facilities in both directions. Parking is prohibited on the west side of Illinois between 
Mariposa and 18th streets during the post-event period when there are events at AT&T Park. 



4th Street is a two-lane north-south Primary Transit Important roadway that extends from Market Street to 16th 
Street. On-street parking is provided on both sides of the street. 4th Street is designated as a Class III bike route 
as it crosses Mission Creek, after which it transitions into Class II bike facilities (bike lanes) between Channel 
Street and 16th Street. The T 3rd Street light rail line operates on 4th Street between King Street and Channel 
Street. The 4th Street Bridge is closed to northbound traffic except transit, taxis and bikes during the post-event 
period for AT&T Park events. As part of the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan, 4th Street will extend south of 16th 
Street to access a new UCSF hospital facility, but will not connect through to Mariposa Street. 



7th Street is a two-lane north-south Secondary Arterial roadway that extends from Market Street to 16th Street. 
On-street parking is provided on both sides of the street between Irwin Street and 16th Street. 7th Street has 
Class II bike facilities between Brannan and 16th streets. 



Mission Bay Boulevard North and South are a one-lane one-way east-west couplet Local Street that extends 
from Terry François Boulevard to 4th Street; right-turn only lanes are provided at intersections. It is located at the 
northern edge of the Mission Bay campus site and will be eventually extended to connect to the Mission Bay 
Circle in the future, located approximately 1,300 feet to the west, as part of the Mission Bay Redevelopment 
Plan. On-street parking is provided on the north side of the Mission Bay Boulevard North.  



King Street is a five to six-lane Primary Transit Important east-west roadway that connects to the terminus of I-
280 approximately 2/3 mile north of the project. The Muni line T 3rd Street operates in the median along King 
Street between The Embarcadero and 4th Street, where it continues down 4th Street to the Event Center site. 
AT&T Park, home of the San Francisco Giants, is located on King Street between 2nd and 3rd Streets. Caltrain has 
its terminus station on 4th Street between King and Townsend Streets. Although King Street is not directly 
adjacent to the Event Center Development project site, it plays a major role in providing access to and from the 
site. King Street is closed in eastbound direction between 3rd and 2nd streets during post-event period for AT&T 
Park events. 



Berry Street is a two-lane east-west Local Street that extends from 3rd Street to Owens Street. Berry Street 
operates as an eastbound one-way street between 3rd and 4th Streets. On-street parking is provided primarily 
on the south side, though there are some areas that have on-street parking on both sides of the street. 



Channel Street is a four-lane east-west Local Street that currently extends from west of 4th Street to 3rd Street. 
On-street parking is prohibited on both sides of the street between 3rd and 4th Streets, and permitted west of 4th 
Street. The T 3rd Street rail line operates on Channel Street between 3rd and 4th streets within a physically 
separated median in the roadway. Channel Street will be extended to the Mission Bay Circle in the future, as 
part of the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan. 



Mission Rock Street is a two-lane east-west Local Street that extends from Terry François Boulevard to 4th Street. 
On-street parking is provided on both sides of the street for most of the length, but is not available east of 3rd 
Street.  
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Mariposa Street is a two-lane east-west Local Street that extends from Illinois Street to Harrison Street. During 
special events, parking is prohibited to provide four travel lanes. The I-280 on- and off-ramps (southbound and 
northbound, respectively) are located immediately east of the intersection of Pennsylvania and Mariposa streets. 
The intersection of Mariposa Street and Fourth Street serves as a major access point to the UCSF hospital 
facilities currently under construction. Both sides of the street provide on-street parking. In addition, Mariposa 
Street is a designated Class III bike route with sharrows between Illinois Street and Mississippi Street. Mariposa 
Street will be widened to five lanes between 3rd Street and I-280 prior to opening of the Event Center. 



Owens Street is a north-south roadway that runs from 16th Street north to a future roundabout, where it 
continues to the west until it runs into Mission Bay Drive. It operates as a two-way street with one travel lane in 
each direction. There are no Muni routes or bicycle designations on Owens Street. Owens Street sidewalk widths 
within the study area are generally adequate. Owens Street will be extended south to Mariposa Street and will 
connect with the I-280 off-ramp at Mariposa. 



3.4.2 Truck Access 



Major truck routes in Mission Bay are along I-280, King Street, Mariposa Street, 16th Street, and 3rd Street. These 
routes are illustrated in Figure 3-4. Primary truck access to the project site will be along Mariposa Street to 
Illinois Street, where direct access to the parking garage will be provided at the Illinois Street / 16th Street 
intersection. Secondary truck access to the site will be along Cesar Chavez Street to Illinois Street. Truck access 
to and circulation throughout the Event Center Development site is explained in further detail in Chapter 7. 
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3.5 REGIONAL TRAFFIC  



Interstate 80 (I-80): I-80 provides the primary regional access by car from the East Bay to the project area. It 
connects to the East Bay and other major freeways (I-580 and I-880) via the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge. 
Within San Francisco, I-80 generally has eight lanes (four lanes in each direction). On- and off-ramps serving the 
site are located as follows: 



 Off-ramps:  



o Westbound: Harrison Street at 5th Street; 8th Street at Harrison Street 



o Eastbound:  4th and Bryant, 7th and Bryant 



 On-ramps: 



o Eastbound: Bryant Street between 1st and 2nd Streets; Essex Street at Harrison Street; , 1st Street 
at Harrison Street, 8th Street 



o Westbound:  7th Street and Harrison, 4th and Harrison  



Interstate 280 (I-280): I-280 provides the primary regional access by car from the South Bay and the Peninsula 
to the project site and is generally a six-lane freeway. There is a freeway interchange between I-280 and 
Highway 101 (US 101) approximately 2.5 miles south of the site. US 101 also provides access to Cesar Chavez 
Street south of the site and Vermont Street west of the site. I-280 has a terminus (both on- and off-ramps) at 4th 
and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain Station, which results in the need to ensure safe pedestrian circulation 
at that intersection. The closest on- and off-ramp serving the site for southbound and northbound I-280 traffic 
is at Mariposa Street. Drivers will be encouraged to also use the ramp at Cesar Chavez St/Pennsylvania Avenue 
to reduce the impacts on the ramps before and after a peak event and distribute traffic more efficiently. On- 
and off-ramps serving the site are located as follows: 



 Off-ramps:  



o Northbound: Cesar Chavez Street; Mariposa Street; 5th Street / King Street (terminus) 



o Southbound: 18th Street / Pennsylvania Avenue; Cesar Chavez Street / 25th Street 



 On-ramps: 



o Northbound: 25th Street; 18th Street;  



o Southbound: 5th Street / King Street (terminus); Mariposa Street; Cesar Chavez Street 



Regional auto traffic will seek parking in locations close to the Event Center. A total of 8,290 parking spaces exist 
in the area between the Event Center and I-280/King Street to the west and north. This includes 4,690 spaces in 
parking structures and 3,590 spaces in surface lots. Major parking facilities in the area include Lot A (2,300 space 
surface lot), the 1,400 space structure at 450 South Street, the 730 space UCSF garage at 3rd Street and Campus 
Lane, a 500 space structure at 499 Illinois Street, and an 800 space structure located behind 1650 Owens Street.  
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CHAPTER 4. TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT 



The purpose of the strategies described in this chapter is to increase the level of access to the project by transit, 
bicycling and walking while discouraging the use of private automobiles, particularly by solo drivers. The 
strategies identified in this chapter will be reviewed and refined both during the Event Center’s first year of the 
project’s completion and as new transportation facilities are developed in the project vicinity. 



4.1 GENERAL TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES  



Measures that will be implemented to support all public transit, bicycle, and automobile reduction strategies 
include: 



1. Appoint an Event Center Transportation Coordinator (ECTC) to: manage the transportation needs of 
employees and event attendees; provide information and education materials; implement and 
administer various TDM measures; coordinate with nearby employers; promote use of rideshare; 
encourage use of public transportation, Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and bicycles; conduct surveys to 
determine travel mode and other relevant information; and implement new strategies as needed to 
meet target auto mode share and reduce impacts to adjacent businesses and residents. 



2. Develop means of in-building, on-site, and/or neighborhood communication (radio, TV, smart phone 
app, etc.) that give Event Center, office, or retail users multiple, real-time advisories about the status of 
the transportation system and event schedule to facilitate convenient transportation choices. 
Information provided may include availability of public transit and shuttle bus service, location and 
capacity of bike parking facilities, best walking paths, location of taxi stops, and limited extent of – or 
high price for – available parking. 



3. Develop a crowd-sourced app that puts information on all transportation modes in the hands of event 
attendees with smart communication devices. This real-time information on travel conditions and travel 
times by mode will lead to a transportation system that will become increasingly more user optimized. 
The app may also be equipped to send notifications about event times and traffic conditions. The app 
will be free and available to anyone who wishes to download it, and will be useful for anyone working, 
living, or visiting the Mission Bay Area. 



4. Provide extensive use of real-time transit info in public assembly areas that reflect the range of transit 
services in the area.  



5. Install a machine to add value to Clipper Cards on-site.  



6. Establish an annual TDM budget to support TDM efforts.  



7. Designate TDM coordinator to develop and implement marketing/communications/incentive program 
and coordinate with facility on policies and capital needs to support sustainable trip making. 



4.2 EMPLOYEE TDM 



The strategies described below are designed to reduce employee auto mode . 
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4.2.1 Employee Public Transit Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among Golden State Warriors 
employees and Event Center staff are outlined below. Other employers for office and retail uses on-site will also 
be encouraged to implement these policies:  



1. 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. 



2. 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.  



4.2.2 Employee Bicycle Strategies 



1. Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among 
Golden State Warriors employees and Event Center staff are outlined below. Other employers for office 
and retail uses on-site will also be encouraged to implement these policies: Promote use of the indoor 
bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) (available to Event Center and GSW employees 
during non-event hours and days).Provide indoor secure bicycle parking facilities for employees in 
office buildings and retail uses on-site. 



1. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office or retail visitors. 



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



3. Provide shower and locker facilities in each on-site building for employee use. 



4. Encourage all employees to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the annual “Bike 
to Work” day. 



4.2.3 Employee Automobile Reduction Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of employee vehicular traffic include: 



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



2. Support Ridesharing Program –Enroll in free-to-employees ride-matching program through 
www.511.org. 



3. Emergency Ride Home Program – Enroll in free-to-employers ERH program through the City of San 
Francisco (www.sferh.org).  



4. Organize and publicize community efforts like Spare the Air days (as declared for the Bay Area region) 
or a Rideshare Week.  



5. Encourage carpooling and vanpooling by designating/reserving some Event Center garage parking 
spaces for employees who use those modes. 



4.2.4 Additional Strategies 



1. 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 work day.  
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4.3 PROMOTE PRE-TAX COMMUTER BENEFITS, PROMOTE RIDESHARING, NOTIFY EMPLOYEES 
OF GUARANTEED RIDE HOME SERVICES.EVENT CENTER PATRON TDM 



The strategies described below are designed to limit event patron auto mode split for peak-event travel (6:00 
PM – 8:00 PM) to no more than 53 percent (weekday) or 59 percent (weekend). They should also reduce auto 
mode split for retail, restaurant, and other site visitors where applicable.  



4.3.1 Patron Public Transit Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among guests include:  



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



2. Establish a partnership to brand Clipper Cards and/or transit stops and stations near the Event Center 
to encourage the mental association of event attendance with transit usage during attendee’s trip 
planning process. 



3. Work with SFMTA to brand transit stops/stations near the project site, covering any costs associated 
with re-branding. 



4. 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 guests can make 
choices accordingly.  



5.   



6. Promote transit access to project 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.  



7. Utilize TVs and other screens inside the Event Center building to display real time transit information 
and prominent comparisons between transportation choices available to fans, employees, and visitors 
to the Event Center Development. Emphasize transit’s lower-cost, higher sustainability, and other 
beneficial factors as compared with private autos. 



8. 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 guests of non-auto travel options 
home, including real time transit and shuttle departure times.  



9. 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 
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4.3.2 Patron Bicycle Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among Event Center 
patrons include: 



1. Promote use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) on 16th Street. Reward 
patrons of the bike valet 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 guests can make choices 
accordingly.  



2. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office, retail, or restaurant visitors. 



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



4. Encourage all guests to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the annual “Bike to 
Work” day 



5. Provide temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas in both major plazas for peak events that 
experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space indoor valet facility. 



6. Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the Event Center development site, on the Event Center web 
site and mobile app. 



4.3.3 Patron Automobile Reduction Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of visitor vehicular traffic include: 



1. Increase fees for event parking on-site above typical event center rates. 



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



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



4. Provide electronic message boards displaying upcoming event schedules to discourage auto use and 
parking on-site. 



5. Designate priority curb areas on-site for taxis, charter buses, and rideshare vehicles. Explore partnership 
options with rideshare/carpool/TNC companies to offer discounts to event attendees and other visitors. 



6. Create schedules of upcoming events for display on electronic message boards, to discourage auto use 
and parking in the site’s vicinity. 



 



4.3.4 Additional Strategies 



1. Program additional on-site amenities (food and beverage options, automated banking resources) to 
encourage Event Center patrons to stay on-site for longer pre- and post-event periods. 



 46 











Final Transportation Management Plan – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Event Center and Mixed Use Development 
April 2015 
 



4.4 SPECIAL EVENT TRANSIT SERVICE PLAN 



This section summarizes a preliminary Transit Service Plan (TSP) for the Warriors Event Center and Mixed Use 
Development as outlined by the SFMTA in a presentation on October 1, 2014. 



4.4.1 Service Plan Objectives 



The key objective for the TSP is as follows: 



 Provide high quality service to event goers, without affecting service reliability for other Muni customers 



 Accommodate a 35 percent transit mode share for peak events. 



 Develop a service plan that maximizes existing infrastructure and prioritizes operations efficiencies 



 Develop a service plan adequate for peak event ridership volumes that is also scalable for small and 
medium events  



4.4.2 Service Plan for Peak Event 



The majority of regional transit riders will use Muni as a last-mile connection to the Event Center Development. 
Most Muni passengers will travel on the T 3rd southbound pre-event, and northbound post-event. The T 3rd 
service pre-event is expected to have excess capacity, while post-event excessive capacity will not be allocated 
from regular service, but rather will be served from additional trains and supplemental routes. The T 3rd service 
will be supplemented with bus service to respond to distributed customer demand, to minimize transfers made, 
and to minimize rail car demand. Inset 4-1 shows proposed routes for each of the supplemental shuttles. 
Supplemental bus routes include: 



 T 3rd Supplemental Service  



 Metro Shuttle via The Embarcadero  



 16th Street BART Station Shuttle 



 Van Ness Avenue Shuttle 



 Ferry Building / Transbay Terminal Shuttle  



Inset 4-1 Supplemental Shuttle Routes 
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Table 4-1 summarizes the fleet of shuttle buses and light rail vehicles necessary for pre- and post-event 
scenarios.  



Figure 4-1 shows the pre-event shuttle plan, including stop locations at the site. Figure 4-2 shows the post-
event shuttle plan; including shuttle stop locations, staging areas, and temporary lane closers, which are 
discussed in more detail in Chapter 6. 
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TABLE 4-1: PRELIMINARY TRANSIT SERVICE PLAN FOR PEAK EVENT2 



SERVICE  



FLEET NECESSARY 



Pre-Event Post-Event 



T 3rd Supplemental Service 4 two car trains between Chinatown and 
Mission Bay Loop combined with 4 minute 
scheduled subway service 



10 two car trains staged to clear event 



Metro Shuttle via The 
Embarcadero None – limited car availability 2 three car trains staged to clear event 



16th Street BART Station Shuttle 
4 articulated motor coaches operating 
between 16th Street BART and the arena 
every 7-8 minutes 



4 articulated motor coaches + 1 standard 
motor coaches operating between 16th 
Street BART and the arena staged to clear 
event with half of vehicles returning for a 
second trip 



Van Ness Avenue Shuttle 5 standard motor coaches operating every 
12 minutes along the Van Ness corridor to 
arena via 16th Street 



4 standard motor coaches operating to the 
Van Ness corridor via 16th Street staged to 
clear event 



Ferry Building / Transbay 
Terminal Shuttle 



6 standard motor coaches operating every 
10 minutes via Ferry Plaza and the Transbay 
Terminal to the arena 



6 standard motor coaches operating to 
Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building Plaza 
staged to clear event 



Source: SFMTA (Oct. 1, 2014). 



 



  



 



2 The Transit Service Plan can also be modified to serve varying attendance size for small and medium events.  
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CHAPTER 5. TRAVEL CHARACTERISTICS OF EVENT 
CENTER ATTENDEES AND SITE USERS 



This chapter describes the travel characteristics of current Oracle Arena attendees and the assumptions for the 
new Event Center based on the analysis prepared by the SEIR Team (as of December 2014), focusing on travel 
patterns typical of game days. For typical sequences of events on game and concert days, please see Appendix 
A. This Chapter is included in the TMP for contextual and informational purposes only. A full environment 
document will be prepared that includes a more complete and quantitative analysis of travel characteristics (i.e., 
projected mode split, intersection performance, parking demand, and traffic routing) as they pertain to 
transportation. 



5.1 NBA EVENT ATTENDANCE LEVELS  



The NBA regular Season consists of 82 games total with half of them played at the home Arena. Home games 
over the year would typically consist of the following: 



 2-3 pre-season home games; 



 41 regular season home games; 



 0-16 post-season home games (should the Warriors reach the playoffs, the minimum number of home 
games is 2 and the maximum is 16)  



The monthly distribution of home games tends to be evenly spread at about 7 games/month over 6 months 
(November-April), with a typical month having 1-3 games on Fridays, 1-3 games on Saturdays, 0-1 game on 
Sundays, and 2-6 games on Mondays through Thursdays.  



The capacity of the existing Oakland Arena is 19,596. Average attendance levels at home games over the last 10 
years are summarized in Table 5-1.  



TABLE 5-1: WARRIORS’ HISTORIC GAME ATTENDANCE LEVELS BY YEAR  



Season Average Attendance Occupancy 



2012-13 16,831 86% 



2011-12 16,749 86% 



2010-11 16,399 84% 



2009-10 14,884 76% 



2008-09 17,573 90% 



2007-08 18,120 93% 



2006-07 16,024 82% 



2005-06 16,173 83% 



2004-05 14,471 74% 



2003-04 14,370 73% 
Source: GSW Attendance and Employment Memo (Feb. 7, 2014).  
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Based on the information above, games in many years have, on average, almost filled the Arena to capacity. As 
a result, the discussion and controls in the following sections are based on 18,064 attendees. 



5.2 EVENT CENTER PATRON ARRIVALS  



5.2.1 Trip Origins and Arrival Distribution 



Table 5-2 summarizes the known origins of attendees who currently attend games at Oracle Arena and 
estimated origins of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Event Center site, the 
breakdown of trip origins will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will come from the East 
Bay (33 percent vs. 53 percent) and that more attendees will come from San Francisco, the South Bay, and the 
North Bay.  



TABLE 5-2: ORIGINS OF NBA EVENT ATTENDEES 



Origin 
Origins for Current Oakland 



Arena Location1 



Weekday Inbound 
Forecast Origins for San 



Francisco Location1 



San Francisco 16% 29.3% 



  Super District 1 N/A 14.8% 



  Super District 2 N/A 4.6% 



  Super District 3 N/A 5.5% 



  Super District 4 N/A 4.4% 



North Bay 7% 8.9% 



East Bay 53% 31.1% 



South Bay 24% 26.7% 



Out of Region N/A 4% 



Notes: 



1. Source: Technical Memorandum – Travel, Parking and Loading Demand Estimates for the Proposed 
Event Center & Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32, March 2015. 



Assuming the pattern is similar for the proposed Event Center site, it can be expected that patron arrivals at the 
Event Center will begin approximately 2½  hours prior to event start, peak during the ½ hour prior to event 
start, and continue after the event is under way. Approximately 70 to 80 percent of attendees are assumed to 
depart in the hour immediately after the event ends. 



For other events at the Event Center (e.g. family shows, theatre events) the arrival and departure distributions 
times are different compared to the peak NBA game event. Although the attendance levels will be lower for 
such events, due to the nature of the event and the audience it attracts, it is much more likely that all guests will 
arrive prior to the start time and will stay until the end.  



5.2.2 Pedestrian Arrivals 



Most attendees will take transit or drive and park at nearby garages and lots, and then walk to the Event Center. 
Transit and auto trips to games make up approximately 90 percent of all trips. Regardless of their primary mode 
of travel, most guests will walk the final leg of their trip. Figure 5-1 illustrates the projected routes that 
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pedestrians will likely take as they walk from nearby transit stops/stations and the walking times associated with 
each route.  



The main pedestrian entry points to the Event Center include the main plaza on the west side of the site with 
direct access from 3rd Street sidewalks, and the southeastern corner of the site with access from Terry François 
Boulevard, 16th Street, and the Bayfront Park. The majority of pedestrian traffic is expected to come from north 
of the site along The Embarcadero and the 3rd Street corridor, with its direct links to Market Street and major 
transit hubs. Some pedestrians walking from the Embarcadero may use Terry François Boulevard instead of 3rd 
Street. Upon completion of the Blue Greenway, Terry François Boulevard will become a much more attractive 
walking route to pedestrians coming to the site from the north or the south. The majority of pedestrians coming 
from the south and west are likely coming from nearby BART and Caltrain stations and will walk along 16th 
Street, 3rd Street, or Terry François Boulevard to the Event Center Development.  



5.2.3 Transit Arrivals 



Arrivals from Caltrain 



Most attendees who choose to take Caltrain to the Event Center are expected to get off at the 4th & King Station 
(0.7 mile walk) during the peak pre-game hour, while a very few may choose to get off at the 22nd Street 
Station. On weekends, train headways are typically one per hour; thus, most attendees using Caltrain will likely 
arrive in a single train. However some guests may come on an earlier train for weekend events to visit the city or 
the shop at the retail and restaurant uses on site. On weekdays, 6-7 trains arrive between 6:00 and 7:00 PM. 
With future electrification, Caltrain anticipates an additional train per hour. 



From 4th & King most pedestrians will cross King Street, walk along 4th Street, across the 4th Street Bridge to 
Channel Street, and finally along 3rd Street or Terry François Boulevard to the Event Center. Muni assumes that 
about half of Caltrain riders will get on the T 3rd at Caltrain and ride to the Event Center. Key intersections along 
pedestrian routes from Caltrain should be monitored to determine if additional traffic control is necessary. 



Arrivals from UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platforms 



Many event attendees coming from downtown San Francisco or BART or AC Transit or Golden Gate Transit will 
likely take Muni Metro (T 3rd Street Line) to the Event Center. Most Muni passengers are predicted to be coming 
from the north and will likely get off at the UCSF Mission Bay stop, located on 3rd Street south of South Street, 
approximately 500 feet away from the Event Center entry. Muni passengers coming from the south will either 
get off at the Mariposa Street stop and walk the remaining quarter mile to the arena, or will get off at the UCSF 
Mission Bay stop on 3rd Street north of South Street. To deter pedestrian crossings mid-block between South 
Street and 3rd Street, decorative fencing will be placed along the Muni transit right-of-way. 



Because the UCSF Mission Bay platform will need to accommodate high volumes of pedestrians during the pre- 
and post-event period, the project will require the extension of the platforms at 3rd Street and South Street to 
provide longer, larger, and safer landing spaces for crowds. PCOs will also be positioned at key intersections 
and crossings to assist with safe pedestrian crossing and vehicle operations in the vicinity of the platforms 
during peak events. To deter pedestrian crossings mid-block between South Street and 3rd Street, decorative 
fencing will be placed along the Muni transit right-of-way.  
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Arrivals from Special Event Shuttles 



Event attendees arriving from the Mission and 16th Street BART station or Van Ness shuttles will be dropped off 
along the south side of 16th Street, just west of Illinois Street. Pedestrian access to the Event Center will be 
provided at PCO-assisted crossings at either 3rd Street or Illinois Street. Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building 
shuttles will drop off patrons on the south side of South Street, just east of 3rd Street.  



5.2.4 Bicycle Arrivals 



Valet bicycle parking will be provided for peak events near the southeast corner of the site. A total of more than 
300 attended, free, indoor valet bicycle parking spaces will be provided. Up to 200 additional bicycles (or more 
if demand exceeds this number) will be accommodated on game days through a combination of permanent 
independently accessible outdoor bike racks installed near on-site destinations and entries, and temporary 
staffed outdoor bike valet facilities. In addition, secure bike rooms located at grade in each office building will 
provide up to 80 total bicycle spaces for office users. The nearest bike share station is currently located at the 4th 
& King Caltrain Station, approximately 2/3 mile away, or a 15 minute walk. The project will sponsor a bike share 
station in the immediate vicinity of the Arena, likely along Terry Francois Boulevard.  



Based on the mode splits for different events, the most bicycle traffic is expected during Saturday peak event 
days, resulting in approximately 250 bicycle trips, of which approximately half will arrive in the hour preceding 
game start. If all bicyclists choose to use the bicycle valet, then the bicycle valet will be nearly filled to capacity 
during most events. 



Most bicyclists traveling north or south to the arena are expected to use the Terry François Blue Greenway when 
it is complete. Bicyclists traveling west to the arena are expected to use 16th Street. All bicyclists will be expected 
to walk their bikes across 16th Street or Terry Francois Boulevard at designated crosswalks to access the bike 
valet. Signage to direct this movement will be clearly displayed to ensure organized, safe movements of bicycles 
and to reduce conflicts with vehicles and pedestrians. Location and design of the bike valet and nearby 
landscaping will also direct the safe movement of pedestrians and cyclists.  



Pedicabs, will be accommodated near the site, especially during peak events. Most pedicabs are expected to 
travel north/south to the site and are expected to use the Terry François Blue Greenway when it is complete. A 
pedicab staging area is proposed for the east side of Terry François Boulevard just south of 16th Street. This is 
consistent with the bicycle focus in the southeast corner of the site. 
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5.2.5 Taxis and Charter Buses 



An evening NBA game is not forecast to attract more than 2-3 large charter buses on average3; however they 
may become more relevant or necessary to help meet auto mode share goals in the future. A charter bus zone 
will be located along the north side of 16th Street close to Terry François Boulevard for drop-off/pick-up activity 
during small events. A total of 500 feet of curb space (accommodating 6-8 buses at a time) will be available on 
the north side of the street between Illinois Street and Terry François Boulevard. No additional off-site staging 
for the buses is necessary or anticipated at this time. 



While conventions are expected to draw a much smaller number of visitors, nearly half of all trips are forecast to 
be taken by shuttle bus or taxi.  



A staffed taxi zone will be designated along the west side of Terry François Boulevard and along the south side 
of South Street for all events to ensure taxi maneuverability from the Event Center in all directions, especially 
post event, and to increase the attractiveness of taxi options for patrons exiting daily retail and restaurant uses 
on-site. Access for passenger drop-off/pick-up activity during concerts and peak events will occur in a 
separately designated curb space on the west side of Terry François Blvd. This zone will be managed to avoid 
vehicle conflicts with surrounding traffic. Drop-offs will be located on the west side of the street and will 
minimize conflicts with cyclists on Terry François Boulevard. During non-peak events, taxis would load along the 
Terry François Boulevard frontage. 



5.2.6 Vehicle Arrivals at Event Center 



The Event Center parking garage will have approximately 950 parking spaces. 500 spaces will be available for 
pre-purchase by designated ticketholders, and others may be shared-use spaces for daytime office employees 
and evening Event Center patrons. Based on the arrival pattern of Event Center attendees, most vehicles will 
arrive at the garage in the hour preceding game tipoff. Parking pass-holders will self-park in the garage after 
having their credentials checked. Garage management procedures are described in Section 2.1.3 and Chapter 6. 



The main garage access will be located on 16th Street, creating a 4-way stop controlled intersection at Illinois 
Street. Pre-event vehicle access to the garage will be distributed to a northbound through movement from 
Illinois Street, an eastbound left-turn movement from 16th Street, and a westbound right-turn movement from 
16th Street. The Illinois Street intersection with the garage entrance/exit will be controlled by an all-way-stop, 
except for before and after large events, where it will be controlled by Parking Control Officers (PCOs). 
Operations will be monitored at this and other locations, and additional controls (e.g. signalization) may be 
added if deemed necessary to minimize conflicts between pedestrians and bicycles on the sidewalk/multi-use 
path and the vehicles entering the garage or exiting the site vicinity.  



The suggested pre-event driving routes are shown on Figure 5-2. These routes will be provided to attendees 
prior to an event (via website, email, app, etc.) to encourage effective distribution of arrival traffic. In order to 
maintain clear access to the UCSF Campus and UCSF hospital center, guests traveling from south of the project 
site will not be encouraged to use Owens St. en route to the Event Center. Likewise, guests traveling from the 
west or north of the site will be encouraged to use alternatives to 16th Street to reduce congestion during UCSF 
shift changes (primarily the night shift nurse arrival period from 6:30 PM to 7:00 PM). The pre-event routes 
shown are subject to revision based on monitoring during the first four years of operations.  



3 Golden State Warriors. 
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Parking facilities shown on Figure 5-2 are solely representative and do not pre-suppose third party agreements. 
The Warriors are exploring options for shared-use agreements to provide additional parking resources to guests 
and additional revenue to copious public and private lots in the vicinity. If parking demand is not met by supply 
in Mission Bay, the Warriors will secure agreements for satellite parking lots with transit or shuttle connections to 
the Event Center.  
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5.3 EVENT CENTER PATRON DEPARTURES  



5.3.1 Trip Departure Distribution 



For a weekend peak event, the distribution of event attendees to post-game destinations is forecast to be the 
same as the pre-game trip origin distribution, as summarized in Table 5-2.  



The existing pattern of departures at the Oakland Event Center varies depending on game circumstances. In 
general, 30-40 percent of fans depart prior to the final buzzer while 60-70 percent stays through the end of the 
game. Periodically, there are also post-event activities that encourage some attendees to stay longer. The 
presence of retail uses on the San Francisco site provides incentives, which are not available in Oakland, for 
patrons to remain on site for a period of time after events. When this is the case, departure times are more 
spread out. Overall, the majority of departures occur over a shorter period of time than the 2-1/2 hour window 
of pre-event arrivals. 



For the purpose of analyzing departures, the busiest post-game hour is the hour including the end of the game, 
when up to 80 percent of attendees will depart. This time period will require the highest level of traffic control 
given the concentration of pedestrian activity exiting the Event Center.  



5.3.2 Pedestrian Departures 



The main pedestrian exit points from the Event Center include the main plaza on the west side of the site with 
direct access to 3rd Street sidewalks and the southeastern corner of the site with access to 16th Street and Terry 
François Boulevard. Similar to pre-game conditions, pedestrians leaving the Event Center are expected to walk 
primarily along 3rd Street or Terry François Boulevard after the game, as illustrated in Figure 5-1. Event 
attendees will be directed to walk towards different exits depending on their mode of departure. Due to post-
game distribution patterns, the volume of pedestrians leaving the Event Center post-game will be higher in the 
hour following a game than the volume arriving in the hour pre-game; following the first hour, the volume of 
pedestrians will drop significantly.  



5.3.3 Transit Departures 



Departures towards Caltrain 



Attendees who will take Caltrain following game’s end will most likely walk or take Muni to board at the 4th & 
King Station, and a small share of Caltrain riders are expected to board at the 22nd Street Station. It is likely that 
all attendees will board the same late service train, which may be provided by Caltrain specifically on event 
nights. SFMTA Parking Control Officers will be stationed at key intersections along pedestrian routes towards 
Caltrain to monitor these intersections and adjust controls as needed to ensure safe and efficient flow of all 
modes. 



Departures towards UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platforms 



Many event attendees departing towards downtown San Francisco, Caltrain, or BART will likely take Muni Metro 
(T 3rd Street Line) from the Event Center. Most Muni passengers are predicted to be leaving towards the north 
and will likely get on at the UCSF Mission Bay stop, located on 3rd Street at South Street, approximately 500 feet 
away from the Event Center Main Plaza. Muni passengers departing towards the south will likely get on at the 
Mariposa Street stop to avoid crowds at the closer UCSF Mission Bay stop. It is also predicted that some 
northbound passengers will walk south to the Mariposa Street stop to travel north in an attempt to avoid the 
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large crowds at the UCSF Mission Bay stop. To deter pedestrian crossings mid-block between South Street and 
3rd Street, decorative fencing will be placed along the Muni transit right-of-way. 



Because the UCSF Mission Bay platform will need to accommodate high volumes of pedestrians during the pre- 
and post-event period, the project will require the extension of the platforms at 3rd Street and South Street to 
provide longer, larger, and safer landing spaces for crowds. Departures will be more concentrated than pre-
game arrivals, so Parking Control Officers (PCOs) will be stationed at all nearby Muni platforms. Both 
northbound lanes on 3rd Street will be closed between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South to 
accommodate the pedestrian flow exiting the Event Center. A portion of South Street will also be closed to 
prevent vehicle conflict with pedestrians at the intersection with 3rd Street.  



Departures towards Special Event Shuttles 



Event attendees departing towards the Mission and 16th Street BART station will be directed to the Muni staging 
area along Illinois Street. Event attendees departing towards Van Ness will be directed towards the shuttle stop 
located on the north side of 16th Street east of the garage driveway. Northbound Illinois Street will be closed 
post-event to through traffic to allow unimpeded access for Muni. All traffic associated with adjacent office, 
clinic, or parking uses will be allowed full access at all times. Pedestrian access from the Event Center to the 
temporary Muni stop on Illinois will be directed either east or west along the north side of 16th Street to a 
pedestrian crossing located at the Illinois Street/parking garage driveway. The 16th Street north sidewalk will be 
designed with a minimum 15-foot clearance from the curb to provide adequate circulation and queuing space 
for pedestrians. Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building-bound attendees will be directed towards the shuttle 
stops located on the east side of 3rd Street north of South Street. Both northbound lanes on 3rd Street and all 
lanes on South Street west of 450 South St. will be closed to vehicle traffic to allow for safe and effective 
pedestrian access to special event shuttles. 



5.3.4 Bicycle Departures 



For those cyclists using the indoor bicycle valet, departures will be metered by the process of retrieving bicycles. 
It is forecast that approximately 300 bicycles will depart from the indoor valet bicycle parking facility over 
approximately 30 minutes with three staff retrieving a bike every 15-20 seconds. Some cyclists may utilize the 
planned bike share station after a game. Bicycles will also depart from nearby public bike racks and from the 
temporary outdoor bike valet area, when available.  



Most bicyclists are expected to use the bikeway on Terry François Boulevard to travel north or south from the 
Event Center. Most cyclists traveling westbound will likely use the routes on 16th and 17th Streets. During peak 
event conditions, temporary lane closures will be in place on 16th Street and the westbound curb-side bike lane 
will be closed to accommodate shuttle bus loading. PCOs will use cones or other physical barriers to designate 
an alternate route for westbound cyclists through a closed vehicular lane from Terry François Boulevard to 
Illinois Street during post-event conditions. PCOs will facilitate safe access for cyclists along this segment of 16th 
Street. 



Pedicabs, will be accommodated near the site, especially during peak events. Most pedicabs are expected to 
travel north/south to the site and are expected to use the Terry François Blue Greenway when it is complete. A 
pedicab staging area is proposed for the east side of Terry François Boulevard just south of 16th Street. This is 
consistent with the concentration of bicycle and cyclist-serving facilities in the southeast corner of the site. 
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5.3.5 Taxis and Charter Buses 



During peak events, most taxi trips will occur immediately following the end of the event. On convention days, 
several hundred taxi trips will occur as attendees travel between the Event Center and nearby hotels and the 
Moscone Convention Center. Unlike game patron departures for an NBA event, which are heavily concentrated 
in the first hour following the end of a game, convention attendee departures will be more spread out.  



A charter bus zone will be located along 16th Street for pick-off activity during both small events. A total of 500 
feet of curb space (accommodating 6-8 buses) will be available on the north side of the street between Illinois 
St. and Terry François Boulevard.  



Taxi zones will be designated for all events on the south side of South Street, east of Bridgeview Way and along 
the west side of Terry François Boulevard south of South Street. Terry François Boulevard will also include access 
for additional non-taxi pick-off activity at all times. This zone will be managed by PCOs and Event Center staff to 
avoid vehicle conflicts with surrounding traffic. This zone will be located on the west side of the street and will 
minimize conflicts with bicycles on Terry François Boulevard.  



During a post-peak event scenario, when temporary lane closures are in place, taxis will have preferential 
treatment to access the designated taxi zones adjacent to the Event Center. PCOs will able to assist taxis arriving 
and departing the site to ensure safe, efficient, and convenient pick-up/drop-off operations. 



5.3.6 Vehicle Departures from Event Center Garage 



The intersection of 16th Street and Illinois Street at the garage driveway will be controlled by PCOs during the 
peak post-event period. Vehicles exiting from 16th Street will be forced to turn right (west – toward 3rd Street) or 
continue through to southbound Illinois Street. If this intersection becomes congested after events, Event Center 
staff may choose to direct some departing vehicles to the South Street garage access using signage inside the 
garage. Vehicle egress from both driveways is anticipated to take approximately twenty minutes in total.4  



16th Street between 3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard will have restricted access, and will be used 
predominantly as a post-event shuttle staging area. Northbound lanes on Illinois Street (north of Mariposa 
Street) will be restricted to local traffic only and will also be used as a post-event shuttle staging area.  



South Street, between 3rd Street and the 450 South Street Garage, will be closed post-event, and cars exiting the 
garages or coming from Bridgeview will be directed to travel east to Terry François Boulevard. 



Vehicles with destinations along southbound I-280 will be suggested to travel either from 16th Street to the 
Owens Street extension, from Terry François Boulevard to Mariposa Street, or from 3rd Street to Cesar Chavez 
Street. 



The suggested post-event driving routes are shown on Figure 5-3. These routes will be provided to attendees 
prior to an event to encourage effective distribution of departure traffic. All south-bound guests will be 
encouraged to use Mariposa Street, Illinois Street, or Third Street, not 16th Street and Owens Street, to access I-
280 on-ramps. West-bound guests will not be encouraged to use Mission Bay Boulevard North, which is located 
close to several residential buildings. North-bound guests will be encouraged to leave the neighborhood 



4 Source: Parking garage schematic design studies, Walter P. Moore, 2014.  
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efficiently and quickly by utilizing all available connections out of Mission Bay, including Third Street and 
Seventh Street. The post-event routes shown are subject to revision based on monitoring during the first four 
years of operations and may be modified to reflect new or updated neighborhood parking agreements. 



Parking facilities shown on Figure 5-2 are solely representative and do not pre-suppose third party agreements.  



5.4 DAILY NON-EVENT ARRIVALS AND DEPARTURES 



The project will provide a total of approximately 950 on-site parking spaces and 132 reserved spaces in the 450 
South parking garage. Most of these spaces will be dedicated to office users (537), and arena use (283), with a 
limited number of valet parking spaces for retail users (130). The 132 reserved spaces in the 450 South Street 
parking garage will be dedicated to daily office and/or GSW employees only.  



Office users are forecast to travel to the site primarily by auto and transit modes, with the balance walking and 
taking other modes. Retail users are forecast to have a slightly lower auto and transit share, with a higher share 
of patrons arriving by walking or other modes. As described above, TDM programs are proposed to increase 
above the forecasted proportion of office users who bicycle, walk or take transit to the site, and reduce the 
proportion who drive and park. 
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CHAPTER 6. CONTROLS BY EVENT SCENARIO 



This chapter describes controls to be implemented around the Event Center Development given the range of 
scenarios previously described, starting with a typical, no-event day; and ending with a day when an Event 
Center event coincides with an event at AT&T Park. The primary goals of these controls are to ensure safety 
through reduction of conflicts between modes, manage all modes of traffic to ensure orderly access and egress 
reflecting transportation mode priority, and reduce nuisance and inconvenience to surrounding residents and 
businesses. The level of controls needed increases with the intensity of the scenario; thus, as events get larger, 
all controls listed for the smaller events are required, and additional controls are added.  



The purpose of the transportation controls described in this chapter is to outline the necessary processes in 
order to meet the primary goals as described above.  



The planned traffic control type (signalized or stop-controlled) for each intersection discussed in this section will 
be the following: 



Traffic Signal 



• 3rd Street / 16th Street (existing) 



• 3rd Street / South Street (existing) 



• 3rd Street / Mariposa Street (existing) 



• Terry François Boulevard / South Street (current side-street stop control) 



• Terry François Boulevard / 16th Street  



• Terry Francois Boulevard / Illinois Street / Mariposa Street (current stop control) 



All-way Stop Control  



• 16th Street / Illinois Street / Event Center Development Garage Entrance (current side-street stop 
control) 



While the initial traffic control for the 16th Street / Illinois Street / Event Center Development Garage Entrance 
intersection will be an all-way stop, conditions at the intersection will be monitored during various event and 
no-event days, and the GSW will install a traffic signal if needed. 



Side-Street Stop Control 



• South Street / Bridgeview Way / Event Center Development Garage Entrance  



The Event Center Transportation Coordinator (ECTC), designated by the GSW for the project site, will 
communicate regularly with SFMTA to provide information on events and identify those events that require 
traffic control. A summary of the traffic control strategies identified in this chapter for the various event 
scenarios is provided in Table 6-1.  
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TABLE 6-1: SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONTROL STRATEGIES BY EVENT TYPE  



 
 
 
TRAFFIC CONTROL STRATEGY 



 EVENT SCENARIOS 



No Event 



Convention/
Small Event 
(Weekday 
Daytime)1 



Arena 
Concert 



(Evening)2 



Peak Event/ 
NBA Game 
(Evening) 



Dual Event 
With 



AT&T Event 



Coordination with SFMTA  and Mission Bay Ballpark 
Transportation Coordinating Committee (MBBTCC) 



 √ √ √ √ 



Muni Ticket Sales at Event Center Box Office  √ √ √ √ 



Taxi Zone on Terry François Boulevard  √ √ √ √ 



Taxi Zone on South Street √ √ √ √ √ 



Designated Commercial loading zone (non-event 
hours) 



√ √ √ √ √ 



Dedicated TMA Shuttle Stop √ √ √ √ √ 



Dedicated Charter Bus Stop on 16th Street  √    



Dedicated Shuttle Zone for Connection to 16th BART 
Station 



  √ √ √ 



Dedicated Paratransit Stop on Terry François Blvd, 
north of 16th Street (serving up to three vans) 



√ √ √ √ √ 



Dedicated Media Truck Zone    √ √ 



PCO Supervisor at Event Center TMC   √ √ √ 



PCOs positioned at key locations throughout the 
surrounding intersections and transportation network 



 



See Figures 
6-1 and 6-2 
for locations  
and times 



See Figures 
6-4 and 6-6 
for locations  
and times 



See Figures 
6-8 and 6-10 
for locations  
and times 



See Figures 6-
11 and 6-12 
for locations  
and times 



Event Center staff positioned at key locations 
throughout the site to facilitate crowd control, 
wayfinding, and curb management 



 √ √ √ √ 



Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: NB lanes on 3rd 
Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard 
South 



  √ √ √ 



Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: South Street 
between 3rd Street and 450 South Street garage 
entrance 



  √ √ √ 



Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: NB Illinois Street 
between Mariposa Street and 16th Street, except for 
local traffic and Shuttle staging ad loading  



  √ √ √ 



Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: WB lanes on 16th 
Street between Terry François Boulevard and Illinois 
Street, and EB lanes on 16th Street between 3rd Street 
and Illinois Street, Except for Shuttle staging and 
loading  



  √ √ √ 



Coordinate with BART, Caltrain, Muni   √ √ √ 
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TABLE 6-1: SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONTROL STRATEGIES BY EVENT TYPE  



Coordinate with Giants Special Events Staff √ √ √ √ √ 



1. The 55 family shows held each year, with an average of about 5,000 attendees, are expected to require similar controls to the small event. 



2. Arena Concert is assumed for events of average 12,500 attendees. 



Source: Fehr & Peers, 2014. 



6.1 CONTROL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR NO-EVENT DAY SCENARIO 



The number of trips generated by the Event Center office, retail and restaurants on a typical no-event day does 
not warrant special traffic controls. The Event Center Development garage will be staffed on a typical day to 
monitor access for delivery vehicles. Signage will be posted to direct traffic to the parking garage entrances as 
well as to a valet parking stand located inside the parking garage, which will be staffed during a typical day. 



Curb designations on the Event Center Development frontage will be as follows: 



 Metered On-Street Parking on north side of South Street: north side of South Street from 450 South 
Street garage entrance to Terry François Boulevard. On-street parking may be prohibited along this 
stretch shorty before, during, and after events to allow the option for a second travel lane.  



 TMA Shuttle Stop on South Street: south side of South Street, east of 3rd Street (all days/hours). 



 Metered On-Street Parking on south side of South Street: from TMA shuttle stop to Bridgeview Way.  



 Commercial Loading Zones: south side of South Street, just east of TMA Shuttle Stop (one designated 
space) and between Taxi Zone and Terry François Boulevard (seven designated spaces). 



 Commercial Loading Zone on Terry François Boulevard: on west side of Terry François Boulevard, just 
south of South Street (eight designated spaces). 



 Commercial Loading Zone on 16th Street: on north side of 16th Street, between 3rd Street and Illinois 
Street (one designated space). 



 Taxi Zone on South Street: on the south side of South Street between the Event Center garage access 
(opposite Bridgeview Way) and the commercial loading zone. 



 Metered On-Street Parking on Terry François Boulevard: on portions of the west side from South Street 
to 16th Street, with the exception of the centrally located paratransit vehicle stop area. On-street 
parking will be prohibited along this stretch after 5:00 PM to allow event pick-up/drop-off. 



 Paratransit Bus Stop on Terry François Boulevard: west side of Terry François Boulevard, north of 16th 
Street (all days/hours, serving up to three paratransit vans). 



 Metered On-Street Parking on 16th Street: north and south sides of 16th Street from Illinois Street east 
to Terry François Blvd., and the north side of 16th Street from 3rd Street to Illinois Street. On-street 
parking will be prohibited along this stretch after 5:00 PM on event days. The segment between Illinois 
Street and Terry François Boulevard on the north side of this segment will be reserved for post-event 
shuttles and charter buses during events. 
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 Media Trucks on 16th Street: the north side of 16th Street between 3rd Street and Illinois Street will be 
reserved for media trucks for NBA events. 



Valet parking will be provided for the retail visitors along the South Street frontage, just inside the Event Center 
parking garage entry opposite Bridgeview Way. 



Accessible passenger loading zones will be provided consistent with the requirements as outlined in the Draft 
Pedestrian Right of Way Accessibility Guidelines (PROWAG).  



On-street parking is not currently permitted on the east side of 3rd Street adjacent to the site, and will continue 
to be prohibited. Signage will be placed along the east side of 3rd Street that prohibits stopping at all times, 
including passenger loading or unloading, under no-event and all event scenarios. Enforcement will be 
provided to prohibit any drop-off or pick-up activity. 



Figure 2-2 summarizes on-street parking restrictions and availability for no-event conditions.  



6.2 CONTROLS FOR CONVENTION SCENARIO  



For the purposes of this TMP, a small event scenario is a 9,000 person convention. Conventions will be staffed 
by up to 6 Parking Control Officers (PCOs). The Event Center Development garage access and valet parking 
stand will be staffed as described above for a typical day.  



6.2.1 General 



PCO Supervisor 



A PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Center starting at least one hour prior to 
the convention start time and until pedestrian and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to typical no-event 
conditions following event’s end. The PCO Supervisor will deploy up to 6 PCOs and assign transportation 
control tasks pre-event; monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and 
assign transportation control tasks post-event, as needed.  



The PCO Supervisor will have radio contact with the Field Supervisor and all PCOs on the street and phone 
contact with relevant city agencies and departments (Muni, SFMTA Signal Shop, SFPD, SFFD), transit operators 
(Muni, BART, Caltrans) and Event Center staff (security, valet attendants, etc.). The PCO supervisor will also have 
authority and discretion in how PCOs are deployed, and may adjust the controls described below as conditions 
warrant. 



6.2.2 Pre- and Post-Event Controls 



Figures 6-1 and 6-2 show the location of temporary charter bus drop-off/pick-up locations for convention 
events. Convention events are expected to generate a large number of charter bus and taxi trips. Taxi trips will 
be served on the designated curb zone located on the south side of South Street and the west side of Terry 
François Boulevard. 



All curbside parking and loading areas described for no-event conditions will convert to the event curb zones 
described below at 5:00 PM (before an evening event beginning 7:00 PM or later), or two hours before an event 
(starting at all other times). Event curb zone designations will revert back to no-event parking and loading 
conditions ninety minutes following an event’s end. 
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Charter Bus Stop Zone  



To serve the demand for increased charter bus service, a bus stop zone will be designated along a portion of 
westbound 16th Street. This curbside zone will be 500 feet (accommodating 6-8 buses at a time) in length and 
will be designated for charter bus pick-up/drop-off activity during a convention.  



PCO Locations 



PCOs’ primary task will be to direct shuttle and taxi traffic that will be bringing attendees from area hotels and 
the Moscone Convention Center. They will be stationed at the following locations: 



 3rd Street and South Street  



 South Street and Terry François Boulevard 



 3rd Street and 16th Street 



 16th Street and Illinois Street 



 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard 



The PCO locations listed in this document are solely representative and will remain flexible to respond to 
changing traffic conditions once the Event Center Development is complete. The number of PCOs per 
suggested location will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA and refined based on monitoring during 
the first four years of operations. 
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SMALL EVENT: PRE-EVENT CURB MANAGEMENT
FIGURE 6-1
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SMALL EVENT: POST-EVENT CURB MANAGEMENT
FIGURE 6-2
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6.3 CONTROLS FOR ARENA CONCERT SCENARIO 



This section addresses controls for a 14,000 person arena concert that occurs on a Friday or Saturday evening. 



6.3.1 General 



PCO Supervisor 



A PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Center (TMC) starting at least two hours 
prior to the concert start time and until pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to 
typical no-event conditions following event’s end. The TMC will be housed within the security center in the Event 
Center, though the TMC’s final design will be developed through coordination with SFMTA Enforcement. The 
PCO Supervisor/Field Supervisor will deploy up to 17 PCOs to locations and assign transportation control tasks 
pre-event; monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign 
transportation control tasks post-event. The number of PCOs estimated for deployment are based on 
information available at this time and may be adjusted both prior to and during venue operations as more 
detailed information and observations allow. 



The PCO Supervisor will have radio contact with the Field Supervisor and with all PCOs on the street, and phone 
contact with relevant city agencies and departments (Muni, SFMTA Signal Shop, SFPD, SFFD), transit operators 
(Muni, BART, Caltrans) and Event Center staff (security, valet attendants, etc.). The PCO supervisor will also have 
authority and discretion in how PCOs are deployed, and may adjust the controls described below as conditions 
warrant. 



Transit loading may also be monitored by Transit Fare Inspectors (TFIs) and SFMTA Passenger Assistance 
Program staff (MTAPs) stationed at Muni platforms. The appropriate number of staff stationed in these roles will 
be determined in consultation with the SFMTA prior to the project opening.  



6.3.2 Curb Management 



All curbside parking and loading areas described for no-event conditions will convert to the event curb zones 
described below at 5:00 PM (before an evening event beginning 7:00 PM or later), or two hours before an event 
(starting at all other times). Event curb zone designations will revert back to no-event parking and loading 
conditions ninety minutes following an event’s end.  



Pre-event and post-event curb management for the concert scenario is shown in Figures 6-3 and 6-5. In order 
to manage the increased volume of attendees using regional transit, the concert scenario will also include 
designated curb space for a Muni bus that will travel back and forth to the 16th Street BART station exclusively. 
This pre-event bus stop will be 150 feet in length along the south side of 16th Street for BART passenger drop-
off before concert events. These buses will then continue south on Illinois Street to Mariposa Street to return to 
the BART station. Post-event curb management will include a bus layover zone on northbound Illinois Street, 
where buses will layover to pick up passengers after a concert event. Post-event bus staging and passenger 
loading will be along the eastern side of Illinois Street and the north side of 16th Street east of Illinois St. 



A concert event will also include increased drop-off/pick-up activity as attendees are shuttled to and from the 
event in passenger vehicles. To accommodate this, the 550 feet of “flex space” on Terry François Boulevard will 
include passenger drop-off/pick-up activity to be shared with taxis along the west side of the street. During 
concerts, as during Peak events, a taxi zone will also be located on the south side of South Street. 



 72 











Final Transportation Management Plan – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Event Center and Mixed Use Development 
April 2015 
 



To provide a safe location for the high volumes of pedestrians to queue that are destined for the Muni station in 
the median of 3rd Street, and in consultation with the SFMTA, temporary lane closures will be implemented on 
northbound 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South, on westbound and eastbound on 
South Street from 3rd Street to the 450 South Street garage. Traffic exiting the 450 South Street garage, the 
north exit of the Event Center garage or Bridgeview Way will be directed east to Terry François Blvd. It is 
anticipated that the temporary lane closures will be in place for approximately 30-45 minutes during the peak 
post-event period, until most event attendees are able to board Muni trains on 3rd Street and most shuttle riders 
have boarded shuttles. It is anticipated that the no-event traffic volumes on the streets adjacent to the Event 
Center Development will be light after a typical concert event, so impacts to the existing traffic as a result of the 
temporary closure of northbound 3rd Street will be low. Traffic on Bridgeview Way will be monitored by PCOs 
and will be signed to encourage access for local traffic only to the uses within that block, including the 450 
South Street Garage. Variable Message Signs (VMS) and detour signs that will be programed and/or placed well 
in advance of the temporary closures to notify drivers of alternate routes, including those depicted in Figure 6-
10. Proposed locations for permanent Variable Message Signs are listed below: 



• Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS) 



• Westbound 16th Street – East of I-280 (proposed new VMS) 



• Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed new VMS) 



• Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed new VMS) 



Based on operating conditions for AT&T Park, it is assumed that SFMTA staff will set up and store barricades to 
mark and enforce temporary lane closures. Barricade equipment may be temporary stored in a truck at the 
southern end of Illinois St., just north of Mariposa, and/or in a storage facility located on-site. 



The UCSF Women’s Cancer & Children’s Hospital, scheduled to open on February 1, 2015, is located on the 
west side of 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street. Access to the hospital will be provided from, 
both 16th Street and Mariposa Street via an extension of 4th Street. Emergency vehicles traveling to the hospital 
will not be affected by the post-game partial street closures on northbound 3rd Street (north of 16th Street) 
described above, as multiple other routes to the hospital’s major access points will main open. Emergency 
vehicles exiting the hospital may need to travel northbound on 3rd Street, north of 16th Street, where the 
temporary closures are planned. In those situations, PCOs may remove temporary barriers and allow 
emergency vehicles to use northbound 3rd Street, or emergency vehicles may use the southbound lanes of 3rd 
Street to travel northbound. The Event Center Transportation Coordinator will provide the hospital with a list of 
dates and times during which partial street closures are anticipated. Post-event traffic will be directed to use 
both 16th Street and Mariposa Street to access I-280 ramps to enable fast and efficient departures from the site. 
Northbound traffic will be directed to westbound 16th Street and north on 7th Street, east on Bryant Street to the 
I-80 ramp at 5th Street. 



6.3.3 Pre-Event Controls 



Pre-event controls are detailed here and illustrated on Figures 6-3 and 6-4. 



PCO Locations 



Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at key locations, as determined by the PCO Supervisor before, during, and after 
events, such as those listed below. Their primary task will be to manage pedestrian and vehicle traffic. 
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 3rd Street and South Street 



 South Street and Bridgeview Way 



 South Street and Terry François Boulevard 



 3rd Street and 16th Street 



 16th Street and Illinois Street 



 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard 



 Mariposa Street and I-280 northbound ramps/Owens Street 



 Mariposa Street and 3rd Street 



 Mariposa Street and Illinois Street 



 One roving PCO (or more if necessary) to monitor general parking issues and respond to complaints 
called in throughout  the neighborhood 



The PCO locations listed in this document are solely representative and will remain flexible to respond to 
changing traffic conditions once the Event Center Development is complete. The number of PCOs per 
suggested location will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA and refined based on monitoring during 
the first four years of operations. 



UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platform 



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of South Street and 3rd Street to facilitate pedestrian crossings to/from 
the Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and light rail cars.  



Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th Street 



Concert attendees with pre-sold parking passes for the Event Center garage will enter via the left turn lane on 
eastbound 16th Street leading to the garage driveway or from northbound Illinois Street to self-park. Event 
Center staff will check parking passes before vehicles enter the garage.  



PCOs will be stationed at the Event Center garage driveway to facilitate vehicle egress (office employees leaving 
on weekday evenings) and ingress (event attendees entering the garage), minimize conflicts with pedestrians 
and bicycles on 16th Street, and coordinate with PCOs located at the adjacent 3rd Street / 16th Street 
intersection. A key goal of the PCOs located at the adjacent intersections on 16th Street will be to give priority to 
the eastbound left turn movements from 16th Street into the garage to ensure that this inbound event traffic 
entering the Event Center garage does not queue back to the 16th Street / 3rd Street intersection. PCOs will also 
work in conjunction with Event Center staff that will be checking attendees’ tickets for valid access to the garage 
on the day of the concert. Drivers who enter the eastbound left-turn pocket or are stationed to enter the 
garage on Illinois Street without a valid parking pass will be redirected to drive east on 16th Street to Terry 
François Boulevard towards other nearby garages or parking lots.  
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3rd Street / 16th Street Intersection  



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to maintain the flow of Muni trains on 3rd 
Street, provide for the safe movement of pedestrians and bicyclists, and facilitate the flow of vehicles to 
eastbound 16th Street to access the Event Center parking garage. PCOs will work to ensure that the intersection 
does not become blocked with vehicles. As noted above, the PCO stationed at 3rd Street/16th Street will work in 
conjunction with the PCO at the Event Center garage entrance to coordinate the flow of traffic into the garage. 



Drop-Off on Southbound Terry François Boulevard 



Event Center ticket holders may be dropped off on the west side of Terry François Boulevard between South 
Street and 16th Street as shown on Figure 6-3. This curbside area will be shared with taxis. 



6.3.4 Post-Event Controls 



Many of the post-event controls are similar to the pre-event controls but are repeated here for ease of 
understanding, and the post-event curb and lane configurations are illustrated on Figures 6-5 and 6-6.  



PCO Locations 



PCOs will be stationed at all of the same locations as identified previously for the pre-event scenario, with one 
exception. The PCO(s) located at the intersection of Mariposa Street and I-280 northbound ramps/Owens Street 
during the pre-event period will relocate to the intersection of 16th Street/ Owens Street during the post-event 
period. 



UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platform 



Muni tickets will be sold at the Event Center box office before, during, and after events. 



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and South Street to manage pedestrian flow to/from the 
Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and light rail cars. Temporary lane closures will also be in 
effect for enhanced pedestrian safety on northbound 3rd Street north of 16th Street and on South Street west of 
the 450 South St. garage exit. Muni staff will also be stationed to check transit tickets and manage the boarding 
process. 



Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th Street  



During no-event conditions, traffic at the 16th Street / Illinois Street intersection will be managed by an all-way 
stop control. During events, the PCOs will be able to direct traffic at the intersection during event conditions to 
allow continuous flow on individual movements as needed. PCOs at the garage driveway located at the 
intersection will have the following objectives: 



 Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with pedestrian-bicycle flows along 16th 
Street 



 Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with shuttle traffic and occasional 
westbound traffic flow on 16th Street to accommodate safe and efficient shuttle loading and departure. 
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 Coordinating with PCOs located along 16th Street so that they stop pedestrian crossings of 16th Street 
during the same windows of time that vehicles are released from the Event Center garage onto east- 
and westbound 16th Street 



 Maintaining vehicle access to garages for the 409 and 499 Illinois Street buildings, as well as future 
UCSF buildings on Blocks 33 and 34, from 16th Street and Illinois Street. 



Post-events, southbound traffic exiting the Event Center garage will be advised to travel west on 16th Street to 
southbound Owens Street to access I-280. Any traffic heading to the north from the parking garage will be 
advised to travel west on 16th Street to northbound 7th Street due to the temporary northbound closure on 3rd 
Street. 



3rd Street / 16th Street  



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to facilitate the flow of vehicles from 
westbound 16th Street from the parking garages, along with Muni trains, bicyclists, and pedestrians while 
preventing event traffic from going north on 3rd Street. They will work in conjunction with the PCO at the garage 
entrance to stop pedestrians crossing 16th Street during the same window that vehicles are exiting the garage 
on 16th Street, and prohibit northbound traffic from accessing 3rd Street north of 16th Street due to the 
temporary lane closures and direct traffic to northbound Terry François Boulevard.  



Temporary Lane Closures 



Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at key locations to redirect traffic due to the temporary lane closures. The PCO 
station located on South Street east of 3rd Street will manage the South Street partial closure as well as 
Bridgeview Way. The PCOs will direct all traffic exiting the 450 South Street and Event Center garages to Terry 
François Boulevard via eastbound South Street, and restrict northbound traffic from using Bridgeview Way 
except for neighborhood traffic. The PCOs will also direct any southbound traffic on Bridgeview Way left onto 
eastbound South Street  



PCOs will also be stationed at the Terry François Boulevard / South Street intersection to manage traffic exiting 
the garages on South Street. They will direct traffic either north or south on Terry François Boulevard, and 
restrict vehicle access onto westbound South Street. They will also manage alternating flows of pedestrian 
crossings of South Street and vehicles turning onto Terry François Boulevard.  



PCOs will be stationed on 3rd Street at Mariposa Street to direct no-event northbound traffic to alternative 
routes in advance of the temporary closure on northbound 3rd Street, to reduce congestion at the intersection 
of 3rd Street / 16th Street. Northbound traffic will be redirected east along Mariposa Street to northbound Terry 
François Boulevard. Variable message signs will also direct no-event through traffic to Terry François Boulevard 
in advance of the intersection of 3rd Street / Mariposa Street. All PCOs stationed at locations along 3rd Street will 
also assist emergency vehicles and autos needing emergency access to the UCSF Medical Center to navigate 
congested conditions and utilize closed travel lanes as needed. New permanent Variable Message Signs (VMS) 
will be added at three locations, and existing VMSs will operate to provide traffic alerts, messages, and 
alternative driving routes for neighborhood residents at the following locations: 



• Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS) 



• Westbound 16th Street – East of I-280 (proposed new VMS) 



• Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed new VMS) 
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• Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed new VMS) 



Based on operating conditions for AT&T Park, it is assumed that SFMTA staff will set up and store barricades to 
mark and enforce temporary lane closures.  



Temporary Turn Restrictions 



Temporary turn restrictions will be in place post-event to discourage vehicles traveling westbound on 16th Street 
from turning left onto 3rd Street, Owens Street or Mississippi Street. PCOs will be responsible for coning off left 
turn pockets at these three intersections and enforcing left-turn restrictions. Signage will be provided inside 
event garages to direct vehicles destined for I-280 to use Terry François Boulevard to Mariposa Street as the 
primary access. 



Passenger Pick-Up on Terry François Boulevard 



The passenger pick-up location will be the same as the pre-event drop-off location – on the west side of Terry 
François Boulevard. This location will also include Paratransit loading, however each space will be designated 
and separated. 



Terry François and 16th Intersection 



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street following a concert to 
manage bicycle and pedestrian flows, detour traffic from the temporary lane closures on South Street and 3rd 
Street, as well as event traffic from nearby parking facilities. Traffic will be directed mostly north and south on 
Terry François Boulevard to avoid adding to the congestion on 16th Street and to avoid conflicts with shuttle 
buses. Post-event PCO controls are proposed to be the same and are illustrated on Figure 6-6.  
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CONCERT EVENT: PRE-EVENT CURB MANAGEMENT
FIGURE 6-3
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CONCERT EVENT: POST-EVENT CURB MANAGEMENT
FIGURE 6-5
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6.4 CONTROLS FOR PEAK EVENT SCENARIO 



6.4.1 General 



PCO Supervisor 



As with a concert event, a PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Center and/or in 
the field starting at least two hours prior to the event’s start time and until pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle 
volumes on-street have returned to typical no-event conditions following event’s end. The PCO Supervisor will 
deploy up to 18 PCOs to locations and assign transportation control tasks pre-event monitor traffic conditions 
before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks post-event.  



Transit loading may also be monitored by Transit Fare Inspectors (TFIs) and SFMTA Passenger Assistance 
Program staff (MTAPs) stationed at Muni platforms. 



6.4.2 Curb Management 



All curbside parking and loading areas described for no-event conditions will convert to the event curb zones 
described below at 5:00 PM (before an evening event beginning 7:00 PM or later), or two hours before an event 
(starting at all other times). Event curb zone designations will revert back to no-event parking and loading 
conditions ninety minutes following an event’s end. 



Pre-event curb management will be the same as that shown for the concert scenario with one addition. GSW 
games will require media coverage and designated curbside parking for media satellite trucks. The total curb 
length required will be up to 200 feet during regular season games, which includes parking for 2 uplink trucks 
and 4 ENG trucks. This will be provided on the north side of 16th Street starting just east of 3rd Street. A curb 
distance of 150 feet will be designated for media trucks, as shown in Figure 6-7.  



Post-event curb management will be the same as that shown for the concert scenario with the exception of 16th 
Street. The media satellite truck parking detailed above in the pre-event curb management for the peak event 
will also be implemented in the post-event curb management. All other post-event curb designations for a peak 
event are the same as the post-event concert scenario, including the temporary lane closures on South, 3rd, and 
Illinois Streets, the special event shuttle stops, and the additional passenger pick-up zone on Terry François 
Boulevard. These are shown on Figure 6-9.  



To increase safety for the high volumes of pedestrians walking to the Muni Station on 3rd Street, temporary lane 
closures will be implemented on northbound 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South, 
on westbound and eastbound South Street west of the parking garages. It is anticipated that the background 
traffic volumes will be light after a game, so impacts to the existing traffic patterns will be low. Variable message 
and detour signs will be placed well in advance of the temporary closures to notify drivers of alternate routes. 
Proposed locations for permanent variable message signs are listed below: 



• Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS) 



• Westbound 16th Street – East of I-280 (proposed VMS) 



• Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed VMS) 



• Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed VMS) 
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Emergency vehicles exiting the UCSF hospital west of 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street will be 
granted access to northbound 3rd Street during the post-event street closure described above. PCOs may 
remove temporary barriers and allow emergency vehicle access to northbound 3rd Street in those situations, or 
emergency vehicles may drive in the southbound lanes to travel northbound. GSW staff will provide the hospital 
with a list of dates and times of post-event street closures. 



6.4.3 Pre-Event Controls 



Pre-event controls will be the same as the concert scenario, but are repeated here and illustrated on Figure 6-8. 



PCO Locations 



Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at key locations, as determined by the PCO Supervisor before, during, and after 
events, such as those listed below. Their primary task will be to manage pedestrian and vehicle traffic. 



 4th Street and Channel Street 



 3rd Street and Channel Street 



 3rd Street and South Street 



 South Street and Bridgeview Way 



 South Street and Terry François Boulevard 



 3rd Street and 16th Street 



 16th Street and Illinois Street 



 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard 



 Mariposa Street and I-280 northbound ramps/Owens Street 



 Mariposa Street and 3rd Street 



 Mariposa Street and Illinois Street 



 One roving PCO (or more if necessary) to monitor general parking issues and respond to complaints 
called in throughout the neighborhood 



The PCO locations listed in this document are solely representative and will remain flexible to respond to 
changing traffic conditions once the Event Center Development is complete. The number of PCOs per 
suggested location will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA and refined based on monitoring during 
the first four years of operations. 



UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platform 



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of South Street and 3rd Street to facilitate pedestrian crossings to/from 
the Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and Muni trains.  
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Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th Street 



Game attendees with pre-sold parking passes for the Event Center garage would enter via the left turn lane on 
eastbound 16th Street leading to the garage driveway or from northbound Illinois Street to self-park. GSW staff 
will check parking passes before vehicles enter the garage.  



PCOs will be stationed at the Event Center garage driveway to facilitate vehicle egress (office employees leaving 
on weekday evenings) and ingress (event attendees entering the garage), minimize conflicts with pedestrians 
and bicyclists on 16th Street, and coordinate with PCOs located at the adjacent  3rd Street / 16th Street 
intersection. A key goal of the PCOs located at the adjacent intersections on 16th Street will be to ensure safety 
to all modes by minimizing conflicts between modes while ensuring the flow of vehicles into the garage does 
not result in queues that back up into adjacent intersections. They will also work in conjunction with Event 
Center staff that will be checking attendees’ tickets for valid access to the garage on game day. Drivers who 
enter the eastbound left-turn pocket or are stationed to enter the garage on Illinois Street without a valid 
parking pass will be redirected to drive east on 16th Street to Terry François Boulevard towards other nearby 
garages or parking lots.  



3rd Street / 16th Street Intersection  



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to maintain the flow of Muni trains on 3rd 
Street, and provide for the safe movement of pedestrians, bicyclists, and vehicles. PCOs will work to ensure that 
the intersection does not become blocked with vehicles. As noted above, the PCO stationed at 3rd Street/16th 
Street will work in conjunction with the PCO at the Event Center garage entrance. 



Drop-Off on Southbound Terry François Boulevard 



Event Center ticket holders may be dropped off on the west side of Terry François Boulevard between South 
Street and 16th Street as shown on Figure 6-7. This curbside area will be separately designated, but shared.  



6.4.4 Post-Event Controls 



All of the post-event controls are generally the same as the post-event controls for a concert scenario but are 
repeated here for ease of understanding when reviewing all controls for the peak event exclusively. The post-
event curb and lane configurations are illustrated on Figures 6-9 and 6-10.  



Muni tickets will be sold at the Event Center box office before, during, and after events. 



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and South Street to manage pedestrian flow to/from the 
Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and Muni trains. Temporary lane closures will also be in 
effect for enhanced pedestrian safety on northbound 3rd Street north of 16th Street and on South Street east of 
3rd Street. Muni staff will also be stationed to check tickets and manage the boarding process. 



PCO Locations 



PCOs will be stationed at locations determined by the PCO Supervisor, which may include those identified 
previously for the pre-event scenario, with two exceptions. At least one PCO will be located at the intersection 
of 16th Street/Owens Street to facilitate heavy left turn flows from westbound 16th Street onto southbound 
Owens Street and access to I-280. One PCO will also be located at the intersection of Fifth Street/Bryant 
Street/I-80 eastbound ramps. 
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Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th 



PCOs at the Event Center garage driveway at the intersection of 16th Street / Illinois Street will have the 
following objectives: 



 Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with pedestrian-bicycle flows along 16th 
Street 



 Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with shuttle traffic and occasional 
westbound traffic flow on 16th Street to accommodate safe and efficient shuttle loading and departure. 



 Coordinating with PCOs located along 16th Street so that they stop pedestrian crossings of 16th Street 
during the same windows of time that vehicles are released from the Event Center garage onto east- 
and westbound 16th Street 



 Maintaining vehicle access to garages for the 409 and 499 Illinois Street buildings, as well as future 
UCSF buildings on Blocks 33 and 34, from 16th Street and Illinois Street. 



To extend the effective length of the westbound left turn pocket at the 16th Street / 3rd Street intersection, 
temporary cones will be placed to close the eastbound left turn lane on 16th Street into the Event Center garage 
entrance after a game, if necessary, extending the turn pocket to 160 feet. The extended turn pocket will be 
used for westbound vehicles making a left turn onto southbound 3rd Street. Motorists wishing to enter the Event 
Center garage from eastbound 16th Street will be able to make a left turn from the eastbound through lane. 



Southbound traffic exiting the Event Center garage will be advised to travel west on 16th Street to southbound 
Owens Street to access I-280. Any traffic heading to the north from the parking garage will be advised to travel 
west on 16th Street to northbound 7th Street due to the temporary northbound closure on 3rd Street. 



3rd Street / 16th Street  



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to facilitate the flow of vehicles from 
westbound 16th Street from the parking garages, along with Muni trains, bicyclists, and pedestrians while 
preventing event traffic from going north on 3rd Street. They will work in conjunction with the PCO at the garage 
entrance to stop pedestrians crossing 16th Street during the same window that vehicles are exiting the garage 
on 16th Street, and prohibit northbound traffic from accessing 3rd Street north of 16th Street due to the 
temporary lane closures and direct traffic to northbound Terry François Boulevard.  



 



Temporary Lane Closures 



Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at key locations to redirect traffic due to the temporary lane closures. The PCO 
station located on South Street east of 3rd Street will manage the temporary South Street lane closure as well as 
Bridgeview Way. The PCOs will direct all traffic exiting the 450 South Street (office and retail employees) and 
Event Center (event attendees) garages to Terry François Boulevard via eastbound South Street, and restrict 
northbound traffic from using Bridgeview Way, except for neighborhood traffic. These PCOs will also direct any 
southbound traffic on Bridgeview Way left onto eastbound South Street.  



PCOs will also be stationed at the Terry François Boulevard / South Street intersection to manage traffic exiting 
the garages on South Street. They will direct traffic either north or south on Terry François Boulevard, and 
restrict vehicle access onto westbound South Street. They will also manage alternating flows of pedestrian 
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crossings of South Street and vehicles turning onto Terry François Boulevard. PCOs will also allow for local traffic 
to access garages on 16th Street and Illinois Street. 



PCOs will be stationed on 3rd Street at Mariposa Street to direct no-event northbound traffic to alternate routes 
in advance of the temporary closure on northbound 3rd Street to reduce congestion at the intersection of 3rd 
Street / 16th Street. Northbound traffic will be redirected east along Mariposa Street to northbound Terry 
François Boulevard. Variable message signs (VMSs) will also direct traffic to Terry François Boulevard in advance 
of the intersection of 3rd Street / Mariposa Street. VMSs and detour signs will be programed and/or placed well 
in advance of the temporary closures to notify drivers of alternate routes, including those depicted in Figure 6-
10. Permanent Variable Message Signs will be placed at the following locations to notify drivers of detours in 
advance: 



• Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS) 



• Westbound 16th Street – East of I-280 (proposed VMS) 



• Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed VMS) 



• Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed VMS) 



All PCOs stationed at locations along 3rd Street will also assist emergency vehicles and autos needing 
emergency access to the UCSF Medical Center to navigate congested conditions and utilize closed travel lanes 
as needed.  



 



Temporary Turn Restrictions 



Temporary turn restrictions will be in place post-event to discourage vehicles traveling westbound on 16th Street 
from turning left onto 3rd Street, Owens Street or Mississippi Street. PCOs will be responsible for coning off left 
turn pockets at these three intersections and enforcing left-turn restrictions. Signage will be provided inside 
event garages to direct vehicles destined for I-280 to use Terry François Boulevard to Mariposa Street as the 
primary access. 



Passenger Pick-Up on Terry François Boulevard 



The passenger pick-up location will be the same as the pre-event drop-off location – on the west side of Terry 
François Boulevard. This location will also include Paratransit loading. 



Terry François and 16th Intersection 



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street following a game’s end to 
manage bicycle and pedestrian flows, detour traffic from the temporary lane closures on South Street and 3rd 
Street, as well as event traffic from nearby parking facilities. Traffic will be directed mostly north and south on 
Terry François Boulevard to avoid adding to the congestion on 16th Street and to avoid conflicts with shuttle 
buses.  
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FIGURE 6-7
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PEAK EVENT: POST-EVENT CURB MANAGEMENT
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6.5 CONTROLS FOR PEAK EVENT COINCIDING WITH AT&T PARK EVENT 
SCENARIO  



See Section 2.2 for a description of the scenario in which a peak Event Center event coincides with an AT&T 
Park event. 



6.5.1 General 



On days where Event Center events coincide with AT&T Park events, pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes 
along Terry François Boulevard and 3rd Street will be greater. Controls implemented as part of the Event Center 
TMP will not change, but should be coordinated with controls implemented as part of the AT&T Park standard 
TMP so that: 



 Efforts are not duplicated; and  



 Controls are complementary rather than contradictory.  



The Warriors support the formation of a working group, comprised of the Warriors, Giants, SFMTA, Mission Bay 
CAC, UCSF, MBBTCC, and other stakeholders, to regularly discuss potential overlaps and the resulting traffic and 
transit conditions, and to propose solutions on an individual event basis. For example, if the AT&T Park TMP 
includes PCO control at any PCO intersections listed in this document and events’ start or end times coincide, 
no additional PCOs will be necessary at that location. Figures 6-11 and 6-12 show where PCOs would be 
stationed pre- and post-event during a dual event scenario, including a new post-event dual event location for 
a PCO at Mariposa Street and Fourth Street.  



Transit loading may also be monitored by Transit Fare Inspectors (TFIs) and SFMTA Passenger Assistance 
Program staff (MTAPs) stationed at Muni platforms. 
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CHAPTER 7. FREIGHT LOADING 



7.1 FREIGHT ACCESS FOR EVENT CENTER DEVELOPMENT (BLOCKS 29-32) 



Freight access to the Event Center Development site located on Blocks 29-32 will be provided as described 
below and as shown on Figure 7-1. 



 Event Center Loading Docks – A formal truck loading area will be located on the lower level of the 
parking structure. Trucks will enter and exit the loading dock via access-controlled truck-only lanes in 
the parking structure’s driveway on 16th Street at Illinois Street. All trucks that service events at the Event 
Center, including semi-trailer trucks, single unit trucks, and trash trucks, will use the loading dock area. 
The loading area will provide a “hammerhead” turnaround area so that trucks can easily maneuver into 
and out of the loading slips. Truck access will be limited to the extent feasible during pre- and post-
event times to minimize potential conflicts with vehicles arriving or departing the garage. 



 Retail Truck Loading Docks – Smaller loading docks for single unit trucks will be located on the Lower 
Level of the parking structure. This area will be available for use by the visitor-serving retail uses. Trucks 
will enter and exit the loading area via the access-controlled truck-only lanes in the driveway on 16th 
Street at Illinois Street. 



 Office Truck Loading Docks – Loading docks for the office towers will be located on the Lower Level of 
the parking structure in two areas. Three loading docks for the South Street office tower will be 
provided in the northwest corner of the loading area and one loading dock for the 16th Street office 
tower will be located in the southwest corner of the loading area, just to the left of the first garage 
ramp. Both loading areas will also include trash compactors for the office towers. Trucks will enter and 
exit the loading area via the access-controlled truck-only lanes in the driveway on 16th Street at Illinois 
Street. 



 South Street and Terry François Boulevard Commercial Curbside Loading – Parking along portions of 
the Event Center Development frontage will be designated for commercial truck deliveries for retail 
uses. On-street commercial loading zones will be designated as active loading zones all hours.  



 Market Hall Loading – There will also be a small separate loading area, exclusive to the Market Hall 
uses, for which small delivery vehicles will enter via the South Street garage entrance. 
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CHAPTER 8. EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS 



The Event Center Development is served by the San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD) and the San Francisco 
Police Department (SFPD). A new SFFD fire house and SFPD headquarters building is being constructed at Block 
8 in the Mission Bay South area on China Basin Street east of 3rd Street.  



The Event Center Development project also anticipates installing on-site generators capable of providing up to 
three megawatts (MW) of emergency, standby and optional power in the case of temporary loss of normal 
utility power. The on-site generators would provide power to the Transportation Management Center (TMC) 
during such an emergency to facilitate efficient communication between TMC staff and emergency service 
personnel. . 



8.1 EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS FOR EVENT CENTER 



Emergency vehicle access to the Event Center Development site will be provided as described below and shown 
on Figure 8-1. 



 SFFD vehicles from the new fire house on China Basin Street would access the Event Center 
Development via southbound 3rd Street or Terry François Boulevard. Direct access to the Event Center 
Arena will be provided via the southeast corner plaza on the corner of Terry François Boulevard and 
16th Street. Fire Department vehicles traveling south on 3rd Street would make a left at 16th Street. Fire 
Department vehicles traveling south on Terry François Boulevard would make a right turn onto 16th 
Street. Emergency vehicles servicing office buildings will use either 16th Street or South Street. SFPD 
vehicles or supplemental SFFD vehicles from other fire houses would access the western plaza via 3rd 
Street either from 16th Street (for vehicles traveling from the west via 16th Street) or from 3rd Street (for 
vehicles traveling from the north or from the south via 3rd Street). Exclusive transit rights-of-way along 
3rd Street and 16th Street will accommodate emergency vehicles when traffic congestion might 
otherwise impair access, and emergency vehicles will be permitted on closed-streets as needed. 



Staff in the TMC will also closely coordinate with emergency service personnel to facilitate access as needed.   



8.2 EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS FOR UCSF HOSPITAL  



The UCSF Women’s Cancer & Children’s Hospital, scheduled to open on February 1, 2015, is located on the 
west side of 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street. Access to the hospital will be provided from 
both 16th Street and Mariposa Street via extensions of 4th Street. Pre- and Post-event curb management and 
controls as related to the UCSF Hospital access for patients and staff are described in Chapter 6. 
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CHAPTER 9. COMMUNICATION 



9.1 OUTREACH  



Outreach can provide useful trip planning information to guests and employees, in order to minimize confusion 
and risk of conflicts by providing advanced information on transportation choices for accessing the Event 
Center; and by alerting attendees to the location and purpose of temporary controls and measures. The 
following is an outreach strategy to accompany Event Center events. Outreach about transportation will 
promote use of non-auto modes to the Event Center. 



Ticket purchase confirmation will include the following information: 



 In addition to the option to pre-purchase parking at the Event Center, all attendees will receive a 
statement explaining that parking will be extremely limited on site and may not be available, an 
explanation of transit and bicycle resources, and detailed information about options for getting to the 
Event Center, including: 



o List of transit options available, including links to trip planning tools, schedules, fare 
information, and forms of payment (i.e. Clipper card brochure) 



o Location of real time transit information displays on the Event Center site 



o Reminder that Muni fares will be checked on the street, prior to walking up the Muni platform; 
that Muni tickets must be purchased ahead of time, and that they may be purchased at the 
Event Center box office 



o Links to web-based trip planning tools and resources (by transit, walking , bicycling, and 
driving)  



o Information on how to use transit (fare and payment information), best stops and stations for 
accessing the Event Center, walking routes to the Event Center from transit hubs 



o Recommended walking paths to the Event Center from transit hubs and other origins 



o Information on bicycle routes (i.e. link to San Francisco’s Bicycle and Walking Map) and free 
bicycle valet services 



o Directions to general pick-up/drop-off location along Terry François Boulevard 



o Information on TMA shuttles (routes, times, stop locations) 



o Information on parking availability and pricing, and ability to pre-purchase parking at event 
center [this should be last on our list, as it will be last on our customers’] 



 For attendees who do purchase parking in the garage with their ticket: 



o Directions to the Event Center from different origins and instructions describing the best path 
to access the Event Center garage 



o Information on controls that will be in place following game’s end and how to most effectively 
exit the Event Center garage towards desired destinations 
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9.2 WAYFINDING  



Wayfinding can support easy, safe walking and bicycling trips, and reduce the risk of conflicts for all modes by 
directing people away from potential conflict points. The following is a wayfinding strategy to accompany Event 
Center events. 



9.2.1 Pre-Event Wayfinding 



 Signage, in accordance with San Francisco standards, directing visitors to arena, transit, taxi stands, 
identifying bikeways, locations of bicycle parking, bike share pods, etc. within ¼ mile of arena 



 Build a base of permanent, intuitive wayfinding network that highlights local transit hubs and major 
destinations, and includes estimates of walking times along the most comfortable pedestrian corridors. 



 Wayfinding efforts will be increased or emphasized during playoff NBA games due to these events 
attracting out of town attendees who will presumably be unfamiliar with the transportation network and 
transit options. These efforts may include additional temporary signage in the Event Center vicinity.  



 Signage at all corners of the site directing walk-up attendees to Event Center entrances along routes 
that minimize pedestrian crossings of the Event Center garage driveway. 



 Signage directing bicyclists to the indoor bicycle valet parking or temporary bicycle corrals. Signage will 
be placed at the following locations: 



o Northbound Illinois Street before the entry to the garage 



o Northbound and Southbound Terry François Boulevard just before the site 



o Eastbound 16th Street just before the site 



 Signage directing eastbound bicyclists along 16th Street to walk up the sidewalk on the east side of 3rd 
Street to access bicycle rack parking located in the west plaza. 



 Signage that directs vehicles towards the event center garage or other nearby garages/lots, including 
wayfinding signage on I-280 to direct vehicles to the best exit to access the site.  



9.2.2 Post-Event Wayfinding 



 Signage at Event Center exits that directs pedestrians leaving the site away from the Event Center 
garage driveway and towards key destinations such as BART (west and north), Caltrain (north), 22 
Fillmore bus route (west) and Muni South Street stop (northwest corner). 



 Signage outside bicycle valet parking directing bicyclists to use the Blue Greenway along Terry François 
Boulevard. 



 Signage that directs vehicles towards the suggested post-event route, including garage exit wayfinding.  
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CHAPTER 10. MONITORING, REFINEMENT, AND 
PERFORMANCE STANDARDS 



The Golden State Warriors will monitor and refine the TMP in conjunction with the City of San Francisco and the 
various transit providers throughout the life of the project through monitoring during the project’s first four 
years of operations and an annual surveying and reporting program thereafter. The TDM plan will be 
continually refined by improving existing measures and introducing new strategies. 



10.1 PURPOSE 



The monitoring and refinement of the TMP will be conducted to accomplish the following objectives. 



1. Weekday Event Auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 53 
percent for weekday peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM).  



2. Weekend Event auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 59 
percent for weekend peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM).  



3. 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.  



4. Vehicle Queueing 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. 



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



6. 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. 



7. 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. 



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



10.2 MONITORING METHODS 



The following methods will be employed to monitor TMP strategies.  



1. Quarterly Coordination Meetings – the on-site Transportation Coordinator and key Event Center staff 
will meet quarterly with the City’s designated representative,  SFMTA TDM Manager, other key City 
staff, and other transportation service providers to evaluate the TMP strategies throughout the life of 
the project. 



2. Inaugural Event Monitoring – a designated team of Event Center and City staff will monitor pre-event 
and post-event transportation conditions at several of the first Warriors’ games and concerts held at 
the Event Center, per Performance Standards described in Section 10.4 and relevant adopted City 
standards.  
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3. Subsequent Event Monitoring - a designated team of Event Center and City staff will monitor pre-event 
and post-event transportation conditions intermittently during the first four years of operation at the 
Event Center, per Performance Standards described in Section 10.4 and relevant adopted City 
standards.  



4. Curb Pick-Up and Drop-Off Operations – the on-site Transportation Coordinator will regularly monitor 
curb operations during the first year of operation.  



5. Event Attendee Surveys – annual travel surveys of at least 600 attendees5 will be conducted at five 
weekday evening games and at one of each other event type (including a dual-event scenario, if one 
occurs) at the Event Center. The surveys will identify such data as pre-event origin and post-event 
destination, arrival and departure times, arrival and departure modes, transit provider, parking location, 
number of vehicle occupants (auto mode), etc.  



6. Event Center Development Employee Surveys – annual travel surveys of permanent and temporary 
employees will be conducted to identify the same travel information for Warrior employees as well as 
to determine their awareness of alternative modes and travel demand management programs that are 
available to them. Warriors will commit to a minimum of 60 percent survey completion rate. 



7. Mission Bay Neighbor Surveys – travel surveys will be conducted during the initial year at the Event 
Center to identify the same travel information for local residents and employers, who will be contacted 
via the Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) distribution list. The results of these surveys will 
be shared and discussed with the CAC as requested.  



8. UCSF Surveys –travel surveys will be conducted during the initial year at the Event Center to identify the 
adequacy of access for emergency vehicles and personal to the UCSF hospital center and children’s 
emergency room. Surveys will include UCSF campus staff and emergency personnel.   



9. Parking Strategies – data will be collected on parking utilization rates, and effectiveness of on-site and 
off-site remote parking strategies, for all event and no-event types. 



10.3   MONITORING DOCUMENTATION 



The results of the monitoring process will be documented as follows. 



1. TMP Travel Survey Memo – a memorandum will be prepared within three months of the inaugural 
events (NBA game, concert, and convention) that documents the results of the travel surveys as well as 
ongoing event monitoring.  



2. TMP Monitoring Report – a report will be developed and submitted to OCII annually, beginning at the 
end of the first year of operation of the Event Center Development, that addresses how effectively the 
TMP is meeting the monitoring objectives described above, while also proposing changes, adjustments, 
and improvements to the TMP and TDM as needed. The survey will be developed in coordination with 
SFMTA and OCII. 



5 Comparable to surveys conducted at other new, urban multi-purpose venues (including Barclays Center in Brooklyn, NY).  
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10.4 PERFORMANCE STANDARDS 



The TMP includes various performance measures once the project is in operation and initial monitoring results 
are available, the results will be measured against these criteria. If not achieved, the Warriors will be required to 
work with the appropriate agency or stakeholder group to ensure that the standards are met. The following 
performance standards have been developed: 



1. Weekday Auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 53 percent 
for weekday peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM). 



2. Weekend Auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 59 percent 
for weekend peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM).  



3. Vehicle Queuing on City Streets: Traffic entering the parking garage from eastbound 16th Street does 
not spill back to 16th Street or back to the 3rd Street intersection due to garage ingress. 



4. Vehicle Queuing on City Streets: Event traffic will not block access to the UCSF Emergency Room 
entrance for emergency vehicles or patients on Mariposa Street between I-280 and 3rd Street. 



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



6. Bicycle Parking: Signage is clearly visible to direct bicyclists to event valet and other bicycle parking, 
which has an adequate supply to accommodate a typical peak event. 



7. Transit Mode Share: All Muni Metro and additional shuttle passengers are able to board their transit 
vehicle within 45 minutes following an event.6 



8. Good Neighbor Policy: 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 Warriors will explore additional travel demand strategies, operational efforts, or minor redesigns 
to meet the goals of this TMP. Revisions to policy will be brought before the Mission Bay CAC, which includes 
representatives from UCSF, as requested by that body for public comment prior to implementation. A 
representative list of possible strategies is as follows: 



1. Increase Warriors contribution to the Mission Bay TMA to directly fund incremental, event-only service, 
which may include additional shuttle bus purchases and/or expanded hours of operation 



6 45 minutes has been deemed an appropriate period of time given the anticipated time patrons will spend 
egressing from the building, crossing the 3.2 acre plaza, locating the appropriate transit stop for their final 
destination, and queuing accordingly. It reflects anticipated delay by some patrons who may remain in the Event 
Center following an event’s end to take advantage of promotions, watch post-game interviews, etc., and by 
other guests who may patronize the retail businesses located on-site following an event but prior to leaving 
Mission Bay.  
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2. Establish a partnership with a private shuttle provider for incremental, event-only service to and from 
satellite parking locations (if designated) or transit centers. 



3. Facilitate charter bus/private shuttle program purchases for group ticket sales and/or suite purchases 
for events. Reduce the project parking demand through a variety of mechanisms, including pricing.  



4. Explore partnerships with car-sharing services (e.g., Zipcar, City CarShare) for spaces on-site to reduce 
car ownership amongst employees. 



5. Undertake media campaigns, including in social media, which promote walking and/or bicycling to the 
event center.  



6. Conduct cross-marketing strategies with event center businesses (e.g., 10 percent off 
merchandise/food if patrons arrive by transit and/or bike or on foot).  



7. Carry out public education campaigns.  



8. Offer special event ferry service to the closest ferry station to the project site (similar to the existing 
service provided between AT&T Park and Alameda and Marin Counties by Golden Gate Transit, 
Alameda/Oakland and Vallejo ferry service).  



9. Provide transit fare subsidies to event ticket holders. 



10. In consultation with the SFMTA, remove any street furniture or landscaping obstructing pedestrian 
paths of travel or Muni staging areas. 



11.  



12.  
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EVENT ACTIVITY SEQUENCES 
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Typical Warriors Game Sequence (7:30 pm tip off) 
 
 
Day Prior  
2 to 4 pm If the game is nationally televised (5-7 games per year), 1-2 TV trucks for the national 



broadcaster(s) will typically arrive the day before the game. Trucks are parked in the 
loading dock and technicians will begin to setup for game broadcast.  



  
Game Day  
7 am to noon Game day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around TV broadcast and 



team arrival and departures). Average Time of delivery is scheduled to avoid peak 
commute hours and other factors that may influence efficiency and impact. Average 
individual deliveries required per Warriors game is six. Most if not all are scheduled to 
occur the day prior. 
 



  
9 am  Food service prep team arrives. Typically 25 to 35 game day personnel plus 



approximately 30 baseline staff. Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public 
transit. 



  
 Home and visiting team TV trucks (2 trucks) arrive and deploy in the loading dock. If 



trucks are in market and the dock is available, they may arrive the day before the event. 
Typical call is morning on game day. The trucks can arrive as late as early afternoon.  



  
10 am TV broadcasting crew arrives one hour following TV truck arrival and begins to prepare 



for the game broadcast. Typically 40 personnel total. The crew arrives via the loading 
dock. 



  
 Pre-game shoot around. Visiting teams will in some cases use an off-site venue for 



shootaround. Specific times vary. The window is typically 10 am to 1 pm. Typically 25 
personnel per team. Visiting team arrives in two buses. Home team arrives individually. 
After pre-game shoot around, visiting players and coaches and home team players will 
typically leave the building. The visiting team arrives and departs via the loading dock. 
The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Event Center 
garage.  



  
1 pm Building pre-cleaning crew arrives. This practice varies from building to building and is 



more common for outdoor venues. Personnel vary based on event type and general 
building practice. Likely 15 to 20 total. In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the 
pre-clean happens early in the morning on game day. The crew will arrive at the staff 
entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 



  
5 to 5:30 pm  Teams return for the game. The visiting team will arrive in two buses via the loading dock. 



The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Event Center 
garage. 



  
5 to 6 pm Game day building staff arrives. Includes guest service and food service personnel. 



Typically 500 to 600 total. Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be 
encouraged to use public transit. 



  
5:30 to 6 pm Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress 



approximately 30 minutes prior to doors. 
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6 to 6:30 pm Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to tip off. Guests begin to arrive. We anticipate that 



approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the entrance at the main plaza. 
Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics. 80% to 
90% of guests are in the building by tip off. Final guests typically enter by the end of the 
first quarter. 



  
7:30 Tip off. 
  
9:30 pm Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress 



approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated game end. 
  
10 pm Game ends. Broadcast technicians immediately begin load-out. 
  
 Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean. Typically 25 to 50 



personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use 
public transit. 



  
 Change over crew arrives and immediately begins change over. Typically 20 personnel. 



The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 
  
11 to 11:30 pm Venue clear of guests and all event staff. 
  
Day After Game 
 



 



11:30 pm to 12 am TV trucks leave the venue. 
  
2 to 3 am  Post-game clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building. 
  
4 am Change over complete. Crew leaves the building. 
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Typical Concert Sequence (7:30 pm Show Time) 
 
 
Event Day  
4 to 8 am Show trucks (which carry all show components including the stage, sound equipment and 



controls, video equipment and controls, props) arrive in market. They will typically stage 
somewhere off site but close to the venue. The number of trucks varies based on the size 
and complexity of the show. An A list show will usually require approximately 20 trucks 
Once trucks have been unloaded, they are driven off site and will not return until the 
show is complete and the load-out process begins.  



  
6 to 8 am The production team (15 to 30 personnel for A list shows) arrives at the venue as does 



the local stagehand crew. Initial production trucks access the loading dock and show 
load-in commences. The production team will arrive in tour buses and access the building 
via the loading dock. The stagehand crew will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use 
public transit. The show trucks enter and exit the venue as the show components are 
unloaded. Load-in typically occurs over approximately four to six hours.  



  
7 am to noon Event day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around other event related 



arrivals and departures). Average individual deliveries required are six. Most if not all are 
scheduled to occur the day prior. 
 



  
9 am  Food service prep team arrives. Typically 25 to 35 event day personnel plus 



approximately 30 baseline staff. Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public 
transit.  



  
1 pm Building pre-cleaning crew arrives. This practice varies from building to building and is 



more common for outdoor venues. Personnel vary based on event type and general 
building practice. Likely 15 to 20 total. In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the 
pre-clean happens early in the morning on event day. The crew will arrive at the staff 
entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 



  
2 to 4 pm  Performer(s) arrive(s) for sound check. Sound check typically lasts 30 to 60 minutes. The 



performer(s) will arrive in tour buses via the loading dock.  
  
5 to 6 pm Event day building staff arrives. Includes guest service and food service personnel. 



Typically 500 to 600 total and varies based on show type and expected attendance. Staff 
will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 



  
5:30 to 6 pm Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress 



approximately 30 minutes prior to doors. 
  
6 to 6:30 pm Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to show time. Guests begin to arrive. We anticipate 



that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the main entrance for Event 
Center shows, and 80% will access the building via the main theatre entrance for theatre 
shows. Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics. 
90%+ of guests are in the building by show time. Final guests typically enter within 
another 30 minutes following show time. 



  
7:30 pm Show time. 
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10 pm Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress 
approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated show end. 



  
10:30 pm Show ends. Production team immediately begins load-out.  
  
 Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean. Typically 25 to 50 



personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use 
public transit. 



  
 Change over crew arrives. Typically 20 personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff 



entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 
  
11:30 to 12 am Venue clear of guests and all event staff. 
  
Day After Event 
 



 



1 to 3 am Show trucks leave the venue. 
  
2 to 3 am  Post show clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building. 
  
4 am Change over complete. Crew leaves the building. 



 4 
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[bookmark: _Toc397456705][bookmark: _Toc413931038]EXECUTIVE SUMMARY


The Transportation Management Plan (TMP) is a management and operating plan designed to provide multi-modal access to a range of events at the new Golden State Warriors (GSW, or Warriors) Event Center in San Francisco’s Mission Bay neighborhood, and to the retail and office uses on the same development site. The purpose of the plan is to ensure safe and efficient access by promoting and facilitating the use of nearby public transit services and pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure for travel to and from the Event Center and the adjacent mixed use development, thereby reducing vehicular impacts to the Mission Bay/Dogpatch area and the adjacent neighborhoods. The plan’s primary goals include a reduction to single occupancy vehicle trips to/from the site, with a maximum auto mode split of 53 percent for event attendees during  weekday peak event conditions (Weekday 6:00PM – 8:00 PM), and a maximum auto mode split of 48 59 percent for all trips during no eventweekend peak event conditions (Weekday 4:00 PM-6:00 PM6:00 PM – 8:00 PM). All employees and visitors will be encouraged to utilize other means for travel to and from the site. Auto mode share goals are based on site-specific travel demand estimates being prepared as part of the project’s subsequent environmental impact report (SEIR) analysis.[footnoteRef:2]  [2:  Travel, Parking, and Loading Demand Estimates for the Proposed Event Center & Mixed Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 Final Memorandum, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting, November 19, 2014. ] 



The TMP is a working document that will be expanded and refined over time by the Warriors, the City of San Francisco, and other agencies responsible for carrying out the plan. An active monitoring process will occur during the first yearfour years of after the project’s completion to make any necessary adjustments. It is also anticipated that subsequent refinements will be made to respond to changing circumstances, new transportation access and parking opportunities, and planned transportation improvements that are implemented in the project vicinity over time.


The TMP provides a summary of the Event Center and mixed-use development project description; event and no-event scenarios that are addressed in this document; existing transportation facilities and planned major transportation projects; travel characteristics of Event Center attendees, office workers, and retail patrons; transportation control recommendations; travel demand and  communication strategies; and performance standards. 


The scenarios addressed in this plan are as follows.


· Typical Day (No-Event Day)


· Convention – weekday event with approximately 9,000 attendees


· Arena Concert – evening event with approximately 14,000 attendees


· NBA Game – an evening Warriors game with 18,064 attendees


· Dual Event - NBA game or arena concert coinciding with AT&T Park event


The travel characteristic assumptions for varying scenarios at the proposed development are based on the analysis prepared concurrently for the project’s SEIR.


Transportation control strategies that are identified in the Plan include provision of an on-site, site-specific Transportation Management Center (TMC) located in the security center in the Event Center; designation of a Parking Control Officer (PCO) director who will staff the Event Center TMC and manage game-day controls; designation of up to three in-field PCO supervisors who will roam and oversee PCO operations; the potential locations of PCOs who will direct vehicular and pedestrian traffic under various event scenarios; provision of GSW or Event Center staff to assist with wayfinding and crowd management; a coordinated partial street closure of the northbound lanes on 3rd Street (between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South) and partial closure of westbound lanes on South Street for a short period after the conclusion of peak NBA and arena concert events; and designation of curbside locations for Muni buses, Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) shuttles, other shuttle buses, charter buses, taxis, Transportation Network Companies (TNCs) (e.g., Uber, Lyft), limousines, private vehicle loading and unloading, and media trucks. The transportation control strategies also address transit boarding at the nearby Muni stations and pedestrian control at the Event Center main garage driveway access point on 16th Street.


Final Transportation Management Plan – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Event Center


April 2015December 2014








Communication strategies that are identified in the Plan include promotion, outreach and wayfinding strategies designed to inform event attendees of the various transportation options that are available and provide directions on how to access them. This includes a description of transportation information that will be provided by the Warriors and event promoters with event ticket purchases. The wayfinding strategies include a series of signs that will be placed to facilitate circulation and access in and around the buildings on-site.
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This introduction describes the purpose, goals, and objectives of the Transportation Management Plan (TMP) for the Golden States Warriors Event Center and Mixed-use Development Project (“Event Center Development”). It gives a project overview within the San Francisco context, including ongoing and upcoming projects that will change the transportation system in the area and may prompt adjustments to the TMP in the coming years. It then lists organizations and agencies with a stake in the project with their respective roles and responsibilities, and discusses the overall TMP implementation strategy, including coordination between stakeholders. Finally, it outlines the information contained in the remainder of the TMP. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456707][bookmark: _Toc413931040][bookmark: _Toc358019628]TMP Purpose, Goal, and Objectives 


The purpose of the TMP is to outline strategies to optimize access to and from the Event Center Development within the constraints inherent to a large public event. The TMP considers the travel characteristics of Event Center attendees, office workers, retail patrons, and all other visitors to the site. Its main goal is to ensure safe and efficient access for all modes with a particular focus on promoting pedestrian, bicycle, and transit access to the Event Center and adjacent mix of uses, thereby reducing vehicular impacts to the Mission Bay/Dogpatch area and nearby neighborhoods.


The objectives of the TMP are:


To facilitate and promote safe use of non-automobile transportation by people attending and supporting Event Center events or office and retail uses on-site, and to maintain the stated maximum auto mode share of 53 percent under peak weekday event conditions (Weekday 6:00 PM – 8:00 PM) and 48 59 percent under no eventpeak weekend event conditions (Weekday 4:00 PM – 6:00 PM6:00 PM – 8:00 PM);


To highlight and optimize the use of transit by both event attendees and event or daily employees;


To facilitate and maximize bicycle use by Event Center Development event attendees and event or daily employees;


To facilitate a high-quality walking experience to the Event Center Development from adjacent residences, employment locations, transit stations, and parking garages by identifying key walking routes and major street crossing locations, so that wayfinding can be provided and PCOs can be located at critical points to manage the interaction of pedestrians and vehicles during major events;


To publicize the non-traditional transportation resources existing in the site vicinity, including the Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) shuttle service and pedicab ride providers;


To maximize safety for all transportation users at key locations around the Event Center Development site and broader neighborhood during event ingress and egress;


To ensure the safe interaction of pedestrians and cyclists traveling along South and 16th Street and vehicles accessing the Event Center Development garage entries located on South Street at Bridgeview Way and on 16th Street at Illinois Street; and


To facilitate the safe and efficient flow of vehicle traffic into and out of the site and throughout the Mission Bay neighborhood during event and no event conditions.


The TMP is a living document and will be amended from time to time by the Golden State Warriors, in coordination with SFMTA and with input from the nearby community, as travel patterns change as a result of development and changes to the roadway infrastructure and operations,. The Golden State Warriors are committed to implementation of flexible strategies to advance the goals and objectives outlined here. 


[bookmark: _Toc413931041]Design Objectives


The key transportation-oriented objectives of the Event Center Development design are:


Guest Safety


Design clear and distinct pick-up and drop-off locations for each travel mode such that zones are primarily single-purpose and potential conflict areas are minimized (i.e., transit zones to the west, bikes and cyclists to the southeast, private vehicles to the east).


Discourage mid-block pedestrian crossings at 3rd Street, 16th Street, or Terry François Boulevard


Create crossings that work for an all-day, all-year development; avoid creating crosswalks that only operate under PCO supervision


Reduce conflicts between pedestrians and autos at driveways and garage entrances


Guest Convenience


Locate guest arrival areas near building entrances and other conveniences to create visual connections to the travel mode and to augment wayfinding, including:


The southeast arena entrance (along Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street)


Office entrances on 16th Street and South Street, especially for regular TMA shuttles 


Northwest and southwest site corners, staging areas, and pathways, especially for arrivals via bike and Muni bus  or light rail 


Prioritize open pathways designed for optimal pedestrian circulation and public access


Maintain open access to the atrium to preserve the 16th Street/Main plaza connection


Highlight, through both static and dynamic wayfinding, the northwest corner and southwest corner, and the gracious and pleasant paths to and from the Main Plaza to these corners


Leverage the position of the Gatehouse and the decorative fencing proposed on Third Street a means to direct patrons to the northwest and southwest corners of the project and to discourage mid-block crossings of 3rd Street


Locate drop-off and pick-up locations for a given mode in close proximity to each other for pre- and post-event scenarios to create consistency, enhance intuitiveness, and create efficient paths of travel for patrons


Synergy & Resource Intelligence


Build a network of dynamic, up-to-the-minute transit information signage and wayfinding, both inside and outside of project buildings, to aid in the efficiency of patron arrivals and departures


Locate the bike valet close to the Terry François Boulevard cycletrack and nearby Bay Area Bike Share podstation(s)


Position the bike valet in sight of the Arena’s southeast Lobby building entrance 


Locate the daily TMA shuttle stop close to office lobbies 


Good Neighbor Policies


Create generous pedestrian queuing areas on-site such thatto minimize neighborhood spillover is minimized


Maintain local access to 4th Street and Bridgeview Way by promoting alternate pre- and post-game routes that emphasize use of 3rd Street, 7th Street, and Terry Francois Boulevard


Access to building entries, garage entries, and sidewalk areas for daily users of the 409 and 499 Illinois buildings, the 450 South Street garage, and of the future buildings on Blocks 33‐34 will not be unreasonably impeded


Maintain access to the UCSF Mission Bay Campus and UCSF Hospitals for patients, employees, and the university community


Maintain the site’s identity as a porous, accessible, and welcoming neighborhood center


Media Requirements


Locate media to provide for reliable satellite connections as per NBA League guidelines while providing under-ground cabling below sidewalks for the safety of pedestrians
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Key stakeholders in the TMP and their respective roles and responsibilities are listed in Table 11.
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Table 11: Key Stakeholders, Roles, and Responsibilities 





			Key Stakeholders


			Roles and Responsibilities





			Golden State Warriors (GSW)


			The GSW is the project sponsor and is responsible for implementation of the TMP.





			San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA)


			The SFMTA oversees the City’s public right-of-way (ROW) and manages all surface transportation infrastructure and systems in the City, including roads, curb space, sidewalks, bicycle lanes, parking, transit, and traffic control measures1. The SFMTA also regulates taxis and enforces parking regulations. SFMTA operates San Francisco’s bus and light rail service under the Muni brand, which will provide access to the Event Center and mixed-use development. Recommendations related to physical changes to the ROW must be supported by the SFMTA and approved by OCII. The SFMTA also coordinates closely with the SFCTA on the ongoing Waterfront Transportation Assessment, which includes the Mission Bay neighborhood in its study area. 





			Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)


			OCII has jurisdiction over implementing any major redevelopment projects in the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment Project Areas. OCII will act as the land use regulatory authority and the lead agency on the EIR. OCII will ensure that the project follows the Mission Bay Infrastructure Plan, which is the guiding document for remaining infrastructure improvements in the Mission Bay Area.





			Caltrans


			Caltrans is California’s Department of Transportation and has jurisdiction over the freeways that provide regional vehicle access to the proposed Event Center Development site.





			Port of San Francisco (Port)


			The Port of San Francisco (Port) has jurisdiction over San Francisco’s waterfront, including Terry François Boulevard and small portions of 16th and South Streets at their eastern edges.1 This includes the provision of any new ferry terminal facilities and a cycletrack facility, and jurisdiction over street parking operations in the areas noted above.





			San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA)


			The SFCTA serves as the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for San Francisco County and is responsible for the ongoing Waterfront Transportation Analysis, which includes the Mission Bay neighborhood in its study area.





			San Francisco Planning Department


			The Planning Department is responsible for reviewing and commenting on project design, and assessing environmental impacts on the City and its residents in collaboration with the overall assessment being led by OCII





			San Francisco Department of Public Works (DPW)


			DPW is responsible for street maintenance and implementation of streetscape projects as part of the Mission Bay Plan, including curb ramp installations and upgrades. 





			San Francisco Police Department (SFPD)


			SFPD is responsible for emergency response, oversight/override of traffic control plans, incident management, and coordination with SFFD and the California Highway Patrol as needed.





			San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD)


			SFFD provides fire suppression and emergency medical services to the residents, visitors, and workers within San Francisco.





			Caltrain


			Caltrain is a California commuter rail line connecting San Francisco to the Peninsula and Santa Clara Valley to the south. Its San Francisco terminal station is at 4th and King Streets, approximately 2/3 mile north of the project site. The 22nd Street Caltrain station is also located within walking distance of the Event Center Development.





			Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART)


			BART is a rapid transit system that serves the San Francisco Bay Area. It operates five routes with 44 stations in four counties. Downtown San Francisco is roughly the geographic center of the BART system, and its Embarcadero, Montgomery Street, Powell Street, and 16th Street Mission stations are within approximately 1.7 to 2.1 miles of the Event Center Development. Powell Street station will be connected to the site vicinity by the Central Subway upon that project’s completion in 2019. 





			Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA)2


			WETA was established by Senate Bill (SB) 976 to improve the ability of ferries to respond in an emergency and to consolidate several regional ferry services. WETA operates service to Alameda/Oakland, Harbor Bay, San Francisco, South San Francisco, and Vallejo as San Francisco Bay Ferry. WETA is exploring the potential for a ferry terminal at the foot of 16th Street near the Event Center Development.





			Golden Gate Ferry (GGF)3


			GGF operates frequent ferry service between San Francisco and Larkspur in central Marin County, and between San Francisco and Sausalito in southern Marin County. Extra service is also offered from Larkspur to AT&T Park for Giants home games and other sporting and music events.





			Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA)


			The TMA is a non-profit organization established to maximize access and mobility to, from, and within Mission Bay by means of free shuttle operations servicing residents and employees in the area. Shuttles transport patrons primarily to key transit locations, including the Caltrain station at 4th St. and King St. and the Powell St. BART station. The Warriors will become members of the association and provide annual contributions for the expansion of this service (including service to Blocks 29-32 and additional evening and weekend routes throughout the neighborhood).  





			University of California, San Francisco (UCSF)


			The UCSF Mission Bay campus is located in close proximity to the Warriors’ project. Campus operations include regular shuttle service between UCSF campuses across San Francisco; these shuttles are intended to serve only university personnel (faculty, staff, students, etc.). They are, however, a regular presence within the Mission Bay street network. 





			Community Groups


			Several community groups offer consultation and feedback on the project design and operational planning to help ensure a smooth integration into the Mission Bay neighborhood. Some community groups include the ission Bay Community Advisory Committee (CAC), San Francisco Bicycle Coalition, and others.





			Notes:


1. Although the Port has jurisdiction over certain street segments in San Francisco, SFMTA still manages all aspects of surface transportation on those streets under agreement with the Port.


2. Source: http://www.watertransit.org


3. Source: http://www.goldengateferry.org 


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2014.
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The proposed Event Center Development site consists of Blocks 29, 30, 31 and 32 in the Mission Bay neighborhood of San Francisco and is served by local and regional transit (Muni, ferries, regional buses and Caltrain); a developing roadway, bike route, sidewalk network; and freeway access. Bicyclists will be encouraged to arrive at the site via 16th Street and the planned Blue Greenway along Terry François Boulevard. The project location is illustrated on Figure 11. The project site plan is illustrated on Figure 1-2. 


The project site is located approximately 2/3 mile from AT&T Park, a 42,000 seat Major League Baseball Stadium and home to the San Francisco Giants. Although the Warriors season does not largely overlap with the Giants season, they share some transportation facilities and management strategies. Although somewhat rare, a dual event scenario is considered as part of this document.


Over the past several years, many projects in the area have affected the transportation system in the vicinity of the Event Center Development, including the opening of the T 3rd light rail line connecting San Francisco’s Financial District to Sunnydale, which started operation in 2007. The projects listed in the following sections, which are either recently completed, under construction, pending, or under consideration, will continue to enhance the transportation system in the area and may warrant changes to the TMP as they are implemented. Several significant transportation investments at or near the site are projected to begin operation within the next 5-10 years. These near-term transportation projects are illustrated on Figure 1-3 and include SFMTA’s Central Subway, the electrification of Caltrain, the Blue Greenway, enhanced transit service along 16th Street, and the 2nd Street Project, among others. These types of capacity and service enhancements provide essential context for planning safe, efficient transportation access to the Event Center and adjacent office and retail uses. 


Several large-scale development projects are also proposed for the Mission Bay neighborhood that may affect travel patterns in the area. The project’s SEIR (currently being prepared) will analyze traffic patterns and intersection performances under cumulative conditions that contain several prominent developments in the project vicinity. The TMP may likewise need to be revised, after development projects are realized and operational, to more effectively manage transportation systems under all event and no-event conditions. Some reasonably foreseeable development projects include the following:


Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project


Seawall Lot 337 and Pier 48 Mixed-Use Project


Kaiser Medical Office Building at 1600 Owens Street


Central SoMa Plan


UCSF Long Range Development Plan
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Through consultation with SFMTA a list of projects were selected based on their proximity to the Project site, ability to affect the transportation network, and likelihood of being completed. Several major near-term and long-term SFMTA Muni projects are proposed that, once implemented, will directly improve service frequency, capacity, travel time, cost-effectiveness and reliability in the vicinity of the project site.


SFMTA Muni Forward – This is the implementation phase of the SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP). The project includes both general improvements throughout the system and measures for specific transit lines. Implementation is ongoing. The following changes are planned to take place in the project area: 


10 Townsend – The Muni Forward proposes to rename the 10 Townsend the 10 Sansome. Service would be rerouted off of Townsend down 4th Street. From 4th Street the route would extend through Mission Bay to new proposed street segments on 7th Street between Mission Bay Boulevard and Irwin Street, on Irwin Street between 7th and 16th streets, on 16th Street between Irwin and Connecticut streets, and on Connecticut Street between 16th and 7th streets. Peak period headways would be reduced from 20 to 6 minutes. Midday headways would be reduced from 20 to 12 minutes.


22 Fillmore – The Muni Forward proposes rerouting the 22 Fillmore to continue along 16th Street, creating new connections to Mission Bay from the Mission neighborhood. The proposed route change would add transit to 16th Street between Kansas Street and 3rd Street and 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard North. Muni Forward also proposes to change the AM peak period headway, reducing from 9 minute to 6 minute headways.


Additionally, the SFMTA has proposed two transit enhancement treatment visions for 16th Street, of which one or a combination of the two will be selected by the SFMTA Board prior to implementation. The treatments are referred to as the Moderate and Expanded Alternatives in the TEP EIR. The Moderate Alternative proposes a number of physical changes to the portion of the rerouted 22 Fillmore in the vicinity of the Mission Bay campus site including, but not limited to, new transit stops, relocated transit stops, and transit bulbs (approximately 45 feet in length), as well as new traffic signals at Connecticut and Missouri streets. The Expanded Alternative includes the features listed for the Moderate Alternative as well as the conversion of a lane of mixed-flow lane of traffic to a transit-only lane (side running or center running to be determined) along 16th Street in both directions in the vicinity of the campus site as well as the prohibition of left turns at Bryant, Potrero (westbound only), Utah, San Bruno, Kansas, Rhode Island, De Haro, Carolina, Wisconsin, Arkansas, Connecticut, and Missouri streets. Both alternatives would reduce peak period headways; AM would be reduced from 9 to 6 minutes, PM peak headways would be reduced from 8 to 5.5 minutes, and midday headways would be reduced from 10 to 7.5 minutes. The stated purpose of both alternatives is to make the 22 Fillmore more frequent, reliable, and effective along 16th Street. 


Prior to the extension of the 22 Fillmore into Mission Bay via either the Moderate or Expanded Alternative, which both require the addition of poles and extension of the Overhead Contact System (OCS), the SFMTA plans to implement a temporary motor coach service – the 55 Mission Bay - to coincide with the opening of the Phase One Medical Center at UCSF Mission Bay between Mission Bay and the 16th Street BART Station. The route would follow 16th Street from Mission Street to 3rd Street and 3rd Street from 16th Street to Mission Bay Boulevard North. The preliminarily proposed locations for new bus stops for this service in the vicinity of the Event Center site are on 16th Street at 4th Street (both directions) and on 3rd Street just south of Mission Bay Boulevard South (southbound direction). The operating hours and service frequencies of the proposal have not yet been made public at the time of publication of this document.


SFMTA Central Subway – SFMTA Muni will operate a light rail subway at high frequency between Chinatown, Union Square, Yerba Buena Gardens and the Caltrain depot at 4th and King Streets (about 2/3 mile from the project site) beginning in 2019. The T 3rd line will extend north from its current terminus at 4th and King Streets to serve this subway, and no longer operate along the Embarcadero. Construction of this project is well underway. This project would improve transit service between the project site and Downtown and create new connections between the project site and regional transit via connections to BART at Powell St. station.


SFMTA Bus Rapid Transit – SFMTA plans to build and operate a Muni “rapid bus” corridor with a terminal within 2/3 mile from the project site:  the Van Ness corridor, with one of two lines terminating at 4th & King Streets. These service and infrastructure enhancements are expected to be in operation by 2020.


Caltrain Modernization Program – Caltrain plans to electrify the railway for increased efficiency and capacity. The Modernization Program will increase the frequency of service, including expanding the number of peak hour trains by one/hour. The project is scheduled for completion in 2021.


Transbay Transit Center – The new Transbay Transit Center, currently under construction and scheduled for completion in 2017, will be a major hub serving 11 transit providers. It will be located between Beale, 1st, Mission and Howard Streets, approximately 1.75 miles from the project site. 


Ferry Building Landings and Terminals – the Port of San Francisco operates the ferry terminals at the Ferry Building two miles from the project site, in cooperation with the Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA) and Golden Gate Transit. Frequent, daily ferry service is provided between the Ferry Building and seven cities in Alameda, Solano, San Mateo and Marin Counties. The Ferry Building is also a major Muni bus and streetcar terminal hub, serving numerous cross-town and downtown lines. The Downtown San Francisco Ferry Terminal Expansion Project includes construction of up to three new ferry gates and implementation of several pedestrian amenities which would increase ferry capacity and improve the passenger experience, as well as provide additional emergency facilities in the event of a major catastrophe. The project is under environmental review and is expected to begin construction in early 2015. WETA is also currently exploring the possibility of constructing a terminal at the foot of 16th Street adjacent to the Event Center Development site, however, due to the preliminary nature of their study, ferry access to the site is not assumed for the sake of this TMP. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456711][bookmark: _Toc413931045]Pedestrian and Bicycle Projects


2nd Street Project – Multiple improvements are proposed for 2nd Street and could start construction as early as 2016. The goal of this project is to improve pedestrian safety along the corridor, create a more attractive public realm, provide a separated bicycle lane, minimize Muni delays, and increase foot traffic. These improvements would provide an enhanced pedestrian corridor for those walking from Downtown to and from the Event Center, offices, or retail proposed within the Event Center Development in Mission Bay.


Blue Greenway – This Port of San Francisco led project will create a network that connects public open space and water access in south-east San Francisco, from China Basin Channel to the San Francisco County Line, which will include a combination of bicycle and pedestrian trails and parks. Through Mission Bay along the Event Center Development frontage, the Blue Greenway will include a north-south bikeway on Terry François Boulevard that will connect to the Embarcadero bikeway to the north. 


The 2009 Bike Plan and 2013 Bicycle Strategy includes several improvements to the bicycle network throughout the City. Of the improvements approved for implementation in the near-term and long-term, the following projects will affect bicycle circulation in the vicinity of the site: 


The transition of the Class III facilities on 16th Street to a Class II facility from 3rd Street to Terry François Boulevard (as an element of the Blue Greenway).


The addition of bicycle lanes on Illinois Street from Cargo Way to 16th Street.


The addition of bicycle lanes on Mississippi Street from 16th Street to Mariposa Street.


The addition of a physically separated bikeway along The Embarcadero from 3rd Street to Fisherman’s Wharf


[bookmark: _Toc402180382][bookmark: _Toc404007991][bookmark: _Toc397456712][bookmark: _Toc413931046]Regional Traffic Projects


Proposal to remove the northern section of Interstate 280 – This proposal is currently being explored by the City and would remove the I-280 terminus on- and off-ramps from their current location adjacent to the Caltrain Station at 4th and King Streets. This removal may have various benefits, including uniting the neighborhoods currently split by the freeway, opening up land along I-280 and at the 4th and King Street rail yards for development, reducing the complexity of the downtown rail extension, and reducing vehicle-pedestrian conflicts at the crossing outside the Caltrain Station. If this project moves forward, it will likely affect access to the Event Center Development site by rerouting vehicle traffic to/from I-280, creating additional roadway connections between Mission Bay and areas west, and potentially altering pedestrian routes.
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New roadway projects are underway with an anticipated completion date of Spring 2015 at the following locations:


Extension of Owens St from 16th Street to Mariposa Street / I-280


Extension of 16th Street to Terry François Boulevard


New signals have recently been completed or are currently being constructed within 1 mile of the project site at the following intersections. 


3rd Street / Channel Street


3rd Street / Mission Bay Boulevards


4th Street / Channel Street 


4th Street / Gene Friend Way


16th Street / 4th Street


16th Street / Vermont Street 


16th Street / 7th Street, and 


7th Street / Mission Bay Drive / Berry Street 


New signals are being constructed with an anticipated completion date in Spring 2015 at:


Mariposa Street / 4th Street and


Mariposa Street / I-280 SB On-ramp 


Signal Modification projects are also underway within 1/3 mile of the project site. Signal reconfigurations are being constructed with an anticipated completion date in Spring 2015 at the following intersections:


3rd Street / 16th Street 


3rd Street / Mariposa Street


16th Street / Owens Street 


Owens Street / Mariposa Street / I-280 NB Off-ramp 


Mariposa Street / I-280 SB On-ramp


Street restriping projects have been completed or are pending at the following intersections.


7th Street / 16th Street 


7th Street / Mission Bay Drive / Berry Street


Mariposa Street Bridge (over Caltrain tracks)


Mariposa Street / 3rd Street


Mariposa / 4th Street 


Mariposa Street from I-280 SB on-ramp to Pennsylvania Avenue


Street restriping projects are in the planning stages, and pending approval, at the following intersections.


16th Street / Potrero Avenue 


7th Street / Brannan Street


Street widening or improvement projects are underway within ¼ mile of the site and have an anticipated completion date in Spring 2015 at the following locations.


3rd Street / 16th Street 


Mariposa Street from Owens Street to Illinois Street


Connections to UCSF Mission Bay Campus (at 16th Street and Mariposa Street) 


NB I-280 off-ramp
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[bookmark: _Toc397456715][bookmark: _Toc413931049]Coordination with Agencies and Transit Providers


Traffic controls proposed in the TMP will require coordination with several of the agencies described in section 1.2. Table 12 summarizes the necessary coordination between the Warriors and public agencies and transit providers during Event Center events.
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Table 12: Proposed Control and Service Coordination Summary





			Control or Service


			Entity


			Coordination





			Post-game special train service to South Bay


			Caltrain


			Real-time communication between Transportation Management Control (TMC) and Caltrain during games so any planned special event train can be put into service at 4th /King station at the appropriate time.





			Variable Message Signs (VMS)


	


			Caltrans, SFMTA


			Location, installation, and operation of variable message signs (VMS) alerting drivers of traffic conditions and temporary post-event lane closures on 3rd Street.





			Use of existing SFgo intersection surveillance cameras, as well as four new proposed surveillance cameras along the Event Center’s perimeter streets, for observation of traffic conditions on streets pre-, during, and post-event


			SFMTA


			Permission from SFMTA to see live streams from video cameras from the TMC room at the Event Center.





			Traffic management by Parking Control Officers (PCOs) on the streets pre-, during, and post-event 


			SFMTA


			Real-time communication between TMC, Field Supervisor, variable message sign operators, emergency services personnel, and PCOs on the street. 





			Post-game special northbound light rail service 


			SFMTA (Muni)


			Real-time communication between TMC and SFMTA (Muni) during events so that additional light rail trains can be put into service at appropriate times.





			Pre- and Post-event Shuttles


			Mission Bay TMA, Private Shuttle Providers, SFMTA


			Real-time communication between TMC and Shuttle Operators during events so shuttle buses can be put into service at appropriate time.





			Valet bicycle parking during events


			GSW


			The provision of valet bicycle parking and additional temporary secure corral parking during events at the Event Center will be coordinated with SFMTA and the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC), or other vendor.





			Pre- and Post-event Pedicab service along Terry Francois Boulevard


			Private Pedicab Providers


			Pre-event planning and clearly marked staging areas for private pedicab drivers.





			Enhanced post-event BART service on event days


			BART


			Communication about event schedules so that BART can augment service by providing additional train cars post-event. 





			On-street special event pricing


			SFMTA , Port


			Provide event schedule to SFMTA Parking group and the Port for implementation of special event pricing at on-street parking meters during events, pending Port approval.





			Emergency response and emergency vehicle routing


			SFPD, SFFD, SDMTA


			Real-time emergency response and PCO support as needed to ensure emergency vehicle access to and around the project site. 





			Source: Fehr & Peers 2014.
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Chapter 2 summarizes the Event Center Development project and outlines the event scenarios. Chapter 3 describes the existing transportation system in the project vicinity, including the street network, transit, bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and regional traffic access. Chapter 4 describes the travel demand management program that will be implemented to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking. Chapter 5 describes the anticipated characteristics of Event Center attendees and visitors to the mixed-use development, including the key assumptions on which the TMP recommendations are based. Chapter 6 describes the proposed controls and is organized by event scenario, ranging from a no-event day to smaller convention events to the most complex event (Event Center event concurrent with event in AT&T Park). Chapter 6 also includes a discussion of the project’s Transit Service Plan. Chapter 7 describes freight loading for the Event Center Development. Emergency vehicle access for the site is described in Chapter 8. Finally, Chapter 9 discusses communication strategies designed to complement the controls listed in Chapter 6, and includes wayfinding and outreach. Chapter 10 describes how the TMP will be monitored and refined over time, while outlining performance standards for evaluating the plan’s effectiveness.  
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The proposed site is comprised of land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31 and 32, located in the Mission Bay South area of San Francisco. The 11-acre project consists of a new approximately 18,000-seat multi-purpose event center and mixed-use development including multiple office buildings, retail, restaurants, structured parking, plaza areas, and other amenities. The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the National Basketball Association (NBA) season, as well as provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, cultural events, conferences and conventions. 


The proposed program for the Mission Bay South project site at Blocks 29-32 includes the following:


Event Center Basketball seating capacity: 18,064


Event Center supporting uses include a practice facility and Bayfront Terrace


750,000 square foot Event Center


25,000 square feet of GSW office space


580,000 square feet of office buildings


125,000 square feet of visitor-serving retail and restaurant uses


950 parking stalls in on-site parking structure


13 underground truck docks 


132 stalls in existing structured garage at 450 South Street


Access points for trucks and automobiles on 16th Street at Illinois Street


Access points for small delivery vehicles and automobiles on South Street at Bridgeview Way


The public realm zones and uses for the Event Center Development are shown on the site plan in Figure 1-2. There will be five pedestrian entries to the site, one midblock on South Street, one on the 3rd Street frontage, one midblock on 16th Street, one at the corner of 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard via the southeast Plaza, and one midblock on Terry François Boulevard. Large open plaza areas will be located on the west side of the multi-purpose event center and in the southeastern portion of the site. The plazas will provide access to the retail and office uses on site and would be connected by a ramp wrapping around the exterior along the north and eastern-sides of the multi-purpose event center. An atrium connecting 16th Street and the western plaza area serves as a secondary connection between open spaces on-site. 
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As part of the Event Center Development, the existing or planned cross-sections for several adjacent streets are proposed to be modified to better meet the needs of the Event Center and surrounding mix of uses. The conceptual striping plan for the project site is shown on Figure 2-1.


The project proposes to revise the planned cross-section for 16th Street from 3rd Street to Terry François Boulevard. The revised street cross-section would include 6 foot bike lanes with a 4 foot buffer on both sides, 8-9 foot parking lanes on both sides (for the segment from Illinois Street to Terry François Boulevard), one 11 foot through lane in each direction, and an 112 foot center lane that would serve as left turn pockets at 3rd Street, Illinois Street, and Terry François Boulevard. The on-street parking provided along 16th Street will be metered for general daytime use on non-event days, but restricted during limited hours for a variety of event-related needs including shuttle bus loading, media trucks, and charter bus loading when events are scheduled. One on-street space on the north side of 16th Street, between 3rd Street and Illinois Street, will be designated for on-street metered commercial loading for all hours until event-related curb regulations go into effect.


The project also proposes to restripe South Street within the boundaries of the project. The proposed cross-section would include a 9-foot parking lane on the south side of the street and a parking lane on the north side of the street measuring just less than 12 feet. Parking would be prohibited on the north side of the street between the 450 South Street parking garage entrance and 3rd Street, and the curbside lane would be used for an exclusive westbound right turn lane at the 3rd Street intersection. The proposed cross section would also include an 11 to 12-foot through lane in each direction. A bus stop for the Mission Bay TMA shuttle will be provided on the south side of South Street, from the 3rd Street intersection east a distance of 60100 feet. A taxi loading area will be provided on the south side of South Street, from the Event Center garage access (opposite Bridgeview Way) east a distance of 100 feet. The remainder of the curbside frontage along South Street will be metered for general daytime use on non-event days. EightTwo on-street spaces on the south side of South Street will be designated for on-street metered commercial loading for all hours until event-related curb regulations go into effect. During events as needed, all on-street parking on the south side of South Street between Bridgeview Way3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard will be prohibited so this space may be used for a 300 foot longbus and taxi loading areas. Parking on the north side of South Street may be prohibited during peak events to allow use of the westbound parking lane for vehicle access and egress to the Event Center garage and the 450 South Street garage. 	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Luba – Please note this includes the additional commercial loading zone by the South Street office building as well as the previously-planned spots by the market hall/food hall. 


The planned Blue Greenway project will add a two-way bikeway along the east side of Terry François Boulevard with a 4-foot buffer. The reconstructed portion of Terry François Boulevard along the project frontage will also provide four travel lanes and on-street parking lanes on both sides. A Paratransit stopgeneral loading area, 75200 feet in length, which will accommodate up to three vans, will be provided on the west side of Terry François Boulevard near the southeast entrance to the Event Center and elevators to the Pedestrian Pathfor use by Paratransit buses and TNC vehicles (i.e., Uber, Lyft, others). The remainder of the curbside frontage along Terry François Boulevard will be metered for general daytime use on non-event days. OneEight on-street spaces on the west side of Terry François Boulevard will be designated for on-street metered commercial loading for all hours until event-related curb regulations go into effect. During events as needed, all on-street parking on the west side of Terry François Boulevard will be prohibited. During these conditions, the northern 200 feet of frontage will be designated for taxi use, the central 200 feet of frontage for Paratransit or TNC vehicle use, and the southern 200 feet of frontage for Black Car useTNC or private vehicle passenger drop-off/pick-up. At the intersection of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street, a two-stage bike boxes or equivalent measures will be provided to facilitate safe turns for cyclists traveling between 16th Street and the Blue Greenway bikeway on the east side of Terry François Boulevard.


In addition to the changes in cross sections, the following intersection controls would be implemented as part of the proposed project:


The intersection of Terry A. Francois Boulevard/South Street is currently stop-controlled at the eastbound approach to the intersection, and would be signalized.


The intersection of Bridgeview Way/South Street is currently uncontrolled, and would be made a side-street stop-controlled intersection with southbound vehicles on Bridgeview Way required to stop. 


The new intersection of Terry A. Francois Boulevard/16th Street would be signalized.


The intersection of Illinois Street/16th Street is currently uncontrolled, and would be made an all-way stop-controlled intersection. Conditions at this intersection would be monitored, and if determined by the SFMTA that a traffic signal is warranted, the intersection would be signalized.


The intersection of Terry A. Francois Boulevard/Illinois Street/Mariposa Street is currently stop-controlled, and would be signalized.
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The Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) strives to reduce single-occupant vehicle trips by encouraging alternative modes of transportation for residents, employees and visitors to the Mission Bay development area. The Mission Bay TMA currently provides two free shuttle bus route services (east and west) between Mission Bay and the Powell Street BART Station and the 4th/King Caltrain Station. 


The Warriors will join the Mission Bay TMA and the organization’s contributions to the association will enable expanded service, which may include additional evening or midday shuttles and/or weekend service. Additional routes to locations including the 16th Street BART Station and/or Transbay Terminal may also be feasible. This service will enable office employees and retail visitors to access the site from key transit locations. All standard shuttle service related to the Warriors development will be an integrated part of the TMA network and will continue to be free of charge for all residents and employees in Mission Bay, regardless of destination. 


The site’s design includes an additional TMA shuttle stop, located on the south side of South Street just east of 3rd Street, located by the lobby of one of the project’s office/lab buildings. This stop may also serve developments on the UCSF campus to the west, the Gap (existing) and Uber (planned) office buildings on the north side of South Street, and the Bayfront Park nearby. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456721][bookmark: _Toc413931056]Bicycle Parking


Bicycle parking will be provided in an enclosed 300+ bicycle valet facility proximate to the arena. The Warriors are considering on-site locations for this valet along Terry Francois Boulevard orlocated on the 16th Street frontage just west of the southeast Event Center entrance. Valet doors will face east to direct departing cyclists towards the signalized intersection at Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street, where they can safely mount their vehicles. A simultaneous community planning process for the adjacent Bayfront Park will also consider locating the bike valet along the east side of Terry Francois Boulevard, adjacent to the Blue Greenway, which would highlight the public nature of the facility. The bike valet facility will be available for self-park to arena and GSW, office, and retail employees for all-day use but will not be staffed during non-peak event times; it is assumed that the valet partner and the SFMTA will provide guidance on the most efficient secure storage system under these conditions. The bike valet  is proposed to be staffed by a partner such as the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC) for evening use by ticketholders during peak events such as NBA games and concerts. The valet parking facility will be attended from two hours before the start of peak events to approximately one hour after the event ends. Additional valet service will be provided by partners at temporary, staffed bike corrals of 50-100 bikes on plaza level in the southeast and west portions of the site for events where bike use is projected to exceed the supply provided by the permanent 300+ space bike valet facility. This additional bike corral will be positioned to be accessible to bicyclists, but not to interfere with pedestrian pathways or ADA access points. Additional bicycle parking will be located throughout the development for daily users, including a secure bike parking room for each office building for office and retail employees and bike racks at ground level on South Street, Terry François Boulevard, and 16th Street for all users. Bike rack design will be determined in consultation with SFMTA staff. Total proposed bike parking is in excess of 500 spaces (including temporary corrals). 


In addition to the bicycle parking program, the Event Center Development program will include sponsorship for a Bay Area Bike Share station on or near the site, likely along Terry Francois Boulevard or South Street, and support in principle for additional stations in the project vicinity. Precise location of the Bay Area Bike Share station(s)s will be determined through coordination between the Port of SF, the SFMTA, and the bike share operator.


[bookmark: _Toc413931057]Vehicle Parking


The current Event Center Development program includes an approximately 950-space parking structure with below-grade parking and an at-grade level located under the plaza podium, all concealed from the public’s view. Access to the garage will be provided via two controlled driveway entrances, one on South Street at Bridgeview Way and the other on 16th Street across from Illinois Street. 


The 16th Street driveway will serve as the primary access point for arena patrons, who will be required to show pre-purchased parking passes to GSW Event Center staff located on the street prior to entering the driveway. Any parking passes can be scanned at the interior end of the driveway to allow more cars to queue upon arrival. Office workers will also use the 16th Street Driveway, where, Automatic Vehicle Identification System (AVI) or fob controls will enable access at an entry point at the interior end of the driveway. AVIs may also be used for select season ticket holders for Event Center uses. The South Street driveway will provide access to retail patrons on-site and will include a valet drop-off area within the garage able to serve up to 280 vehicles. Self-parking visitors to office or retail during daytime hours will utilize a more traditional system using ticket-issuing machines and pay-on-foot ticket kiosks located throughout the garage. Each driveway will feature one in-bound lane during event hours and two egress lanes during the post-event period.


There will also be 13 truck docks located below grade, with access via distinct driveway lanes at the 16th street entry. The truck dock is physically separated from the primary vehicle parking areas. 


In addition, the Golden State Warriors organization has purchased the right to use 132 additional stalls located in the structured parking garage at 450 South Street, directly across the street from the site’s northern boundary. These spaces will be used by daily office employees and/or Golden State Warrior employees, not by event attendees. The Warriors are open to working with additional third parties to accommodate excess parking demand if the need arises.


Event attendees who purchase reserved parking on-site will receive instructions for entering and exiting the Event Center garage with their ticket confirmation. They will also receive a dated parking pass to hang on their rear view mirror. Signage will be provided at both Event Center garage access points indicating event center parking is available for those attendees with pre-purchased tickets only. The parking operation on event days will consist of attendants checking entering vehicles for valid parking access to a space in the garage. The parking pass checks will be done by attendants stationed curbside at garage driveways along 16th Street and South Street so that vehicles without proper credentials will not be able to enter the parking garage driveway. If queues extend from the 16th Street garage driveway back onto 16th Street, this access will be temporarily closed and inbound event attendees will be directed to the South Street garage access. Vehicles without reserved parking passes will be directed to the north or to the west of the site to other nearby parking facilities off-site. 


Parking for retail and restaurant customers will be available at the 950-space garage on no-event days, during daytime events, and on non-peak event evenings. Garage operation for these customers will consist of attended valet parking. The valet parking drop-off and pick-up area will be located within the garage via the South Street driveway where the majority of the retail uses are located. When parking in the garage is not available, and during peak events, valet attendants will park retail customers’ vehicles at off-site locations, including public lots in the vicinity.


Retail and office employees with reserved parking will use the 16th Street entry to the parking garage across from Illinois Street. The garage operation at this location will be an automated electronic system (no attendants) to facilitate efficient entry/exit for these daily users. 


As part of the proposed street restriping, on-street metered parking is planned to surround the site on three sides – South Street, Terry François Boulevard, and 16th Street. This on-street parking will be used for various parking and loading designations on event days. During no-event times, the on-street space may be used for general parking, as summarized in Table 2-1 and Figure 2-2. Pending Port approval, on-street spaces on blocks adjacent to the Event Center Development are likely to be marked with Special Event parking signs, similar to those found in the vicinity of AT&T Park, and carefully monitored for compliance. 


			[bookmark: _Toc407632337]Table 21: No-Event On-Street Parking3





			Street Segment


			From


			To


			Length (ft.)


			On-Street Parking Available1,2





			South Street


			North Side


			3rd Street


			450 South Street Garage Driveway


			225


			--





			


			


			450 South Street Garage Driveway


			Bridgeview Way


			140


			5





			


			


			Bridgeview Way


			Terry François Boulevard


			315


			14





			


			South Side


			3rd Street


			Bridgeview Way


			410


			15





			


			


			Bridgeview Way


			Terry François Boulevard


			305


			--7





			Terry François Boulevard


			East Side


			South Street


			16th Street


			610


			29





			


			West Side


			South Street


			16th Street


			610


			1523





			16th Street


			North Side


			3rd Street


			Parking Garage Driveway


			185


			7





			


			


			Parking Garage Driveway


			Terry François Boulevard


			515


			24





			


			South Side


			3rd Street


			Illinois Street


			170


			7





			


			


			Illinois Street


			Terry François Boulevard


			505


			23





			Notes:


1. On-street parking space = 15’ for end stall;, 20’ for regular stall; 25’ for loading stall


2. Red zone at each corner = 20’


3. Excludes TMA shuttle stop and no-event taxi zone, both also located on the south side of South Street, and select metered commercial loading zones on South Street and Terry Francois Boulevard. .


Source: Fehr & Peers, Golden State Warriors, SFMTA Parking Stall Standards.












[bookmark: _Toc407633222]Figure 22: On-Street Parking – No Event






[bookmark: _Toc397456722][bookmark: _Toc413931058]Event Scenarios 


The event scenarios and time periods analyzed in the TMP are designed to provide a range of typical scenarios, including several of those being studied for transportation impacts in the project SEIR. In full, this range of scenarios will offer a menu of options to event operators and City personnel to fit most event conditions. Transportation control measures for events not specifically described will be derived based on reviewing the plans for events with comparable attendance levels and time periods included in the TMP and making adjustments as needed.


The primary event scenarios that are addressed in this TMP are as follows:


Typical No-Event Day 


Convention – weekday event with 9,000 attendees


Arena Concert – an evening event with 14,000 attendees


NBA Game – an evening Warriors game with 18,064 attendees


Dual Event – NBA game or arena concert coinciding with an AT&T Park event (with 41,500 attendees)


[bookmark: _Toc397456723][bookmark: _Toc413931059]Typical No-Event Day


The retail, restaurant, and office uses located adjacent to the Event Center will be open 365 days a year. Project sponsors anticipate daily activity from these users in addition to passive recreation or seasonal festivals in the open plaza areas and in Bayfront Park located across the street. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456724][bookmark: _Toc413931060]Small Event


Small events (3,000 to 9,000 attendees) may consist of conventions, small “arena theater” concerts, family shows, non-NBA sporting events, and other types of events to be decided. For the purpose of the TMP, a small event is defined as a daytime convention with an attendance of 9,000 people.


[bookmark: _Toc413931061][bookmark: _Toc397456725]Arena Concert Event


Arena concert events are defined in this TMP as events with 14,000 attendees. The estimated 30 annual arena concerts (typically occurring on Friday and Saturday evenings within a 7:30 PM to 10:30 PM window) at the event center would vary in attendance levels, depending on the artist and stage configuration. The estimated average attendance level would be approximately 12,500 patrons. The event center design would allow for an end-stage concert configuration to accommodate a maximum of 14,000 patrons. 


Occasionally, arena concerts would occur in a full 360-degree center-stage configuration which would allow for a maximum attendance above the seated capacity of 18,064 – up to 18,500 patrons. This would account for less than 10 percent of the total annual arena concerts (no more than four per year). Logistics for these larger arena concerts are considered as part of the peak event scenario.


[bookmark: _Toc397456726][bookmark: _Toc413931062]Peak Event


Peak events are defined in this TMP as events where more than 90 percent of the seating capacity of the Event Center will be occupied (i.e. more than 16,200 attendees). These include all GSW pre-season, regular season, and post-season games as well as sold-out center stage concerts. The peak event analyzed in detail in the TMP is a sold out basketball game that fills the Event Center to capacity (18,064 attendees).


The NBA regular season consists of 41 home games. 


The majority of games take place in the evening (7:30 PM tipoff). In the 2012-2013 season, there was one daytime game (1:00 PM tipoff) during the regular season and it took place on a holiday (Martin Luther King Day, 01/21/13). Since most concerts typically take place in the evening, most of the egress from the Event Center will occur at night, during off-peak traffic conditions. Some games and concerts, though, will have ingress activity during the weekday evening commute period. Most inbound pre-event traffic on weekdays will be traveling in the opposite direction of evening commute traffic that is exiting the area. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456727][bookmark: _Toc413931063]Peak Event Concurrent with Event at AT&T Park


The dual event scenario occurs when a high-attendance event at the Event Center (a sold-out NBA game or concert) and a baseball game or sold-out concert at AT&T Park occur at the same time. This combination of events, in which up to 18,064 persons would be at the Event Center and up to 41,500 persons at AT&T Park, would most likely occur on a weekend evening. Since the 2004 seasons, there have been 19 days in which both the Giants and Warriors have had overlapping regular season home games, for an average of approximately 2 such days per year. The transportation control strategies for a dual event scenario also apply when a baseball game or sold out concert at AT&T Park occurs at the same time as a 14,000 person concert at the Event Center. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456728][bookmark: _Toc413931064]Typical Annual Event Distribution 


It is anticipated that the Event Center will have a total of approximately 200-220 events each year, distributed as follows:


43-60 GSW home games (2-3 pre-season + 41 regular season + a maximum possible of 16 home playoff games), all taking place from 7:30 PM to around 9:40 PM.


45 Concerts, consisting of approximately 30 large arena concerts and 15 small “arena theater” concerts. These events will occur mostly on Friday and Saturday nights from 7:30 PM to 10:30 PM, concentrated during late fall, winter, and early spring. 


55 Family Shows. Tours typically perform 10 shows in the building over 5 days (Wed-Sun) as described in Table 2-2.


31 Conventions/Corporate Events, distributed throughout the year as the building schedule permits.


Approximately 30 other sporting events distributed throughout the year as the building schedule permits.


Table 22 summarizes the annual event distribution. 














			[bookmark: _Ref370224949][bookmark: _Toc397456795][bookmark: _Toc407632338]
Table 22: Typical Annual Event Center Event Distribution 





			Event Description


			Quantity


			Event Times


			Daytime or Evening





			Warriors Events


			43-60


			


			





				Pre-season


			2-3


			7:30 PM – 9:40 PM


			Evening





				Season


			41


			7:30 PM – 9:40 PM


			Evening





				Post-season


			0-16


			7:30 PM – 9:40 PM


			Evening





			Non-Warriors Events


			161


			


			





				Concerts


			45


			


			





			”Arena Theater” Concerts (3,000 attendees)


			15


			Fri-Sat 7:30 PM – 10:30 PM


			Evening





			Arena Concerts (14,000 attendees)


			30


			Fri-Sat 7:30 PM – 10:30 PM


			Evening





				Family Shows


			55


			Typically 10 shows over 5 days (Wed. to Sun.):


Wed. (1): 7:30 - 9:00 PM


Thur. (1): 7:30 - 9:00 PM


Fri. (2): 10:30 AM - Noon; 7:30 - 9:00 PM


Sat. (3): 11 AM-12:30 PM, 3:00 PM - 4:30 PM; 7:00 PM -8:30 PM


Sun. (3): 11 AM - 12:30 PM, 3:00 PM - 4:30 PM; 7:00 PM-8:30 PM


			Both





			Conventions/ Corporate Events


			31


			Variable


			Both





				Other Sporting Events


			30


			Variable


			Both





			Notes:


1. Of the peak events, it is anticipated that fewer than 10 will overlap with events at AT&T Park.


Source: Golden State Warriors.














[bookmark: _Toc397456729][bookmark: _Toc413931065]EXISTING CONDITIONS


Chapter 3 describes existing transportation systems serving the Event Center Development site, including the street network, freeways, transit hubs, bicycle facilities, and truck routes. Select commitments to make near-term significant changes in conditions that are certain and fully-funded are noted as many of these investments and changes in capacity and service will be completed by 2020 and will be key to assumptions about the operation and functionality of the transportation networks  serving the Event Center Development. This Chapter is included in the TMP for contextual and informational purposes only. A full environment document will be prepared that includes a more complete and quantitative analysis of the existing conditions as they pertain to transportation.


[bookmark: _Toc397456738][bookmark: _Toc413931066]Pedestrian Facilities 


[image: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Pedestrian_s-01.png]Major pedestrian routes to the Event Center Development include 16th Street for east-west travel as well as 3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard/Bay Trail for north-south travel.


Within the project site area, sidewalks generally exist on both sides of the street, and are generally 12 to 15 feet wide. There is currently no sidewalk along the frontage of the project site except on 3rd Street; however sidewalks will be completed along 16th Street, South Street, and Terry François Boulevard adjacent to the site as part of the project. There are gaps in the sidewalk along nearby roadways that are currently under construction, including the south side of 16th Street between 7th and 3rd streets and the west side of 3rd Street between 16th and Mariposa streets. These sidewalk gaps will be closed upon completion of the adjacent buildings. All intersections surrounding the site have standard painted crosswalks and directional curb ramps. All signalized intersections include pedestrian signals with count down timers. 


The Bay Trail is a planned 500-mile recreational shoreline corridor that, when complete, will encircle San Francisco and San Pablo Bays with a continuous network of bicycling and hiking trails. In the project vicinity, the Bay Trail will run along the east side of Terry François Boulevard, and is designated as a multi-use trail shared by pedestrians and bicycles. As a major mostly uninterrupted pedestrian facility, this path will carry a significant proportion of pedestrian flow to and from the Event Center and between the Event Center and major regional transit hubs and bike share stations, and certain segments along congested areas, such as the Embarcadero, are being designed to provide separate paths for bicyclists and pedestrians to improve safety.


[bookmark: _Toc397456732][bookmark: _Toc413931067]Transit Network 


[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Transit-01.png]This section discusses both regional and local transit provision to the proposed Event Center Development site. The site is well-served by both local and regional public transit. Local service is provided by Muni Bus, light rail lines, and the Mission Bay TMA shuttles. Regional service is provided by BART, Caltrain, AC Transit, Golden Gate Transit, SamTrans, and various ferry providers. Riders from these regional transit services would either walk or transfer to Muni or privately operated shuttles to access the Event Center Development. This section is organized in order of proximity to the site, starting with the transit hub that is furthest away (BART Stations) and ending with the one that is closest (Muni light rail platforms). Existing rail transit is shown in Figure 31 and existing bus transit is shown in Figure 3-2. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456733][bookmark: _Toc413931068]Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART, Regional)


BART provides regional commuter rail service in the Bay Area. San Francisco’s Financial District is centrally located within the system, which provides service to the East Bay (Pittsburg/Bay Point, Richmond, Dublin/Pleasanton and Fremont) and to San Mateo County (San Francisco International Airport and Millbrae) with operating hours between 4:00 AM and midnight daily. In the Financial District, BART operates underground below Market Street. The Event Center Development can be most directly accessed from four BART stations including the Embarcadero (2.1 miles), Montgomery Street (1.8 miles), Powell Street (1.7 miles), and 16th Street Mission (1.7 miles) stations. When the Muni Central Subway opens in 2019, its connection to the BART Powell Street Station will likely make this a primary transfer station to the Event Center. During the weekday PM peak period, when many event-goers are expected to arrive, headways are generally 5 to 15 minutes for each line. Off-peak headways are generally 20 minutes for each line. BART trains range from 3 to 10 cars depending on time of day and demand. BART will extend its service to Warm Springs in 2015 and to San Jose in 2018 and to east Contra Costa County via eBART in 2016. BART is also proposing early phases of its “BART Metro” project (that increases Transbay Tube/SF frequency) and to introduce higher-capacity train cars within the next 5-10 years. BART is also performing a study to recommend measures to increase platform and station circulation capacity, particularly at Embarcadero and Montgomery Stations. The BART system map is illustrated below.


			[image: N:\Projects\2013 Projects\SF13-0682_SF Warriors Arena TMP\Data Collection\Maps\system-map.gif]








[bookmark: _Toc397456734][bookmark: _Toc413931069]Ferry Building


[bookmark: _Toc397456735]WETA, Blue & Gold, and Golden Gate operate regular ferry service between the San Francisco Ferry Building (2 miles from the project site) and Vallejo, Larkspur, Sausalito, Tiburon, Oakland, Alameda and South San Francisco. Golden Gate and WETA also provide event-level service to AT&T Park, 2/3 mile from the project site. The Ferry Building is also a terminal / hub for Muni and Amtrak/Amtrak Capital Corridor service. 


A Mission Bay ferry terminal near 16th Street has been identified in Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA) and MTC’s 2040 Regional Transportation Plan “One Bay Area” planning documents as a potential future infrastructure investment, but there has not yet been an environmental assessment or full-funding strategy identified for the project. WETA plans to continue developing this concept.


[bookmark: _Toc413931070]Caltrain (Regional)


Caltrain provides passenger rail service on the Peninsula between San Francisco and Downtown San Jose with several stops in San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties. Limited service is available south of San Jose. Within San Francisco, Caltrain terminates at a station located on 4th Street between King and Townsend Streets, approximately 2/3 mile from the proposed Event Center Development site. The 4th/King station is served by local, limited, and “Baby Bullet” trains. The 22nd Street Station is also nearby, located directly underneath I-280, approximately one mile from the Event Center Development site, and is served by local, limited, and a few of the currently scheduled “Baby Bullet” trains.


Caltrain service headways in the northbound direction during the PM peak, which will serve Event Center weekday events, are variable depending on the specific service provided by the train (bullet or limited); however, there are typically 5 arrivals in one hour. Southbound headways after the PM peak are once per hour. Electrification of Caltrain by 2021 will allow implementation of increased train frequencies. On weekends, headways are once per hour, so most Event Center attendees will likely arrive in a single train. However some guests may come on an earlier train for weekend events to visit the city or the retail and restaurant uses on site. Finally, Caltrain currently provides special post-game train service following Giants games. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456736][bookmark: _Toc413931071]San Francisco Muni (Local)


Muni operates bus, cable cars, streetcars, and light rail lines within San Francisco. The line that most directly serves the proposed Event Center Development site is the T 3rd Street light rail line, which operates in a dedicated right-of-way in the center of 3rd Street. A couple of Muni bus lines, the 22 Fillmore and 10 Townsend, as well as the N Judah light rail line stop within 1 mile of the project site. Figure 3-1 shows rail lines and Figure 3-2 shows bus lines that provide service in the immediate project vicinity.


T 3rd Street – The T 3rd Street light rail route connects Visitacion Valley to Mission Bay via Bayview and Dogpatch. It also connects Balboa Park BART Station to Mission Bay through Downtown San Francisco as the K Ingleside route via St Francis Wood, West Portal, and the Castro. It operates weekdays and weekends from approximately 4:00 AM to 1:00 AM, mostly with one-car trains using platforms that are typically long enough for two car-trains in the vicinity of the Event Center. This line will be diverted to the Central Subway in 2019, will regularly be served by 2-car trains at a higher frequency than current scheduling north of Mariposa Street, and its UCSF Mission Bay station is located at the northwest corner of the project site. 


The T 3rd Street line stops at side-running raised platforms located along 3rd Street at the following locations:


Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at South Street  (at the northwest corner of the site) 


Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at Mariposa Street (1/4-mile south of the site)


Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at 20th Street (1/2 mile south of the site)


Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at Mission Rock Street (1/3-mile north of the site)


In addition, all other Muni light rail lines and several east-west Muni bus lines overlap the T 3rd line at the Downtown stations, including the Embarcadero BART/Muni Station and other Market Street Muni bus/rail hubs that are within 2 miles away. Event-goers coming from other parts of San Francisco can transfer to the T 3rd line. Within five years, Muni expects to operate enhanced transit service described in the TEP, which could include the T 3rd and the 22 Fillmore trolley bus rerouted to run along 16th Street east of I-280 to Terry François Boulevard, with a more near-term plan to operate a Muni 55 motor coach line between the 16th Street BART and the Event Center until the trolley bus extension can be completed. The Muni 33 line may be extended to serve the segment in Potrero Hill currently served by the 22. Two new Muni Bus Rapid Transit corridors (Van Ness and Geary) will have at least one of the programmed lines terminate within 2/3 mile of the project site within the next 5-8 years. Lastly, many major Muni bus lines have current terminus stations at the Temporary Transbay Terminal, Caltrain Terminal and Ferry Building (see below).


[bookmark: _Toc413931072]Mission Bay TMA Shuttles


The Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) strives to reduce single-occupant vehicle trips by encouraging alternative modes of transportation for residents, employees and visitors to the Mission Bay development area. Mission Bay TMA currently provides two shuttle bus route services (east and west) between Mission Bay and the Powell Street BART Station and the 4th/King Caltrain Station. They are free of charge and open to all employees, residents, and visitors to the Mission Bay Area and the China Basin building at 185 Berry Street. The west route serves 16th and Illinois streets, while the east route serves 4th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard; both operate at 15-minute intervals from 7:00 to 10:00 AM and 3:45 to 8:15 PM. Figure 3-2 shows TMA Shuttle routes and existing stops.


[bookmark: _Toc399157519][bookmark: _Toc399157932][bookmark: _Toc399158673][bookmark: _Toc397456737]The Golden State Warriors will join the Mission Bay TMA and the shuttles will be made available for employees and visitors. According to the Mission Bay TMA, the evening service is currently at or near capacity. After joining the TMA, shuttle routes, stops, and schedules may be reconfigured to better serve the site and Mission Bay. A new stop to serve the site is suggested on the south side of South Street near the intersection with 3rd Street. UCSF Campus-to-Campus Shuttles


UCSF provides shuttles for university personnel, including faculty, staff, technicians, and students, to travel between the university’s campuses in San Francisco. These shuttles relieve capacity constraints for both the Mission Bay TMA shuttles and the road network via a reduction in single-occupant vehicle trips. Non-university affiliated personnel in the neighborhood are not permitted to ride UCSF shuttles. 


[bookmark: _Toc413931073]Temporary Transbay Terminal


The Temporary Transbay Terminal provides temporary bus terminal facilities during construction of the new multi-modal Transbay Transit Center, which is scheduled for completion in 2017. The Temporary Terminal is located in the area bounded by Main, Folsom, Beale and Howard Streets, approximately 1.75 miles north of the project site. It currently serves AC Transit, WestCAT Lynx, Muni, Golden Gate Transit, and SamTrans passengers. 


The new Transbay Transit Center will be located in an area bounded by Beale Street, 2nd Street, Minna Street, and Natoma Street and will serve the same transit providers as the Temporary Terminal plus capacity to accommodate Caltrain expansion and California High Speed Rail. Phase I of the project is expected to be completed by 2017. 






[bookmark: _Ref370392465][bookmark: _Ref370392461][bookmark: _Toc397419841][bookmark: _Toc407633223]Figure 31: Existing Rail Transit Facilities



[bookmark: _Toc397419842][bookmark: _Toc407633224]Figure 32: Existing Bus Transit Facilities






[bookmark: _Toc413931074][bookmark: _Toc397456739][image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Cyclist-01.png]Bicycle Facilities 


[bookmark: _Toc270004431]Bicyclists may use all roadways in the city, not just designated bicycle routes; however, the City of San Francisco has an extensive bicycle network. The three classes of bicycle facilities are described below.


			[image: Description: http://sfcitizen.com/blog/wp-content/uploads/2010/06/IMG_0575-copy.jpg]


			Class I (Multi-use paths) are paved multi-use facilities separated from roadways. The City of San Francisco has Class I facilities in large parks (e.g., Golden Gate Park or the Panhandle) and in areas where bicycling on the street would be challenging (e.g., US 101/Cesar Chavez Interchange). 


Class I facilities are generally shared with pedestrians and may be adjacent to an existing roadway, or may be entirely independent of existing vehicular facilities. 





			[image: PotreroBikeLane_sfbike-org]


			Class II (Bicycle Lanes) are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by bicycles through striping, pavement legends, and signs.





			[image: MissionSharrow_sf-streetsblog-org]


			Class III (Bicycle Routes) are designated roadways for shared bicycle/vehicle use indicated by signs only; may or may not include additional pavement width for cyclists. The majority of San Francisco’s bicycle facilities are Class III facilities. In San Francisco, Class III Bicycle Routes are routinely striped with the shared-lane arrow, or “sharrow,” reminding drivers and cyclists to share the roadway.








Current on-street bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the project are shown in Figure 33 and described below. The majority of the study area is flat, with limited changes in grade, facilitating bicycling within and through the area. However, dedicated bicycle lanes are not provided on all routes. For a description of planned bicycle projects which will add key links to the existing network including the Blue Greenway on Terry François Boulevard, refer to section 1.3.2.


The Bay Trail, described above, connects China Basin to Mission Bay across the Channel and runs along bicycle route #5. Additionally, the Embarcadero Enhancement project, now underway proposes to develop a conceptual design and cost estimate for a bikeway - a bicycle facility that is physically separated from moving or parked vehicles and pedestrians - along The Embarcadero from 3rd Street in South Beach to Powell and Jefferson Streets in the Fisherman’s Wharf area. A bikeway is a bicycle facility that is physically separated from moving or parked vehicles and pedestrians. The SFMTA proposes to study a bicycle connection across the Lefty O’Doul Bridge that would connect the two waterfront bicycle facilities.


Route #5 runs north to south along Terry François Boulevard and Illinois Street as a Class II bike lane. This route connects China Basin to the north with the project site and Route #7 to the south.


Route #536 is a two-block section of northbound sharrows on 3rd Street between Terry François Boulevard and Townsend Street. 


4th Street is a north-south bike route that extends from Berry Street to the north to 16th Street. 4th Street is designated as a Class III bicycle facility as it crosses Mission Creek until Channel Street, south of which it has Class II bike lanes.


Route #7 is primarily a north-south bike route that runs along Indiana Street as a Class III facility. At Mariposa St to the north, it merges with Route #23 and runs to the east to Illinois Street, where it continues north to the Event Center site. This route connects to Route #23 to the west as well as Route #5 and the Bay Trail to the east. 


Route #23 is primarily a north-south bike route that extends along 7th Street from Brannan Street to 16th Street and down Mississippi Street to Mariposa Street with Class II bike lanes. At Mississippi Street and Mariposa, it runs east along Mariposa Street as a Class III facility and merges with Route #7.


Route #123 is a short north-south bike route that runs along Henry Adams/Kansas Street between Division Street and 16th Street as a Class III bicycle facility. It connects Routes #36 and #40. 


Route #36 is an east-west bike route that runs along Townsend Street between The Embarcadero and 8th Street as a Class II bike lane. It connects the Caltrain Station at 4th and King Streets with Routes #23 and #123 to the west.


Route #40 is an east-west bike route that runs along 16th Street from Kansas Street to 3rd Street as a Class II bike lane. It continues for less than a block as a Class III bike facility from 3rd Street to the project site at Illinois Street. This route connects Route #25 and #123 to the west with Routes #23, 4th Street, and the project site to the east. Route #40 is planned to be moved to 17th Street between Kansas and Mississippi Streets before returning to 16th Street, where it will continue to Terry François Boulevard.


There is currently a Bay Area Bike Share (BABS) pod at the Caltrain Station and on Townsend Street between 7th and 8th streets, and at least one planned in the Mission Bay neighborhood near the UCSF residences. The Warriors are exploring locations for a new bike share station at or immediately adjacent to the Event Center or Bayfront Park.


[bookmark: _Ref370227146][bookmark: _Toc397419843][bookmark: _Toc407633225]Figure 33: Existing Bicycle Facilities 






[bookmark: _Toc397456730][bookmark: _Toc413931075]Street Network 


[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Traffic.png]Since the Event Center Development site is located at the eastern edge of the Mission Bay neighborhood, the street network serving it extends to the north, west, and south only. The project proposes to restripe the roads adjacent to the Event Center Development frontage, as discussed in more detail previously in Chapter 2.


[bookmark: _Toc397456731][bookmark: _Toc413931076]Local Access


This section describes the existing streets that are most relevant for access to the immediate vicinity of the site and discusses their relevance for particular modes as appropriate. 


16th Street is a four-lane east-west Secondary Arterial roadway with left turn pockets that extends to Castro Street to the west and currently terminates at Illinois Street in the east. Upon build out, 16th Street will continue along the south border of the project site to Terry François Boulevard. East of Illinois Street and along the majority of the corridor within the study area, on-street parking is prohibited on both sides of the street. On-street parking is currently allowed on both sides of the street between 3rd Street and Illinois Street. Muni line 22 currently runs along the length of 16th Street west of Kansas Street. Interim Muni line 55 is proposed to run along 16th Street to 3rd Street. Bicycle Route 40 is a Class II route that runs along 16th Street between 3rd and Kansas streets. Future plans will extend the route east along 17th to Mississippi where it will return to 16th Street. Sidewalks are generally provided on at least one side of the road within the study area (on the south side of the road to the east of 3rd Street and on the north side of the road west of 3rd Street). On-street bike lanes are planned along 16th Street between 3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard.


South Street borders the project to the north and runs for one block from Terry François Boulevard to 3rd Street. It is a four-lane road that transitions to a pedestrian plaza, Gene Friend Way, to the west of 3rd Street. Parking is prohibited on both sides of the street and wide sidewalks are provided on the north side. No bicycle facilities are provided on South Street.


3rd Street is a four-lane north-south roadway that extends from Market Street to Bayshore Boulevard. It is designated as a Primary Transit Important roadway in San Francisco’s General Plan. Near the Event Center site, on-street parking is prohibited on both sides of the street. 3rd Street is designated as a Class III bike route with sharrows between King Street and Terry François Boulevard in the northbound direction only. The T 3rd Street light rail line operates along 3rd Street between Channel Street and Bayshore Boulevard along a physically separated median in the roadway. During peak events at AT&T Park, vehicle capacity across the 3rd Street Bridge is reduced to one lane in each direction to accommodate surges in pedestrian activity around the park.


Terry François Boulevard is primarily a four-lane road that runs north-south from Mission Rock Street to 3rd Street and borders the project site to the east. The road transitions to a two-lane road north of Mission Rock Street, where it curves to the west to its terminus at 3rd Street. Terry François Boulevard is part of the Bay Trail and Bicycle Route 5 (Class II in both directions). On-street parking is generally permitted on both sides of the street, except along the frontage of Pier 48 and Pier 50. During events at AT&T Park, Terry François Boulevard is closed to vehicle traffic from 3rd Street to Pier 48. The proposed Blue Greenway project will add a two-way bikeway along the east side of the street with a 4-foot buffer. As part of the Blue Greenway project, Terry François Boulevard will be realigned to create a regular block shape for Blocks 30 and 32 and to maximize the size of the Bayfront Park. The four travel lanes and on-street parking lanes on both sides will be maintained. 


Bridgeview Way is a privately managed, narrow two-lane road that runs from South Street directly across from the north parking entrance for the Event Center Development, to China Basin Street. Parking is prohibited on both sides of the street and sidewalks are provided on both sides along the entire stretch. This road provides internal access and circulation for the residential and office uses along the corridor. 


Illinois Street is a two-lane road that runs north-south from Cargo Way to 16th Street at the south parking entrance to the Event Center Development. Through the project area, parking is permitted on both sides of the street and the majority of the road. Parking is prohibited on the west side of Illinois between Mariposa and 18th streets during the post-event period when there are events at AT&T Park. Illinois Street also serves as Bicycle Route 5, with Class II facilities in both directions. Parking is prohibited on the west side of Illinois between Mariposa and 18th streets during the post-event period when there are events at AT&T Park.


4th Street is a two-lane north-south Primary Transit Important roadway that extends from Market Street to 16th Street. On-street parking is provided on both sides of the street. 4th Street is designated as a Class III bike route as it crosses Mission Creek, after which it transitions into Class II bike facilities (bike lanes) between Channel Street and 16th Street. The T 3rd Street light rail line operates on 4th Street between King Street and Channel Street. The 4th Street Bridge is closed to northbound traffic except transit, taxis and bikes during the post-event period for AT&T Park events. As part of the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan, 4th Street will extend south of 16th Street to access a new UCSF hospital facility, but will not connect through to Mariposa Street.


7th Street is a two-lane north-south Secondary Arterial roadway that extends from Market Street to 16th Street. On-street parking is provided on both sides of the street between Irwin Street and 16th Street. 7th Street has Class II bike facilities between Brannan and 16th streets.


Mission Bay Boulevard North and South are a one-lane one-way east-west couplet Local Street that extends from Terry François Boulevard to 4th Street; right-turn only lanes are provided at intersections. It is located at the northern edge of the Mission Bay campus site and will be eventually extended to connect to the Mission Bay Circle in the future, located approximately 1,300 feet to the west, as part of the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan. On-street parking is provided on the north side of the Mission Bay Boulevard North. 


King Street is a five to six-lane Primary Transit Important east-west roadway that connects to the terminus of I-280 approximately 2/3 mile north of the project. The Muni line T 3rd Street operates in the median along King Street between The Embarcadero and 4th Street, where it continues down 4th Street to the Event Center site. AT&T Park, home of the San Francisco Giants, is located on King Street between 2nd and 3rd Streets. Caltrain has its terminus station on 4th Street between King and Townsend Streets. Although King Street is not directly adjacent to the Event Center Development project site, it plays a major role in providing access to and from the site. King Street is closed in eastbound direction between 3rd and 2nd streets during post-event period for AT&T Park events.


Berry Street is a two-lane east-west Local Street that extends from 3rd Street to Owens Street. Berry Street operates as an eastbound one-way street between 3rd and 4th Streets. On-street parking is provided primarily on the south side, though there are some areas that have on-street parking on both sides of the street.


Channel Street is a four-lane east-west Local Street that currently extends from west of 4th Street to 3rd Street. On-street parking is prohibited on both sides of the street between 3rd and 4th Streets, and permitted west of 4th Street. The T 3rd Street rail line operates on Channel Street between 3rd and 4th streets within a physically separated median in the roadway. Channel Street will be extended to the Mission Bay Circle in the future, as part of the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan.


Mission Rock Street is a two-lane east-west Local Street that extends from Terry François Boulevard to 4th Street. On-street parking is provided on both sides of the street for most of the length, but is not available east of 3rd Street. 


Mariposa Street is a two-lane east-west Local Street that extends from Illinois Street to Harrison Street. During special events, parking is prohibited to provide four travel lanes. The I-280 on- and off-ramps (southbound and northbound, respectively) are located immediately east of the intersection of Pennsylvania and Mariposa streets. The intersection of Mariposa Street and Fourth Street serves as a major access point to the UCSF hospital facilities currently under construction. Both sides of the street provide on-street parking. In addition, Mariposa Street is a designated Class III bike route with sharrows between Illinois Street and Mississippi Street. Mariposa Street will be widened to five lanes between 3rd Street and I-280 prior to opening of the Event Center.


Owens Street is a north-south roadway that runs from 16th Street north to a future roundabout, where it continues to the west until it runs into Mission Bay Drive. It operates as a two-way street with one travel lane in each direction. There are no Muni routes or bicycle designations on Owens Street. Owens Street sidewalk widths within the study area are generally adequate. Owens Street will be extended south to Mariposa Street and will connect with the I-280 off-ramp at Mariposa.


[bookmark: _Toc413931077]Truck Access


Major truck routes in Mission Bay are along I-280, King Street, Mariposa Street, 16th Street, and 3rd Street. These routes are illustrated in Figure 3-4. Primary truck access to the project site will be along Mariposa Street to Illinois Street, where direct access to the parking garage will be provided at the Illinois Street / 16th Street intersection. Secondary truck access to the site will be along Cesar Chavez Street to Illinois Street. Truck access to and circulation throughout the Event Center Development site is explained in further detail in Chapter 7.





[bookmark: _Toc407633226]Figure 34: Mission Bay Truck Routes



[bookmark: _Toc397456740][bookmark: _Toc413931078]Regional Traffic 


Interstate 80 (I-80): I-80 provides the primary regional access by car from the East Bay to the project area. It connects to the East Bay and other major freeways (I-580 and I-880) via the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge. Within San Francisco, I-80 generally has eight lanes (four lanes in each direction). On- and off-ramps serving the site are located as follows:


Off-ramps: 


Westbound: Harrison Street at 5th Street; 8th Street at Harrison Street


Eastbound:  4th and Bryant, 7th and Bryant


On-ramps:


Eastbound: Bryant Street between 1st and 2nd Streets; Essex Street at Harrison Street; , 1st Street at Harrison Street, 8th Street


Westbound:  7th Street and Harrison, 4th and Harrison 


Interstate 280 (I-280): I-280 provides the primary regional access by car from the South Bay and the Peninsula to the project site and is generally a six-lane freeway. There is a freeway interchange between I-280 and Highway 101 (US 101) approximately 2.5 miles south of the site. US 101 also provides access to Cesar Chavez Street south of the site and Vermont Street west of the site. I-280 has a terminus (both on- and off-ramps) at 4th and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain Station, which results in the need to ensure safe pedestrian circulation at that intersection. The closest on- and off-ramp serving the site for southbound and northbound I-280 traffic is at Mariposa Street. Drivers will be encouraged to also use the ramp at Cesar Chavez St/Pennsylvania Avenue to reduce the impacts on the ramps before and after a peak event and distribute traffic more efficiently. On- and off-ramps serving the site are located as follows:


Off-ramps: 


Northbound: Cesar Chavez Street; Mariposa Street; 5th Street / King Street (terminus)


Southbound: 18th Street / Pennsylvania Avenue; Cesar Chavez Street / 25th Street


On-ramps:


Northbound: 25th Street; 18th Street; 


Southbound: 5th Street / King Street (terminus); Mariposa Street; Cesar Chavez Street


Regional auto traffic will seek parking in locations close to the Event Center. A total of 8,290 parking spaces exist in the area between the Event Center and I-280/King Street to the west and north. This includes 4,690 spaces in parking structures and 3,590 spaces in surface lots. Major parking facilities in the area include Lot A (2,300 space surface lot), the 1,400 space structure at 450 South Street, the 730 space UCSF garage at 3rd Street and Campus Lane, a 500 space structure at 499 Illinois Street, and an 800 space structure located behind 1650 Owens Street. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456741][bookmark: _Toc413931079]TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT


The purpose of the strategies described in this chapter is to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking while discouraging the use of private automobiles, particularly by solo drivers. The strategies identified in this chapter will be reviewed and refined both during the Event Center’s first year of the project’s completion and as new transportation facilities are developed in the project vicinity.


[bookmark: _Toc413931080]General Transportation Management Strategies 


Measures that will be implemented to support all public transit, bicycle, and automobile reduction strategies include:


1. Appoint an Event Center Transportation Coordinator (ECTC) to: manage the transportation needs of employees and event attendees; provide information and education materials; implement and administer various TDM measures; coordinate with nearby employers; promote use of rideshare; encourage use of public transportation, Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and bicycles; conduct surveys to determine travel mode and other relevant information; and implement new strategies as needed to meet target auto mode share and reduce impacts to adjacent businesses and residents.


2. Develop means of in-building, on-site, and/or neighborhood  communication (radio, TV, smart phone app, etc.) that give Event Center, office, or retail users multiple, real-time advisories about the status of the transportation system and event schedule to facilitate convenient transportation choices that. Information provided may include availability of public transit and shuttle bus service, location and capacity of bike parking facilities, best walking paths, location of taxi stops, and limited extent of – or high price for – available parking.


3. Develop a crowd-sourced app that puts information on all transportation modes in the hands of event attendees with smart communication devices. This real-time information on travel conditions and travel times by mode will lead to a transportation system that will become increasingly more user optimized. The app may also be equipped to send notifications about event times and traffic conditions. The app will be free and available to anyone who wishes to download it, and will be useful for anyone working, living, or visiting the Mission Bay Area.


4. Provide extensive use of real-time transit info in public assembly areas that reflect the range of transit services in the area. 


5. Install a machine to add value to Clipper Cards on-site. 


6. [bookmark: _Toc413931081]Establish an annual TDM budget to support TDM efforts. 


7. Designate TDM coordinator to develop and implement marketing/communications/incentive program and coordinate with facility on policies and capital needs to support sustainable trip making.


Employee TDM


The strategies described below are designed to limit reduce employee auto mode split for weekday, peak-hour travel to no more than 48 percent..


[bookmark: _Toc413931082]Employee Public Transit Strategies


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among employees of the office, retail, and event center usesGolden State Warriors employees and Event Center staff are outlined below. Other employers for office and retail uses on-site will also be encouraged to implement these policies: on-site include:


1. Participate in Commuter Check Programpre-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.


2. Promote use of Mission Bay TMA shuttles to employees; nNotify employees them that they are eligible to ride the Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and provide information about routes, stop locations, and schedule. 


[bookmark: _Toc413931083]Employee Bicycle Strategies


Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among employees of Golden State Warriors employees and Event Center staff are outlined below. Other employers for office and retail uses on-site will also be encouraged to implement these policies: the office, retail, and event center uses on-site include:


1. Promote use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) (available to Event Center and GSW employees during non-event hours and days). at Bayfront Park.


2. Provide indoor secure bicycle parking facilities for employees in office buildings and retail uses on-site.


1. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office or retail visitors.


2. Sponsor a Bay Area Bike Share pod(station(s) in the project vicinity.


3. Provide shower and locker facilities in each on-site building for Event Center Development employee use.


4. Encourage all employees and guests to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the annual “Bike to Work” day.


[bookmark: _Toc413931084]Employee Automobile Reduction Strategies


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of employee vehicular traffic include:


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


2. Support Ridesharing Program – ParticipatEnrolle in free-to-employees ride-matching program through www.511.org.


3. Emergency Ride Home Program – Participate Enroll in free-to-employers ERH program through the City of San Francisco (www.sferh.org). 


4. Organize and publicize promotions community efforts like Spare the Air days (as declared for the  Bay Area region) or a Rideshare Week. 


5. Encourage carpooling and vanpooling by designating/reserving some Event Center garage parking spaces for employees who use those modes.


[bookmark: _Toc413931085]Additional Strategies


1. Encourage employees to choose electric vehicles (EVs) over gas-fueled autos by designating/reserving some Event Center garage parking spaces for EVs  and providing charging equipment.


2. 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 work day. 


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


[bookmark: _Toc413931086]Event Center Patron TDM


The strategies described below are designed to limit event patron auto mode split for weekday, peak-event travel (6:00 PM to 8:00 PM6:00 PM – 8:00 PM) to no more than 53 percent (weekday) or 59 percent (weekend). .They should also reduce auto mode split for retail, restaurant, and other site visitors where applicable. 


[bookmark: _Toc413931087]Patron Public Transit Strategies


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among guests include: 


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


2. Establish a partnership to brand Clipper Cards and/or transit stops and stations near the Event Center to encourage the mental association of event attendance with transit usage during attendee’s trip planning process.


3. Work with SFMTA to brand transit stops/stations near the project site, covering any costs associated with re-branding.


4. 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 guests can make choices accordingly. 


5. Establish a partnership to brand Clipper Cards and/or transit stops and stations near the Event Center to encourage the mental association of event attendance with transit usage during attendee’s trip planning process. 


6. Promote transit access to project 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. 


7. Utilize TVs and other screens inside the Event Center building to display real time transit information and prominent comparisons between transportation choices available to fans, employees, and visitors to the Event Center Development. Emphasize transit’s lower-cost, higher sustainability, and other beneficial factors as compared with private autos.


8. 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 guests of non-auto travel options home, including real time transit and shuttle departure times. 


9. 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


[bookmark: _Toc413931088]Patron Bicycle Strategies


Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among Event Center patrons include:


1. Promote use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) at Bayfront Parkon 16th Street. Reward patrons of the bike valet 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 guests can make choices accordingly. 


2. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office, or  retail, or restaurant visitors.


3. Sponsor a Bay Area Bike Share stationpod(s) in the project vicinity.


4. Encourage all employees and guests to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the annual “Bike to Work” day


5. Provide temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas in both major plazas for peak events that experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space indoor valet facility.


6. Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the Event Center development site, on the Event Center web site and mobile app.


[bookmark: _Toc413931089]Patron Automobile Reduction Strategies


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of visitor vehicular traffic include:


1. Increase fees for event parking on-site above typical event center rates.


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


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


4. Provide electronic message boards displaying upcoming event schedules to discourage auto use and parking on-site.


5. Designate priority curb areas on-site for taxis, charter buses, and rideshare vehicles. Explore partnership options with rideshare/carpool/TNC companies to offer discounts to event attendees and other visitors..


6. Create schedules of upcoming events for display on electronic message boards, to discourage auto use and parking in the site’s vicinity.





Additional Strategies


1. Program additional on-site amenities (food and beverage options, automated banking resources) to encourage Event Center patrons to stay on-site for longer pre- and post-event periods.


[bookmark: _Toc404008027][bookmark: _Toc413931090]Special Event Transit Service Plan


This section summarizes a preliminary Transit Service Plan (TSP) for the Warriors Event Center and Mixed Use Development as outlined by the SFMTA in a presentation on October 1, 2014.


[bookmark: _Toc413931091]Service Plan Objectives


The key objective for the TSP is as follows:


Provide high quality service to event goers, without affecting service reliability for other Muni customers


Accommodate a 35 percent transit mode share for peak events.


Develop a service plan that maximizes existing infrastructure and prioritizes operations efficiencies


Develop a service plan adequate for peak event ridership volumes that is also scalable for small and medium events 


[bookmark: _Toc413931092]Service Plan for Peak Event


The majority of regional transit riders will use Muni as a last-mile connection to the Event Center Development. Most Muni passengers will travel on the T 3rd southbound pre-event, and northbound post-event. The T 3rd service pre-event is expected to have excess capacity, while post-event excessive capacity will not be allocated from regular service, but rather will be served from additional trains and supplemental routes. The T 3rd service will be supplemented with bus service to respond to distributed customer demand, to minimize transfers made, and to minimize rail car demand. Inset 4-1 shows proposed routes for each of the supplemental shuttles. Supplemental bus routes include:


T 3rd Supplemental Service 


Metro Shuttle via The Embarcadero 


16th Street BART Station Shuttle


Van Ness Avenue Shuttle


Ferry Building / Transbay Terminal Shuttle 


Inset 4-1 Supplemental Shuttle Routes


[image: ]


Table 4-1 summarizes the fleet of shuttle buses and light rail vehicles necessary for pre- and post-event scenarios. 


Figure 4-1 shows the pre-event shuttle plan, including stop locations at the site. Figure 4-2 shows the post-event shuttle plan; including shuttle stop locations, staging areas, and temporary lane closers, which are discussed in more detail in Chapter 6.


			[bookmark: _Toc407632339]
Table 41: Preliminary Transit Service Plan for Peak Event[footnoteRef:3] [3:  The Transit Service Plan can also be modified to serve varying attendance size for small and medium events. ] 






			SERVICE 


			FLEET NECESSARY





			


			Pre-Event


			Post-Event





			T 3rd Supplemental Service


			4 two car trains between Chinatown and Mission Bay Loop combined with 4 minute scheduled subway service


			10 two car trains staged to clear event





			Metro Shuttle via The Embarcadero


			None – limited car availability


			2 three car trains staged to clear event





			16th Street BART Station Shuttle


			4 articulated motor coaches operating between 16th Street BART and the arena every 7-8 minutes


			4 articulated motor coaches + 1 standard motor coaches operating between 16th Street BART and the arena staged to clear event with half of vehicles returning for a second trip





			Van Ness Avenue Shuttle


			5 standard motor coaches operating every 12 minutes along the Van Ness corridor to arena via 16th Street


			4 standard motor coaches operating to the Van Ness corridor via 16th Street staged to clear event





			Ferry Building / Transbay Terminal Shuttle


			6 standard motor coaches operating every 10 minutes via Ferry Plaza and the Transbay Terminal to the arena


			6 standard motor coaches operating to Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building Plaza staged to clear event





			Source: SFMTA (Oct. 1, 2014).











 





[bookmark: _Toc407633227]Figure 41: Pre-Event Shuttle Plan


[bookmark: _Toc407633228]Figure 42: Post-Event Shuttle Plan 


[bookmark: _Toc404008035][bookmark: _Toc397456747][bookmark: _Toc413931093]TRAVEL CHARACTERISTICS OF EVENT CENTER ATTENDEES AND SITE USERS


This chapter describes the travel characteristics of current Oracle Arena attendees and the assumptions for the new Event Center based on the analysis prepared by the SEIR Team (as of December 2014), focusing on travel patterns typical of game days. For typical sequences of events on game and concert days, please see Appendix A. This Chapter is included in the TMP for contextual and informational purposes only. A full environment document will be prepared that includes a more complete and quantitative analysis of travel characteristics (i.e., projected mode split, intersection performance, parking demand, and traffic routing) as they pertain to transportation.


[bookmark: _Toc397456748][bookmark: _Toc413931094]NBA Event Attendance Levels 


The NBA regular Season consists of 82 games total with half of them played at the home Arena. Home games over the year would typically consist of the following:


2-3 pre-season home games;


41 regular season home games;


0-16 post-season home games (should the Warriors reach the playoffs, the minimum number of home games is 2 and the maximum is 16) 


The monthly distribution of home games tends to be evenly spread at about 7 games/month over 6 months (November-April), with a typical month having 1-3 games on Fridays, 1-3 games on Saturdays, 0-1 game on Sundays, and 2-6 games on Mondays through Thursdays. 


The capacity of the existing Oakland Arena is 19,596. Average attendance levels at home games over the last 10 years are summarized in Table 5-1. 


			[bookmark: _Toc397456796][bookmark: _Toc407632340]
Table 51: Warriors’ Historic Game Attendance Levels by Year 





			Season


			Average Attendance


			Occupancy





			2012-13


			16,831


			86%





			2011-12


			16,749


			86%





			2010-11


			16,399


			84%





			2009-10


			14,884


			76%





			2008-09


			17,573


			90%





			2007-08


			18,120


			93%





			2006-07


			16,024


			82%





			2005-06


			16,173


			83%





			2004-05


			14,471


			74%





			2003-04


			14,370


			73%





			Source: GSW Attendance and Employment Memo (Feb. 7, 2014).


			








Based on the information above, games in many years have, on average, almost filled the Arena to capacity. As a result, the discussion and controls in the following sections are based on 18,064 attendees.


[bookmark: _Toc397456749][bookmark: _Toc413931095]Event Center Patron Arrivals 


[bookmark: _Toc397456750][bookmark: _Toc413931096]Trip Origins and Arrival Distribution


Table 5-2 summarizes the known origins of attendees who currently attend games at Oracle Arena and estimated origins of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Event Center site, the breakdown of trip origins will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will come from the East Bay (33 percent vs. 53 percent) and that more attendees will come from San Francisco, the South Bay, and the North Bay. 


			[bookmark: _Toc397456797][bookmark: _Toc407632341]
Table 52: Origins of NBA Event Attendees





			Origin


			Origins for Current Oakland Arena Location1


			Weekday Inbound


Forecast Origins for San Francisco Location1





			San Francisco


			16%


			2229.3%





			  Super District 1


			N/A


			11.114.8%





			  Super District 2


			N/A


			3.44.6%





			  Super District 3


			N/A


			4.25.5%





			  Super District 4


			N/A


			3.34.4%





			North Bay


			7%


			138.9%





			East Bay


			53%


			331.1%





			South Bay


			24%


			2826.7%





			Out of Region


			N/A


			4%





			Notes:


1. Source: Market Study for San Francisco location, Golden State Warriors, 2013Technical Memorandum – Travel, Parking and Loading Demand Estimates for the Proposed Event Center & Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32, March 2015.








Assuming the pattern is similar for the proposed Event Center site, it can be expected that patron arrivals at the Event Center will begin approximately 2½  hours prior to event start, peak during the ½ hour prior to event start, and continue after the event is under way. Approximately 70 to 80 percent of attendees are assumed to depart in the hour immediately after the event ends.


For other events at the Event Center (e.g. family shows, theatre events) the arrival and departure distributions times are different compared to the peak NBA game event. Although the attendance levels will be lower for such events, due to the nature of the event and the audience it attracts, it is much more likely that all guests will arrive prior to the start time and will stay until the end. 


[bookmark: _Toc413931097]Pedestrian Arrivals


Most attendees will take transit or drive and park at nearby garages and lots, and then walk to the Event Center. Transit and auto trips to games make up approximately 90 percent of all trips. Regardless of their primary mode of travel, most guests will walk the final leg of their trip. Figure 5-1 illustrates the projected routes that pedestrians will likely take as they walk from nearby transit stops/stations and the walking times associated with each route. 


The main pedestrian entry points to the Event Center include the main plaza on the west side of the site with direct access from 3rd Street sidewalks, and the southeastern corner of the site with access from Terry François Boulevard, 16th Street, and the Bayfront Park. The majority of pedestrian traffic is expected to come from north of the site along The Embarcadero and the 3rd Street corridor, with its direct links to Market Street and major transit hubs. Some pedestrians walking from the Embarcadero may use Terry François Boulevard instead of 3rd Street. Upon completion of the Blue Greenway, Terry François Boulevard will become a much more attractive walking route to pedestrians coming to the site from the north or the south. The majority of pedestrians coming from the south and west are likely coming from nearby BART and Caltrain stations and will walk along 16th Street, 3rd Street, or Terry François Boulevard to the Event Center Development. 
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Arrivals from Caltrain


Most attendees who choose to take Caltrain to the Event Center are expected to get off at the 4th & King Station (0.7 mile walk) during the peak pre-game hour, while a very few may choose to get off at the 22nd Street Station. On weekends, train headways are typically one per hour; thus, most attendees using Caltrain will likely arrive in a single train. However some guests may come on an earlier train for weekend events to visit the city or the shop at the retail and restaurant uses on site. On weekdays, 6-7 trains arrive between 6:00 and 7:00 PM. With future electrification, Caltrain anticipates an additional train per hour.


From 4th & King most pedestrians will cross King Street, walk along 4th Street, across the 4th Street Bridge to Channel Street, and finally along 3rd Street or Terry François Boulevard to the Event Center. Muni assumes that about half of Caltrain riders will get on the T 3rd at Caltrain and ride to the Event Center. Key intersections along pedestrian routes from Caltrain should be monitored to determine if additional traffic control is necessary.


Arrivals from UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platforms


Many event attendees coming from downtown San Francisco or BART or AC Transit or Golden Gate Transit will likely take Muni Metro (T 3rd Street Line) to the Event Center. Most Muni passengers are predicted to be coming from the north and will likely get off at the UCSF Mission Bay stop, located on 3rd Street south of South Street, approximately 500 feet away from the Event Center entry. Muni passengers coming from the south will either get off at the Mariposa Street stop and walk the remaining quarter mile to the arena, or will get off at the UCSF Mission Bay stop on 3rd Street north of South Street. To deter pedestrian crossings mid-block between South Street and 3rd Street, decorative fencing will be placed along the Muni transit right-of-way.


Because the UCSF Mission Bay platform will need to accommodate high volumes of pedestrians during the pre- and post-event period, the project will require the extension of the platforms at 3rd Street and South Street to provide longer, larger, and safer landing spaces for crowds. PCOs will also be positioned at key intersections and crossings to assist with safe pedestrian crossing and vehicle operations in the vicinity of the platforms during peak events. To deter pedestrian crossings mid-block between South Street and 3rd Street, decorative fencing will be placed along the Muni transit right-of-way. 


Arrivals from Special Event Shuttles


Event attendees arriving from the Mission and 16th Street BART station or Van Ness shuttles will be dropped off along the south side of 16th Street, just west of Illinois Street. Pedestrian access to the Event Center will be provided at PCO-assisted crossings at either 3rd Street or Illinois Street. Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building shuttles will drop off patrons on the south side of South Street, just east of 3rd Street. 
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Valet bicycle parking will be provided for peak events near the southeast corner of the site. A total of more than 300 attended, free, indoor valet bicycle parking spaces will be provided. Up to 200 additional bicycles (or more if demand exceeds this number) will be accommodated on game days through a combination of permanent independently accessible outdoor bike racks installed near on-site destinations and entries, and temporary staffed outdoor bike valet facilities. In addition, secure bike rooms located at grade in each office building will provide up to 80 total bicycle spaces for office users. The nearest bike share station is currently located at the 4th & King Caltrain Station, approximately 2/3 mile away, or a 15 minute walk. The project will sponsor a bike share station in the immediate vicinity of the Arena, likely along Terry Francois Boulevard. 


Based on the mode splits for different events, the most bicycle traffic is expected during Saturday peak event days, resulting in approximately 250 bicycle trips, of which approximately half will arrive in the hour preceding game start. If all bicyclists choose to use the bicycle valet, then the bicycle valet will be nearly filled to capacity during most events.


Most bicyclists traveling north or south to the arena are expected to use the Terry François Blue Greenway when it is complete. They will have easy access to the bike valet from Terry François Boulevard. Bicyclists traveling west to the arena are expected to use 16th Street and 17th Street. All bicyclists will be expected to walk their bikes across 16th Street or Terry Francois Boulevard at designated crosswalks to access the bike valet. These bicyclists will be expected to walk their bikes across Terry François Boulevard at the 16th Street crosswalk. Signage to direct this movement will be clearly displayed to ensure organized, safe movements of bicycles and to reduce conflicts with vehicles and pedestrians. Location and design of the bike valet and nearby landscaping will also direct the safe movement of pedestrians and cyclists. 


Pedicabs, will be accommodated near the site, especially during peak events. Most pedicabs are expected to travel north/south to the site and are expected to use the Terry François Blue Greenway when it is complete. A pedicab staging area is proposed for the east side of Terry François Boulevard just south of 16th Street. This is consistent with the bicycle focus in the southeast corner of the site.





[bookmark: _Toc383011684][bookmark: _Toc407633229]Figure 51: Potential Pedestrian Paths of Travel from Regional Transit






[bookmark: _Toc397456755][bookmark: _Toc413931100][bookmark: _Toc397456754]Taxis and Charter Buses


An evening NBA game is not forecast to attract more than 2-3 large charter buses on average[footnoteRef:4]; however they may become more relevant or necessary to help meet auto mode share goals in the future. A charter bus zone will be located along the north side of 16th Street close to Terry François Boulevard for drop-off/pick-up activity during both small events and concert events. A total of 5200 feet of curb space (accommodating 6-82-3 buses at a time) will be available on the north side of the street between Illinois Street and Terry François Boulevard. No additional off-site staging for the buses is necessary or anticipated at this time. [4:  Golden State Warriors.] 



While conventions are expected to draw a much smaller number of visitors, nearly half of all trips are forecast to be taken by shuttle bus or taxi. 


A staffed taxi zone will be designated along the west side of Terry François Boulevard and along the south side of South Street for all events to ensure taxi maneuverability from the Event Center in all directions, especially post event, and to increase the attractiveness of taxi options for patrons exiting daily retail and restaurant uses on-site. Access for additional non-taxi (black car, TNCs)passenger drop-off/pick-up activity during concerts and peak events will occur in a separately designated curb space on the west side of Terry François Blvd. This zone will be managed to avoid vehicle conflicts with surrounding traffic. Drop-offs will be located on the west side of the street and will minimize conflicts with cyclists on Terry François Boulevard. During non-peak events, taxis would load along the Terry François Boulevard frontage.


[bookmark: _Toc413931101]Vehicle Arrivals at Event Center


The Event Center parking garage will have approximately 950 parking spaces. 500 spaces will be available for pre-purchase by designated ticketholders, and others may be shared-use spaces for daytime office employees and evening Event Center patrons. Based on the arrival pattern of Event Center attendees, most vehicles will arrive at the garage in the hour preceding game tipoff. Parking pass-holders will self-park in the garage after having their credentials checked. Garage management procedures are described in Section 2.1.3 and Chapter 6.


The main garage access will be located on 16th Street, creating a 4-way stop controlled intersection at Illinois Street. Pre-event vehicle access to the garage will be distributed to a northbound through movement from Illinois Street, an eastbound left-turn movement from 16th Street, and a westbound right-turn movement from 16th Street. The Illinois Street intersection with the garage entrance/exit will be controlled by an all-way-stop, except for before and after large events, where it will be controlled by Parking Control Officers (PCOs). Operations will be monitored at this and other locations, and additional controls (e.g. signalization) may be added if deemed necessary to minimize conflicts between pedestrians and bicycles on the sidewalk/multi-use path and the vehicles entering the garage or exiting the site vicinity. 


The suggested pre-event driving routes are shown on Figure 5-2. These routes will be provided to attendees prior to an event (via website, email, app, etc.) to encourage effective distribution of arrival traffic. In order to maintain clear access to the UCSF Campus and UCSF hospital center, guests traveling from south of the project site will not be encouraged to use Owens St. en route to the Event Center. Likewise, guests traveling from the west or north of the site will be encouraged to use alternatives to 16th Street to reduce congestion during UCSF shift changes (primarily the night shift nurse arrival period from 6:30 PM to 7:00 PM).[footnoteRef:5] The pre-event routes shown are subject to revision based on monitoring during the first first yearfour years of operations.  [5: 




] 



Parking facilities shown on Figure 5-2 are solely representative and do not pre-suppose third party agreements. The Warriors are exploring options for shared-use agreements to provide additional parking resources to guests and additional revenue to copious public and private lots in the vicinity. If parking demand is not met by supply in Mission Bay, the Warriors will secure agreements for satellite parking lots with transit or shuttle connections to the Event Center. 
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[bookmark: _Toc397456757][bookmark: _Toc413931103]Trip Departure Distribution


For a weekend peak event, the distribution of event attendees to post-game destinations is forecast to be the same as the pre-game trip origin distribution, as summarized in Table 5-2. 


The existing pattern of departures at the Oakland Event Center varies depending on game circumstances. In general, 30-40 percent of fans depart prior to the final buzzer while 60-70 percent stays through the end of the game. Periodically, there are also post-event activities that encourage some attendees to stay longer. The presence of retail uses on the San Francisco site provides incentives, which are not available in Oakland, for patrons to remain on site for a period of time after events. When this is the case, departure times are more spread out. Overall, the majority of departures occur over a shorter period of time than the 2-1/2 hour window of pre-event arrivals.


For the purpose of analyzing departures, the busiest post-game hour is the hour including the end of the game, when up to 80 percent of attendees will depart. This time period will require the highest level of traffic control given the concentration of pedestrian activity exiting the Event Center. 


[bookmark: _Toc413931104]Pedestrian Departures


The main pedestrian exit points from the Event Center include the main plaza on the west side of the site with direct access to 3rd Street sidewalks and the southeastern corner of the site with access to 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard. Similar to pre-game conditions, pedestrians leaving the Event Center are expected to walk primarily along 3rd Street or Terry François Boulevard after the game, as illustrated in Figure 5-1. Event attendees will be directed to walk towards different exits depending on their mode of departure. Due to post-game distribution patterns, the volume of pedestrians leaving the Event Center post-game will be higher in the hour following a game than the volume arriving in the hour pre-game; following the first hour, the volume of pedestrians will drop significantly. 
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Departures towards Caltrain


Attendees who will take Caltrain following game’s end will most likely walk or take Muni to board at the 4th & King Station, and a small share of Caltrain riders are expected to board at the 22nd Street Station. It is likely that all attendees will board the same late service train, which may be provided by Caltrain specifically on event nights. SFMTA Parking Control Officers will be stationed at key intersections along pedestrian routes towards Caltrain to monitor these intersections and adjust controls as needed to ensure safe and efficient flow of all modes.


Departures towards UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platforms


Many event attendees departing towards downtown San Francisco, Caltrain, or BART will likely take Muni Metro (T 3rd Street Line) from the Event Center. Most Muni passengers are predicted to be leaving towards the north and will likely get on at the UCSF Mission Bay stop, located on 3rd Street at South Street, approximately 500 feet away from the Event Center Main Plaza. Muni passengers departing towards the south will likely get on at the Mariposa Street stop to avoid crowds at the closer UCSF Mission Bay stop. It is also predicted that some northbound passengers will walk south to the Mariposa Street stop to travel north in an attempt to avoid the large crowds at the UCSF Mission Bay stop. To deter pedestrian crossings mid-block between South Street and 3rd Street, decorative fencing will be placed along the Muni transit right-of-way.


Because the UCSF Mission Bay platform will need to accommodate high volumes of pedestrians during the pre- and post-event period, the project will require the extension of the platforms at 3rd Street and South Street to provide longer, larger, and safer landing spaces for crowds. Departures will be more concentrated than pre-game arrivals, so Parking Control Officers (PCOs) will be stationed at all nearby Muni platforms. Both northbound lanes on 3rd Street will be closed between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South to accommodate the pedestrian flow exiting the Event Center. A portion of South Street will also be closed to prevent vehicle conflict with pedestrians at the intersection with 3rd Street. 


Departures towards Special Event Shuttles


Event attendees departing towards the Mission and 16th Street BART station will be directed to the Muni staging area along Illinois Street. Event attendees departing towards Van Ness will be directed towards the shuttle stop located on the north side of 16th Street east of the garage driveway. Northbound Illinois Street will be closed post-event to through traffic to allow unimpeded access for Muni. All traffic associated with adjacent office and, clinic, or parking uses will be allowed full access at all times. Pedestrian access from the Event Center to the temporary Muni stop on Illinois will be directed either east or west along the north side of 16th Street to a pedestrian crossing located at the Illinois Street/parking garage driveway. The 16th Street north sidewalk will be designed with a minimum 15-foot clearance from the curb to provide adequate circulation and queuing space for pedestrians. Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building-bound attendees will be directed towards the shuttle stops located on the east side of 3rd Street north of South Street. Both northbound lanes on 3rd Street and all lanes on South Street west of 450 South St. will be closed to vehicle traffic to allow for safe and effective pedestrian access to special event shuttles.


[bookmark: _Toc397456760][bookmark: _Toc413931106]Bicycle Departures


For those cyclists using the indoor bicycle valet, departures will be metered by the process of retrieving bicycles. It is forecast that approximately 300 bicycles will depart from the indoor valet bicycle parking facility over approximately 30 minutes with three staff retrieving a bike every 15-20 seconds. Some cyclists may utilize the planned bike share station after a game. Bicycles will also depart from nearby public bike racks and from the temporary outdoor bike valet area, when available. 


Most bicyclists are expected to use the bikeway on Terry François Boulevard to travel north or south from the Event Center. Most cyclists traveling westbound will likely use the routes on 16th and 17th Streets. During peak event conditions, temporary lane closures will be in place on 16th Street and the westbound curb-side bike lane will be closed to accommodate shuttle bus loading. PCOs will use cones or other physical barriers to provide designate an alternate route for westbound cyclists through a closed vehicular lane from Terry François Boulevard to Illinois Street during post-event conditions. PCOs will facilitate safe access for cyclists along this segment of 16th Street.


Pedicabs, will be accommodated near the site, especially during peak events. Most pedicabs are expected to travel north/south to the site and are expected to use the Terry François Blue Greenway when it is complete. A pedicab staging area is proposed for the east side of Terry François Boulevard just south of 16th Street. This is consistent with the concentration of bicycle and cyclist-serving facilities in the southeast corner of the site.
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During peak events, most taxi trips will occur immediately following the end of the event. On convention days, several hundred taxi trips will occur as attendees travel between the Event Center and nearby hotels and the Moscone Convention Center. Unlike game patron departures for an NBA event, which are heavily concentrated in the first hour following the end of a game, convention attendee departures will be more spread out. 


A charter bus zone will be located along 16th Street for pick-off activity during both small and concert events. A total of 5200 feet of curb space (accommodating 6-82-3 buses) will be available on the north side of the street between Illinois St. and Terry François Boulevard. 


Taxi zones will be designated for all events on the south side of South Street, east of Bridgeview Way and along the west side of Terry François Boulevard south of South Street. Terry François Boulevard will also include access for additional non-taxi pick-off activity at all times. This zone will be managed by PCOs and GSWEvent Center staff to avoid vehicle conflicts with surrounding traffic. This zone will be located on the west side of the street and will minimize conflicts with bicycles on Terry François Boulevard. 


During a post-peak event scenario, when temporary lane closures are in place, taxis will have preferential treatment to access the designated taxi zones adjacent to the Event Center. PCOs will able to assist taxis arriving and departing the site to ensure safe, efficient, and convenient pick-up/drop-off operations.


[bookmark: _Toc397456761][bookmark: _Toc413931108]Vehicle Departures from Event Center Garage


The intersection of 16th Street and Illinois Street at the garage driveway will be controlled by PCOs during the peak post-event period. Vehicles exiting from 16th Street will be forced to turn right (west – toward 3rd Street) or continue through to southbound Illinois Street. If this intersection becomes congested after events, Eevent Center staff may choose to direct some departing vehicles to the South Street garage access using signage inside the garage. Vehicle egress from both driveways is anticipated to take approximately twenty minutes in total.[footnoteRef:6]  [6:  Source: Parking garage schematic design studies, Walter P. Moore, 2014. ] 



16th Street between 3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard will have restricted access, and will be used predominantly as a post-event shuttle staging area. Northbound lanes on Illinois Street (north of Mariposa Street) will be restricted to local traffic only and will also be used as a post-event shuttle staging area. 


South Street, between 3rd Street and the 450 South Street Garage, will be closed post-event, and cars exiting the garages or coming from Bridgeview will be directed to travel east to Terry François Boulevard.


Vehicles with destinations along southbound I-280 will be suggested to travel either from 16th Street to the Owens Street extension, from Terry François Boulevard to Mariposa Street, or from 3rd Street to Cesar Chavez Street.


The suggested post-event driving routes are shown on Figure 5-3. These routes will be provided to attendees prior to an event to encourage effective distribution of departure traffic. All south-bound guests will be encouraged to use Mariposa Street, Illinois Street, or Third Street, not 16th Street and Owens Street, to access I-280 on-ramps. West-bound guests will not be encouraged to use Mission Bay Boulevard North, which is located close to several residential buildings. North-bound guests will be encouraged to leave the neighborhood efficiently and quickly by utilizing all available connections out of Mission Bay, including Third Street and Seventh Street. The post-event routes shown are subject to revision based on monitoring during the first four yearsyear of operations and may be modified to reflect new or updated neighborhood parking agreements.


Parking facilities shown on Figure 5-2 are solely representative and do not pre-suppose third party agreements. 


[bookmark: _Toc413931109]Daily Non-Event Arrivals and Departures


The project will provide a total of approximately 950 on-site parking spaces and 132 reserved spaces in the 450 South parking garage. Most of these spaces will be dedicated to office users (537), and arena use (283), with a limited number of valet parking spaces for retail users (130). The 132 reserved spaces in the 450 South Street parking garage will be dedicated to daily office and/or GSW employees only. 


Office users are forecast to travel to the site primarily by auto and transit modes, with the balance walking and taking other modes. Retail users are forecast to have a slightly lower auto and transit share, with a higher share of patrons arriving by walking or other modes. As described above, TDM programs are proposed to increase above the forecasted proportion of office users who bicycle, walk or take transit to the site, and reduce the proportion who drive and park.
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This chapter describes controls to be implemented around the Event Center Development given the range of scenarios previously described, starting with a typical, no-event day; and ending with a day when an Event Center event coincides with an event at AT&T Park. The primary goals of these controls are to ensure safety through reduction of conflicts between modes, manage all modes of traffic to ensure orderly access and egress reflecting transportation mode priority, and reduce nuisance and inconvenience to surrounding residents and businesses. The level of controls needed increases with the intensity of the scenario; thus, as events get larger, all controls listed for the smaller events are required, and additional controls are added. 


The purpose of the transportation controls described in this chapter is to outline the necessary processes in order to meet the primary goals as described above. 


The planned traffic control type (signalized or stop-controlled) for each intersection discussed in this section will be the following:


Traffic Signal


· 3rd Street / 16th Street (existing)


· 3rd Street / South Street (existing)


· 3rd Street / Mariposa Street (existing)


· Terry François Boulevard / South Street (current side-street stop control)


· Terry François Boulevard / 16th Street 


· Terry Francois Boulevard / Illinois Street / Mariposa Street (current stop control)


All-way Stop Control 


· Terry François Boulevard / South Street (current side-street stop control)


· Terry François Boulevard / 16th Street 


· 16th Street / Illinois Street / Event Center Development Garage Entrance (current side-street stop control)


While the initial traffic control for the 16th Street / Illinois Street / Event Center Development Garage Entrance intersection will be an all-way stop, conditions at the intersection will be monitored during various event and no-event days, and the GSW will install a traffic signal if needed.


Side-Street Stop Control


· South Street / Bridgeview Way / Event Center Development Garage Entrance 


The Event Center Transportation Coordinator (ECTC), designated by the GSW for the project site, will communicate regularly with the SFMTA Special Events Team (SET) to provide information on events and identify those events that require traffic control. A summary of the traffic control strategies identified in this chapter for the various event scenarios is provided in Table 6-1. 
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Table 61: Summary of Traffic Control Strategies by Event Type 





			








TRAFFIC CONTROL STRATEGY


			


			EVENT SCENARIOS





			


			No Event


			Convention/Small Event


(Weekday Daytime)1


			Arena Concert


(Evening)2


			Peak Event/ NBA Game


(Evening)


			Dual Event


With


AT&T Event





			Coordinate Coordination with SFMTA Special Events Team and Mission Bay Ballpark Transportation Coordinating Committee (MBBTCC)


			


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Muni Ticket Sales at Event Center Box Office


			


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Taxi Zone on Terry François Boulevard


			√


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Taxi Zone on South Street


			√


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Designated Commercial loading zone (non-event hours)


			√


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated TMA Shuttle Stop


			√


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Charter Bus Stop on 16th Street


			


			√


			√


			


			





			Dedicated Shuttle Zone for Connection to 16th BART Station2


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Paratransit Stop on Terry François Blvd, north of 16th Street (serving up to three vans)


			√


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Media Truck Zone


			


			


			


			√


			√





			PCO Supervisor at Event Center TMC


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCOs positioned at key locations throughout the surrounding intersections and transportation network


			


			See Figures 6-1 and 6-2 for locations  and times


			See Figures 6-4 and 6-6 for locations  and times


			See Figures 6-8 and 6-10 for locations  and times


			See Figures 6-11 and 6-12 for locations  and times





			Event Center staff positioned at key locations throughout the site to facilitate crowd control, wayfinding, and curb management


			


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: NB lanes on 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: South Street between 3rd Street and 450 South Street garage entrance


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: NB Illinois Street between Mariposa Street and 16th Street, except for local traffic and Shuttle staging ad loading 


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: WB lanes on 16th Street between Terry François Boulevard and Illinois Street, and EB lanes on 16th Street between 3rd Street and Illinois Street, Except for Shuttle staging and loading 


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			Coordinate with BART, Caltrain, Muni


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			Coordinate with Giants Special Events Staff


			√


			√


			√


			√


			√





			1. The 55 family shows held each year, with an average of about 5,000 attendees, are expected to require similar controls to the small event.


2. Arena Concert is assumed for events of average 12,500 attendees.


2.  Although the BART bus will only be operating during the last 3 scenarios, the curb will be permanently painted at all times. 


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2014.








[bookmark: _Toc397456764][bookmark: _Toc413931111]Control Recommendations for No-Event Day Scenario


The number of trips generated by the Event Center office, retail and restaurants on a typical no-event day does not warrant special traffic controls. The Event Center Development garage will be staffed on a typical day to monitor access for delivery vehicles. Signage will be posted to direct traffic to the parking garage entrances as well as to a valet parking stand located inside the parking garage, which will be staffed during a typical day.


Curb designations on the Event Center Development frontage will be as follows:


· Metered On-Street Parking on north side of South Street: north side of South Street from 450 South Street garage entrance to Terry François Boulevard. On-street parking will may be prohibited along this stretch shorty before, during, and after events to allow the option for a second travel lane. 


· TMA Shuttle Stop on South Street: south side of South Street, east of 3rd Street (all days/hours).


· Metered On-Street Parking on south side of South Street: from TMA shuttle stop to Bridgeview Way. 


· Commercial Loading Zones: south side of South Street, just east of TMA Shuttle Stop (one designated space) and between Taxi Zone and Terry François Boulevard just east of Bridgeview Way (one seven designated spaces).


· Commercial Loading Zone on Terry François Boulevard: on west side of Terry François Boulevard, just south of South Street (one eight designated spaces).


· Commercial Loading Zone on 16th Street: on north side of 16th Street, between 3rd Street and Illinois Street (one designated space).


· Taxi Zones on South Street: on the south side of South Street between the Event Center garage access (opposite Bridgeview Way) and the commercial loading zone and Terry François Boulevard, and on the west side of Terry François Boulevard between the commercial loading zone and the paratransit bus stop.


· Metered On-Street Parking on Terry François Boulevard: south of taxi zoneon portions of the west side from South Street to 16th Street, with the exception of the centrally located paratransit vehicle stop area. On-street parking will be prohibited along this stretch after 5:00 PM to allow event pick-up/drop-off.


· Paratransit Bus Stop on Terry François Boulevard: west side of Terry François Boulevard, north of 16th Street (all days/hours, serving up to three paratransit vans).


· Metered On-Street Parking on 16th Street: north and south sides of 16th Street from Illinois Street east to Terry François Blvd., and the north side of 16th Street from 3rd Street to Illinois Street. On-street parking will be prohibited along this stretch after 5:00 PM on event days. The segment between Illinois Street and Terry François Boulevard on the north side of this segment will be reserved for post-event shuttles and charter buses during events.


· Media Trucks on 16th Street: the north side of 16th Street between 3rd Street and Illinois Street will be reserved for media trucks for NBA events.


Valet parking will be provided for the retail visitors along the South Street frontage, just inside the Event Center parking garage entry opposite Bridgeview Way.


An accessible passenger loading zones will be provided along the west side of Terry François Boulevard north of 16th Street consistent with the requirements as outlined in the Draft Pedestrian Right of Way Accessibility Guidelines (PROWAG). This will include at least one accessible passenger loading zone for each 100 feet of continuous loading zone space or fraction thereof.


On-street parking is not currently permitted on the east side of 3rd Street adjacent to the site, and will continue to be prohibited. Signage will be placed along the east side of 3rd Street that prohibits stopping at all times, including passenger loading or unloading, under no-event and all event scenarios. Enforcement will be provided to prohibit any drop-off or pick-up activity.


Figure 2-2 summarizes on-street parking restrictions and availability for no-event conditions. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456765][bookmark: _Toc413931112]Controls for Convention Scenario 


For the purposes of this TMP, a small event scenario is a 9,000 person convention. Conventions will be staffed by up to 6 Parking Control Officers (PCOs). The Event Center Development garage access and valet parking stand will be staffed as described above for a typical day. 


[bookmark: _Toc413931113]General


PCO Supervisor


A PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Center starting at least one hour prior to the convention start time and until pedestrian and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to typical no-event conditions following event’s end. The PCO Supervisor will deploy up to 6 PCOs and assign transportation control tasks pre-event; monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks post-event, as needed. 


The PCO Supervisor will have radio contact with the Field Supervisor and all PCOs on the street and phone contact with relevant city agencies and departments (Muni, SFMTA Signal Shop, SFPD, SFFD), transit operators (Muni, BART, Caltrans) and Event Center staff (security, valet attendants, etc.). The PCO supervisor will also have authority and discretion in how PCOs are deployed, and may adjust the controls described below as conditions warrant.


[bookmark: _Toc413931114]Pre- and Post-Event Controls


Figures 6-1 and 6-2 show the location of temporary charter bus drop-off/pick-up locations for convention events. Convention events are expected to generate a large number of charter bus and taxi trips. Taxi trips will be served on the designated curb zone located on the south side of South Street and the west side of Terry François Boulevard.


All curbside parking and loading areas described for no-event conditions will convert to the event curb zones described below at 5:00pm 00 PM (before an evening event beginning 7:00 PMpm or later), or two hours before an event (starting at all other times). Event curb zone designations will revert back to no-event parking and loading conditions ninety minutes following an event’s end.


[bookmark: _Toc397456767]Charter Bus Stop Zone 


To serve the demand for increased charter bus service, a bus stop zone will be designated along a portion of westbound 16th Street. This curbside zone will be 5200 feet (accommodating 6-82-3 buses at a time) in length and will be designated for charter bus pick-up/drop-off activity during a convention. 


PCO Locations


PCOs’ primary task will be to direct shuttle and taxi traffic that will be bringing attendees from area hotels and the Moscone Convention Center. They will be stationed at the following locations:


· 3rd Street and South Street 


· South Street and Terry François Boulevard


· 3rd Street and 16th Street


· 16th Street and Illinois Street


· 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard


The PCO locations listed in this document are solely representative and will remain flexible to respond to changing traffic conditions once the Event Center Development is complete. The number of PCOs per suggested location will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA and refined based on monitoring during the first year four years of operations.


[bookmark: _Toc407633232]Figure 61: Small Event: Pre-Event Curb Management


[bookmark: _Toc407633233]Figure 62: Small Event: Post-Event Curb Management
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This section addresses controls for a 14,000 person arena concert that occurs on a Friday or Saturday evening.
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PCO Supervisor


A PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Center (TMC) starting at least two hours prior to the concert start time and until pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to typical no-event conditions following event’s end. The TMC will be housed within the security center in the Event Center, though the TMC’s final design will be developed through coordination with SFMTA Enforcement. The PCO Supervisor/Field Supervisor will deploy up to 17 PCOs to up to 17 locations and assign transportation control tasks pre-event; monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks post-event. The number of PCOs estimated for deployment are based on information available at this time and may be adjusted both prior to and during venue operations as more detailed information and observations allow.


The PCO Supervisor will have radio contact with the Field Supervisor and with all PCOs on the street, and phone contact with relevant city agencies and departments (Muni, SFMTA Signal Shop, SFPD, SFFD), transit operators (Muni, BART, Caltrans) and Event Center staff (security, valet attendants, etc.). The PCO supervisor will also have authority and discretion in how PCOs are deployed, and may adjust the controls described below as conditions warrant.


Transit loading may also be monitored by Transit Fare Inspectors (TFIs) and SFMTA Passenger Assistance Program staff (MTAPs) stationed at Muni platforms. The appropriate number of staff stationed in these roles will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA prior to the project opening. 
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All curbside parking and loading areas described for no-event conditions will convert to the event curb zones described below at 5:00 PMpm (before an evening event beginning 7:00 PMpm or later), or two hours before an event (starting at all other times). Event curb zone designations will revert back to no-event parking and loading conditions ninety minutes following an event’s end. 


Pre-event and post-event curb management for the concert scenario is shown in Figures 6-3 and 6-5. This includes designation of a charter bus stop on the north side of 16th Street. In order to manage the increased volume of attendees using regional transit, the concert scenario will also include designated curb space for a Muni bus that will travel back and forth to the 16th Street BART station exclusively. This pre-event bus stop will be 150 feet in length along the south side of 16th Street for BART passenger drop-off before concert events. These buses will then continue south on Illinois Street to Mariposa Street to return to the BART station. Although this bus stop will only be used during large events as discussed in this chapter, the allocated curb space will be permanently designated as a bus stop and will not allow on-street parking during a typical no-event day. Post-event curb management will include a bus layover zone on northbound Illinois Street, where buses will layover to pick up passengers after a concert event. Post-event bus staging and passenger loading will be along the eastern side of Illinois Street and the north side of 16th Street east of Illinois St.


A concert event will also include increased drop-off/pick-up activity as attendees are shuttled to and from the event in passenger vehicles. To accommodate this, the 550 feet of “flex space” on Terry François Boulevard will include passenger drop-off/pick-up activity to be shared with taxis along the west side of the street. During concerts, as during Peak events, a taxi zone will also be located on the south side of South Street.


To provide a safe location for the high volumes of pedestrians to queue that are destined for the Muni station in the median of 3rd Street, and in consultation with the SFMTA, temporary lane closures will be implemented on northbound 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South, on westbound and eastbound on South Street from 3rd Street to the 450 South Street garage. Traffic exiting the 450 South Street garage, the north exit of the Event Center garage or Bridgeview Way will be directed east to Terry François Blvd. It is anticipated that the temporary lane closures will be in place for approximately 30-45 minutes during the peak post-event period, until most event attendees are able to board Muni trains on 3rd Street and most shuttle riders have boarded shuttles. It is anticipated that the no-event traffic volumes on the streets adjacent to the Event Center Development will be light after a typical concert event, so impacts to the existing traffic as a result of the temporary closure of northbound 3rd Street will be low. Traffic on Bridgeview Way will be monitored by PCOs and will be limited to allowsigned to encourage access for local traffic only to the uses within that block, including the 450 South Street Garage. Variable Message Signs (VMS) and detour signs that will be programed and/or placed well in advance of the temporary closures to notify drivers of alternate routes, including those depicted in Figure 6-10. Proposed locations for new, permanent Variable Message Signs are listed below:


· Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS)


· Eastbound Westbound 16th Street – West of 7th StreetEast of I-280 (proposed new VMS)


· Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed new VMS)


· Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed new VMS)


Based on operating conditions for AT&T Park, it is assumed that SFMTA staff will set up and store barricades to mark and enforce temporary lane closures. Barricade equipment may be temporary stored in a truck at the southern end of Illinois St., just north of Mariposa, and/or in a storage facility located on-site.


The UCSF Women’s Cancer & Children’s Hospital, scheduled to open on February 1, 2015, is located on the west side of 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street. Access to the hospital will be provided from, both 16th Street and Mariposa Street via an extension of 4th Street. Emergency vehicles traveling to the hospital will not be affected by the post-game partial street closures on northbound 3rd Street (north of 16th Street) described above, as multiple other routes to the hospital’s major access points will main open. Emergency vehicles exiting the hospital may need to travel northbound on 3rd Street, north of 16th Street, where the temporary closures are planned. In those situations, PCOs may remove temporary barriers and allow emergency vehicles to use northbound 3rd Street, or emergency vehicles may use the southbound lanes of 3rd Street to travel northbound. The Event Center Transportation Coordinator will provide the hospital with a list of dates and times during which partial street closures are anticipated. Post-event traffic will be directed to use both 16th Street and Mariposa Street to access I-280 ramps to enable fast and efficient departures from the site. Northbound traffic will be directed to westbound 16th Street and north on 7th Street, east on Bryant Street to the I-80 ramp at 5th Street.
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Pre-event controls are detailed here and illustrated on Figures 6-3 and 6-4.


PCO Locations


Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at a total of 17key locations, as determined by the PCO Supervisor before, during, and after events, such as those listed below. Their primary task will be to manage pedestrian and vehicle traffic.


· 3rd Street and South Street


· South Street and Bridgeview Way


· South Street and Terry François Boulevard


· 3rd Street and 16th Street


· 16th Street and Illinois Street


· 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard


· Mariposa Street and I-280 northbound ramps/Owens Street


· Mariposa Street and 3rd Street


· Mariposa Street and Illinois Street


· One roving PCO (or more if necessary) to monitor general parking issues and respond to complaints called in throughout  the neighborhood


The PCO locations listed in this document are solely representative and will remain flexible to respond to changing traffic conditions once the Event Center Development is complete. The number of PCOs per suggested location will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA and refined based on monitoring during the first year four years of operations.


UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platform


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of South Street and 3rd Street to facilitate pedestrian crossings to/from the Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and light rail cars. 


Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th Street


Concert attendees with pre-sold parking passes for the Event Center garage will enter via the left turn lane on eastbound 16th Street leading to the garage driveway or from northbound Illinois Street to self-park. GSW Event Center staff will check parking passes before vehicles enter the garage. 


PCOs will be stationed at the Event Center garage driveway to facilitate vehicle egress (office employees leaving on weekday evenings) and ingress (event attendees entering the garage), minimize conflicts with pedestrians and bicycles on 16th Street, and coordinate with PCOs located at the adjacent 3rd Street / 16th Street intersection. A key goal of the PCOs located at the adjacent intersections on 16th Street will be to give priority to the eastbound left turn movements from 16th Street into the garage to ensure that this inbound event traffic entering the Event Center garage does not queue back to the 16th Street / 3rd Street intersection. PCOs will also work in conjunction with Event Center staff that will be checking attendees’ tickets for valid access to the garage on the day of the concert. Drivers who enter the eastbound left-turn pocket or are stationed to enter the garage on Illinois Street without a valid parking pass will be redirected to drive east on 16th Street to Terry François Boulevard towards other nearby garages or parking lots. 


3rd Street / 16th Street Intersection 


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to maintain the flow of Muni trains on 3rd Street, provide for the safe movement of pedestrians and bicyclists, and facilitate the flow of vehicles to eastbound 16th Street to access the Event Center parking garage. PCOs will work to ensure that the intersection does not become blocked with vehicles. As noted above, the PCO stationed at 3rd Street/16th Street will work in conjunction with the PCO at the Event Center garage entrance to coordinate the flow of traffic into the garage.


Ticket Holder Drop-Off on Southbound Terry François Boulevard


Event Center ticket holders may be dropped off on the west side of Terry François Boulevard between South Street and 16th Street as shown on Figure 6-3. This curbside area will be shared with taxis.
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Many of the post-event controls are similar to the pre-event controls but are repeated here for ease of understanding, and the post-event curb and lane configurations are illustrated on Figures 6-5 and 6-6. 


PCO Locations


PCOs will be stationed at all of the same locations as identified previously for the pre-event scenario, with one exception. The PCO(s) located at the intersection of Mariposa Street and I-280 northbound ramps/Owens Street during the pre-event period will relocate to the intersection of 16th Street/ Owens Street during the post-event period.


UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platform


Muni tickets will be sold at the Event Center box office before, during, and after events.


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and South Street to manage pedestrian flow to/from the Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and light rail cars. Temporary lane closures will also be in effect for enhanced pedestrian safety on northbound 3rd Street north of 16th Street and on South Street west of the 450 South St. garage exit. Muni staff will also be stationed to check transit tickets and manage the boarding process.


Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th Street 


During no-event conditions, traffic at the 16th Street / Illinois Street intersection will be managed by an all-way stop control. During events, the PCOs will be able to direct traffic at the intersection during event conditions to allow continuous flow on individual movements as needed. PCOs at the garage driveway located at the intersection will have the following objectives:


· Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with pedestrian-bicycle flows along 16th Street


· Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with shuttle traffic and occasional westbound traffic flow on 16th Street to accommodate safe and efficient shuttle loading and departure.


· Coordinating with PCOs located along 16th Street so that they stop pedestrian crossings of 16th Street during the same windows of time that vehicles are released from the Event Center garage onto east- and westbound 16th Street


· Maintaining vehicle access to garages for the 409 and 499 Illinois Street buildings, as well as future UCSF buildings on Blocks 33 and 34, from 16th Street and Illinois Street.


Post-events, southbound traffic exiting the Event Center garage will be advised to travel west on 16th Street to southbound Owens Street to access I-280. Any traffic heading to the north from the parking garage will be advised to travel west on 16th Street to northbound 7th Street due to the temporary northbound closure on 3rd Street.


3rd Street / 16th Street 


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to facilitate the flow of vehicles from westbound 16th Street from the parking garages, along with Muni trains, bicyclists, and pedestrians while preventing event traffic from going north on 3rd Street. TThey will work in conjunction with the PCO at the garage entrance to stop pedestrians crossing 16th Street during the same window that vehicles are exiting the garage on 16th Street, and prohibit northbound traffic from accessing 3rd Street north of 16th Street due to the temporary lane closures and direct traffic to northbound Terry François Boulevard. hey will work in conjunction with the PCO at the garage entrance to stop pedestrians crossing 16th Street during the same window that vehicles are exiting the garage on 16th Street. They will also prohibit northbound traffic from accessing 3rd Street north of 16th Street due to the temporary lane closures and direct traffic to northbound Terry François Boulevard.


Temporary Lane Closures


Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at up to 17 key locations to redirect traffic due to the temporary lane closures. The PCO station located on South Street east of 3rd Street will manage the South Street partial closure as well as Bridgeview Way. The PCOs will direct all traffic exiting the 450 South Street and Event Center garages to Terry François Boulevard via eastbound South Street, and restrict northbound traffic from using Bridgeview Way except for neighborhood traffic. The PCOs will also direct any southbound traffic on Bridgeview Way left onto eastbound South Street 


PCOs will also be stationed at the Terry François Boulevard / South Street intersection to manage traffic exiting the garages on South Street. They will direct traffic either north or south on Terry François Boulevard, and restrict vehicle access onto westbound South Street. They will also manage alternating flows of pedestrian crossings of South Street and vehicles turning onto Terry François Boulevard. 


PCOs will be stationed on 3rd Street at Mariposa Street to direct no-event northbound traffic to alternative routes in advance of the temporary closure on northbound 3rd Street, to reduce congestion at the intersection of 3rd Street / 16th Street. Northbound traffic will be redirected east along Mariposa Street to northbound Terry François Boulevard. Variable message signs will also direct no-event through traffic to Terry François Boulevard in advance of the intersection of 3rd Street / Mariposa Street. All PCOs stationed at locations along 3rd Street will also assist emergency vehicles and autos needing emergency access to the UCSF Medical Center to navigate congested conditions and utilize closed travel lanes as needed. 


New permanent Variable Message Signs (VMS) will be added at up to three locations, and existing VMSs will operate to provide traffic alerts, messages, and alternative driving routes for neighborhood residents at the following locations:


· Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS)


· Eastbound Westbound 16th Street – West East of 7th StreetI-280 (proposed new VMS)


· Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed new VMS)


· Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed new VMS)


Based on operating conditions for AT&T Park, it is assumed that SFMTA staff will set up and store barricades to mark and enforce temporary lane closures. 


Temporary Turn Restrictions


Temporary turn restrictions will be in place post-event to discourage vehicles traveling westbound on 16th Street from turning left onto 3rd Street, Owens Street or Mississippi Street. PCOs will be responsible for coning off left turn pockets at these three intersections and enforcing left-turn restrictions. Signage will be provided inside event garages to direct vehicles destined for I-280 to use Terry François Boulevard to Mariposa Street as the primary access.


Ticket Holder Passenger Pick-Up on Terry François Boulevard


The Ticket Holder passenger pick-up location will be the same as the pre-event drop-off location – on the west side of Terry François Boulevard. This location will also include Paratransit and black car loading, however each space will be designated and separated.


Terry François and 16th Intersection


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street following a concert to manage bicycle and pedestrian flows, detour traffic from the temporary lane closures on South Street and 3rd Street, as well as event traffic from nearby parking facilities. Traffic will be directed mostly north and south on Terry François Boulevard to avoid adding to the congestion on 16th Street and to avoid conflicts with shuttle and charter buses. Post-event PCO controls are proposed to be the same and are illustrated on Figure 6-6. 
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PCO Supervisor


As with a concert event, a PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Center and/or in the field starting at least two hours prior to the event’s start time and until pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to typical no-event conditions following event’s end. The PCO Supervisor will deploy up to 18 PCOs to up to 17 locations and assign transportation control tasks pre-event monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks post-event. 


Transit loading may also be monitored by Transit Fare Inspectors (TFIs) and SFMTA Passenger Assistance Program staff (MTAPs) stationed at Muni platforms.
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All curbside parking and loading areas described for no-event conditions will convert to the event curb zones described below at 5:00 PMpm (before an evening event beginning 7:00 PMpm or later), or two hours before an event (starting at all other times). Event curb zone designations will revert back to no-event parking and loading conditions ninety minutes following an event’s end.


Pre-event curb management will be the same as that shown for the concert scenario with one addition. GSW games will require media coverage and designated curbside parking for media satellite trucks. The total curb length required will be up to 200 feet during regular season games, which includes parking for 2 uplink trucks and 4 ENG trucks. This will be provided on the north side of 16th Street starting just east of 3rd Street. A curb distance of 150 feet will be designated for media trucks, as shown in Figure 6-7. 


Post-event curb management will be the same as that shown for the concert scenario with the exception of 16th Street. The media satellite truck parking detailed above in the pre-event curb management for the peak event will also be implemented in the post-event curb management. All other post-event curb designations for a peak event are the same as the post-event concert scenario, including the temporary lane closures on South, 3rd, and Illinois Streets, the special event shuttle stops, and the additional passenger pick-up zone on Terry François Boulevard. These are shown on Figure 6-9. 


To increase safety for the high volumes of pedestrians walking to the Muni Station on 3rd Street, temporary lane closures will be implemented on northbound 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South, on westbound and eastbound South Street west of the parking garages. It is anticipated that the background traffic volumes will be light after a game, so impacts to the existing traffic patterns will be low. Variable message and detour signs will be placed well in advance of the temporary closures to notify drivers of alternate routes. Proposed locations for new, permanent variable message signs are listed below:


· Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS)


· Eastbound Westbound 16th Street – East of I-280West of 7th Street (proposed VMS)


· Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed VMS)


· Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed VMS)


Emergency vehicles exiting the UCSF hospital west of 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street will be granted access to northbound 3rd Street during the post-event street closure described above. PCOs may remove temporary barriers and allow emergency vehicle access to northbound 3rd Street in those situations, or emergency vehicles may drive in the southbound lanes to travel northbound. GSW staff will provide the hospital with a list of dates and times of post-event street closures.
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Pre-event controls will be the same as the concert scenario, but are repeated here and illustrated on Figure 6-8.


PCO Locations


Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at key a total of 17 locations, as determined by the PCO Supervisor before, during, and after events, such as those listed below. Their primary task will be to manage pedestrian and vehicle traffic.


· 4th Street and Channel Street


· 3rd Street and Channel Street


· 3rd Street and South Street


· South Street and Bridgeview Way


· South Street and Terry François Boulevard


· 3rd Street and 16th Street


· 16th Street and Illinois Street


· 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard


· Mariposa Street and I-280 northbound ramps/Owens Street


· Mariposa Street and 3rd Street


· Mariposa Street and Illinois Street


· One roving PCO (or more if necessary) to monitor general parking issues and respond to complaints called in throughout the neighborhood


The PCO locations listed in this document are solely representative and will remain flexible to respond to changing traffic conditions once the Event Center Development is complete. The number of PCOs per suggested location will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA and refined based on monitoring during the first year four years of operations.


UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platform


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of South Street and 3rd Street to facilitate pedestrian crossings to/from the Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and Muni trains. 


Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th Street


Game attendees with pre-sold parking passes for the Event Center garage would enter via the left turn lane on eastbound 16th Street leading to the garage driveway or from northbound Illinois Street to self-park. GSW staff will check parking passes before vehicles enter the garage. 


PCOs will be stationed at the Event Center garage driveway to facilitate vehicle egress (office employees leaving on weekday evenings) and ingress (event attendees entering the garage), minimize conflicts with pedestrians and bicyclists on 16th Street, and coordinate with PCOs located at the adjacent  3rd Street / 16th Street intersection. A key goal of the PCOs located at the adjacent intersections on 16th Street will be to ensure safety to all modes by minimizing conflicts between modes while ensuring the flow of vehicles into the garage does not result in queues that back up into adjacent intersections. They will also work in conjunction with Event Center staff that will be checking attendees’ tickets for valid access to the garage on game day. Drivers who enter the eastbound left-turn pocket or are stationed to enter the garage on Illinois Street without a valid parking pass will be redirected to drive east on 16th Street to Terry François Boulevard towards other nearby garages or parking lots. 


3rd Street / 16th Street Intersection 


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to maintain the flow of Muni trains on 3rd Street, and provide for the safe movement of pedestrians, bicyclists, and vehicles. PCOs will work to ensure that the intersection does not become blocked with vehicles. As noted above, the PCO stationed at 3rd Street/16th Street will work in conjunction with the PCO at the Event Center garage entrance.


Ticket Holder Drop-Off on Southbound Terry François Boulevard


Event Center ticket holders may be dropped off on the west side of Terry François Boulevard between South Street and 16th Street as shown on Figure 6-7. This curbside area will be separately designated, but shared. 
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All of the post-event controls are generally the same as the post-event controls for a concert scenario but are repeated here for ease of understanding when reviewing all controls for the peak event exclusively. The post-event curb and lane configurations are illustrated on Figures 6-9 and 6-10. 


Muni tickets will be sold at the Event Center box office before, during, and after events.


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and South Street to manage pedestrian flow to/from the Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and Muni trains. Temporary lane closures will also be in effect for enhanced pedestrian safety on northbound 3rd Street north of 16th Street and on South Street east of 3rd Street. Muni staff will also be stationed to check tickets and manage the boarding process.


PCO Locations


PCOs will be stationed at locations determined by the PCO Supervisor, which may include those identified previously for the pre-event scenario, with one two exceptions. At least one PCO will be located at the intersection of 16th Street/Owens Street to facilitate heavy left turn flows from westbound 16th Street onto southbound Owens Street and access to I-280. One PCO will also be located at the intersection of Fifth Street/Bryant Street/I-80 eastbound ramps.


Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th


PCOs at the Event Center garage driveway at the intersection of 16th Street / Illinois Street will have the following objectives:


· Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with pedestrian-bicycle flows along 16th Street


· Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with shuttle traffic and occasional westbound traffic flow on 16th Street to accommodate safe and efficient shuttle loading and departure.


· Coordinating with PCOs located along 16th Street so that they stop pedestrian crossings of 16th Street during the same windows of time that vehicles are released from the Event Center garage onto east- and westbound 16th Street


· Maintaining vehicle access to garages for the 409 and 499 Illinois Street buildings, as well as future UCSF buildings on Blocks 33 and 34, from 16th Street and Illinois Street.


To extend the effective length of the westbound left turn pocket at the 16th Street / 3rd Street intersection, temporary cones will be placed to close the eastbound left turn lane on 16th Street into the Event Center garage entrance after a game, if necessary, extending the turn pocket to 160 feet. The extended turn pocket will be used for westbound vehicles making a left turn onto southbound 3rd Street. Motorists wishing to enter the Event Center garage from eastbound 16th Street will be able to make a left turn from the eastbound through lane.


Southbound traffic exiting the Event Center garage will be advised to travel west on 16th Street to southbound Owens Street to access I-280. Any traffic heading to the north from the parking garage will be advised to travel west on 16th Street to northbound 7th Street due to the temporary northbound closure on 3rd Street.


3rd Street / 16th Street 


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to facilitate the flow of vehicles from westbound 16th Street from the parking garages, along with Muni trains, bicyclists, and pedestrians while preventing event traffic from going north on 3rd Street. They will work in conjunction with the PCO at the garage entrance to s stop pedestrians crossing 16th Street during the same window that vehicles are exiting the garage on 16th Street. They will also prohibit, and prohibit northbound traffic from accessing 3rd Street north of 16th Street due to the temporary lane closures and direct traffic to northbound Terry François Boulevard.. 





Temporary Lane Closures


Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at up to 17 key locations to redirect traffic due to the temporary lane closures. The PCO station located on South Street east of 3rd Street will manage the temporary South Street lane closure as well as Bridgeview Way. The PCOs will direct all traffic exiting the 450 South Street (office and retail employees) and Event Center (event attendees) garages to Terry François Boulevard via eastbound South Street, and restrict northbound traffic from using Bridgeview Way, except for neighborhood traffic. These PCOs will also direct any southbound traffic on Bridgeview Way left onto eastbound South Street. 


PCOs will also be stationed at the Terry François Boulevard / South Street intersection to manage traffic exiting the garages on South Street. They will direct traffic either north or south on Terry François Boulevard, and restrict vehicle access onto westbound South Street. They will also manage alternating flows of pedestrian crossings of South Street and vehicles turning onto Terry François Boulevard. PCOs will also allow for local traffic to access garages on 16th Street and Illinois Street.


PCOs will be stationed on 3rd Street at Mariposa Street to direct no-event northbound traffic to alternate routes in advance of the temporary closure on northbound 3rd Street to reduce congestion at the intersection of 3rd Street / 16th Street. Northbound traffic will be redirected east along Mariposa Street to northbound Terry François Boulevard. Variable message signs (VMSs) will also direct traffic to Terry François Boulevard in advance of the intersection of 3rd Street / Mariposa Street. VMSs and detour signs will be programed and/or placed well in advance of the temporary closures to notify drivers of alternate routes, including those depicted in Figure 6-10. New, pPermanent Variable Message Signs will be placed at the following locations to notify drivers of detours in advance:


· Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS)


· Eastbound Westbound 16th Street – East of I-280West of 7th Street (proposed VMS)


· Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed VMS)


· Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed VMS)


All PCOs stationed at locations along 3rd Street will also assist emergency vehicles and autos needing emergency access to the UCSF Medical Center to navigate congested conditions and utilize closed travel lanes as needed. 





Temporary Turn Restrictions


Temporary turn restrictions will be in place post-event to discourage vehicles traveling westbound on 16th Street from turning left onto 3rd Street, Owens Street or Mississippi Street. PCOs will be responsible for coning off left turn pockets at these three intersections and enforcing left-turn restrictions. Signage will be provided inside event garages to direct vehicles destined for I-280 to use Terry François Boulevard to Mariposa Street as the primary access.


Ticket Holder Passenger Pick-Up on Terry François Boulevard


The Ticket Holder passenger pick-up location will be the same as the pre-event drop-off location – on the west side of Terry François Boulevard. This location will also include Paratransit and black car loading.


Terry François and 16th Intersection


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street following a game’s end to manage bicycle and pedestrian flows, detour traffic from the temporary lane closures on South Street and 3rd Street, as well as event traffic from nearby parking facilities. Traffic will be directed mostly north and south on Terry François Boulevard to avoid adding to the congestion on 16th Street and to avoid conflicts with shuttle buses. 
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See Section 2.2 for a description of the scenario in which a peak Event Center event coincides with an AT&T Park event.
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On days where Event Center events coincide with AT&T Park events, pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes along Terry François Boulevard and 3rd Street will be greater. Controls implemented as part of the Event Center TMP will not change, but should be coordinated with controls implemented as part of the AT&T Park standard TMP so that:


Efforts are not duplicated; and 


Controls are complementary rather than contradictory. 


The Warriors support the formation of a working group, comprised of the Warriors, Giants, SFMTA, Mission Bay CAC, UCSF, MBBTCC, and other stakeholders, to regularly discuss potential overlaps and the resulting traffic and transit conditions, and to propose solutions on an individual event basis. For example, if the AT&T Park TMP includes PCO control at any PCO intersections listed in this document and events’ start or end times coincide, no additional PCOs will be necessary at that location. Figures 6-11 and 6-12 show where PCOs would be stationed pre- and post-event during a dual event scenario, including a new post-event dual event location for a PCO at Mariposa Street and Fourth Street. 


Transit loading may also be monitored by Transit Fare Inspectors (TFIs) and SFMTA Passenger Assistance Program staff (MTAPs) stationed at Muni platforms.





[bookmark: _Toc407633242]Figure 611: Dual Event with AT&T: Pre-Event Controls


[bookmark: _Toc407633243]Figure 612: Dual Event with AT&T: Post-Event Controls 



[bookmark: _Toc397456779][bookmark: _Toc413931127]FREIGHT LOADING


[bookmark: _Toc397456780][bookmark: _Toc413931128]Freight Access for Event Center Development (Blocks 29-32)


Freight access to the Event Center Development site located on Blocks 29-32 will be provided as described below and as shown on Figure 7-1.


· Event Center Loading Docks – A formal truck loading area will be located on the lower level of the parking structure. Trucks will enter and exit the loading dock via access-controlled truck-only lanes in the parking structure’s driveway on 16th Street at Illinois Street. All trucks that service events at the Event Center, including semi-trailer trucks, single unit trucks, and trash trucks, will use the loading dock area. The loading area will provide a “hammerhead” turnaround area so that trucks can easily maneuver into and out of the loading slips. Truck access will be limited to the extent feasible during pre- and post-event times to minimize potential conflicts with vehicles arriving or departing the garage.


· Retail Truck Loading Docks – Smaller loading docks for single unit trucks will be located on the Lower Level of the parking structure. This area will be available for use by the visitor-serving retail uses. Trucks will enter and exit the loading area via the access-controlled truck-only lanes in the driveway on 16th Street at Illinois Street.


· Office Truck Loading Docks – Loading docks for the office towers will be located on the Lower Level of the parking structure in two areas. Three loading docks for the South Street office tower will be provided in the northwest corner of the loading area and one loading dock for the 16th Street office tower will be located in the southwest corner of the loading area, just to the left of the first garage ramp. Both loading areas will also include trash compactors for the office towers. Trucks will enter and exit the loading area via the access-controlled truck-only lanes in the driveway on 16th Street at Illinois Street.


· South Street and Terry François Boulevard Commercial Curbside Loading – Parking along portions of the Event Center Development frontage will be designated for commercial truck deliveries for retail uses. On-street commercial loading zones will be designated as active loading zones all hours. 


· Market Hall Loading – There will also be a small separate loading area, exclusive to the Market Hall uses, for which small delivery vehicles will enter via the South Street garage entrance.


[bookmark: _Toc397419856][bookmark: _Toc407633244]Figure 7-1: Event Center Freight Access





[bookmark: _Toc397456781][bookmark: _Toc413931129]EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS


The Event Center Development is served by the San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD) and the San Francisco Police Department (SFPD). A new SFFD fire house and SFPD headquarters building is being constructed at bBlock 8 in the Mission Bay South area on China Basin Street east of 3rd Street. 


The Event Center Development project also anticipates installing on-site generators capable of providing up to three megawatts (MW) of emergency, standby and optional power in the case of temporary loss of normal utility power. The on-site generators would provide power to the Transportation Management Center (TMC) during such an emergency to facilitate efficient communication between TMC staff and emergency service personnel. .


[bookmark: _Toc397456782][bookmark: _Toc413931130]Emergency Vehicle Access for Event Center


Emergency vehicle access to the Event Center Development site will be provided as described below and shown on Figure 8-1.


· SFFD vehicles from the new fire house on China Basin Street would access the Event Center Development via southbound 3rd Street or Terry François Boulevard. Direct access to the Event Center Arena will be provided via the southeast corner plaza on the corner of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street. Fire Department vehicles traveling south on 3rd Street would make a left at 16th Street. Fire Department vehicles traveling south on Terry François Boulevard would make a right turn onto 16th Street. Emergency vehicles servicing office buildings will use either 16th Street or South Street. SFPD vehicles or supplemental SFFD vehicles from other fire houses would access the western plaza via 3rd Street either from 16th Street (for vehicles traveling from the west via 16th Street) or from 3rd Street (for vehicles traveling from the north or from the south via 3rd Street). Exclusive transit rights-of-way along 3rd Street and 16th Street will accommodate emergency vehicles when traffic congestion might otherwise impair access, and emergency vehicles will be permitted on closed-streets as needed.


Staff in the TMC will also closely coordinate with emergency service personnel to facilitate access as needed.  


[bookmark: _Toc413931131]Emergency Vehicle Access for UCSF Hospital 


The UCSF Women’s Cancer & Children’s Hospital, scheduled to open on February 1, 2015, is located on the west side of 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street. Access to the hospital will be provided from both 16th Street and Mariposa Street via extensions of 4th Street. Pre- and Post-event curb management and controls as related to the UCSF Hospital access for patients and staff are described in Chapter 6.






[bookmark: _Toc397419857][bookmark: _Toc407633245]Figure 8-1: Emergency Vehicle Access





[bookmark: _Toc397456783][bookmark: _Toc413931132]COMMUNICATION


[bookmark: _Toc397456784][bookmark: _Toc413931133]Outreach 


Outreach can provide useful trip planning information to guests and employees, in order to minimize confusion and risk of conflicts by providing advanced information on transportation choices for accessing the Event Center; and by alerting attendees to the location and purpose of temporary controls and measures. The following is an outreach strategy to accompany Event Center events. Outreach about transportation will promote use of non-auto modes to the Event Center.


Ticket purchase confirmation will include the following information:


In addition to the option to pre-purchase parking at the Event Center, all attendees will receive a statement explaining that parking will be extremely limited on site and may not be available, an explanation of transit and bicycle resources, and detailed information about options for getting to the Event Center, including:


List of transit options available, including links to trip planning tools, schedules, fare information, and forms of payment (i.e. Clipper card brochure)


Location of real time transit information displays on the Event Center site


Reminder that Muni fares will be checked on the street, prior to walking up the Muni platform; that Muni tickets must be purchased ahead of time, and that they may be purchased at the Event Center box office


Links to web-based trip planning tools and resources (by transit, walking , bicycling, and driving) 


Information on how to use transit (fare and payment information), best stops and stations for accessing the Event Center, walking routes to the Event Center from transit hubs


Recommended walking paths to the Event Center from transit hubs and other origins


Information on bicycle routes (i.e. link to San Francisco’s Bicycle and Walking Map) and free bicycle valet services


Directions to general pick-up/drop-off location along Terry François Boulevard


Information on TMA shuttles (routes, times, stop locations)


Information on parking availability and pricing, and ability to pre-purchase parking at event center [this should be last on our list, as it will be last on our customers’]


For attendees who do purchase parking in the garage with their ticket:


Directions to the Event Center from different origins and instructions describing the best path to access the Event Center garage


Information on controls that will be in place following game’s end and how to most effectively exit the Event Center garage towards desired destinations


[bookmark: _Toc397456785][bookmark: _Toc413931134]Wayfinding 


Wayfinding can support easy, safe walking and bicycling trips, and reduce the risk of conflicts for all modes by directing people away from potential conflict points. The following is a wayfinding strategy to accompany Event Center events.


[bookmark: _Toc397456787][bookmark: _Toc413931135]Pre-Event Wayfinding


Signage, in accordance with San Francisco standards, directing visitors to arena, transit, taxi stands, identifying bikeways, locations of bicycle parking, bike share pods, etc. within ¼ mile of arena


Build a base of permanent, intuitive wayfinding network that highlights local transit hubs and major destinations, and includes estimates of walking times along the most comfortable pedestrian corridors.


Wayfinding efforts will be increased or emphasized during playoff NBA games due to these events attracting out of town attendees who will presumably be unfamiliar with the transportation network and transit options. These efforts may include additional temporary signage in the Event Center vicinity. 


Signage at all corners of the site directing walk-up attendees to Event Center entrances along routes that minimize pedestrian crossings of the Event Center garage driveway.


Signage directing bicyclists to the indoor bicycle valet parking or temporary bicycle corrals. Signage will be placed at the following locations:


Northbound Illinois Street before the entry to the garage


Northbound and Southbound Terry François Boulevard just before the site


Eastbound 16th Street just before the site


Signage directing eastbound bicyclists along 16th Street to walk up the sidewalk on the east side of 3rd Street to access bicycle rack parking located in the west plaza.


Signage that directs vehicles towards the event center garage or other nearby garages/lots, including wayfinding signage on I-280 to direct vehicles to the best exit to access the site. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456788][bookmark: _Toc413931136]Post-Event Wayfinding


Signage at Event Center exits that directs pedestrians leaving the site away from the Event Center garage driveway and towards key destinations such as BART (west and north), Caltrain (north), 22 Fillmore bus route (west) and Muni South Street stop (northwest corner).


Signage outside bicycle valet parking directing bicyclists to use the Blue Greenway along Terry François Boulevard.


Signage that directs vehicles towards the suggested post-event route, including garage exit wayfinding. 
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[bookmark: _Toc397456789][bookmark: _Toc413931137]MONITORING, REFINEMENT, AND PERFORMANCE STANDARDS


The Golden State Warriors will monitor and refine the TMP in conjunction with the City of San Francisco and the various transit providers throughout the life of the project through monitoring during the project’s first four years of operations and an annual monitoring surveying and reporting program thereafter. The TDM plan will be continually refined by improving existing measures and introducing new strategies.


[bookmark: _Toc397456790][bookmark: _Toc413931138]Purpose


The monitoring and refinement of the TMP will be conducted to accomplish the following objectives.


1. Refine traffic control strategies to improve the overall safety and efficiency of pre-event arrival and post-event departure transportation activities.


2. Weekday Event Auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 53 percent for weekday peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM). Ensure that no more than 54 percent of peak event arena trips and 48 percent of no-event trips are traveling to and from the site via auto on weekdays.


3. Weekend Event auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 59 percent for weekend peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM). 


4. 


5. 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. 


6. Vehicle Queueing 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.


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


8. 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.


9. 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.


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


11. Minimize traffic and parking impacts to adjacent neighborhoods and UCSF Hospital.


12. Refine TMP strategies to respond to construction activities in the Mission Bay area.


13. Refine TMP strategies to respond to new nearby transportation projects or programs as they are completed.


14. Refine TMP strategies to incorporate new travel options (e.g. additional shuttle bus service, shared ride service, bike share programs) as they become available.


15. Refine TMP strategies to achieve mode split targets in EIR, as needed, based on findings from monitoring and evaluation.


[bookmark: _Toc397456791][bookmark: _Toc413931139]Monitoring Methods


The following methods will be employed to monitor TMP strategies. 


1. Quarterly Coordination Meetings – the on-site Transportation Coordinator and key Warriors’ Event Center staff will meet quarterly with the City’s designated Special Event Team (SET),representative,  SFMTA TDM Manager, other key City staff, and other transportation service providers to evaluate the TMP strategies throughout the life of the project.


2. Inaugural Event Monitoring – a designated team of Warrior Event Center and City staff will monitor pre-event and post-event transportation conditions at several of the first Warriors’ games and concerts held at the Event Center, per Performance Standards described in Section 10.4 and relevant adopted City standards. 


3. Subsequent Event Monitoring - a designated team of Event Center and City staff will monitor pre-event and post-event transportation conditions intermittently during the first four years of operation at the Event Center, per Performance Standards described in Section 10.4 and relevant adopted City standards. 


4. Curb Pick-Up and Drop-Off Operations – the on-site Transportation Coordinator will regularly monitor curb operations during the first year of operation. 


5. Event Attendee Surveys – annual travel surveys of at least 600 attendees[footnoteRef:7] will be conducted at five weekday evening games and at one of each other event type (including a dual-event scenario, if one occurs) at during the initial year at the Event Center. The surveys will identify such data as pre-event origin and post-event destination, arrival and departure times, arrival and departure modes, transit provider, parking location, number of vehicle occupants (auto mode), etc. Attendee surveys will be conducted biennially thereafter. [7:  Comparable to surveys conducted at other new, urban multi-purpose venues (including Barclays Center in Brooklyn, NY). ] 



6. Event Center Development Employee Surveys – annual travel surveys of permanent and temporary employees will be conducted to identify the same travel information for Warrior employees as well as to determine their awareness of alternative modes and travel demand management programs that are available to them. Warriors will commit to a minimum of 60 percent survey completion rate.


7. Mission Bay Neighbor Surveys – travel surveys will be conducted during the initial year at the Event Center to identify the same travel information for local residents and employers, who will be contacted via the Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) distribution list. The results of these surveys will be shared and discussed with the CAC as requested. 


8. UCSF Surveys –travel surveys will be conducted during the initial year at the Event Center to identify the adequacy of access for emergency vehicles and personal to the UCSF hospital center and children’s emergency room. Surveys will include UCSF campus staff and emergency personnel.  


9. Parking Strategies – data will be collected on parking utilization rates, and effectiveness of on-site and off-site remote parking strategies, for all event and no-event types.


[bookmark: _Toc397456792][bookmark: _Toc413931140]  Monitoring Documentation


The results of the monitoring process will be documented as follows.


1. TMP Travel Survey Memo – a memorandum will be prepared within three months of the inaugural events (NBA game, concert, and convention) that documents the results of the travel surveys as well as ongoing event monitoring. 


2. TMP Monitoring Report – a report will be developed and submitted to OCII annually, beginning at the end of the first year of operation of the Event Center Development, that addresses how effectively the TMP is meeting the monitoring objectives described above, while also proposing changes, adjustments, and improvements to the TMP and TDM as needed. The survey will be developed in coordination with SFMTA and OCII.


[bookmark: _Toc413931141]Performance Standards


The TMP includes various performance measures once the project is in operation and initial monitoring results are available, the results will be measured against these criteria. If not achieved, the Warriors will be required to work with the appropriate agency or stakeholder group to ensure that the standards are met. The following performance standards have been developed:


1. Weekday Auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 53 percent for weekday peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM).Ensure that attendees for peak events do not exceed a 534 percent auto mode share for a weekday peak event (6:00 PM – 8:00 PM) (to be monitored with periodic surveys) 


2. [bookmark: _GoBack]Weekend Auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 59 percent for weekend peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM). 


3. Auto Mode Share: Ensure that all employees and visitors for a no-event scenario do not exceed a 48 percent auto mode share for a weekday evening (4:00 PM – 6:00 PM) (to be monitored with periodic surveys) 


4. Vehicle Queuing on City Streets: Traffic entering the parking garage from eastbound 16th Street does not spill back to 16th Street or back to the 3rd Street intersection due to garage ingress.


5. Vehicle Queuing on City Streets: Event traffic will not block access to the UCSF Emergency Room entrance for emergency vehicles or patients on Mariposa Street between I-280 and 3rd Street.


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


7. Bicycle Parking: Signage is clearly visible to direct bicyclists to event valet and other bicycle parking, which has an adequate supply to accommodate a typical peak event.


8. Transit Mode Share: All Muni Metro and additional shuttle passengers are able to board their transit vehicle within 45 minutes following an event.[footnoteRef:8] [8:  45 minutes has been deemed an appropriate period of time given the anticipated time patrons will spend egressing from the building, crossing the 3.2 acre plaza, locating the appropriate transit stop for their final destination, and queuing accordingly. It reflects anticipated delay by some patrons who may remain in the Event Center following an event’s end to take advantage of promotions, watch post-game interviews, etc., and by other guests who may patronize the retail businesses located on-site following an event but prior to leaving Mission Bay. ] 



9. Good Neighbor Policy: 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 Warriors will explore additional travel demand strategies, operational efforts, or minor redesigns to meet the goals of this TMP. Revisions to policy will be brought before the Mission Bay CAC, which includes representatives from UCSF, as requested by that body for public comment prior to implementation. A representative list of possible strategies is as follows:


1. Increase Warriors contribution to the Mission Bay TMA to directly fund incremental, event-only service, which may include additional shuttle bus purchases and/or expanded hours of operation


2. Establish a partnership with a private shuttle provider for incremental, event-only service to and from satellite parking locations (if designated) or transit centers.


3. Facilitate charter bus/private shuttle program purchases for group ticket sales and/or suite purchases for events. 


4. Reduce the project parking demand through a variety of mechanisms, including pricing. 


5. Explore partnerships with car-sharing services (e.g., Zipcar, City CarShare) for spaces on-site to reduce car ownership amongst employees.


6. Undertake media campaigns, including in social media, which promote walking and/or bicycling to the event center. 


7. Conduct cross-marketing strategies with event center businesses (e.g., 10 percent off merchandise/food if patrons arrive by transit and/or bike or on foot). 


8. Carry out public education campaigns. 


9. Offer special event ferry service to the closest ferry station to the project site (similar to the existing service provided between AT&T Park and Alameda and Marin Counties by Golden Gate Transit, Alameda/Oakland and Vallejo ferry service). 


10. Provide transit fare subsidies to event ticket holders.


11. In consultation with the SFMTA, remove any street furniture or landscaping obstructing pedestrian paths of travel or Muni staging areas.


12. Increase Warriors contribution to the Mission Bay TMA to directly fund incremental, event-only service, which may include additional shuttle bus purchases and/or expanded hours of operation


13. Designate satellite parking locations near transit stops and incentivize patrons to switch modes.


14. Establish a partnership with a private shuttle provider for incremental, event-only service to and from satellite parking locations (if designated) or transit centers.


15. Introduce a charter bus/private shuttle program for group ticket sales and/or suite purchases for events.


16. Explore partnerships with car-sharing services (e.g., Zipcar, City CarShare) for spaces on-site to reduce car ownership amongst employees.


17. In consultation with the SFMTA, remove any street furniture or landscaping obstructing pedestrian paths of travel or Muni staging areas.
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Event Activity Sequences











Typical Warriors Game Sequence (7:30 pm tip off)








			Day Prior


			





			2 to 4 pm


			If the game is nationally televised (5-7 games per year), 1-2 TV trucks for the national broadcaster(s) will typically arrive the day before the game. Trucks are parked in the loading dock and technicians will begin to setup for game broadcast. 





			


			





			Game Day


			





			7 am to noon


			Game day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around TV broadcast and team arrival and departures). Average Time of delivery is scheduled to avoid peak commute hours and other factors that may influence efficiency and impact. Average individual deliveries required per Warriors game is six. Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives. Typically 25 to 35 game day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff. Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Home and visiting team TV trucks (2 trucks) arrive and deploy in the loading dock. If trucks are in market and the dock is available, they may arrive the day before the event. Typical call is morning on game day. The trucks can arrive as late as early afternoon. 





			


			





			10 am


			TV broadcasting crew arrives one hour following TV truck arrival and begins to prepare for the game broadcast. Typically 40 personnel total. The crew arrives via the loading dock.





			


			





			


			Pre-game shoot around. Visiting teams will in some cases use an off-site venue for shootaround. Specific times vary. The window is typically 10 am to 1 pm. Typically 25 personnel per team. Visiting team arrives in two buses. Home team arrives individually. After pre-game shoot around, visiting players and coaches and home team players will typically leave the building. The visiting team arrives and departs via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Event Center garage. 





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives. This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues. Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice. Likely 15 to 20 total. In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on game day. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5 to 5:30 pm 


			Teams return for the game. The visiting team will arrive in two buses via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Event Center garage.





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Game day building staff arrives. Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total. Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to tip off. Guests begin to arrive. We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the entrance at the main plaza. Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics. 80% to 90% of guests are in the building by tip off. Final guests typically enter by the end of the first quarter.





			


			





			7:30


			Tip off.





			


			





			9:30 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated game end.





			


			





			10 pm


			Game ends. Broadcast technicians immediately begin load-out.





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean. Typically 25 to 50 personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives and immediately begins change over. Typically 20 personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11 to 11:30 pm


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Game





			





			11:30 pm to 12 am


			TV trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post-game clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete. Crew leaves the building.















Typical Concert Sequence (7:30 pm Show Time)








			Event Day


			





			4 to 8 am


			Show trucks (which carry all show components including the stage, sound equipment and controls, video equipment and controls, props) arrive in market. They will typically stage somewhere off site but close to the venue. The number of trucks varies based on the size and complexity of the show. An A list show will usually require approximately 20 trucks Once trucks have been unloaded, they are driven off site and will not return until the show is complete and the load-out process begins. 





			


			





			6 to 8 am


			The production team (15 to 30 personnel for A list shows) arrives at the venue as does the local stagehand crew. Initial production trucks access the loading dock and show load-in commences. The production team will arrive in tour buses and access the building via the loading dock. The stagehand crew will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. The show trucks enter and exit the venue as the show components are unloaded. Load-in typically occurs over approximately four to six hours. 





			


			





			7 am to noon


			Event day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around other event related arrivals and departures). Average individual deliveries required are six. Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives. Typically 25 to 35 event day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff. Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives. This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues. Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice. Likely 15 to 20 total. In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on event day. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			2 to 4 pm 


			Performer(s) arrive(s) for sound check. Sound check typically lasts 30 to 60 minutes. The performer(s) will arrive in tour buses via the loading dock. 





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Event day building staff arrives. Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total and varies based on show type and expected attendance. Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to show time. Guests begin to arrive. We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the main entrance for Event Center shows, and 80% will access the building via the main theatre entrance for theatre shows. Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics. 90%+ of guests are in the building by show time. Final guests typically enter within another 30 minutes following show time.





			


			





			7:30 pm


			Show time.





			


			





			10 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated show end.





			


			





			10:30 pm


			Show ends. Production team immediately begins load-out. 





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean. Typically 25 to 50 personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives. Typically 20 personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11:30 to 12 am


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Event





			





			1 to 3 am


			Show trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post show clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete. Crew leaves the building.
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Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 12:13 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: TMP Update
 
Expected today.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 11:48 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: TMP Update
 
Kate:
 
Just also checking in with you on this.  Have you received sign-off on the TMP yet?
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 7:22 AM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: TMP Update
 
Luba, Joyce, and Paul –
 
Quick update on TMP timing – I found myself unexpectedly traveling this weekend due to a family
emergency and thus did not complete our final tweaks on the document for submittal today as
promised. I am working to resolve today and to secure ASAP GSW sign-off. Thank you for your
patience in the interim.
 
In case it helps you get ahead on narrative tweaks, please see the attached for our list of intended
edits (many of which are now complete). Luba, this is essentially the same list that Bob and I sent
you previously.
 
Thanks all.
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Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Jose Farran; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Miller, Erin (MTA); Joyce 


Hsiao; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Re: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:58:05 AM


OK. Thank you.
I will incorporate the recommended wording changes into the mitigation measures.


On Apr 24, 2015, at 11:54 AM, Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Staff comments on the new SFPark bullets.  Looks good to if also to you.


A
 
From: Willson, Hank [mailto:Hank.Willson@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 9:53 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Paine, Carli (MTA)
Subject: RE: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
 
Hi Adam,
 
Nice to meet you too.  See my comments in red below.  Please let me know if you have 
any questions about these.
 
Best,
Hank
 
From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:57 PM
To: Willson, Hank
Cc: Paine, Carli
Subject: Fwd: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
 


Hank:


 


Nice to meet you today.  Below is the proposed 
addition to the Warriors subsequent EIR on sfPark.  
Can you take a look at let me know your thoughts 
tomorrow (Fri)?  Thanks.


- The City to include on-street parking spaces 
within Mission Bay in the expansion and permanent 
implementation of SFpark, including installation of 
sensors, dynamic pricing, and smart phone 
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application providing real-time parking availability 
and cost.  This is great.  The most likely next step 
for SFpark is to expand citywide to include all 
City-owned on- and off-street parking, so any on-
street metered spaces near the area would be 
subsumed into that effort.  A couple notes: we are 
most likely moving forward without sensors and 
using meter payment status to determine 
occupancy; also, I don’t think it’s been determined 
yet whether the smart-phone app will include real-
time parking availability.  So perhaps most accurate 
to restate: “The City to include on-street parking 
spaces within Mission Bay in the expansion and 
permanent implementation of SFpark, including 
dynamic pricing and smart phone application.”


- The City and the project sponsor to work to 
develop partnerships with private garages within 
Mission Bay to provide real-time parking 
availability and costs for private garages providing 
publicly accessible parking. The City shall work to 
include the publicly accessible off-street facilities 
into the permanent implementation of SFpark, and 
incorporate data into a smart phone application and 
permanent dynamic message signs.  As I said 
yesterday, I think this is the logical next step for 
SFpark with regard to off-street facilities, since 
privately owned garages/lots make up so much of 
the off-street supply.  I don’t believe this view has 
been reviewed or adopted by SFMTA leadership, 
though.  Perhaps restate: “The City and the project 
sponsor to work to develop partnerships with 
privately owned off-street parking facilities 
providing publicly available parking within Mission 
Bay to provide real-time parking pricing and 
availability information, including via a smart 
phone application and permanent dynamic message 
signs.”


- The project sponsor to incorporate the SFpark on-
street and off-street parking management for 
Mission Bay into the TMP and the Event Center 
Command Center.  I’m not familiar with the 
broader TMP and the ECCC, but this sounds 
unobjectionable.
 
-                       Will the development include a garage with 
publicly accessible spaces?  If so, would be nice to 
require it to put out real-time price and availability 
information







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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Date: April 23, 2015 at 12:33:01 PM PDT
To: Adam VandeWater <Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>, "Reilly, 
Catherine (ADM)" <Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris 
(CPC)" <Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>, Brett Bollinger 
<brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, <wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, 
"Paine, Carli" <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>, Erin Miller 
<Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, "Malamut, John (CAT)" 
<John.Malamut@sfgov.org>, "Kate Aufhauser 
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "Clarke 
Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)" <cmiller@stradasf.com>, Mary 
Murphy <mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com>, Jessica Range 
<Jessica.Range@sfgov.org>
Cc: Jose Farran <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, Paul Mitchell 
<PMitchell@esassoc.com>, Joyce Hsiao 
<joyce@orionenvironment.com>
Subject: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures


Hi all
Attached is the proposed text for the two new mitigation measures 
developed from the list of strategies Adam put together to minimize 
transportation impacts.
 
- To Adam's list I added the additional parking management items 
and the three air quality items we discussed yesterday. We also 
discussed adding the TDM measures that the project sponsor does 
not want to include in the TMP as part of the project description. 
Kate and Clarke are still working this out.
 
- We added a footnote for the letter that John recommended be 
provided to provide assurance that these measures are feasible and 
would be pursued by the City. Adam and/or SFMTA please confirm 
that this letter will be provided for the EIR.
 
- Other small revisions for consistency with the EIR - GSW was 
revised to project sponsor, overflow was deleted as the off-site lots 
would not technically be overflow lots. And mobile app was revised 
to smart phone application for consistency with how we discussed 
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this item in other EIRs.
 
- There is beginning of discussion regarding that providing new 
surface parking lots to the south of the project site may result in new 
significant traffic impacts and we started identifying the potential 
locations.  We would like EP to review and provide additional 
direction.
 
Please provide any edits by the end of Friday.
Thank you,
Luba








From: Clarke Miller
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Joyce Hsiao; Mary G.


<MGMurphy@gibsondunn. com> Murphy; David Kelly; David Carlock
Subject: Re: Revised EC Wine Results
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 11:08:52 AM
Attachments: image001.png


image001.png


Paul,


Breaking news that we wanted to get to you as soon as we heard it that GSW feels
comfortable with the progress in negotiations with UCSF that we're dropping the
Vara Variant from the CEQA analysis. Hopefully this news comes to you soon
enough that it saves some time on your end. 


I'm copying others on the CEQA team as an FYI. I'm on calls until 12:30 but could
speak after that if anyone would like to discuss further. 


Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Apr 25, 2015, at 4:57 PM, Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com> wrote:


Kate/Clarke:
 
In reviewing the RWDI wind study you sent on April 24, it appears to contain the
Project Variant wind results as well.  Before we use any of this project variant wind
data, we just want you to confirm this is the appropriate variant wind data to use, and
that no revised variant wind data is forthcoming.  Please confirm; thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 2:34 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Mary Murphy
(mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); Clarke Miller
Subject: Revised EC Wine Results
 
Revised Existing Conditions test results are attached as we just discussed.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
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kaufhauser@warriors.com
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SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Paul Mitchell; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David


Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Bollinger,
Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Range, Jessica (CPC)


Subject: RE: TMP Update
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 8:19:19 PM
Attachments: image004.png
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2015.04.20_GSW_TMP_Text_GSWAdditions_Final.pdf
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Paul, Luba, and others,
 
GSW’s updated TMP is attached for use in the 4/27 admin draft, as requested. This revised version
incorporates all changes discussed and recorded during CEQA meetings since January. ESA and Luba
have previously been furnished with a list of those changes. The TMP has also been re-worked in
select locations to better match the admin draft SEIR as discussed on our 3/12 and 3/25 “war room”
sessions – please see, for instance, text on performance standards, monitoring and surveying, PCO
support of emergency vehicle access, and more.
 
Please note the draft, which was in final formatting stages this afternoon, does NOT incorporate
today’s discussion on TDM strategies and performance standards. Clarke and I are working on
revisions that will satisfy both GSW and the City, and in the meantime are looking forward to the
City’s data on comparable commitments by other private Class A office projects.
 
Thanks all.
 
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 12:18 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: TMP Update
 
Excellent; thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The Transportation Management Plan (TMP) is a management and operating plan designed to provide multi-
modal access to a range of events at the new Golden State Warriors (GSW, or Warriors) Event Center in San 
Francisco’s Mission Bay neighborhood, and to the retail and office uses on the same development site. The 
purpose of the plan is to ensure safe and efficient access by promoting and facilitating the use of nearby public 
transit services and pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure for travel to and from the Event Center and the 
adjacent mixed use development, thereby reducing vehicular impacts to the Mission Bay/Dogpatch area and 
the adjacent neighborhoods. The plan’s primary goals include a reduction to single occupancy vehicle trips 
to/from the site, with a maximum auto mode split of 53 percent for event attendees during  weekday peak 
event conditions (6:00PM – 8:00 PM), and a maximum auto mode split of 59 percent for all trips during 
weekend peak event conditions (6:00 PM – 8:00 PM). All employees and visitors will be encouraged to utilize 
other means for travel to and from the site. Auto mode share goals are based on site-specific travel demand 
estimates being prepared as part of the project’s subsequent environmental impact report (SEIR) analysis.1  



The TMP is a working document that will be expanded and refined over time by the Warriors, the City of San 
Francisco, and other agencies responsible for carrying out the plan. An active monitoring process will occur 
during the four years after the project’s completion to make any necessary adjustments. It is also anticipated 
that subsequent refinements will be made to respond to changing circumstances, new transportation access 
and parking opportunities, and planned transportation improvements that are implemented in the project 
vicinity over time. 



The TMP provides a summary of the Event Center and mixed-use development project description; event and 
no-event scenarios that are addressed in this document; existing transportation facilities and planned major 
transportation projects; travel characteristics of Event Center attendees, office workers, and retail patrons; 
transportation control recommendations; travel demand and communication strategies; and performance 
standards.  



The scenarios addressed in this plan are as follows. 



 Typical Day (No-Event Day) 



 Convention – weekday event with approximately 9,000 attendees 



 Arena Concert – evening event with approximately 14,000 attendees 



 NBA Game – an evening Warriors game with 18,064 attendees 



 Dual Event - NBA game or arena concert coinciding with AT&T Park event 



The travel characteristic assumptions for varying scenarios at the proposed development are based on the 
analysis prepared concurrently for the project’s SEIR. 



1 Travel, Parking, and Loading Demand Estimates for the Proposed Event Center & Mixed Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 
Final Memorandum, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting, November 19, 2014.  
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Transportation control strategies that are identified in the Plan include provision of an on-site, site-specific 
Transportation Management Center (TMC) located in the security center in the Event Center; designation of a 
Parking Control Officer (PCO) director who will staff the Event Center TMC and manage game-day controls; 
designation of up to three in-field PCO supervisors who will roam and oversee PCO operations; the potential 
locations of PCOs who will direct vehicular and pedestrian traffic under various event scenarios; provision of 
GSW or Event Center staff to assist with wayfinding and crowd management; a coordinated partial street closure 
of the northbound lanes on 3rd Street (between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South) and partial closure 
of westbound lanes on South Street for a short period after the conclusion of peak NBA and arena concert 
events; and designation of curbside locations for Muni buses, Mission Bay Transportation Management 
Association (TMA) shuttles, other shuttle buses, charter buses, taxis, Transportation Network Companies (TNCs) 
(e.g., Uber, Lyft), limousines, private vehicle loading and unloading, and media trucks. The transportation control 
strategies also address transit boarding at the nearby Muni stations and pedestrian control at the Event Center 
main garage driveway access point on 16th Street. 



Communication strategies that are identified in the Plan include promotion, outreach and wayfinding strategies 
designed to inform event attendees of the various transportation options that are available and provide 
directions on how to access them. This includes a description of transportation information that will be provided 
by the Warriors and event promoters with event ticket purchases. The wayfinding strategies include a series of 
signs that will be placed to facilitate circulation and access in and around the buildings on-site.



 ii 











Final Transportation Management Plan – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Event Center and Mixed Use Development 
April 2015 
 



CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 



This introduction describes the purpose, goals, and objectives of the Transportation Management Plan (TMP) 
for the Golden States Warriors Event Center and Mixed-use Development Project (“Event Center 
Development”). It gives a project overview within the San Francisco context, including ongoing and upcoming 
projects that will change the transportation system in the area and may prompt adjustments to the TMP in the 
coming years. It then lists organizations and agencies with a stake in the project with their respective roles and 
responsibilities, and discusses the overall TMP implementation strategy, including coordination between 
stakeholders. Finally, it outlines the information contained in the remainder of the TMP.  



1.1 TMP PURPOSE, GOAL, AND OBJECTIVES  



The purpose of the TMP is to outline strategies to optimize access to and from the Event Center Development 
within the constraints inherent to a large public event. The TMP considers the travel characteristics of Event 
Center attendees, office workers, retail patrons, and all other visitors to the site. Its main goal is to ensure safe 
and efficient access for all modes with a particular focus on promoting pedestrian, bicycle, and transit access to 
the Event Center and adjacent mix of uses, thereby reducing vehicular impacts to the Mission Bay/Dogpatch 
area and nearby neighborhoods. 



The objectives of the TMP are: 



 To facilitate and promote safe use of non-automobile transportation by people attending and 
supporting Event Center events or office and retail uses on-site, and to maintain the stated maximum 
auto mode share of 53 percent under peak weekday event conditions (6:00 PM – 8:00 PM) and 59 
percent under peak weekend event conditions (6:00 PM – 8:00 PM); 



 To highlight and optimize the use of transit by both event attendees and event or daily employees; 



 To facilitate and maximize bicycle use by Event Center Development event attendees and event or daily 
employees; 



 To facilitate a high-quality walking experience to the Event Center Development from adjacent 
residences, employment locations, transit stations, and parking garages by identifying key walking 
routes and major street crossing locations, so that wayfinding can be provided and PCOs can be 
located at critical points to manage the interaction of pedestrians and vehicles during major events; 



 To publicize the non-traditional transportation resources existing in the site vicinity, including the 
Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) shuttle service and pedicab ride providers; 



 To maximize safety for all transportation users at key locations around the Event Center Development 
site and broader neighborhood during event ingress and egress; 



 To ensure the safe interaction of pedestrians and cyclists traveling along South and 16th Street and 
vehicles accessing the Event Center Development garage entries located on South Street at Bridgeview 
Way and on 16th Street at Illinois Street; and 



 To facilitate the safe and efficient flow of vehicle traffic into and out of the site and throughout the 
Mission Bay neighborhood during event and no event conditions. 
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The TMP is a living document and will be amended from time to time by the Golden State Warriors, in 
coordination with SFMTA and with input from the nearby community, as travel patterns change as a result of 
development and changes to the roadway infrastructure and operations,. The Golden State Warriors are 
committed to implementation of flexible strategies to advance the goals and objectives outlined here.  



1.1.1 Design Objectives 



The key transportation-oriented objectives of the Event Center Development design are: 



Guest Safety 



 Design clear and distinct pick-up and drop-off locations for each travel mode such that zones are 
primarily single-purpose and potential conflict areas are minimized (i.e., transit zones to the west, bikes 
and cyclists to the southeast, private vehicles to the east). 



 Discourage mid-block pedestrian crossings at 3rd Street, 16th Street, or Terry François Boulevard 



 Create crossings that work for an all-day, all-year development; avoid creating crosswalks that only 
operate under PCO supervision 



 Reduce conflicts between pedestrians and autos at driveways and garage entrances 



Guest Convenience 



 Locate guest arrival areas near building entrances and other conveniences to create visual connections 
to the travel mode and to augment wayfinding, including: 



o The southeast arena entrance (along Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street) 



o Office entrances on 16th Street and South Street, especially for regular TMA shuttles  



o Northwest and southwest site corners, staging areas, and pathways, especially for arrivals via 
bike and Muni bus  or light rail  



 Prioritize open pathways designed for optimal pedestrian circulation and public access 



o Maintain open access to the atrium to preserve the 16th Street/Main plaza connection 



o Highlight, through both static and dynamic wayfinding, the northwest corner and southwest 
corner, and the gracious and pleasant paths to and from the Main Plaza to these corners 



o Leverage the position of the Gatehouse and the decorative fencing proposed on Third Street a 
means to direct patrons to the northwest and southwest corners of the project and to 
discourage mid-block crossings of 3rd Street 



 Locate drop-off and pick-up locations for a given mode in close proximity to each other for pre- and 
post-event scenarios to create consistency, enhance intuitiveness, and create efficient paths of travel for 
patrons 
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Synergy & Resource Intelligence 



 Build a network of dynamic, up-to-the-minute transit information signage and wayfinding, both inside 
and outside of project buildings, to aid in the efficiency of patron arrivals and departures 



 Locate the bike valet close to the Terry François Boulevard cycletrack and nearby Bay Area Bike Share 
station(s) 



 Position the bike valet in sight of the Arena’s southeast Lobby building entrance  



 Locate the daily TMA shuttle stop close to office lobbies  



Good Neighbor Policies 



 Create generous pedestrian queuing areas on-site to minimize neighborhood spillover  



 Maintain local access to 4th Street and Bridgeview Way by promoting alternate pre- and post-game 
routes that emphasize use of 3rd Street, 7th Street, and Terry Francois Boulevard 



 Access to building entries, garage entries, and sidewalk areas for daily users of the 409 and 499 Illinois 
buildings, the 450 South Street garage, and of the future buildings on Blocks 33‐34 will not be 
unreasonably impeded 



 Maintain access to the UCSF Mission Bay Campus and UCSF Hospitals for patients, employees, and the 
university community 



 Maintain the site’s identity as a porous, accessible, and welcoming neighborhood center 



Media Requirements 



 Locate media to provide for reliable satellite connections as per NBA League guidelines while providing 
under-ground cabling below sidewalks for the safety of pedestrians 



1.2 KEY STAKEHOLDERS  



Key stakeholders in the TMP and their respective roles and responsibilities are listed in Table 1-1. 
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TABLE 1-1: KEY STAKEHOLDERS, ROLES, AND RESPONSIBILITIES  



Key Stakeholders Roles and Responsibilities 



Golden State Warriors (GSW) The GSW is the project sponsor and is responsible for implementation of the 
TMP. 



San Francisco Municipal 
Transportation Agency (SFMTA) 



The SFMTA oversees the City’s public right-of-way (ROW) and manages all 
surface transportation infrastructure and systems in the City, including roads, curb 
space, sidewalks, bicycle lanes, parking, transit, and traffic control measures1. The 
SFMTA also regulates taxis and enforces parking regulations. SFMTA operates 
San Francisco’s bus and light rail service under the Muni brand, which will provide 
access to the Event Center and mixed-use development. Recommendations 
related to physical changes to the ROW must be supported by the SFMTA and 
approved by OCII. The SFMTA also coordinates closely with the SFCTA on the 
ongoing Waterfront Transportation Assessment, which includes the Mission Bay 
neighborhood in its study area.  



Office of Community Investment and 
Infrastructure (OCII) 



OCII has jurisdiction over implementing any major redevelopment projects in the 
Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment Project Areas. OCII will act as the 
land use regulatory authority and the lead agency on the EIR. OCII will ensure 
that the project follows the Mission Bay Infrastructure Plan, which is the guiding 
document for remaining infrastructure improvements in the Mission Bay Area. 



Caltrans Caltrans is California’s Department of Transportation and has jurisdiction over the 
freeways that provide regional vehicle access to the proposed Event Center 
Development site. 



Port of San Francisco (Port) The Port of San Francisco (Port) has jurisdiction over San Francisco’s waterfront, 
including Terry François Boulevard and small portions of 16th and South Streets at 
their eastern edges.1 This includes the provision of any new ferry terminal facilities 
and a cycletrack facility, and jurisdiction over street parking operations in the 
areas noted above. 



San Francisco County Transportation 
Authority (SFCTA) 



The SFCTA serves as the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for San 
Francisco County and is responsible for the ongoing Waterfront Transportation 
Analysis, which includes the Mission Bay neighborhood in its study area. 



San Francisco Planning Department The Planning Department is responsible for reviewing and commenting on 
project design, and assessing environmental impacts on the City and its residents 
in collaboration with the overall assessment being led by OCII 



San Francisco Department of Public 
Works (DPW) 



DPW is responsible for street maintenance and implementation of streetscape 
projects as part of the Mission Bay Plan, including curb ramp installations and 
upgrades.  



San Francisco Police Department 
(SFPD) 



SFPD is responsible for emergency response, oversight/override of traffic control 
plans, incident management, and coordination with SFFD and the California 
Highway Patrol as needed. 



San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD) SFFD provides fire suppression and emergency medical services to the residents, 
visitors, and workers within San Francisco. 
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TABLE 1-1: KEY STAKEHOLDERS, ROLES, AND RESPONSIBILITIES  



Key Stakeholders Roles and Responsibilities 



Caltrain Caltrain is a California commuter rail line connecting San Francisco to the 
Peninsula and Santa Clara Valley to the south. Its San Francisco terminal station is 
at 4th and King Streets, approximately 2/3 mile north of the project site. The 22nd 
Street Caltrain station is also located within walking distance of the Event Center 
Development. 



Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) BART is a rapid transit system that serves the San Francisco Bay Area. It operates 
five routes with 44 stations in four counties. Downtown San Francisco is roughly 
the geographic center of the BART system, and its Embarcadero, Montgomery 
Street, Powell Street, and 16th Street Mission stations are within approximately 1.7 
to 2.1 miles of the Event Center Development. Powell Street station will be 
connected to the site vicinity by the Central Subway upon that project’s 
completion in 2019.  



Water Emergency Transportation 
Authority (WETA)2 



WETA was established by Senate Bill (SB) 976 to improve the ability of ferries to 
respond in an emergency and to consolidate several regional ferry services. 
WETA operates service to Alameda/Oakland, Harbor Bay, San Francisco, South 
San Francisco, and Vallejo as San Francisco Bay Ferry. WETA is exploring the 
potential for a ferry terminal at the foot of 16th Street near the Event Center 
Development. 



Golden Gate Ferry (GGF)3 GGF operates frequent ferry service between San Francisco and Larkspur in 
central Marin County, and between San Francisco and Sausalito in southern 
Marin County. Extra service is also offered from Larkspur to AT&T Park for Giants 
home games and other sporting and music events. 



Mission Bay Transportation 
Management Association (TMA) 



The TMA is a non-profit organization established to maximize access and 
mobility to, from, and within Mission Bay by means of free shuttle operations 
servicing residents and employees in the area. Shuttles transport patrons 
primarily to key transit locations, including the Caltrain station at 4th St. and King 
St. and the Powell St. BART station. The Warriors will become members of the 
association and provide annual contributions for the expansion of this service 
(including service to Blocks 29-32 and additional evening and weekend routes 
throughout the neighborhood).   



University of California, San Francisco 
(UCSF) 



The UCSF Mission Bay campus is located in close proximity to the Warriors’ 
project. Campus operations include regular shuttle service between UCSF 
campuses across San Francisco; these shuttles are intended to serve only 
university personnel (faculty, staff, students, etc.). They are, however, a regular 
presence within the Mission Bay street network.  



Community Groups Several community groups offer consultation and feedback on the project design 
and operational planning to help ensure a smooth integration into the Mission 
Bay neighborhood. Some community groups include the ission Bay Community 
Advisory Committee (CAC), San Francisco Bicycle Coalition, and others. 



Notes: 



1. Although the Port has jurisdiction over certain street segments in San Francisco, SFMTA still manages all aspects of surface 
transportation on those streets under agreement with the Port. 



2. Source: http://www.watertransit.org 



3. Source: http://www.goldengateferry.org  



Source: Fehr & Peers, 2014. 
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1.3 PROJECT CONTEXT  



The proposed Event Center Development site consists of Blocks 29, 30, 31 and 32 in the Mission Bay 
neighborhood of San Francisco and is served by local and regional transit (Muni, ferries, regional buses and 
Caltrain); a developing roadway, bike route, sidewalk network; and freeway access. Bicyclists will be encouraged 
to arrive at the site via 16th Street and the planned Blue Greenway along Terry François Boulevard. The project 
location is illustrated on Figure 1-1. The project site plan is illustrated on Figure 1-2.  



The project site is located approximately 2/3 mile from AT&T Park, a 42,000 seat Major League Baseball 
Stadium and home to the San Francisco Giants. Although the Warriors season does not largely overlap with the 
Giants season, they share some transportation facilities and management strategies. Although somewhat rare, a 
dual event scenario is considered as part of this document. 



Over the past several years, many projects in the area have affected the transportation system in the vicinity of 
the Event Center Development, including the opening of the T 3rd light rail line connecting San Francisco’s 
Financial District to Sunnydale, which started operation in 2007. The projects listed in the following sections, 
which are either recently completed, under construction, pending, or under consideration, will continue to 
enhance the transportation system in the area and may warrant changes to the TMP as they are implemented. 
Several significant transportation investments at or near the site are projected to begin operation within the next 
5-10 years. These near-term transportation projects are illustrated on Figure 1-3 and include SFMTA’s Central 
Subway, the electrification of Caltrain, the Blue Greenway, enhanced transit service along 16th Street, and the 2nd 
Street Project, among others. These types of capacity and service enhancements provide essential context for 
planning safe, efficient transportation access to the Event Center and adjacent office and retail uses.  



Several large-scale development projects are also proposed for the Mission Bay neighborhood that may affect 
travel patterns in the area. The project’s SEIR (currently being prepared) will analyze traffic patterns and 
intersection performances under cumulative conditions that contain several prominent developments in the 
project vicinity. The TMP may likewise need to be revised, after development projects are realized and 
operational, to more effectively manage transportation systems under all event and no-event conditions. Some 
reasonably foreseeable development projects include the following: 



 Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project 



 Seawall Lot 337 and Pier 48 Mixed-Use Project 



 Kaiser Medical Office Building at 1600 Owens Street 



 Central SoMa Plan 



 UCSF Long Range Development Plan 
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1.3.1 Transit Projects 



Through consultation with SFMTA a list of projects were selected based on their proximity to the Project site, 
ability to affect the transportation network, and likelihood of being completed. Several major near-term and 
long-term SFMTA Muni projects are proposed that, once implemented, will directly improve service frequency, 
capacity, travel time, cost-effectiveness and reliability in the vicinity of the project site. 



SFMTA Muni Forward – This is the implementation phase of the SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP). The 
project includes both general improvements throughout the system and measures for specific transit lines. 
Implementation is ongoing. The following changes are planned to take place in the project area:  



 10 Townsend – The Muni Forward proposes to rename the 10 Townsend the 10 Sansome. Service 
would be rerouted off of Townsend down 4th Street. From 4th Street the route would extend through 
Mission Bay to new proposed street segments on 7th Street between Mission Bay Boulevard and Irwin 
Street, on Irwin Street between 7th and 16th streets, on 16th Street between Irwin and Connecticut 
streets, and on Connecticut Street between 16th and 7th streets. Peak period headways would be 
reduced from 20 to 6 minutes. Midday headways would be reduced from 20 to 12 minutes. 



 22 Fillmore – The Muni Forward proposes rerouting the 22 Fillmore to continue along 16th Street, 
creating new connections to Mission Bay from the Mission neighborhood. The proposed route change 
would add transit to 16th Street between Kansas Street and 3rd Street and 3rd Street between 16th Street 
and Mission Bay Boulevard North. Muni Forward also proposes to change the AM peak period 
headway, reducing from 9 minute to 6 minute headways. 



Additionally, the SFMTA has proposed two transit enhancement treatment visions for 16th Street, of 
which one or a combination of the two will be selected by the SFMTA Board prior to implementation. 
The treatments are referred to as the Moderate and Expanded Alternatives in the TEP EIR. The 
Moderate Alternative proposes a number of physical changes to the portion of the rerouted 22 
Fillmore in the vicinity of the Mission Bay campus site including, but not limited to, new transit stops, 
relocated transit stops, and transit bulbs (approximately 45 feet in length), as well as new traffic signals 
at Connecticut and Missouri streets. The Expanded Alternative includes the features listed for the 
Moderate Alternative as well as the conversion of a lane of mixed-flow lane of traffic to a transit-only 
lane (side running or center running to be determined) along 16th Street in both directions in the 
vicinity of the campus site as well as the prohibition of left turns at Bryant, Potrero (westbound only), 
Utah, San Bruno, Kansas, Rhode Island, De Haro, Carolina, Wisconsin, Arkansas, Connecticut, and 
Missouri streets. Both alternatives would reduce peak period headways; AM would be reduced from 9 
to 6 minutes, PM peak headways would be reduced from 8 to 5.5 minutes, and midday headways 
would be reduced from 10 to 7.5 minutes. The stated purpose of both alternatives is to make the 22 
Fillmore more frequent, reliable, and effective along 16th Street.  



Prior to the extension of the 22 Fillmore into Mission Bay via either the Moderate or Expanded 
Alternative, which both require the addition of poles and extension of the Overhead Contact System 
(OCS), the SFMTA plans to implement a temporary motor coach service – the 55 Mission Bay - to 
coincide with the opening of the Phase One Medical Center at UCSF Mission Bay between Mission Bay 
and the 16th Street BART Station. The route would follow 16th Street from Mission Street to 3rd Street 
and 3rd Street from 16th Street to Mission Bay Boulevard North. The preliminarily proposed locations for 
new bus stops for this service in the vicinity of the Event Center site are on 16th Street at 4th Street (both 
directions) and on 3rd Street just south of Mission Bay Boulevard South (southbound direction). The 
operating hours and service frequencies of the proposal have not yet been made public at the time of 
publication of this document. 
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SFMTA Central Subway – SFMTA Muni will operate a light rail subway at high frequency between Chinatown, 
Union Square, Yerba Buena Gardens and the Caltrain depot at 4th and King Streets (about 2/3 mile from the 
project site) beginning in 2019. The T 3rd line will extend north from its current terminus at 4th and King Streets 
to serve this subway, and no longer operate along the Embarcadero. Construction of this project is well 
underway. This project would improve transit service between the project site and Downtown and create new 
connections between the project site and regional transit via connections to BART at Powell St. station. 



SFMTA Bus Rapid Transit – SFMTA plans to build and operate a Muni “rapid bus” corridor with a terminal within 
2/3 mile from the project site:  the Van Ness corridor, with one of two lines terminating at 4th & King Streets. 
These service and infrastructure enhancements are expected to be in operation by 2020. 



Caltrain Modernization Program – Caltrain plans to electrify the railway for increased efficiency and capacity. 
The Modernization Program will increase the frequency of service, including expanding the number of peak 
hour trains by one/hour. The project is scheduled for completion in 2021. 



Transbay Transit Center – The new Transbay Transit Center, currently under construction and scheduled for 
completion in 2017, will be a major hub serving 11 transit providers. It will be located between Beale, 1st, Mission 
and Howard Streets, approximately 1.75 miles from the project site.  



Ferry Building Landings and Terminals – the Port of San Francisco operates the ferry terminals at the Ferry 
Building two miles from the project site, in cooperation with the Water Emergency Transportation Authority 
(WETA) and Golden Gate Transit. Frequent, daily ferry service is provided between the Ferry Building and seven 
cities in Alameda, Solano, San Mateo and Marin Counties. The Ferry Building is also a major Muni bus and 
streetcar terminal hub, serving numerous cross-town and downtown lines. The Downtown San Francisco Ferry 
Terminal Expansion Project includes construction of up to three new ferry gates and implementation of several 
pedestrian amenities which would increase ferry capacity and improve the passenger experience, as well as 
provide additional emergency facilities in the event of a major catastrophe. The project is under environmental 
review and is expected to begin construction in early 2015. WETA is also currently exploring the possibility of 
constructing a terminal at the foot of 16th Street adjacent to the Event Center Development site, however, due 
to the preliminary nature of their study, ferry access to the site is not assumed for the sake of this TMP.  



1.3.2 Pedestrian and Bicycle Projects 



2nd Street Project – Multiple improvements are proposed for 2nd Street and could start construction as early as 
2016. The goal of this project is to improve pedestrian safety along the corridor, create a more attractive public 
realm, provide a separated bicycle lane, minimize Muni delays, and increase foot traffic. These improvements 
would provide an enhanced pedestrian corridor for those walking from Downtown to and from the Event 
Center, offices, or retail proposed within the Event Center Development in Mission Bay. 



Blue Greenway – This Port of San Francisco led project will create a network that connects public open space 
and water access in south-east San Francisco, from China Basin Channel to the San Francisco County Line, 
which will include a combination of bicycle and pedestrian trails and parks. Through Mission Bay along the Event 
Center Development frontage, the Blue Greenway will include a north-south bikeway on Terry François 
Boulevard that will connect to the Embarcadero bikeway to the north.  



The 2009 Bike Plan and 2013 Bicycle Strategy includes several improvements to the bicycle network throughout 
the City. Of the improvements approved for implementation in the near-term and long-term, the following 
projects will affect bicycle circulation in the vicinity of the site:  
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 The transition of the Class III facilities on 16th Street to a Class II facility from 3rd Street to Terry François 
Boulevard (as an element of the Blue Greenway). 



 The addition of bicycle lanes on Illinois Street from Cargo Way to 16th Street. 



 The addition of bicycle lanes on Mississippi Street from 16th Street to Mariposa Street. 



 The addition of a physically separated bikeway along The Embarcadero from 3rd Street to Fisherman’s 
Wharf 



1.3.3 Regional Traffic Projects 



Proposal to remove the northern section of Interstate 280 – This proposal is currently being explored by the City 
and would remove the I-280 terminus on- and off-ramps from their current location adjacent to the Caltrain 
Station at 4th and King Streets. This removal may have various benefits, including uniting the neighborhoods 
currently split by the freeway, opening up land along I-280 and at the 4th and King Street rail yards for 
development, reducing the complexity of the downtown rail extension, and reducing vehicle-pedestrian conflicts 
at the crossing outside the Caltrain Station. If this project moves forward, it will likely affect access to the Event 
Center Development site by rerouting vehicle traffic to/from I-280, creating additional roadway connections 
between Mission Bay and areas west, and potentially altering pedestrian routes. 



1.3.4 Near-Term Infrastructure Projects 



New roadway projects are underway with an anticipated completion date of Spring 2015 at the following 
locations: 



 Extension of Owens St from 16th Street to Mariposa Street / I-280 



 Extension of 16th Street to Terry François Boulevard 



New signals have recently been completed or are currently being constructed within 1 mile of the project site at 
the following intersections.  



 3rd Street / Channel Street 



 3rd Street / Mission Bay Boulevards 



 4th Street / Channel Street  



 4th Street / Gene Friend Way 



 16th Street / 4th Street 



 16th Street / Vermont Street  



 16th Street / 7th Street, and  



 7th Street / Mission Bay Drive / Berry Street  



New signals are being constructed with an anticipated completion date in Spring 2015 at: 



 Mariposa Street / 4th Street and 
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 Mariposa Street / I-280 SB On-ramp  



Signal Modification projects are also underway within 1/3 mile of the project site. Signal reconfigurations are 
being constructed with an anticipated completion date in Spring 2015 at the following intersections: 



 3rd Street / 16th Street  



 3rd Street / Mariposa Street 



 16th Street / Owens Street  



 Owens Street / Mariposa Street / I-280 NB Off-ramp  



 Mariposa Street / I-280 SB On-ramp 



Street restriping projects have been completed or are pending at the following intersections. 



 7th Street / 16th Street  



 7th Street / Mission Bay Drive / Berry Street 



 Mariposa Street Bridge (over Caltrain tracks) 



 Mariposa Street / 3rd Street 



 Mariposa / 4th Street  



 Mariposa Street from I-280 SB on-ramp to Pennsylvania Avenue 



Street restriping projects are in the planning stages, and pending approval, at the following intersections. 



 16th Street / Potrero Avenue  



 7th Street / Brannan Street 



Street widening or improvement projects are underway within ¼ mile of the site and have an anticipated 
completion date in Spring 2015 at the following locations. 



 3rd Street / 16th Street  



 Mariposa Street from Owens Street to Illinois Street 



 Connections to UCSF Mission Bay Campus (at 16th Street and Mariposa Street)  



 NB I-280 off-ramp 



1.4 IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY  



1.4.1 Coordination with Agencies and Transit Providers 



Traffic controls proposed in the TMP will require coordination with several of the agencies described in section 
1.2. Table 1-2 summarizes the necessary coordination between the Warriors and public agencies and transit 
providers during Event Center events.  
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TABLE 1-2: PROPOSED CONTROL AND SERVICE COORDINATION SUMMARY 



Control or Service Entity Coordination 



Post-game special train service to South Bay Caltrain Real-time communication between Transportation 
Management Control (TMC) and Caltrain during games so 
any planned special event train can be put into service at 4th 
/King station at the appropriate time. 



Variable Message Signs (VMS) 



  



Caltrans, 
SFMTA 



Location, installation, and operation of variable message 
signs (VMS) alerting drivers of traffic conditions and 
temporary post-event lane closures on 3rd Street. 



Use of existing SFgo intersection surveillance 
cameras, as well as four new proposed 
surveillance cameras along the Event Center’s 
perimeter streets, for observation of traffic 
conditions on streets pre-, during, and post-
event 



SFMTA Permission from SFMTA to see live streams from video 
cameras from the TMC room at the Event Center. 



Traffic management by Parking Control 
Officers (PCOs) on the streets pre-, during, 
and post-event  



SFMTA Real-time communication between TMC, Field Supervisor, 
variable message sign operators, emergency services 
personnel, and PCOs on the street.  



Post-game special northbound light rail 
service  



SFMTA 
(Muni) 



Real-time communication between TMC and SFMTA (Muni) 
during events so that additional light rail trains can be put 
into service at appropriate times. 



Pre- and Post-event Shuttles Mission 
Bay TMA, 
Private 
Shuttle 
Providers, 
SFMTA 



Real-time communication between TMC and Shuttle 
Operators during events so shuttle buses can be put into 
service at appropriate time. 



Valet bicycle parking during events GSW The provision of valet bicycle parking and additional 
temporary secure corral parking during events at the Event 
Center will be coordinated with SFMTA and the San 
Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC), or other vendor. 



Pre- and Post-event Pedicab service along 
Terry Francois Boulevard 



Private 
Pedicab 
Providers 



Pre-event planning and clearly marked staging areas for 
private pedicab drivers. 



Enhanced post-event BART service on event 
days 



BART Communication about event schedules so that BART can 
augment service by providing additional train cars post-
event.  



On-street special event pricing SFMTA , 
Port 



Provide event schedule to SFMTA Parking group and the 
Port for implementation of special event pricing at on-street 
parking meters during events, pending Port approval. 



Emergency response and emergency vehicle 
routing 



SFPD, 
SFFD, 
SDMTA 



Real-time emergency response and PCO support as needed 
to ensure emergency vehicle access to and around the 
project site.  



Source: Fehr & Peers 2014. 
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1.5 DOCUMENT ORGANIZATION  



Chapter 2 summarizes the Event Center Development project and outlines the event scenarios. Chapter 3 
describes the existing transportation system in the project vicinity, including the street network, transit, bicycle 
and pedestrian infrastructure, and regional traffic access. Chapter 4 describes the travel demand management 
program that will be implemented to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking. 
Chapter 5 describes the anticipated characteristics of Event Center attendees and visitors to the mixed-use 
development, including the key assumptions on which the TMP recommendations are based. Chapter 6 
describes the proposed controls and is organized by event scenario, ranging from a no-event day to smaller 
convention events to the most complex event (Event Center event concurrent with event in AT&T Park). Chapter 
6 also includes a discussion of the project’s Transit Service Plan. Chapter 7 describes freight loading for the 
Event Center Development. Emergency vehicle access for the site is described in Chapter 8. Finally, Chapter 9 
discusses communication strategies designed to complement the controls listed in Chapter 6, and includes 
wayfinding and outreach. Chapter 10 describes how the TMP will be monitored and refined over time, while 
outlining performance standards for evaluating the plan’s effectiveness.   
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CHAPTER 2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND EVENT 
SCENARIOS 



2.1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION  



2.1.1 General 



The proposed site is comprised of land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31 and 32, located in the Mission Bay South 
area of San Francisco. The 11-acre project consists of a new approximately 18,000-seat multi-purpose event 
center and mixed-use development including multiple office buildings, retail, restaurants, structured parking, 
plaza areas, and other amenities. The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team 
during the National Basketball Association (NBA) season, as well as provide a year-round venue for a variety of 
other uses, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, cultural events, conferences and 
conventions.  



The proposed program for the Mission Bay South project site at Blocks 29-32 includes the following: 



 Event Center Basketball seating capacity: 18,064 



 Event Center supporting uses include a practice facility and Bayfront Terrace 



 750,000 square foot Event Center 



 25,000 square feet of GSW office space 



 580,000 square feet of office buildings 



 125,000 square feet of visitor-serving retail and restaurant uses 



 950 parking stalls in on-site parking structure 



 13 underground truck docks  



 132 stalls in existing structured garage at 450 South Street 



 Access points for trucks and automobiles on 16th Street at Illinois Street 



 Access points for small delivery vehicles and automobiles on South Street at Bridgeview Way 



The public realm zones and uses for the Event Center Development are shown on the site plan in Figure 1-2. 
There will be five pedestrian entries to the site, one midblock on South Street, one on the 3rd Street frontage, 
one midblock on 16th Street, one at the corner of 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard via the southeast 
Plaza, and one midblock on Terry François Boulevard. Large open plaza areas will be located on the west side 
of the multi-purpose event center and in the southeastern portion of the site. The plazas will provide access to 
the retail and office uses on site and would be connected by a ramp wrapping around the exterior along the 
north and eastern-sides of the multi-purpose event center. An atrium connecting 16th Street and the western 
plaza area serves as a secondary connection between open spaces on-site.  
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2.1.2 Proposed Street Cross-Sections 



As part of the Event Center Development, the existing or planned cross-sections for several adjacent streets are 
proposed to be modified to better meet the needs of the Event Center and surrounding mix of uses. The 
conceptual striping plan for the project site is shown on Figure 2-1. 



The project proposes to revise the planned cross-section for 16th Street from 3rd Street to Terry François 
Boulevard. The revised street cross-section would include 6 foot bike lanes with a 4 foot buffer on both sides, -9 
foot parking lanes on both sides (for the segment from Illinois Street to Terry François Boulevard), one 11 foot 
through lane in each direction, and an 11 foot center lane that would serve as left turn pockets at 3rd Street, 
Illinois Street, and Terry François Boulevard. The on-street parking provided along 16th Street will be metered for 
general daytime use on non-event days, but restricted during limited hours for a variety of event-related needs 
including shuttle bus loading, media trucks, and charter bus loading when events are scheduled. One on-street 
space on the north side of 16th Street, between 3rd Street and Illinois Street, will be designated for on-street 
metered commercial loading for all hours until event-related curb regulations go into effect. 



The project also proposes to restripe South Street within the boundaries of the project. The proposed cross-
section would include a 9-foot parking lane on the south side of the street and a parking lane on the north side 
of the street measuring just less than 12 feet. Parking would be prohibited on the north side of the street 
between the 450 South Street parking garage entrance and 3rd Street, and the curbside lane would be used for 
an exclusive westbound right turn lane at the 3rd Street intersection. The proposed cross section would also 
include an 11 to 12-foot through lane in each direction. A bus stop for the Mission Bay TMA shuttle will be 
provided on the south side of South Street, from the 3rd Street intersection east a distance of 60 feet. A taxi 
loading area will be provided on the south side of South Street, from the Event Center garage access (opposite 
Bridgeview Way) east a distance of 100 feet. The remainder of the curbside frontage along South Street will be 
metered for general daytime use on non-event days. Eight on-street spaces on the south side of South Street 
will be designated for on-street metered commercial loading for all hours until event-related curb regulations 
go into effect. During events as needed, all on-street parking on the south side of South Street between 3rd 
Street and Terry François Boulevard will be prohibited so this space may be used for bus and taxi loading areas. 
Parking on the north side of South Street may be prohibited during peak events to allow use of the westbound 
parking lane for vehicle access and egress to the Event Center garage and the 450 South Street garage.  



The planned Blue Greenway project will add a two-way bikeway along the east side of Terry François Boulevard 
with a 4-foot buffer. The reconstructed portion of Terry François Boulevard along the project frontage will also 
provide four travel lanes and on-street parking lanes on both sides. A Paratransit stop, 75 feet in length, which 
will accommodate up to three vans, will be provided on the west side of Terry François Boulevard near the 
southeast entrance to the Event Center and elevators to the Pedestrian Path. The remainder of the curbside 
frontage along Terry François Boulevard will be metered for general daytime use on non-event days. Eight on-
street spaces on the west side of Terry François Boulevard will be designated for on-street metered commercial 
loading for all hours until event-related curb regulations go into effect. During events as needed, all on-street 
parking on the west side of Terry François Boulevard will be prohibited. During these conditions, the frontage 
will be designated for taxi use, Paratransit vehicle use, and TNC or private vehicle passenger drop-off/pick-up. 
At the intersection of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street, two-stage bike boxes or equivalent measures will 
be provided to facilitate safe turns for cyclists traveling between 16th Street and the Blue Greenway bikeway on 
the east side of Terry François Boulevard. 



In addition to the changes in cross sections, the following intersection controls would be implemented as part of 
the proposed project: 
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 The intersection of Terry A. Francois Boulevard/South Street is currently stop-controlled at the 
eastbound approach to the intersection, and would be signalized. 



 The intersection of Bridgeview Way/South Street is currently uncontrolled, and would be made a side-
street stop-controlled intersection with southbound vehicles on Bridgeview Way required to stop.  



 The new intersection of Terry A. Francois Boulevard/16th Street would be signalized. 



 The intersection of Illinois Street/16th Street is currently uncontrolled, and would be made an all-way 
stop-controlled intersection. Conditions at this intersection would be monitored, and if determined by 
the SFMTA that a traffic signal is warranted, the intersection would be signalized. 



 The intersection of Terry A. Francois Boulevard/Illinois Street/Mariposa Street is currently stop-
controlled, and would be signalized. 
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2.1.3 Mission Bay TMA Shuttle Program Expansion  



The Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) strives to reduce single-occupant vehicle trips 
by encouraging alternative modes of transportation for residents, employees and visitors to the Mission Bay 
development area. The Mission Bay TMA currently provides two free shuttle bus route services (east and west) 
between Mission Bay and the Powell Street BART Station and the 4th/King Caltrain Station.  



The Warriors will join the Mission Bay TMA and the organization’s contributions to the association will enable 
expanded service, which may include additional evening or midday shuttles and/or weekend service. Additional 
routes to locations including the 16th Street BART Station and/or Transbay Terminal may also be feasible. This 
service will enable office employees and retail visitors to access the site from key transit locations. All standard 
shuttle service related to the Warriors development will be an integrated part of the TMA network and will 
continue to be free of charge for all residents and employees in Mission Bay, regardless of destination.  



The site’s design includes an additional TMA shuttle stop, located on the south side of South Street just east of 
3rd Street, located by the lobby of one of the project’s office/lab buildings. This stop may also serve 
developments on the UCSF campus to the west, the Gap (existing) and Uber (planned) office buildings on the 
north side of South Street, and the Bayfront Park nearby.  



2.1.4 Bicycle Parking 



Bicycle parking will be provided in an enclosed 300+ bicycle valet facility located on the 16th Street frontage just 
west of the southeast Event Center entrance. Valet doors will face east to direct departing cyclists towards the 
signalized intersection at Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street, where they can safely mount their vehicles. 
The bike valet facility will be available for self-park to arena and GSW employees for all-day use but will not be 
staffed during non-peak event times; it is assumed that the valet partner and the SFMTA will provide guidance 
on the most efficient secure storage system under these conditions. The bike valet is proposed to be staffed by 
a partner such as the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC) for evening use by ticketholders during peak events 
such as NBA games and concerts. The valet parking facility will be attended from two hours before the start of 
peak events to approximately one hour after the event ends. Additional valet service will be provided by 
partners at temporary, staffed bike corrals of 50-100 bikes on plaza level in the southeast and west portions of 
the site for events where bike use is projected to exceed the supply provided by the permanent 300+ space 
bike valet facility. This additional bike corral will be positioned to be accessible to bicyclists, but not to interfere 
with pedestrian pathways or ADA access points. Additional bicycle parking will be located throughout the 
development for daily users, including a secure bike parking room for each office building for office and retail 
employees and bike racks at ground level on South Street, Terry François Boulevard, and 16th Street for all users. 
Bike rack design will be determined in consultation with SFMTA staff. Total proposed bike parking is in excess of 
500 spaces (including temporary corrals).  



In addition to the bicycle parking program, the Event Center Development program will include sponsorship for 
a Bay Area Bike Share station on or near the site, likely along Terry Francois Boulevard or South Street, and 
support in principle for additional stations in the project vicinity. Precise location of the Bay Area Bike Share 
station(s) will be determined through coordination between the Port of SF, the SFMTA, and the bike share 
operator. 



2.1.5 Vehicle Parking 



The current Event Center Development program includes an approximately 950-space parking structure with 
below-grade parking and an at-grade level located under the plaza podium, all concealed from the public’s 
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view. Access to the garage will be provided via two controlled driveway entrances, one on South Street at 
Bridgeview Way and the other on 16th Street across from Illinois Street.  



The 16th Street driveway will serve as the primary access point for arena patrons, who will be required to show 
pre-purchased parking passes to Event Center staff located on the street prior to entering the driveway. Any 
parking passes can be scanned at the interior end of the driveway to allow more cars to queue upon arrival. 
Office workers will also use the 16th Street Driveway, where, Automatic Vehicle Identification System (AVI) or fob 
controls will enable access at an entry point at the interior end of the driveway. AVIs may also be used for select 
season ticket holders for Event Center uses. The South Street driveway will provide access to retail patrons on-
site and will include a valet drop-off area within the garage able to serve up to 280 vehicles. Self-parking visitors 
to office or retail during daytime hours will utilize a more traditional system using ticket-issuing machines and 
pay-on-foot ticket kiosks located throughout the garage. Each driveway will feature one in-bound lane during 
event hours and two egress lanes during the post-event period. 



There will also be 13 truck docks located below grade, with access via distinct driveway lanes at the 16th street 
entry. The truck dock is physically separated from the primary vehicle parking areas.  



In addition, the Golden State Warriors organization has purchased the right to use 132 additional stalls located 
in the structured parking garage at 450 South Street, directly across the street from the site’s northern 
boundary. These spaces will be used by daily office employees and/or Golden State Warrior employees, not by 
event attendees. The Warriors are open to working with additional third parties to accommodate excess parking 
demand if the need arises. 



Event attendees who purchase reserved parking on-site will receive instructions for entering and exiting the 
Event Center garage with their ticket confirmation. They will also receive a dated parking pass to hang on their 
rear view mirror. Signage will be provided at both Event Center garage access points indicating event center 
parking is available for those attendees with pre-purchased tickets only. The parking operation on event days 
will consist of attendants checking entering vehicles for valid parking access to a space in the garage. The 
parking pass checks will be done by attendants stationed curbside at garage driveways along 16th Street and 
South Street so that vehicles without proper credentials will not be able to enter the parking garage driveway. If 
queues extend from the 16th Street garage driveway back onto 16th Street, this access will be temporarily closed 
and inbound event attendees will be directed to the South Street garage access. Vehicles without reserved 
parking passes will be directed to the north or to the west of the site to other nearby parking facilities off-site.  



Parking for retail and restaurant customers will be available at the 950-space garage on no-event days, during 
daytime events, and on non-peak event evenings. Garage operation for these customers will consist of attended 
valet parking. The valet parking drop-off and pick-up area will be located within the garage via the South Street 
driveway where the majority of the retail uses are located. When parking in the garage is not available, and 
during peak events, valet attendants will park retail customers’ vehicles at off-site locations, including public lots 
in the vicinity. 



Retail and office employees with reserved parking will use the 16th Street entry to the parking garage across 
from Illinois Street. The garage operation at this location will be an automated electronic system (no attendants) 
to facilitate efficient entry/exit for these daily users.  



As part of the proposed street restriping, on-street metered parking is planned to surround the site on three 
sides – South Street, Terry François Boulevard, and 16th Street. This on-street parking will be used for various 
parking and loading designations on event days. During no-event times, the on-street space may be used for 
general parking, as summarized in Table 2-1 and Figure 2-2. Pending Port approval, on-street spaces on blocks 
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adjacent to the Event Center Development are likely to be marked with Special Event parking signs, similar to 
those found in the vicinity of AT&T Park, and carefully monitored for compliance.  



TABLE 2-1: NO-EVENT ON-STREET PARKING3 



Street Segment From To 
Length 



(ft.) 
On-Street Parking 



Available1,2 



South Street 



North Side 



3rd Street 
450 South Street 
Garage Driveway 



225 -- 



450 South Street 
Garage Driveway 



Bridgeview Way 140 5 



Bridgeview Way 
Terry François 



Boulevard 315 14 



South Side 
3rd Street Bridgeview Way 410 15 



Bridgeview Way 
Terry François 



Boulevard 
305 -- 



Terry François 
Boulevard 



East Side South Street 16th Street 610 29 



West Side South Street 16th Street 610 15 



16th Street 



North Side 
3rd Street 



Parking Garage 
Driveway 185 7 



Parking Garage 
Driveway 



Terry François 
Boulevard 515 24 



South Side 
3rd Street Illinois Street 170 7 



Illinois Street 
Terry François 



Boulevard 
505 23 



Notes: 



1. On-street parking space = 15’ for end stall; 20’ for regular stall; 25’ for loading stall 



2. Red zone at each corner = 20’ 



3. Excludes TMA shuttle stop and no-event taxi zone, both also located on the south side of South Street, and select 
metered commercial loading zones on South Street and Terry Francois Boulevard. . 



Source: Fehr & Peers, Golden State Warriors, SFMTA Parking Stall Standards. 
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2.2 EVENT SCENARIOS  



The event scenarios and time periods analyzed in the TMP are designed to provide a range of typical scenarios, 
including several of those being studied for transportation impacts in the project SEIR. In full, this range of 
scenarios will offer a menu of options to event operators and City personnel to fit most event conditions. 
Transportation control measures for events not specifically described will be derived based on reviewing the 
plans for events with comparable attendance levels and time periods included in the TMP and making 
adjustments as needed. 



The primary event scenarios that are addressed in this TMP are as follows: 



 Typical No-Event Day  



 Convention – weekday event with 9,000 attendees 



 Arena Concert – an evening event with 14,000 attendees 



 NBA Game – an evening Warriors game with 18,064 attendees 



 Dual Event – NBA game or arena concert coinciding with an AT&T Park event (with 41,500 attendees) 



2.2.1 Typical No-Event Day 



The retail, restaurant, and office uses located adjacent to the Event Center will be open 365 days a year. Project 
sponsors anticipate daily activity from these users in addition to passive recreation or seasonal festivals in the 
open plaza areas and in Bayfront Park located across the street.  



2.2.2 Small Event 



Small events (3,000 to 9,000 attendees) may consist of conventions, small “arena theater” concerts, family 
shows, non-NBA sporting events, and other types of events to be decided. For the purpose of the TMP, a small 
event is defined as a daytime convention with an attendance of 9,000 people. 



2.2.3 Arena Concert Event 



Arena concert events are defined in this TMP as events with 14,000 attendees. The estimated 30 annual arena 
concerts (typically occurring on Friday and Saturday evenings within a 7:30 PM to 10:30 PM window) at the 
event center would vary in attendance levels, depending on the artist and stage configuration. The estimated 
average attendance level would be approximately 12,500 patrons. The event center design would allow for an 
end-stage concert configuration to accommodate a maximum of 14,000 patrons.  



Occasionally, arena concerts would occur in a full 360-degree center-stage configuration which would allow for 
a maximum attendance above the seated capacity of 18,064 – up to 18,500 patrons. This would account for less 
than 10 percent of the total annual arena concerts (no more than four per year). Logistics for these larger arena 
concerts are considered as part of the peak event scenario. 



2.2.4 Peak Event 



Peak events are defined in this TMP as events where more than 90 percent of the seating capacity of the Event 
Center will be occupied (i.e. more than 16,200 attendees). These include all GSW pre-season, regular season, 
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and post-season games as well as sold-out center stage concerts. The peak event analyzed in detail in the TMP 
is a sold out basketball game that fills the Event Center to capacity (18,064 attendees). 



The NBA regular season consists of 41 home games.  



The majority of games take place in the evening (7:30 PM tipoff). In the 2012-2013 season, there was one 
daytime game (1:00 PM tipoff) during the regular season and it took place on a holiday (Martin Luther King Day, 
01/21/13). Since most concerts typically take place in the evening, most of the egress from the Event Center will 
occur at night, during off-peak traffic conditions. Some games and concerts, though, will have ingress activity 
during the weekday evening commute period. Most inbound pre-event traffic on weekdays will be traveling in 
the opposite direction of evening commute traffic that is exiting the area.  



2.2.5 Peak Event Concurrent with Event at AT&T Park 



The dual event scenario occurs when a high-attendance event at the Event Center (a sold-out NBA game or 
concert) and a baseball game or sold-out concert at AT&T Park occur at the same time. This combination of 
events, in which up to 18,064 persons would be at the Event Center and up to 41,500 persons at AT&T Park, 
would most likely occur on a weekend evening. Since the 2004 seasons, there have been 19 days in which both 
the Giants and Warriors have had overlapping regular season home games, for an average of approximately 2 
such days per year. The transportation control strategies for a dual event scenario also apply when a baseball 
game or sold out concert at AT&T Park occurs at the same time as a 14,000 person concert at the Event Center.  



2.3 TYPICAL ANNUAL EVENT DISTRIBUTION  



It is anticipated that the Event Center will have a total of approximately 200-220 events each year, distributed as 
follows: 



 43-60 GSW home games (2-3 pre-season + 41 regular season + a maximum possible of 16 home 
playoff games), all taking place from 7:30 PM to around 9:40 PM. 



 45 Concerts, consisting of approximately 30 large arena concerts and 15 small “arena theater” concerts. 
These events will occur mostly on Friday and Saturday nights from 7:30 PM to 10:30 PM, concentrated 
during late fall, winter, and early spring.  



 55 Family Shows. Tours typically perform 10 shows in the building over 5 days (Wed-Sun) as described 
in Table 2-2. 



 31 Conventions/Corporate Events, distributed throughout the year as the building schedule permits. 



 Approximately 30 other sporting events distributed throughout the year as the building schedule 
permits. 



Table 2-2 summarizes the annual event distribution.  
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TABLE 2-2: TYPICAL ANNUAL EVENT CENTER EVENT DISTRIBUTION  



Event Description Quantity Event Times 
Daytime or 
Evening 



Warriors Events 43-60   



 Pre-season 2-3 7:30 PM – 9:40 PM Evening 



 Season 41 7:30 PM – 9:40 PM Evening 



 Post-season 0-16 7:30 PM – 9:40 PM Evening 



Non-Warriors Events 161   



 Concerts 45   



”Arena Theater” Concerts 
(3,000 attendees) 



15 Fri-Sat 7:30 PM – 10:30 PM 
Evening 



Arena Concerts (14,000 
attendees) 



30 Fri-Sat 7:30 PM – 10:30 PM 
Evening 



 Family Shows 55 



Typically 10 shows over 5 days 
(Wed. to Sun.): 
Wed. (1): 7:30 - 9:00 PM 
Thur. (1): 7:30 - 9:00 PM 
Fri. (2): 10:30 AM - Noon; 7:30 - 
9:00 PM 
Sat. (3): 11 AM-12:30 PM, 3:00 PM 
- 4:30 PM; 7:00 PM -8:30 PM 
Sun. (3): 11 AM - 12:30 PM, 3:00 
PM - 4:30 PM; 7:00 PM-8:30 PM 



Both 



Conventions/ Corporate 
Events 



31 Variable Both 



 Other Sporting Events 30 Variable Both 



Notes: 



1. Of the peak events, it is anticipated that fewer than 10 will overlap with events at AT&T Park. 



Source: Golden State Warriors. 
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CHAPTER 3. EXISTING CONDITIONS 



Chapter 3 describes existing transportation systems serving the Event Center Development site, including the 
street network, freeways, transit hubs, bicycle facilities, and truck routes. Select commitments to make near-term 
significant changes in conditions that are certain and fully-funded are noted as many of these investments and 
changes in capacity and service will be completed by 2020 and will be key to assumptions about the operation 
and functionality of the transportation networks  serving the Event Center Development. This Chapter is 
included in the TMP for contextual and informational purposes only. A full environment document will be 
prepared that includes a more complete and quantitative analysis of the existing conditions as they pertain to 
transportation. 



3.1 PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES  



Major pedestrian routes to the Event Center Development include 16th Street for east-west travel 
as well as 3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard/Bay Trail for north-south travel. 



Within the project site area, sidewalks generally exist on both sides of the street, and are generally 
12 to 15 feet wide. There is currently no sidewalk along the frontage of the project site except on 



3rd Street; however sidewalks will be completed along 16th Street, South Street, and Terry François Boulevard 
adjacent to the site as part of the project. There are gaps in the sidewalk along nearby roadways that are 
currently under construction, including the south side of 16th Street between 7th and 3rd streets and the west 
side of 3rd Street between 16th and Mariposa streets. These sidewalk gaps will be closed upon completion of the 
adjacent buildings. All intersections surrounding the site have standard painted crosswalks and directional curb 
ramps. All signalized intersections include pedestrian signals with count down timers.  



The Bay Trail is a planned 500-mile recreational shoreline corridor that, when complete, will encircle San 
Francisco and San Pablo Bays with a continuous network of bicycling and hiking trails. In the project vicinity, the 
Bay Trail will run along the east side of Terry François Boulevard, and is designated as a multi-use trail shared by 
pedestrians and bicycles. As a major mostly uninterrupted pedestrian facility, this path will carry a significant 
proportion of pedestrian flow to and from the Event Center and between the Event Center and major regional 
transit hubs and bike share stations, and certain segments along congested areas, such as the Embarcadero, are 
being designed to provide separate paths for bicyclists and pedestrians to improve safety. 



3.2 TRANSIT NETWORK  



This section discusses both regional and local transit provision to the proposed Event Center 
Development site. The site is well-served by both local and regional public transit. Local service 
is provided by Muni Bus, light rail lines, and the Mission Bay TMA shuttles. Regional service is 
provided by BART, Caltrain, AC Transit, Golden Gate Transit, SamTrans, and various ferry 
providers. Riders from these regional transit services would either walk or transfer to Muni or 
privately operated shuttles to access the Event Center Development. This section is organized 



in order of proximity to the site, starting with the transit hub that is furthest away (BART Stations) and ending 
with the one that is closest (Muni light rail platforms). Existing rail transit is shown in Figure 3-1 and existing bus 
transit is shown in Figure 3-2.  



3.2.1 Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART, Regional) 



BART provides regional commuter rail service in the Bay Area. San Francisco’s Financial District is centrally 
located within the system, which provides service to the East Bay (Pittsburg/Bay Point, Richmond, 
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Dublin/Pleasanton and Fremont) and to San Mateo County (San Francisco International Airport and Millbrae) 
with operating hours between 4:00 AM and midnight daily. In the Financial District, BART operates underground 
below Market Street. The Event Center Development can be most directly accessed from four BART stations 
including the Embarcadero (2.1 miles), Montgomery Street (1.8 miles), Powell Street (1.7 miles), and 16th Street 
Mission (1.7 miles) stations. When the Muni Central Subway opens in 2019, its connection to the BART Powell 
Street Station will likely make this a primary transfer station to the Event Center. During the weekday PM peak 
period, when many event-goers are expected to arrive, headways are generally 5 to 15 minutes for each line. 
Off-peak headways are generally 20 minutes for each line. BART trains range from 3 to 10 cars depending on 
time of day and demand. BART will extend its service to Warm Springs in 2015 and to San Jose in 2018 and to 
east Contra Costa County via eBART in 2016. BART is also proposing early phases of its “BART Metro” project 
(that increases Transbay Tube/SF frequency) and to introduce higher-capacity train cars within the next 5-10 
years. BART is also performing a study to recommend measures to increase platform and station circulation 
capacity, particularly at Embarcadero and Montgomery Stations. The BART system map is illustrated below. 



 



3.2.2 Ferry Building 



WETA, Blue & Gold, and Golden Gate operate regular ferry service between the San Francisco Ferry Building (2 
miles from the project site) and Vallejo, Larkspur, Sausalito, Tiburon, Oakland, Alameda and South San 
Francisco. Golden Gate and WETA also provide event-level service to AT&T Park, 2/3 mile from the project site. 
The Ferry Building is also a terminal / hub for Muni and Amtrak/Amtrak Capital Corridor service.  



A Mission Bay ferry terminal near 16th Street has been identified in Water Emergency Transportation Authority 
(WETA) and MTC’s 2040 Regional Transportation Plan “One Bay Area” planning documents as a potential future 
infrastructure investment, but there has not yet been an environmental assessment or full-funding strategy 
identified for the project. WETA plans to continue developing this concept. 
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3.2.3 Caltrain (Regional) 



Caltrain provides passenger rail service on the Peninsula between San Francisco and Downtown San Jose with 
several stops in San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties. Limited service is available south of San Jose. Within San 
Francisco, Caltrain terminates at a station located on 4th Street between King and Townsend Streets, 
approximately 2/3 mile from the proposed Event Center Development site. The 4th/King station is served by 
local, limited, and “Baby Bullet” trains. The 22nd Street Station is also nearby, located directly underneath I-280, 
approximately one mile from the Event Center Development site, and is served by local, limited, and a few of 
the currently scheduled “Baby Bullet” trains. 



Caltrain service headways in the northbound direction during the PM peak, which will serve Event Center 
weekday events, are variable depending on the specific service provided by the train (bullet or limited); 
however, there are typically 5 arrivals in one hour. Southbound headways after the PM peak are once per hour. 
Electrification of Caltrain by 2021 will allow implementation of increased train frequencies. On weekends, 
headways are once per hour, so most Event Center attendees will likely arrive in a single train. However some 
guests may come on an earlier train for weekend events to visit the city or the retail and restaurant uses on site. 
Finally, Caltrain currently provides special post-game train service following Giants games.  



3.2.4 San Francisco Muni (Local) 



Muni operates bus, cable cars, streetcars, and light rail lines within San Francisco. The line that most directly 
serves the proposed Event Center Development site is the T 3rd Street light rail line, which operates in a 
dedicated right-of-way in the center of 3rd Street. A couple of Muni bus lines, the 22 Fillmore and 10 Townsend, 
as well as the N Judah light rail line stop within 1 mile of the project site. Figure 3-1 shows rail lines and Figure 
3-2 shows bus lines that provide service in the immediate project vicinity. 



T 3rd Street – The T 3rd Street light rail route connects Visitacion Valley to Mission Bay via Bayview and 
Dogpatch. It also connects Balboa Park BART Station to Mission Bay through Downtown San Francisco as the K 
Ingleside route via St Francis Wood, West Portal, and the Castro. It operates weekdays and weekends from 
approximately 4:00 AM to 1:00 AM, mostly with one-car trains using platforms that are typically long enough for 
two car-trains in the vicinity of the Event Center. This line will be diverted to the Central Subway in 2019, will 
regularly be served by 2-car trains at a higher frequency than current scheduling north of Mariposa Street, and 
its UCSF Mission Bay station is located at the northwest corner of the project site.  



The T 3rd Street line stops at side-running raised platforms located along 3rd Street at the following locations: 



 Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at South Street  (at the northwest corner of the site)  



 Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at Mariposa Street (1/4-mile south of the site) 



 Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at 20th Street (1/2 mile south of the site) 



 Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at Mission Rock Street (1/3-mile north of the site) 



In addition, all other Muni light rail lines and several east-west Muni bus lines overlap the T 3rd line at the 
Downtown stations, including the Embarcadero BART/Muni Station and other Market Street Muni bus/rail hubs 
that are within 2 miles away. Event-goers coming from other parts of San Francisco can transfer to the T 3rd line. 
Within five years, Muni expects to operate enhanced transit service described in the TEP, which could include 
the T 3rd and the 22 Fillmore trolley bus rerouted to run along 16th Street east of I-280 to Terry François 
Boulevard, with a more near-term plan to operate a Muni 55 motor coach line between the 16th Street BART 
and the Event Center until the trolley bus extension can be completed. The Muni 33 line may be extended to 
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serve the segment in Potrero Hill currently served by the 22. Two new Muni Bus Rapid Transit corridors (Van 
Ness and Geary) will have at least one of the programmed lines terminate within 2/3 mile of the project site 
within the next 5-8 years. Lastly, many major Muni bus lines have current terminus stations at the Temporary 
Transbay Terminal, Caltrain Terminal and Ferry Building (see below). 



3.2.5 Mission Bay TMA Shuttles 



The Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) strives to reduce single-occupant vehicle trips 
by encouraging alternative modes of transportation for residents, employees and visitors to the Mission Bay 
development area. Mission Bay TMA currently provides two shuttle bus route services (east and west) between 
Mission Bay and the Powell Street BART Station and the 4th/King Caltrain Station. They are free of charge and 
open to all employees, residents, and visitors to the Mission Bay Area and the China Basin building at 185 Berry 
Street. The west route serves 16th and Illinois streets, while the east route serves 4th Street and Mission Bay 
Boulevard; both operate at 15-minute intervals from 7:00 to 10:00 AM and 3:45 to 8:15 PM. Figure 3-2 shows 
TMA Shuttle routes and existing stops. 



The Golden State Warriors will join the Mission Bay TMA and the shuttles will be made available for employees 
and visitors. According to the Mission Bay TMA, the evening service is currently at or near capacity. After joining 
the TMA, shuttle routes, stops, and schedules may be reconfigured to better serve the site and Mission Bay. A 
new stop to serve the site is suggested on the south side of South Street near the intersection with 3rd Street. 
UCSF Campus-to-Campus Shuttles 



UCSF provides shuttles for university personnel, including faculty, staff, technicians, and students, to travel 
between the university’s campuses in San Francisco. These shuttles relieve capacity constraints for both the 
Mission Bay TMA shuttles and the road network via a reduction in single-occupant vehicle trips. Non-university 
affiliated personnel in the neighborhood are not permitted to ride UCSF shuttles.  



3.2.6 Temporary Transbay Terminal 



The Temporary Transbay Terminal provides temporary bus terminal facilities during construction of the new 
multi-modal Transbay Transit Center, which is scheduled for completion in 2017. The Temporary Terminal is 
located in the area bounded by Main, Folsom, Beale and Howard Streets, approximately 1.75 miles north of the 
project site. It currently serves AC Transit, WestCAT Lynx, Muni, Golden Gate Transit, and SamTrans passengers.  



The new Transbay Transit Center will be located in an area bounded by Beale Street, 2nd Street, Minna Street, 
and Natoma Street and will serve the same transit providers as the Temporary Terminal plus capacity to 
accommodate Caltrain expansion and California High Speed Rail. Phase I of the project is expected to be 
completed by 2017.  
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3.3 BICYCLE FACILITIES  



Bicyclists may use all roadways in the city, not just designated bicycle routes; however, the City of 
San Francisco has an extensive bicycle network. The three classes of bicycle facilities are described 
below. 



 



Class I (Multi-use paths) are paved multi-use facilities separated from 
roadways. The City of San Francisco has Class I facilities in large parks (e.g., 
Golden Gate Park or the Panhandle) and in areas where bicycling on the street 
would be challenging (e.g., US 101/Cesar Chavez Interchange).  



Class I facilities are generally shared with pedestrians and may be adjacent to an 
existing roadway, or may be entirely independent of existing vehicular facilities.  



 



Class II (Bicycle Lanes) are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by 
bicycles through striping, pavement legends, and signs. 



 



Class III (Bicycle Routes) are designated roadways for shared bicycle/vehicle 
use indicated by signs only; may or may not include additional pavement width 
for cyclists. The majority of San Francisco’s bicycle facilities are Class III facilities. 
In San Francisco, Class III Bicycle Routes are routinely striped with the shared-
lane arrow, or “sharrow,” reminding drivers and cyclists to share the roadway. 



Current on-street bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the project are shown in Figure 3-3 and described below. The 
majority of the study area is flat, with limited changes in grade, facilitating bicycling within and through the area. 
However, dedicated bicycle lanes are not provided on all routes. For a description of planned bicycle projects 
which will add key links to the existing network including the Blue Greenway on Terry François Boulevard, refer 
to section 1.3.2. 



The Bay Trail, described above, connects China Basin to Mission Bay across the Channel and runs along bicycle 
route #5. Additionally, the Embarcadero Enhancement project, now underway proposes to develop a 
conceptual design and cost estimate for a bikeway - a bicycle facility that is physically separated from moving or 
parked vehicles and pedestrians - along The Embarcadero from 3rd Street in South Beach to Powell and 
Jefferson Streets in the Fisherman’s Wharf area. A bikeway is a bicycle facility that is physically separated from 
moving or parked vehicles and pedestrians. The SFMTA proposes to study a bicycle connection across the Lefty 
O’Doul Bridge that would connect the two waterfront bicycle facilities. 



Route #5 runs north to south along Terry François Boulevard and Illinois Street as a Class II bike lane. This route 
connects China Basin to the north with the project site and Route #7 to the south. 



Route #536 is a two-block section of northbound sharrows on 3rd Street between Terry François Boulevard and 
Townsend Street.  
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4th Street is a north-south bike route that extends from Berry Street to the north to 16th Street. 4th Street is 
designated as a Class III bicycle facility as it crosses Mission Creek until Channel Street, south of which it has 
Class II bike lanes. 



Route #7 is primarily a north-south bike route that runs along Indiana Street as a Class III facility. At Mariposa St 
to the north, it merges with Route #23 and runs to the east to Illinois Street, where it continues north to the 
Event Center site. This route connects to Route #23 to the west as well as Route #5 and the Bay Trail to the east.  



Route #23 is primarily a north-south bike route that extends along 7th Street from Brannan Street to 16th Street 
and down Mississippi Street to Mariposa Street with Class II bike lanes. At Mississippi Street and Mariposa, it runs 
east along Mariposa Street as a Class III facility and merges with Route #7. 



Route #123 is a short north-south bike route that runs along Henry Adams/Kansas Street between Division 
Street and 16th Street as a Class III bicycle facility. It connects Routes #36 and #40.  



Route #36 is an east-west bike route that runs along Townsend Street between The Embarcadero and 8th Street 
as a Class II bike lane. It connects the Caltrain Station at 4th and King Streets with Routes #23 and #123 to the 
west. 



Route #40 is an east-west bike route that runs along 16th Street from Kansas Street to 3rd Street as a Class II bike 
lane. It continues for less than a block as a Class III bike facility from 3rd Street to the project site at Illinois Street. 
This route connects Route #25 and #123 to the west with Routes #23, 4th Street, and the project site to the east. 
Route #40 is planned to be moved to 17th Street between Kansas and Mississippi Streets before returning to 
16th Street, where it will continue to Terry François Boulevard. 



There is currently a Bay Area Bike Share (BABS) pod at the Caltrain Station and on Townsend Street between 7th 
and 8th streets, and at least one planned in the Mission Bay neighborhood near the UCSF residences. The 
Warriors are exploring locations for a new bike share station at or immediately adjacent to the Event Center or 
Bayfront Park. 
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3.4 STREET NETWORK  



Since the Event Center Development site is located at the eastern edge of the Mission Bay 
neighborhood, the street network serving it extends to the north, west, and south only. The 
project proposes to restripe the roads adjacent to the Event Center Development frontage, as 
discussed in more detail previously in Chapter 2. 



3.4.1 Local Access 



This section describes the existing streets that are most relevant for access to the immediate vicinity of the site 
and discusses their relevance for particular modes as appropriate.  



16th Street is a four-lane east-west Secondary Arterial roadway with left turn pockets that extends to Castro 
Street to the west and currently terminates at Illinois Street in the east. Upon build out, 16th Street will continue 
along the south border of the project site to Terry François Boulevard. East of Illinois Street and along the 
majority of the corridor within the study area, on-street parking is prohibited on both sides of the street. On-
street parking is currently allowed on both sides of the street between 3rd Street and Illinois Street. Muni line 22 
currently runs along the length of 16th Street west of Kansas Street. Interim Muni line 55 is proposed to run 
along 16th Street to 3rd Street. Bicycle Route 40 is a Class II route that runs along 16th Street between 3rd and 
Kansas streets. Future plans will extend the route east along 17th to Mississippi where it will return to 16th Street. 
Sidewalks are generally provided on at least one side of the road within the study area (on the south side of the 
road to the east of 3rd Street and on the north side of the road west of 3rd Street). On-street bike lanes are 
planned along 16th Street between 3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard. 



South Street borders the project to the north and runs for one block from Terry François Boulevard to 3rd Street. 
It is a four-lane road that transitions to a pedestrian plaza, Gene Friend Way, to the west of 3rd Street. Parking is 
prohibited on both sides of the street and wide sidewalks are provided on the north side. No bicycle facilities are 
provided on South Street. 



3rd Street is a four-lane north-south roadway that extends from Market Street to Bayshore Boulevard. It is 
designated as a Primary Transit Important roadway in San Francisco’s General Plan. Near the Event Center site, 
on-street parking is prohibited on both sides of the street. 3rd Street is designated as a Class III bike route with 
sharrows between King Street and Terry François Boulevard in the northbound direction only. The T 3rd Street 
light rail line operates along 3rd Street between Channel Street and Bayshore Boulevard along a physically 
separated median in the roadway. During peak events at AT&T Park, vehicle capacity across the 3rd Street 
Bridge is reduced to one lane in each direction to accommodate surges in pedestrian activity around the park. 



Terry François Boulevard is primarily a four-lane road that runs north-south from Mission Rock Street to 3rd 
Street and borders the project site to the east. The road transitions to a two-lane road north of Mission Rock 
Street, where it curves to the west to its terminus at 3rd Street. Terry François Boulevard is part of the Bay Trail 
and Bicycle Route 5 (Class II in both directions). On-street parking is generally permitted on both sides of the 
street, except along the frontage of Pier 48 and Pier 50. During events at AT&T Park, Terry François Boulevard is 
closed to vehicle traffic from 3rd Street to Pier 48. The proposed Blue Greenway project will add a two-way 
bikeway along the east side of the street with a 4-foot buffer. As part of the Blue Greenway project, Terry 
François Boulevard will be realigned to create a regular block shape for Blocks 30 and 32 and to maximize the 
size of the Bayfront Park. The four travel lanes and on-street parking lanes on both sides will be maintained.  



Bridgeview Way is a privately managed, narrow two-lane road that runs from South Street directly across from 
the north parking entrance for the Event Center Development, to China Basin Street. Parking is prohibited on 
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both sides of the street and sidewalks are provided on both sides along the entire stretch. This road provides 
internal access and circulation for the residential and office uses along the corridor.  



Illinois Street is a two-lane road that runs north-south from Cargo Way to 16th Street at the south parking 
entrance to the Event Center Development. Through the project area, parking is permitted on both sides of the 
street and the majority of the road. Parking is prohibited on the west side of Illinois between Mariposa and 18th 
streets during the post-event period when there are events at AT&T Park. Illinois Street also serves as Bicycle 
Route 5, with Class II facilities in both directions. Parking is prohibited on the west side of Illinois between 
Mariposa and 18th streets during the post-event period when there are events at AT&T Park. 



4th Street is a two-lane north-south Primary Transit Important roadway that extends from Market Street to 16th 
Street. On-street parking is provided on both sides of the street. 4th Street is designated as a Class III bike route 
as it crosses Mission Creek, after which it transitions into Class II bike facilities (bike lanes) between Channel 
Street and 16th Street. The T 3rd Street light rail line operates on 4th Street between King Street and Channel 
Street. The 4th Street Bridge is closed to northbound traffic except transit, taxis and bikes during the post-event 
period for AT&T Park events. As part of the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan, 4th Street will extend south of 16th 
Street to access a new UCSF hospital facility, but will not connect through to Mariposa Street. 



7th Street is a two-lane north-south Secondary Arterial roadway that extends from Market Street to 16th Street. 
On-street parking is provided on both sides of the street between Irwin Street and 16th Street. 7th Street has 
Class II bike facilities between Brannan and 16th streets. 



Mission Bay Boulevard North and South are a one-lane one-way east-west couplet Local Street that extends 
from Terry François Boulevard to 4th Street; right-turn only lanes are provided at intersections. It is located at the 
northern edge of the Mission Bay campus site and will be eventually extended to connect to the Mission Bay 
Circle in the future, located approximately 1,300 feet to the west, as part of the Mission Bay Redevelopment 
Plan. On-street parking is provided on the north side of the Mission Bay Boulevard North.  



King Street is a five to six-lane Primary Transit Important east-west roadway that connects to the terminus of I-
280 approximately 2/3 mile north of the project. The Muni line T 3rd Street operates in the median along King 
Street between The Embarcadero and 4th Street, where it continues down 4th Street to the Event Center site. 
AT&T Park, home of the San Francisco Giants, is located on King Street between 2nd and 3rd Streets. Caltrain has 
its terminus station on 4th Street between King and Townsend Streets. Although King Street is not directly 
adjacent to the Event Center Development project site, it plays a major role in providing access to and from the 
site. King Street is closed in eastbound direction between 3rd and 2nd streets during post-event period for AT&T 
Park events. 



Berry Street is a two-lane east-west Local Street that extends from 3rd Street to Owens Street. Berry Street 
operates as an eastbound one-way street between 3rd and 4th Streets. On-street parking is provided primarily 
on the south side, though there are some areas that have on-street parking on both sides of the street. 



Channel Street is a four-lane east-west Local Street that currently extends from west of 4th Street to 3rd Street. 
On-street parking is prohibited on both sides of the street between 3rd and 4th Streets, and permitted west of 4th 
Street. The T 3rd Street rail line operates on Channel Street between 3rd and 4th streets within a physically 
separated median in the roadway. Channel Street will be extended to the Mission Bay Circle in the future, as 
part of the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan. 



Mission Rock Street is a two-lane east-west Local Street that extends from Terry François Boulevard to 4th Street. 
On-street parking is provided on both sides of the street for most of the length, but is not available east of 3rd 
Street.  
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Mariposa Street is a two-lane east-west Local Street that extends from Illinois Street to Harrison Street. During 
special events, parking is prohibited to provide four travel lanes. The I-280 on- and off-ramps (southbound and 
northbound, respectively) are located immediately east of the intersection of Pennsylvania and Mariposa streets. 
The intersection of Mariposa Street and Fourth Street serves as a major access point to the UCSF hospital 
facilities currently under construction. Both sides of the street provide on-street parking. In addition, Mariposa 
Street is a designated Class III bike route with sharrows between Illinois Street and Mississippi Street. Mariposa 
Street will be widened to five lanes between 3rd Street and I-280 prior to opening of the Event Center. 



Owens Street is a north-south roadway that runs from 16th Street north to a future roundabout, where it 
continues to the west until it runs into Mission Bay Drive. It operates as a two-way street with one travel lane in 
each direction. There are no Muni routes or bicycle designations on Owens Street. Owens Street sidewalk widths 
within the study area are generally adequate. Owens Street will be extended south to Mariposa Street and will 
connect with the I-280 off-ramp at Mariposa. 



3.4.2 Truck Access 



Major truck routes in Mission Bay are along I-280, King Street, Mariposa Street, 16th Street, and 3rd Street. These 
routes are illustrated in Figure 3-4. Primary truck access to the project site will be along Mariposa Street to 
Illinois Street, where direct access to the parking garage will be provided at the Illinois Street / 16th Street 
intersection. Secondary truck access to the site will be along Cesar Chavez Street to Illinois Street. Truck access 
to and circulation throughout the Event Center Development site is explained in further detail in Chapter 7. 
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3.5 REGIONAL TRAFFIC  



Interstate 80 (I-80): I-80 provides the primary regional access by car from the East Bay to the project area. It 
connects to the East Bay and other major freeways (I-580 and I-880) via the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge. 
Within San Francisco, I-80 generally has eight lanes (four lanes in each direction). On- and off-ramps serving the 
site are located as follows: 



 Off-ramps:  



o Westbound: Harrison Street at 5th Street; 8th Street at Harrison Street 



o Eastbound:  4th and Bryant, 7th and Bryant 



 On-ramps: 



o Eastbound: Bryant Street between 1st and 2nd Streets; Essex Street at Harrison Street; , 1st Street 
at Harrison Street, 8th Street 



o Westbound:  7th Street and Harrison, 4th and Harrison  



Interstate 280 (I-280): I-280 provides the primary regional access by car from the South Bay and the Peninsula 
to the project site and is generally a six-lane freeway. There is a freeway interchange between I-280 and 
Highway 101 (US 101) approximately 2.5 miles south of the site. US 101 also provides access to Cesar Chavez 
Street south of the site and Vermont Street west of the site. I-280 has a terminus (both on- and off-ramps) at 4th 
and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain Station, which results in the need to ensure safe pedestrian circulation 
at that intersection. The closest on- and off-ramp serving the site for southbound and northbound I-280 traffic 
is at Mariposa Street. Drivers will be encouraged to also use the ramp at Cesar Chavez St/Pennsylvania Avenue 
to reduce the impacts on the ramps before and after a peak event and distribute traffic more efficiently. On- 
and off-ramps serving the site are located as follows: 



 Off-ramps:  



o Northbound: Cesar Chavez Street; Mariposa Street; 5th Street / King Street (terminus) 



o Southbound: 18th Street / Pennsylvania Avenue; Cesar Chavez Street / 25th Street 



 On-ramps: 



o Northbound: 25th Street; 18th Street;  



o Southbound: 5th Street / King Street (terminus); Mariposa Street; Cesar Chavez Street 



Regional auto traffic will seek parking in locations close to the Event Center. A total of 8,290 parking spaces exist 
in the area between the Event Center and I-280/King Street to the west and north. This includes 4,690 spaces in 
parking structures and 3,590 spaces in surface lots. Major parking facilities in the area include Lot A (2,300 space 
surface lot), the 1,400 space structure at 450 South Street, the 730 space UCSF garage at 3rd Street and Campus 
Lane, a 500 space structure at 499 Illinois Street, and an 800 space structure located behind 1650 Owens Street.  
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CHAPTER 4. TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT 



The purpose of the strategies described in this chapter is to increase the level of access to the project by transit, 
bicycling and walking while discouraging the use of private automobiles, particularly by solo drivers. The 
strategies identified in this chapter will be reviewed and refined both during the Event Center’s first year of the 
project’s completion and as new transportation facilities are developed in the project vicinity. 



4.1 GENERAL TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES  



Measures that will be implemented to support all public transit, bicycle, and automobile reduction strategies 
include: 



1. Appoint an Event Center Transportation Coordinator (ECTC) to: manage the transportation needs of 
employees and event attendees; provide information and education materials; implement and 
administer various TDM measures; coordinate with nearby employers; promote use of rideshare; 
encourage use of public transportation, Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and bicycles; conduct surveys to 
determine travel mode and other relevant information; and implement new strategies as needed to 
meet target auto mode share and reduce impacts to adjacent businesses and residents. 



2. Develop means of in-building, on-site, and/or neighborhood communication (radio, TV, smart phone 
app, etc.) that give Event Center, office, or retail users multiple, real-time advisories about the status of 
the transportation system and event schedule to facilitate convenient transportation choices. 
Information provided may include availability of public transit and shuttle bus service, location and 
capacity of bike parking facilities, best walking paths, location of taxi stops, and limited extent of – or 
high price for – available parking. 



3. Develop a crowd-sourced app that puts information on all transportation modes in the hands of event 
attendees with smart communication devices. This real-time information on travel conditions and travel 
times by mode will lead to a transportation system that will become increasingly more user optimized. 
The app may also be equipped to send notifications about event times and traffic conditions. The app 
will be free and available to anyone who wishes to download it, and will be useful for anyone working, 
living, or visiting the Mission Bay Area. 



4. Provide extensive use of real-time transit info in public assembly areas that reflect the range of transit 
services in the area.  



5. Install a machine to add value to Clipper Cards on-site.  



6. Establish an annual TDM budget to support TDM efforts.  



7. Designate TDM coordinator to develop and implement marketing/communications/incentive program 
and coordinate with facility on policies and capital needs to support sustainable trip making. 



4.2 EMPLOYEE TDM 



The strategies described below are designed to reduce employee auto mode . 
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4.2.1 Employee Public Transit Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among Golden State Warriors 
employees and Event Center staff are outlined below. Other employers for office and retail uses on-site will also 
be encouraged to implement these policies:  



1. 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. 



2. 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.  



4.2.2 Employee Bicycle Strategies 



1. Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among 
Golden State Warriors employees and Event Center staff are outlined below. Other employers for office 
and retail uses on-site will also be encouraged to implement these policies: Promote use of the indoor 
bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) (available to Event Center and GSW employees 
during non-event hours and days).Provide indoor secure bicycle parking facilities for employees in 
office buildings and retail uses on-site. 



1. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office or retail visitors. 



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



3. Provide shower and locker facilities in each on-site building for employee use. 



4. Encourage all employees to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the annual “Bike 
to Work” day. 



4.2.3 Employee Automobile Reduction Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of employee vehicular traffic include: 



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



2. Support Ridesharing Program –Enroll in free-to-employees ride-matching program through 
www.511.org. 



3. Emergency Ride Home Program – Enroll in free-to-employers ERH program through the City of San 
Francisco (www.sferh.org).  



4. Organize and publicize community efforts like Spare the Air days (as declared for the Bay Area region) 
or a Rideshare Week.  



5. Encourage carpooling and vanpooling by designating/reserving some Event Center garage parking 
spaces for employees who use those modes. 



4.2.4 Additional Strategies 



1. 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 work day.  
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4.3 PROMOTE PRE-TAX COMMUTER BENEFITS, PROMOTE RIDESHARING, NOTIFY EMPLOYEES 
OF GUARANTEED RIDE HOME SERVICES.EVENT CENTER PATRON TDM 



The strategies described below are designed to limit event patron auto mode split for peak-event travel (6:00 
PM – 8:00 PM) to no more than 53 percent (weekday) or 59 percent (weekend). They should also reduce auto 
mode split for retail, restaurant, and other site visitors where applicable.  



4.3.1 Patron Public Transit Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among guests include:  



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



2. Establish a partnership to brand Clipper Cards and/or transit stops and stations near the Event Center 
to encourage the mental association of event attendance with transit usage during attendee’s trip 
planning process. 



3. Work with SFMTA to brand transit stops/stations near the project site, covering any costs associated 
with re-branding. 



4. 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 guests can make 
choices accordingly.  



5.   



6. Promote transit access to project 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.  



7. Utilize TVs and other screens inside the Event Center building to display real time transit information 
and prominent comparisons between transportation choices available to fans, employees, and visitors 
to the Event Center Development. Emphasize transit’s lower-cost, higher sustainability, and other 
beneficial factors as compared with private autos. 



8. 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 guests of non-auto travel options 
home, including real time transit and shuttle departure times.  



9. 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 
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4.3.2 Patron Bicycle Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among Event Center 
patrons include: 



1. Promote use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) on 16th Street. Reward 
patrons of the bike valet 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 guests can make choices 
accordingly.  



2. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office, retail, or restaurant visitors. 



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



4. Encourage all guests to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the annual “Bike to 
Work” day 



5. Provide temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas in both major plazas for peak events that 
experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space indoor valet facility. 



6. Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the Event Center development site, on the Event Center web 
site and mobile app. 



4.3.3 Patron Automobile Reduction Strategies 



Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of visitor vehicular traffic include: 



1. Increase fees for event parking on-site above typical event center rates. 



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



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



4. Provide electronic message boards displaying upcoming event schedules to discourage auto use and 
parking on-site. 



5. Designate priority curb areas on-site for taxis, charter buses, and rideshare vehicles. Explore partnership 
options with rideshare/carpool/TNC companies to offer discounts to event attendees and other visitors. 



6. Create schedules of upcoming events for display on electronic message boards, to discourage auto use 
and parking in the site’s vicinity. 



 



4.3.4 Additional Strategies 



1. Program additional on-site amenities (food and beverage options, automated banking resources) to 
encourage Event Center patrons to stay on-site for longer pre- and post-event periods. 
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4.4 SPECIAL EVENT TRANSIT SERVICE PLAN 



This section summarizes a preliminary Transit Service Plan (TSP) for the Warriors Event Center and Mixed Use 
Development as outlined by the SFMTA in a presentation on October 1, 2014. 



4.4.1 Service Plan Objectives 



The key objective for the TSP is as follows: 



 Provide high quality service to event goers, without affecting service reliability for other Muni customers 



 Accommodate a 35 percent transit mode share for peak events. 



 Develop a service plan that maximizes existing infrastructure and prioritizes operations efficiencies 



 Develop a service plan adequate for peak event ridership volumes that is also scalable for small and 
medium events  



4.4.2 Service Plan for Peak Event 



The majority of regional transit riders will use Muni as a last-mile connection to the Event Center Development. 
Most Muni passengers will travel on the T 3rd southbound pre-event, and northbound post-event. The T 3rd 
service pre-event is expected to have excess capacity, while post-event excessive capacity will not be allocated 
from regular service, but rather will be served from additional trains and supplemental routes. The T 3rd service 
will be supplemented with bus service to respond to distributed customer demand, to minimize transfers made, 
and to minimize rail car demand. Inset 4-1 shows proposed routes for each of the supplemental shuttles. 
Supplemental bus routes include: 



 T 3rd Supplemental Service  



 Metro Shuttle via The Embarcadero  



 16th Street BART Station Shuttle 



 Van Ness Avenue Shuttle 



 Ferry Building / Transbay Terminal Shuttle  



Inset 4-1 Supplemental Shuttle Routes 
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Table 4-1 summarizes the fleet of shuttle buses and light rail vehicles necessary for pre- and post-event 
scenarios.  



Figure 4-1 shows the pre-event shuttle plan, including stop locations at the site. Figure 4-2 shows the post-
event shuttle plan; including shuttle stop locations, staging areas, and temporary lane closers, which are 
discussed in more detail in Chapter 6. 



 48 











Final Transportation Management Plan – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Event Center and Mixed Use Development 
April 2015 
 



TABLE 4-1: PRELIMINARY TRANSIT SERVICE PLAN FOR PEAK EVENT2 



SERVICE  



FLEET NECESSARY 



Pre-Event Post-Event 



T 3rd Supplemental Service 4 two car trains between Chinatown and 
Mission Bay Loop combined with 4 minute 
scheduled subway service 



10 two car trains staged to clear event 



Metro Shuttle via The 
Embarcadero None – limited car availability 2 three car trains staged to clear event 



16th Street BART Station Shuttle 
4 articulated motor coaches operating 
between 16th Street BART and the arena 
every 7-8 minutes 



4 articulated motor coaches + 1 standard 
motor coaches operating between 16th 
Street BART and the arena staged to clear 
event with half of vehicles returning for a 
second trip 



Van Ness Avenue Shuttle 5 standard motor coaches operating every 
12 minutes along the Van Ness corridor to 
arena via 16th Street 



4 standard motor coaches operating to the 
Van Ness corridor via 16th Street staged to 
clear event 



Ferry Building / Transbay 
Terminal Shuttle 



6 standard motor coaches operating every 
10 minutes via Ferry Plaza and the Transbay 
Terminal to the arena 



6 standard motor coaches operating to 
Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building Plaza 
staged to clear event 



Source: SFMTA (Oct. 1, 2014). 



 



  



 



2 The Transit Service Plan can also be modified to serve varying attendance size for small and medium events.  



 49 



                                                      











ILLINOIS STREET



16TH
 STREET



N
ELSO



N
 RISIN



G
 LN



M
ISSIO



N
 BAY BLV



D
 SO



U
TH



M
ISSIO



N
 BAY BLV



D
 SO



U
TH



M
A



RIPO
SA



 ST



SO
U



TH
 STREET



3RD STREET



TERRY A FRANCOIS BLVD



3RD STREET



TENNESSEE ST



3RD STREET



Extended PlatformExtended Platform



BRIDGEVIEW



TERRY FRANCOIS BLVD



"$



"$



"$



"$



"$



"$



TM
A



SH
U



TTLE
TM



A
SH



U
TTLE



TRAN
SBAY



TERM
IN



AL/
FERRY BU



ILD
IN



G
SH



U
TTLES



TRAN
SBAY



TERM
IN



AL/
FERRY BU



ILD
IN



G
SH



U
TTLES



TAXI
TAXI



TAXITAXI



PASSENGER
DROP-OFF/



PICK-UP



PASSENGER
DROP-OFF/



PICK-UP



PASSENGER
DROP-OFF/



PICK-UP



PASSENGER
DROP-OFF/



PICK-UP



PEDICAB LOADINGPEDICAB LOADING



GENERAL &
PARATRANSIT



LOADING



GENERAL &
PARATRANSIT



LOADING



O
N



-STREET
PARKIN



G
O



N
-STREET



PARKIN
G



O
N



-STREET
PARKIN



G
O



N
-STREET



PARKIN
G



M
ED



IA
TRU



CKS
M



ED
IA



TRU
CKS



16TH
 ST &



VAN
 N



ESS
SH



U
TTLES



16TH
 ST &



VAN
 N



ESS
SH



U
TTLES



PRE-EVENT SHUTTLE PLAN
FIGURE 4-1



Not to Scale



N



SF13-0682 SF Warriors Arena\Graphics



16TH
 STREET











ILLINOIS STREET



16TH
 STREET



N
ELSO



N
 RISIN



G
 LN



M
ISSIO



N
 BAY BLV



D
 SO



U
TH



M
ISSIO



N
 BAY BLV



D
 SO



U
TH



M
A



RIPO
SA



 ST



SO
U



TH
 STREET



3RD STREET



TERRY A FRANCOIS BLVD



3RD STREET



TENNESSEE ST



3RD STREET



BRIDGEVIEW



TERRY FRANCOIS BLVD



Extended PlatformExtended Platform



"$



"$



"$



"$



"$



"$



LANE CLOSEDLANE CLOSED LANE CLOSEDLANE CLOSED



STREET SEGM
ENT CLOSED



STREET SEGM
ENT CLOSED



LANE CLOSEDLANE CLOSED



LANE CLOSED- BUSES/LOCAL TRAFFIC ONLYLANE CLOSED- BUSES/LOCAL TRAFFIC ONLY



STREET SEGM
ENT CLOSED



STREET SEGM
ENT CLOSED



BUS ONLY
BUS ONLY



STREET SEGM
ENT CLOSED



STREET SEGM
ENT CLOSED



TM
A



SH
U



TTLE
TM



A
SH



U
TTLE



TAXI
TAXI



TAXITAXI



PEDICAB LOADINGPEDICAB LOADING



O
N



-STREET
PARKIN



G
O



N
-STREET



PARKIN
G



O
N



-STREET
PARKIN



G
O



N
-STREET



PARKIN
G



TRANSBAY TERMINAL
/ FERRY SHUTTLE



TRANSBAY TERMINAL
/ FERRY SHUTTLE



M
ED



IA
TRU



CKS
M



ED
IA



TRU
CKS



VAN
 N



ESS SH
U



TTLE*
VAN



 N
ESS SH



U
TTLE*



16TH STREET
SHUTTLE



16TH STREET
SHUTTLE



BLACK CAR
LO



AD
IN



G
BLACK CAR



LO
AD



IN
G



PASSENGER
DROP-OFF/



PICK-UP



PASSENGER
DROP-OFF/



PICK-UP



PASSENGER
DROP-OFF/



PICK-UP



PASSENGER
DROP-OFF/



PICK-UP



GENERAL &
PARATRANSIT



LOADING



GENERAL &
PARATRANSIT



LOADING



POST-EVENT SHUTTLE PLAN
FIGURE 4-2



Not to Scale



N



SF13-0682 SF Warriors Arena\Graphics



16TH
 STREET



* Under post-event conditions for large events, a limited number of Van Ness shuttles 
will park directly adjacent to the sidewalk, over the painted bike lane. Westbound 
cyclists will be directed by PCOs to bike along the closed vehicle lane between Terry 
Francois Boulevard and Illinois Street, then to merge back into the designated bike 
lanes west of Illinois Street, per direction from SFMTA Livable Streets group.
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CHAPTER 5. TRAVEL CHARACTERISTICS OF EVENT 
CENTER ATTENDEES AND SITE USERS 



This chapter describes the travel characteristics of current Oracle Arena attendees and the assumptions for the 
new Event Center based on the analysis prepared by the SEIR Team (as of December 2014), focusing on travel 
patterns typical of game days. For typical sequences of events on game and concert days, please see Appendix 
A. This Chapter is included in the TMP for contextual and informational purposes only. A full environment 
document will be prepared that includes a more complete and quantitative analysis of travel characteristics (i.e., 
projected mode split, intersection performance, parking demand, and traffic routing) as they pertain to 
transportation. 



5.1 NBA EVENT ATTENDANCE LEVELS  



The NBA regular Season consists of 82 games total with half of them played at the home Arena. Home games 
over the year would typically consist of the following: 



 2-3 pre-season home games; 



 41 regular season home games; 



 0-16 post-season home games (should the Warriors reach the playoffs, the minimum number of home 
games is 2 and the maximum is 16)  



The monthly distribution of home games tends to be evenly spread at about 7 games/month over 6 months 
(November-April), with a typical month having 1-3 games on Fridays, 1-3 games on Saturdays, 0-1 game on 
Sundays, and 2-6 games on Mondays through Thursdays.  



The capacity of the existing Oakland Arena is 19,596. Average attendance levels at home games over the last 10 
years are summarized in Table 5-1.  



TABLE 5-1: WARRIORS’ HISTORIC GAME ATTENDANCE LEVELS BY YEAR  



Season Average Attendance Occupancy 



2012-13 16,831 86% 



2011-12 16,749 86% 



2010-11 16,399 84% 



2009-10 14,884 76% 



2008-09 17,573 90% 



2007-08 18,120 93% 



2006-07 16,024 82% 



2005-06 16,173 83% 



2004-05 14,471 74% 



2003-04 14,370 73% 
Source: GSW Attendance and Employment Memo (Feb. 7, 2014).  
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Based on the information above, games in many years have, on average, almost filled the Arena to capacity. As 
a result, the discussion and controls in the following sections are based on 18,064 attendees. 



5.2 EVENT CENTER PATRON ARRIVALS  



5.2.1 Trip Origins and Arrival Distribution 



Table 5-2 summarizes the known origins of attendees who currently attend games at Oracle Arena and 
estimated origins of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Event Center site, the 
breakdown of trip origins will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will come from the East 
Bay (33 percent vs. 53 percent) and that more attendees will come from San Francisco, the South Bay, and the 
North Bay.  



TABLE 5-2: ORIGINS OF NBA EVENT ATTENDEES 



Origin 
Origins for Current Oakland 



Arena Location1 



Weekday Inbound 
Forecast Origins for San 



Francisco Location1 



San Francisco 16% 29.3% 



  Super District 1 N/A 14.8% 



  Super District 2 N/A 4.6% 



  Super District 3 N/A 5.5% 



  Super District 4 N/A 4.4% 



North Bay 7% 8.9% 



East Bay 53% 31.1% 



South Bay 24% 26.7% 



Out of Region N/A 4% 



Notes: 



1. Source: Technical Memorandum – Travel, Parking and Loading Demand Estimates for the Proposed 
Event Center & Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32, March 2015. 



Assuming the pattern is similar for the proposed Event Center site, it can be expected that patron arrivals at the 
Event Center will begin approximately 2½  hours prior to event start, peak during the ½ hour prior to event 
start, and continue after the event is under way. Approximately 70 to 80 percent of attendees are assumed to 
depart in the hour immediately after the event ends. 



For other events at the Event Center (e.g. family shows, theatre events) the arrival and departure distributions 
times are different compared to the peak NBA game event. Although the attendance levels will be lower for 
such events, due to the nature of the event and the audience it attracts, it is much more likely that all guests will 
arrive prior to the start time and will stay until the end.  



5.2.2 Pedestrian Arrivals 



Most attendees will take transit or drive and park at nearby garages and lots, and then walk to the Event Center. 
Transit and auto trips to games make up approximately 90 percent of all trips. Regardless of their primary mode 
of travel, most guests will walk the final leg of their trip. Figure 5-1 illustrates the projected routes that 
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pedestrians will likely take as they walk from nearby transit stops/stations and the walking times associated with 
each route.  



The main pedestrian entry points to the Event Center include the main plaza on the west side of the site with 
direct access from 3rd Street sidewalks, and the southeastern corner of the site with access from Terry François 
Boulevard, 16th Street, and the Bayfront Park. The majority of pedestrian traffic is expected to come from north 
of the site along The Embarcadero and the 3rd Street corridor, with its direct links to Market Street and major 
transit hubs. Some pedestrians walking from the Embarcadero may use Terry François Boulevard instead of 3rd 
Street. Upon completion of the Blue Greenway, Terry François Boulevard will become a much more attractive 
walking route to pedestrians coming to the site from the north or the south. The majority of pedestrians coming 
from the south and west are likely coming from nearby BART and Caltrain stations and will walk along 16th 
Street, 3rd Street, or Terry François Boulevard to the Event Center Development.  



5.2.3 Transit Arrivals 



Arrivals from Caltrain 



Most attendees who choose to take Caltrain to the Event Center are expected to get off at the 4th & King Station 
(0.7 mile walk) during the peak pre-game hour, while a very few may choose to get off at the 22nd Street 
Station. On weekends, train headways are typically one per hour; thus, most attendees using Caltrain will likely 
arrive in a single train. However some guests may come on an earlier train for weekend events to visit the city or 
the shop at the retail and restaurant uses on site. On weekdays, 6-7 trains arrive between 6:00 and 7:00 PM. 
With future electrification, Caltrain anticipates an additional train per hour. 



From 4th & King most pedestrians will cross King Street, walk along 4th Street, across the 4th Street Bridge to 
Channel Street, and finally along 3rd Street or Terry François Boulevard to the Event Center. Muni assumes that 
about half of Caltrain riders will get on the T 3rd at Caltrain and ride to the Event Center. Key intersections along 
pedestrian routes from Caltrain should be monitored to determine if additional traffic control is necessary. 



Arrivals from UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platforms 



Many event attendees coming from downtown San Francisco or BART or AC Transit or Golden Gate Transit will 
likely take Muni Metro (T 3rd Street Line) to the Event Center. Most Muni passengers are predicted to be coming 
from the north and will likely get off at the UCSF Mission Bay stop, located on 3rd Street south of South Street, 
approximately 500 feet away from the Event Center entry. Muni passengers coming from the south will either 
get off at the Mariposa Street stop and walk the remaining quarter mile to the arena, or will get off at the UCSF 
Mission Bay stop on 3rd Street north of South Street. To deter pedestrian crossings mid-block between South 
Street and 3rd Street, decorative fencing will be placed along the Muni transit right-of-way. 



Because the UCSF Mission Bay platform will need to accommodate high volumes of pedestrians during the pre- 
and post-event period, the project will require the extension of the platforms at 3rd Street and South Street to 
provide longer, larger, and safer landing spaces for crowds. PCOs will also be positioned at key intersections 
and crossings to assist with safe pedestrian crossing and vehicle operations in the vicinity of the platforms 
during peak events. To deter pedestrian crossings mid-block between South Street and 3rd Street, decorative 
fencing will be placed along the Muni transit right-of-way.  
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Arrivals from Special Event Shuttles 



Event attendees arriving from the Mission and 16th Street BART station or Van Ness shuttles will be dropped off 
along the south side of 16th Street, just west of Illinois Street. Pedestrian access to the Event Center will be 
provided at PCO-assisted crossings at either 3rd Street or Illinois Street. Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building 
shuttles will drop off patrons on the south side of South Street, just east of 3rd Street.  



5.2.4 Bicycle Arrivals 



Valet bicycle parking will be provided for peak events near the southeast corner of the site. A total of more than 
300 attended, free, indoor valet bicycle parking spaces will be provided. Up to 200 additional bicycles (or more 
if demand exceeds this number) will be accommodated on game days through a combination of permanent 
independently accessible outdoor bike racks installed near on-site destinations and entries, and temporary 
staffed outdoor bike valet facilities. In addition, secure bike rooms located at grade in each office building will 
provide up to 80 total bicycle spaces for office users. The nearest bike share station is currently located at the 4th 
& King Caltrain Station, approximately 2/3 mile away, or a 15 minute walk. The project will sponsor a bike share 
station in the immediate vicinity of the Arena, likely along Terry Francois Boulevard.  



Based on the mode splits for different events, the most bicycle traffic is expected during Saturday peak event 
days, resulting in approximately 250 bicycle trips, of which approximately half will arrive in the hour preceding 
game start. If all bicyclists choose to use the bicycle valet, then the bicycle valet will be nearly filled to capacity 
during most events. 



Most bicyclists traveling north or south to the arena are expected to use the Terry François Blue Greenway when 
it is complete. Bicyclists traveling west to the arena are expected to use 16th Street. All bicyclists will be expected 
to walk their bikes across 16th Street or Terry Francois Boulevard at designated crosswalks to access the bike 
valet. Signage to direct this movement will be clearly displayed to ensure organized, safe movements of bicycles 
and to reduce conflicts with vehicles and pedestrians. Location and design of the bike valet and nearby 
landscaping will also direct the safe movement of pedestrians and cyclists.  



Pedicabs, will be accommodated near the site, especially during peak events. Most pedicabs are expected to 
travel north/south to the site and are expected to use the Terry François Blue Greenway when it is complete. A 
pedicab staging area is proposed for the east side of Terry François Boulevard just south of 16th Street. This is 
consistent with the bicycle focus in the southeast corner of the site. 
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5.2.5 Taxis and Charter Buses 



An evening NBA game is not forecast to attract more than 2-3 large charter buses on average3; however they 
may become more relevant or necessary to help meet auto mode share goals in the future. A charter bus zone 
will be located along the north side of 16th Street close to Terry François Boulevard for drop-off/pick-up activity 
during small events. A total of 500 feet of curb space (accommodating 6-8 buses at a time) will be available on 
the north side of the street between Illinois Street and Terry François Boulevard. No additional off-site staging 
for the buses is necessary or anticipated at this time. 



While conventions are expected to draw a much smaller number of visitors, nearly half of all trips are forecast to 
be taken by shuttle bus or taxi.  



A staffed taxi zone will be designated along the west side of Terry François Boulevard and along the south side 
of South Street for all events to ensure taxi maneuverability from the Event Center in all directions, especially 
post event, and to increase the attractiveness of taxi options for patrons exiting daily retail and restaurant uses 
on-site. Access for passenger drop-off/pick-up activity during concerts and peak events will occur in a 
separately designated curb space on the west side of Terry François Blvd. This zone will be managed to avoid 
vehicle conflicts with surrounding traffic. Drop-offs will be located on the west side of the street and will 
minimize conflicts with cyclists on Terry François Boulevard. During non-peak events, taxis would load along the 
Terry François Boulevard frontage. 



5.2.6 Vehicle Arrivals at Event Center 



The Event Center parking garage will have approximately 950 parking spaces. 500 spaces will be available for 
pre-purchase by designated ticketholders, and others may be shared-use spaces for daytime office employees 
and evening Event Center patrons. Based on the arrival pattern of Event Center attendees, most vehicles will 
arrive at the garage in the hour preceding game tipoff. Parking pass-holders will self-park in the garage after 
having their credentials checked. Garage management procedures are described in Section 2.1.3 and Chapter 6. 



The main garage access will be located on 16th Street, creating a 4-way stop controlled intersection at Illinois 
Street. Pre-event vehicle access to the garage will be distributed to a northbound through movement from 
Illinois Street, an eastbound left-turn movement from 16th Street, and a westbound right-turn movement from 
16th Street. The Illinois Street intersection with the garage entrance/exit will be controlled by an all-way-stop, 
except for before and after large events, where it will be controlled by Parking Control Officers (PCOs). 
Operations will be monitored at this and other locations, and additional controls (e.g. signalization) may be 
added if deemed necessary to minimize conflicts between pedestrians and bicycles on the sidewalk/multi-use 
path and the vehicles entering the garage or exiting the site vicinity.  



The suggested pre-event driving routes are shown on Figure 5-2. These routes will be provided to attendees 
prior to an event (via website, email, app, etc.) to encourage effective distribution of arrival traffic. In order to 
maintain clear access to the UCSF Campus and UCSF hospital center, guests traveling from south of the project 
site will not be encouraged to use Owens St. en route to the Event Center. Likewise, guests traveling from the 
west or north of the site will be encouraged to use alternatives to 16th Street to reduce congestion during UCSF 
shift changes (primarily the night shift nurse arrival period from 6:30 PM to 7:00 PM). The pre-event routes 
shown are subject to revision based on monitoring during the first four years of operations.  



3 Golden State Warriors. 
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Parking facilities shown on Figure 5-2 are solely representative and do not pre-suppose third party agreements. 
The Warriors are exploring options for shared-use agreements to provide additional parking resources to guests 
and additional revenue to copious public and private lots in the vicinity. If parking demand is not met by supply 
in Mission Bay, the Warriors will secure agreements for satellite parking lots with transit or shuttle connections to 
the Event Center.  
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5.3 EVENT CENTER PATRON DEPARTURES  



5.3.1 Trip Departure Distribution 



For a weekend peak event, the distribution of event attendees to post-game destinations is forecast to be the 
same as the pre-game trip origin distribution, as summarized in Table 5-2.  



The existing pattern of departures at the Oakland Event Center varies depending on game circumstances. In 
general, 30-40 percent of fans depart prior to the final buzzer while 60-70 percent stays through the end of the 
game. Periodically, there are also post-event activities that encourage some attendees to stay longer. The 
presence of retail uses on the San Francisco site provides incentives, which are not available in Oakland, for 
patrons to remain on site for a period of time after events. When this is the case, departure times are more 
spread out. Overall, the majority of departures occur over a shorter period of time than the 2-1/2 hour window 
of pre-event arrivals. 



For the purpose of analyzing departures, the busiest post-game hour is the hour including the end of the game, 
when up to 80 percent of attendees will depart. This time period will require the highest level of traffic control 
given the concentration of pedestrian activity exiting the Event Center.  



5.3.2 Pedestrian Departures 



The main pedestrian exit points from the Event Center include the main plaza on the west side of the site with 
direct access to 3rd Street sidewalks and the southeastern corner of the site with access to 16th Street and Terry 
François Boulevard. Similar to pre-game conditions, pedestrians leaving the Event Center are expected to walk 
primarily along 3rd Street or Terry François Boulevard after the game, as illustrated in Figure 5-1. Event 
attendees will be directed to walk towards different exits depending on their mode of departure. Due to post-
game distribution patterns, the volume of pedestrians leaving the Event Center post-game will be higher in the 
hour following a game than the volume arriving in the hour pre-game; following the first hour, the volume of 
pedestrians will drop significantly.  



5.3.3 Transit Departures 



Departures towards Caltrain 



Attendees who will take Caltrain following game’s end will most likely walk or take Muni to board at the 4th & 
King Station, and a small share of Caltrain riders are expected to board at the 22nd Street Station. It is likely that 
all attendees will board the same late service train, which may be provided by Caltrain specifically on event 
nights. SFMTA Parking Control Officers will be stationed at key intersections along pedestrian routes towards 
Caltrain to monitor these intersections and adjust controls as needed to ensure safe and efficient flow of all 
modes. 



Departures towards UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platforms 



Many event attendees departing towards downtown San Francisco, Caltrain, or BART will likely take Muni Metro 
(T 3rd Street Line) from the Event Center. Most Muni passengers are predicted to be leaving towards the north 
and will likely get on at the UCSF Mission Bay stop, located on 3rd Street at South Street, approximately 500 feet 
away from the Event Center Main Plaza. Muni passengers departing towards the south will likely get on at the 
Mariposa Street stop to avoid crowds at the closer UCSF Mission Bay stop. It is also predicted that some 
northbound passengers will walk south to the Mariposa Street stop to travel north in an attempt to avoid the 
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large crowds at the UCSF Mission Bay stop. To deter pedestrian crossings mid-block between South Street and 
3rd Street, decorative fencing will be placed along the Muni transit right-of-way. 



Because the UCSF Mission Bay platform will need to accommodate high volumes of pedestrians during the pre- 
and post-event period, the project will require the extension of the platforms at 3rd Street and South Street to 
provide longer, larger, and safer landing spaces for crowds. Departures will be more concentrated than pre-
game arrivals, so Parking Control Officers (PCOs) will be stationed at all nearby Muni platforms. Both 
northbound lanes on 3rd Street will be closed between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South to 
accommodate the pedestrian flow exiting the Event Center. A portion of South Street will also be closed to 
prevent vehicle conflict with pedestrians at the intersection with 3rd Street.  



Departures towards Special Event Shuttles 



Event attendees departing towards the Mission and 16th Street BART station will be directed to the Muni staging 
area along Illinois Street. Event attendees departing towards Van Ness will be directed towards the shuttle stop 
located on the north side of 16th Street east of the garage driveway. Northbound Illinois Street will be closed 
post-event to through traffic to allow unimpeded access for Muni. All traffic associated with adjacent office, 
clinic, or parking uses will be allowed full access at all times. Pedestrian access from the Event Center to the 
temporary Muni stop on Illinois will be directed either east or west along the north side of 16th Street to a 
pedestrian crossing located at the Illinois Street/parking garage driveway. The 16th Street north sidewalk will be 
designed with a minimum 15-foot clearance from the curb to provide adequate circulation and queuing space 
for pedestrians. Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building-bound attendees will be directed towards the shuttle 
stops located on the east side of 3rd Street north of South Street. Both northbound lanes on 3rd Street and all 
lanes on South Street west of 450 South St. will be closed to vehicle traffic to allow for safe and effective 
pedestrian access to special event shuttles. 



5.3.4 Bicycle Departures 



For those cyclists using the indoor bicycle valet, departures will be metered by the process of retrieving bicycles. 
It is forecast that approximately 300 bicycles will depart from the indoor valet bicycle parking facility over 
approximately 30 minutes with three staff retrieving a bike every 15-20 seconds. Some cyclists may utilize the 
planned bike share station after a game. Bicycles will also depart from nearby public bike racks and from the 
temporary outdoor bike valet area, when available.  



Most bicyclists are expected to use the bikeway on Terry François Boulevard to travel north or south from the 
Event Center. Most cyclists traveling westbound will likely use the routes on 16th and 17th Streets. During peak 
event conditions, temporary lane closures will be in place on 16th Street and the westbound curb-side bike lane 
will be closed to accommodate shuttle bus loading. PCOs will use cones or other physical barriers to designate 
an alternate route for westbound cyclists through a closed vehicular lane from Terry François Boulevard to 
Illinois Street during post-event conditions. PCOs will facilitate safe access for cyclists along this segment of 16th 
Street. 



Pedicabs, will be accommodated near the site, especially during peak events. Most pedicabs are expected to 
travel north/south to the site and are expected to use the Terry François Blue Greenway when it is complete. A 
pedicab staging area is proposed for the east side of Terry François Boulevard just south of 16th Street. This is 
consistent with the concentration of bicycle and cyclist-serving facilities in the southeast corner of the site. 
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5.3.5 Taxis and Charter Buses 



During peak events, most taxi trips will occur immediately following the end of the event. On convention days, 
several hundred taxi trips will occur as attendees travel between the Event Center and nearby hotels and the 
Moscone Convention Center. Unlike game patron departures for an NBA event, which are heavily concentrated 
in the first hour following the end of a game, convention attendee departures will be more spread out.  



A charter bus zone will be located along 16th Street for pick-off activity during both small events. A total of 500 
feet of curb space (accommodating 6-8 buses) will be available on the north side of the street between Illinois 
St. and Terry François Boulevard.  



Taxi zones will be designated for all events on the south side of South Street, east of Bridgeview Way and along 
the west side of Terry François Boulevard south of South Street. Terry François Boulevard will also include access 
for additional non-taxi pick-off activity at all times. This zone will be managed by PCOs and Event Center staff to 
avoid vehicle conflicts with surrounding traffic. This zone will be located on the west side of the street and will 
minimize conflicts with bicycles on Terry François Boulevard.  



During a post-peak event scenario, when temporary lane closures are in place, taxis will have preferential 
treatment to access the designated taxi zones adjacent to the Event Center. PCOs will able to assist taxis arriving 
and departing the site to ensure safe, efficient, and convenient pick-up/drop-off operations. 



5.3.6 Vehicle Departures from Event Center Garage 



The intersection of 16th Street and Illinois Street at the garage driveway will be controlled by PCOs during the 
peak post-event period. Vehicles exiting from 16th Street will be forced to turn right (west – toward 3rd Street) or 
continue through to southbound Illinois Street. If this intersection becomes congested after events, Event Center 
staff may choose to direct some departing vehicles to the South Street garage access using signage inside the 
garage. Vehicle egress from both driveways is anticipated to take approximately twenty minutes in total.4  



16th Street between 3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard will have restricted access, and will be used 
predominantly as a post-event shuttle staging area. Northbound lanes on Illinois Street (north of Mariposa 
Street) will be restricted to local traffic only and will also be used as a post-event shuttle staging area.  



South Street, between 3rd Street and the 450 South Street Garage, will be closed post-event, and cars exiting the 
garages or coming from Bridgeview will be directed to travel east to Terry François Boulevard. 



Vehicles with destinations along southbound I-280 will be suggested to travel either from 16th Street to the 
Owens Street extension, from Terry François Boulevard to Mariposa Street, or from 3rd Street to Cesar Chavez 
Street. 



The suggested post-event driving routes are shown on Figure 5-3. These routes will be provided to attendees 
prior to an event to encourage effective distribution of departure traffic. All south-bound guests will be 
encouraged to use Mariposa Street, Illinois Street, or Third Street, not 16th Street and Owens Street, to access I-
280 on-ramps. West-bound guests will not be encouraged to use Mission Bay Boulevard North, which is located 
close to several residential buildings. North-bound guests will be encouraged to leave the neighborhood 



4 Source: Parking garage schematic design studies, Walter P. Moore, 2014.  
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efficiently and quickly by utilizing all available connections out of Mission Bay, including Third Street and 
Seventh Street. The post-event routes shown are subject to revision based on monitoring during the first four 
years of operations and may be modified to reflect new or updated neighborhood parking agreements. 



Parking facilities shown on Figure 5-2 are solely representative and do not pre-suppose third party agreements.  



5.4 DAILY NON-EVENT ARRIVALS AND DEPARTURES 



The project will provide a total of approximately 950 on-site parking spaces and 132 reserved spaces in the 450 
South parking garage. Most of these spaces will be dedicated to office users (537), and arena use (283), with a 
limited number of valet parking spaces for retail users (130). The 132 reserved spaces in the 450 South Street 
parking garage will be dedicated to daily office and/or GSW employees only.  



Office users are forecast to travel to the site primarily by auto and transit modes, with the balance walking and 
taking other modes. Retail users are forecast to have a slightly lower auto and transit share, with a higher share 
of patrons arriving by walking or other modes. As described above, TDM programs are proposed to increase 
above the forecasted proportion of office users who bicycle, walk or take transit to the site, and reduce the 
proportion who drive and park. 
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CHAPTER 6. CONTROLS BY EVENT SCENARIO 



This chapter describes controls to be implemented around the Event Center Development given the range of 
scenarios previously described, starting with a typical, no-event day; and ending with a day when an Event 
Center event coincides with an event at AT&T Park. The primary goals of these controls are to ensure safety 
through reduction of conflicts between modes, manage all modes of traffic to ensure orderly access and egress 
reflecting transportation mode priority, and reduce nuisance and inconvenience to surrounding residents and 
businesses. The level of controls needed increases with the intensity of the scenario; thus, as events get larger, 
all controls listed for the smaller events are required, and additional controls are added.  



The purpose of the transportation controls described in this chapter is to outline the necessary processes in 
order to meet the primary goals as described above.  



The planned traffic control type (signalized or stop-controlled) for each intersection discussed in this section will 
be the following: 



Traffic Signal 



• 3rd Street / 16th Street (existing) 



• 3rd Street / South Street (existing) 



• 3rd Street / Mariposa Street (existing) 



• Terry François Boulevard / South Street (current side-street stop control) 



• Terry François Boulevard / 16th Street  



• Terry Francois Boulevard / Illinois Street / Mariposa Street (current stop control) 



All-way Stop Control  



• 16th Street / Illinois Street / Event Center Development Garage Entrance (current side-street stop 
control) 



While the initial traffic control for the 16th Street / Illinois Street / Event Center Development Garage Entrance 
intersection will be an all-way stop, conditions at the intersection will be monitored during various event and 
no-event days, and the GSW will install a traffic signal if needed. 



Side-Street Stop Control 



• South Street / Bridgeview Way / Event Center Development Garage Entrance  



The Event Center Transportation Coordinator (ECTC), designated by the GSW for the project site, will 
communicate regularly with SFMTA to provide information on events and identify those events that require 
traffic control. A summary of the traffic control strategies identified in this chapter for the various event 
scenarios is provided in Table 6-1.  
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TABLE 6-1: SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONTROL STRATEGIES BY EVENT TYPE  



 
 
 
TRAFFIC CONTROL STRATEGY 



 EVENT SCENARIOS 



No Event 



Convention/
Small Event 
(Weekday 
Daytime)1 



Arena 
Concert 



(Evening)2 



Peak Event/ 
NBA Game 
(Evening) 



Dual Event 
With 



AT&T Event 



Coordination with SFMTA  and Mission Bay Ballpark 
Transportation Coordinating Committee (MBBTCC) 



 √ √ √ √ 



Muni Ticket Sales at Event Center Box Office  √ √ √ √ 



Taxi Zone on Terry François Boulevard  √ √ √ √ 



Taxi Zone on South Street √ √ √ √ √ 



Designated Commercial loading zone (non-event 
hours) 



√ √ √ √ √ 



Dedicated TMA Shuttle Stop √ √ √ √ √ 



Dedicated Charter Bus Stop on 16th Street  √    



Dedicated Shuttle Zone for Connection to 16th BART 
Station 



  √ √ √ 



Dedicated Paratransit Stop on Terry François Blvd, 
north of 16th Street (serving up to three vans) 



√ √ √ √ √ 



Dedicated Media Truck Zone    √ √ 



PCO Supervisor at Event Center TMC   √ √ √ 



PCOs positioned at key locations throughout the 
surrounding intersections and transportation network 



 



See Figures 
6-1 and 6-2 
for locations  
and times 



See Figures 
6-4 and 6-6 
for locations  
and times 



See Figures 
6-8 and 6-10 
for locations  
and times 



See Figures 6-
11 and 6-12 
for locations  
and times 



Event Center staff positioned at key locations 
throughout the site to facilitate crowd control, 
wayfinding, and curb management 



 √ √ √ √ 



Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: NB lanes on 3rd 
Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard 
South 



  √ √ √ 



Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: South Street 
between 3rd Street and 450 South Street garage 
entrance 



  √ √ √ 



Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: NB Illinois Street 
between Mariposa Street and 16th Street, except for 
local traffic and Shuttle staging ad loading  



  √ √ √ 



Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: WB lanes on 16th 
Street between Terry François Boulevard and Illinois 
Street, and EB lanes on 16th Street between 3rd Street 
and Illinois Street, Except for Shuttle staging and 
loading  



  √ √ √ 



Coordinate with BART, Caltrain, Muni   √ √ √ 
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TABLE 6-1: SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONTROL STRATEGIES BY EVENT TYPE  



Coordinate with Giants Special Events Staff √ √ √ √ √ 



1. The 55 family shows held each year, with an average of about 5,000 attendees, are expected to require similar controls to the small event. 



2. Arena Concert is assumed for events of average 12,500 attendees. 



Source: Fehr & Peers, 2014. 



6.1 CONTROL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR NO-EVENT DAY SCENARIO 



The number of trips generated by the Event Center office, retail and restaurants on a typical no-event day does 
not warrant special traffic controls. The Event Center Development garage will be staffed on a typical day to 
monitor access for delivery vehicles. Signage will be posted to direct traffic to the parking garage entrances as 
well as to a valet parking stand located inside the parking garage, which will be staffed during a typical day. 



Curb designations on the Event Center Development frontage will be as follows: 



 Metered On-Street Parking on north side of South Street: north side of South Street from 450 South 
Street garage entrance to Terry François Boulevard. On-street parking may be prohibited along this 
stretch shorty before, during, and after events to allow the option for a second travel lane.  



 TMA Shuttle Stop on South Street: south side of South Street, east of 3rd Street (all days/hours). 



 Metered On-Street Parking on south side of South Street: from TMA shuttle stop to Bridgeview Way.  



 Commercial Loading Zones: south side of South Street, just east of TMA Shuttle Stop (one designated 
space) and between Taxi Zone and Terry François Boulevard (seven designated spaces). 



 Commercial Loading Zone on Terry François Boulevard: on west side of Terry François Boulevard, just 
south of South Street (eight designated spaces). 



 Commercial Loading Zone on 16th Street: on north side of 16th Street, between 3rd Street and Illinois 
Street (one designated space). 



 Taxi Zone on South Street: on the south side of South Street between the Event Center garage access 
(opposite Bridgeview Way) and the commercial loading zone. 



 Metered On-Street Parking on Terry François Boulevard: on portions of the west side from South Street 
to 16th Street, with the exception of the centrally located paratransit vehicle stop area. On-street 
parking will be prohibited along this stretch after 5:00 PM to allow event pick-up/drop-off. 



 Paratransit Bus Stop on Terry François Boulevard: west side of Terry François Boulevard, north of 16th 
Street (all days/hours, serving up to three paratransit vans). 



 Metered On-Street Parking on 16th Street: north and south sides of 16th Street from Illinois Street east 
to Terry François Blvd., and the north side of 16th Street from 3rd Street to Illinois Street. On-street 
parking will be prohibited along this stretch after 5:00 PM on event days. The segment between Illinois 
Street and Terry François Boulevard on the north side of this segment will be reserved for post-event 
shuttles and charter buses during events. 
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 Media Trucks on 16th Street: the north side of 16th Street between 3rd Street and Illinois Street will be 
reserved for media trucks for NBA events. 



Valet parking will be provided for the retail visitors along the South Street frontage, just inside the Event Center 
parking garage entry opposite Bridgeview Way. 



Accessible passenger loading zones will be provided consistent with the requirements as outlined in the Draft 
Pedestrian Right of Way Accessibility Guidelines (PROWAG).  



On-street parking is not currently permitted on the east side of 3rd Street adjacent to the site, and will continue 
to be prohibited. Signage will be placed along the east side of 3rd Street that prohibits stopping at all times, 
including passenger loading or unloading, under no-event and all event scenarios. Enforcement will be 
provided to prohibit any drop-off or pick-up activity. 



Figure 2-2 summarizes on-street parking restrictions and availability for no-event conditions.  



6.2 CONTROLS FOR CONVENTION SCENARIO  



For the purposes of this TMP, a small event scenario is a 9,000 person convention. Conventions will be staffed 
by up to 6 Parking Control Officers (PCOs). The Event Center Development garage access and valet parking 
stand will be staffed as described above for a typical day.  



6.2.1 General 



PCO Supervisor 



A PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Center starting at least one hour prior to 
the convention start time and until pedestrian and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to typical no-event 
conditions following event’s end. The PCO Supervisor will deploy up to 6 PCOs and assign transportation 
control tasks pre-event; monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and 
assign transportation control tasks post-event, as needed.  



The PCO Supervisor will have radio contact with the Field Supervisor and all PCOs on the street and phone 
contact with relevant city agencies and departments (Muni, SFMTA Signal Shop, SFPD, SFFD), transit operators 
(Muni, BART, Caltrans) and Event Center staff (security, valet attendants, etc.). The PCO supervisor will also have 
authority and discretion in how PCOs are deployed, and may adjust the controls described below as conditions 
warrant. 



6.2.2 Pre- and Post-Event Controls 



Figures 6-1 and 6-2 show the location of temporary charter bus drop-off/pick-up locations for convention 
events. Convention events are expected to generate a large number of charter bus and taxi trips. Taxi trips will 
be served on the designated curb zone located on the south side of South Street and the west side of Terry 
François Boulevard. 



All curbside parking and loading areas described for no-event conditions will convert to the event curb zones 
described below at 5:00 PM (before an evening event beginning 7:00 PM or later), or two hours before an event 
(starting at all other times). Event curb zone designations will revert back to no-event parking and loading 
conditions ninety minutes following an event’s end. 
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Charter Bus Stop Zone  



To serve the demand for increased charter bus service, a bus stop zone will be designated along a portion of 
westbound 16th Street. This curbside zone will be 500 feet (accommodating 6-8 buses at a time) in length and 
will be designated for charter bus pick-up/drop-off activity during a convention.  



PCO Locations 



PCOs’ primary task will be to direct shuttle and taxi traffic that will be bringing attendees from area hotels and 
the Moscone Convention Center. They will be stationed at the following locations: 



 3rd Street and South Street  



 South Street and Terry François Boulevard 



 3rd Street and 16th Street 



 16th Street and Illinois Street 



 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard 



The PCO locations listed in this document are solely representative and will remain flexible to respond to 
changing traffic conditions once the Event Center Development is complete. The number of PCOs per 
suggested location will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA and refined based on monitoring during 
the first four years of operations. 
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SMALL EVENT: PRE-EVENT CURB MANAGEMENT
FIGURE 6-1



60’60’ 330’330’ 300’300’



315’315’140’140’



500’500’



505’505’170’170’



185’185’



20
0’



20
0’



12
5’



12
5’



75
’



75
’ 61



0’
61



0’



20
0’



20
0’



MUNI Platform



On-Street Metered Parking



Project Site Garage Entry



TMA Shuttles



Taxi



Buses



Black Car



Passenger 
Drop-Off 



Paratransit Bus



Charter Buses Approximate Storage
Length



XX’XX’



PCO Station











Campus Way



Gene Friend Way



Nelson Rising Ln



Terry A Francois Blvd



Bridgeview
 W



ay



Illinois St



Pierpoint Ln



S Mission Bay Blvd



N Mission Bay Blvd



Sixteenth St



Mariposa St



Te
rr



y 
A 



Fr
an



co
is 



Bl
vd



Third St



Fourth St



Third St



South St



Not to Scale



N



SF13-0682_SF Warriors Arena TMP\Graphics



SMALL EVENT: POST-EVENT CURB MANAGEMENT
FIGURE 6-2
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6.3 CONTROLS FOR ARENA CONCERT SCENARIO 



This section addresses controls for a 14,000 person arena concert that occurs on a Friday or Saturday evening. 



6.3.1 General 



PCO Supervisor 



A PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Center (TMC) starting at least two hours 
prior to the concert start time and until pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to 
typical no-event conditions following event’s end. The TMC will be housed within the security center in the Event 
Center, though the TMC’s final design will be developed through coordination with SFMTA Enforcement. The 
PCO Supervisor/Field Supervisor will deploy up to 17 PCOs to locations and assign transportation control tasks 
pre-event; monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign 
transportation control tasks post-event. The number of PCOs estimated for deployment are based on 
information available at this time and may be adjusted both prior to and during venue operations as more 
detailed information and observations allow. 



The PCO Supervisor will have radio contact with the Field Supervisor and with all PCOs on the street, and phone 
contact with relevant city agencies and departments (Muni, SFMTA Signal Shop, SFPD, SFFD), transit operators 
(Muni, BART, Caltrans) and Event Center staff (security, valet attendants, etc.). The PCO supervisor will also have 
authority and discretion in how PCOs are deployed, and may adjust the controls described below as conditions 
warrant. 



Transit loading may also be monitored by Transit Fare Inspectors (TFIs) and SFMTA Passenger Assistance 
Program staff (MTAPs) stationed at Muni platforms. The appropriate number of staff stationed in these roles will 
be determined in consultation with the SFMTA prior to the project opening.  



6.3.2 Curb Management 



All curbside parking and loading areas described for no-event conditions will convert to the event curb zones 
described below at 5:00 PM (before an evening event beginning 7:00 PM or later), or two hours before an event 
(starting at all other times). Event curb zone designations will revert back to no-event parking and loading 
conditions ninety minutes following an event’s end.  



Pre-event and post-event curb management for the concert scenario is shown in Figures 6-3 and 6-5. In order 
to manage the increased volume of attendees using regional transit, the concert scenario will also include 
designated curb space for a Muni bus that will travel back and forth to the 16th Street BART station exclusively. 
This pre-event bus stop will be 150 feet in length along the south side of 16th Street for BART passenger drop-
off before concert events. These buses will then continue south on Illinois Street to Mariposa Street to return to 
the BART station. Post-event curb management will include a bus layover zone on northbound Illinois Street, 
where buses will layover to pick up passengers after a concert event. Post-event bus staging and passenger 
loading will be along the eastern side of Illinois Street and the north side of 16th Street east of Illinois St. 



A concert event will also include increased drop-off/pick-up activity as attendees are shuttled to and from the 
event in passenger vehicles. To accommodate this, the 550 feet of “flex space” on Terry François Boulevard will 
include passenger drop-off/pick-up activity to be shared with taxis along the west side of the street. During 
concerts, as during Peak events, a taxi zone will also be located on the south side of South Street. 
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To provide a safe location for the high volumes of pedestrians to queue that are destined for the Muni station in 
the median of 3rd Street, and in consultation with the SFMTA, temporary lane closures will be implemented on 
northbound 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South, on westbound and eastbound on 
South Street from 3rd Street to the 450 South Street garage. Traffic exiting the 450 South Street garage, the 
north exit of the Event Center garage or Bridgeview Way will be directed east to Terry François Blvd. It is 
anticipated that the temporary lane closures will be in place for approximately 30-45 minutes during the peak 
post-event period, until most event attendees are able to board Muni trains on 3rd Street and most shuttle riders 
have boarded shuttles. It is anticipated that the no-event traffic volumes on the streets adjacent to the Event 
Center Development will be light after a typical concert event, so impacts to the existing traffic as a result of the 
temporary closure of northbound 3rd Street will be low. Traffic on Bridgeview Way will be monitored by PCOs 
and will be signed to encourage access for local traffic only to the uses within that block, including the 450 
South Street Garage. Variable Message Signs (VMS) and detour signs that will be programed and/or placed well 
in advance of the temporary closures to notify drivers of alternate routes, including those depicted in Figure 6-
10. Proposed locations for permanent Variable Message Signs are listed below: 



• Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS) 



• Westbound 16th Street – East of I-280 (proposed new VMS) 



• Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed new VMS) 



• Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed new VMS) 



Based on operating conditions for AT&T Park, it is assumed that SFMTA staff will set up and store barricades to 
mark and enforce temporary lane closures. Barricade equipment may be temporary stored in a truck at the 
southern end of Illinois St., just north of Mariposa, and/or in a storage facility located on-site. 



The UCSF Women’s Cancer & Children’s Hospital, scheduled to open on February 1, 2015, is located on the 
west side of 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street. Access to the hospital will be provided from, 
both 16th Street and Mariposa Street via an extension of 4th Street. Emergency vehicles traveling to the hospital 
will not be affected by the post-game partial street closures on northbound 3rd Street (north of 16th Street) 
described above, as multiple other routes to the hospital’s major access points will main open. Emergency 
vehicles exiting the hospital may need to travel northbound on 3rd Street, north of 16th Street, where the 
temporary closures are planned. In those situations, PCOs may remove temporary barriers and allow 
emergency vehicles to use northbound 3rd Street, or emergency vehicles may use the southbound lanes of 3rd 
Street to travel northbound. The Event Center Transportation Coordinator will provide the hospital with a list of 
dates and times during which partial street closures are anticipated. Post-event traffic will be directed to use 
both 16th Street and Mariposa Street to access I-280 ramps to enable fast and efficient departures from the site. 
Northbound traffic will be directed to westbound 16th Street and north on 7th Street, east on Bryant Street to the 
I-80 ramp at 5th Street. 



6.3.3 Pre-Event Controls 



Pre-event controls are detailed here and illustrated on Figures 6-3 and 6-4. 



PCO Locations 



Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at key locations, as determined by the PCO Supervisor before, during, and after 
events, such as those listed below. Their primary task will be to manage pedestrian and vehicle traffic. 
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 3rd Street and South Street 



 South Street and Bridgeview Way 



 South Street and Terry François Boulevard 



 3rd Street and 16th Street 



 16th Street and Illinois Street 



 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard 



 Mariposa Street and I-280 northbound ramps/Owens Street 



 Mariposa Street and 3rd Street 



 Mariposa Street and Illinois Street 



 One roving PCO (or more if necessary) to monitor general parking issues and respond to complaints 
called in throughout  the neighborhood 



The PCO locations listed in this document are solely representative and will remain flexible to respond to 
changing traffic conditions once the Event Center Development is complete. The number of PCOs per 
suggested location will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA and refined based on monitoring during 
the first four years of operations. 



UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platform 



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of South Street and 3rd Street to facilitate pedestrian crossings to/from 
the Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and light rail cars.  



Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th Street 



Concert attendees with pre-sold parking passes for the Event Center garage will enter via the left turn lane on 
eastbound 16th Street leading to the garage driveway or from northbound Illinois Street to self-park. Event 
Center staff will check parking passes before vehicles enter the garage.  



PCOs will be stationed at the Event Center garage driveway to facilitate vehicle egress (office employees leaving 
on weekday evenings) and ingress (event attendees entering the garage), minimize conflicts with pedestrians 
and bicycles on 16th Street, and coordinate with PCOs located at the adjacent 3rd Street / 16th Street 
intersection. A key goal of the PCOs located at the adjacent intersections on 16th Street will be to give priority to 
the eastbound left turn movements from 16th Street into the garage to ensure that this inbound event traffic 
entering the Event Center garage does not queue back to the 16th Street / 3rd Street intersection. PCOs will also 
work in conjunction with Event Center staff that will be checking attendees’ tickets for valid access to the garage 
on the day of the concert. Drivers who enter the eastbound left-turn pocket or are stationed to enter the 
garage on Illinois Street without a valid parking pass will be redirected to drive east on 16th Street to Terry 
François Boulevard towards other nearby garages or parking lots.  



 74 











Final Transportation Management Plan – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Event Center and Mixed Use Development 
April 2015 
 



3rd Street / 16th Street Intersection  



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to maintain the flow of Muni trains on 3rd 
Street, provide for the safe movement of pedestrians and bicyclists, and facilitate the flow of vehicles to 
eastbound 16th Street to access the Event Center parking garage. PCOs will work to ensure that the intersection 
does not become blocked with vehicles. As noted above, the PCO stationed at 3rd Street/16th Street will work in 
conjunction with the PCO at the Event Center garage entrance to coordinate the flow of traffic into the garage. 



Drop-Off on Southbound Terry François Boulevard 



Event Center ticket holders may be dropped off on the west side of Terry François Boulevard between South 
Street and 16th Street as shown on Figure 6-3. This curbside area will be shared with taxis. 



6.3.4 Post-Event Controls 



Many of the post-event controls are similar to the pre-event controls but are repeated here for ease of 
understanding, and the post-event curb and lane configurations are illustrated on Figures 6-5 and 6-6.  



PCO Locations 



PCOs will be stationed at all of the same locations as identified previously for the pre-event scenario, with one 
exception. The PCO(s) located at the intersection of Mariposa Street and I-280 northbound ramps/Owens Street 
during the pre-event period will relocate to the intersection of 16th Street/ Owens Street during the post-event 
period. 



UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platform 



Muni tickets will be sold at the Event Center box office before, during, and after events. 



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and South Street to manage pedestrian flow to/from the 
Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and light rail cars. Temporary lane closures will also be in 
effect for enhanced pedestrian safety on northbound 3rd Street north of 16th Street and on South Street west of 
the 450 South St. garage exit. Muni staff will also be stationed to check transit tickets and manage the boarding 
process. 



Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th Street  



During no-event conditions, traffic at the 16th Street / Illinois Street intersection will be managed by an all-way 
stop control. During events, the PCOs will be able to direct traffic at the intersection during event conditions to 
allow continuous flow on individual movements as needed. PCOs at the garage driveway located at the 
intersection will have the following objectives: 



 Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with pedestrian-bicycle flows along 16th 
Street 



 Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with shuttle traffic and occasional 
westbound traffic flow on 16th Street to accommodate safe and efficient shuttle loading and departure. 



 75 











Final Transportation Management Plan – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Event Center and Mixed Use Development 
April 2015 
 



 Coordinating with PCOs located along 16th Street so that they stop pedestrian crossings of 16th Street 
during the same windows of time that vehicles are released from the Event Center garage onto east- 
and westbound 16th Street 



 Maintaining vehicle access to garages for the 409 and 499 Illinois Street buildings, as well as future 
UCSF buildings on Blocks 33 and 34, from 16th Street and Illinois Street. 



Post-events, southbound traffic exiting the Event Center garage will be advised to travel west on 16th Street to 
southbound Owens Street to access I-280. Any traffic heading to the north from the parking garage will be 
advised to travel west on 16th Street to northbound 7th Street due to the temporary northbound closure on 3rd 
Street. 



3rd Street / 16th Street  



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to facilitate the flow of vehicles from 
westbound 16th Street from the parking garages, along with Muni trains, bicyclists, and pedestrians while 
preventing event traffic from going north on 3rd Street. They will work in conjunction with the PCO at the garage 
entrance to stop pedestrians crossing 16th Street during the same window that vehicles are exiting the garage 
on 16th Street, and prohibit northbound traffic from accessing 3rd Street north of 16th Street due to the 
temporary lane closures and direct traffic to northbound Terry François Boulevard.  



Temporary Lane Closures 



Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at key locations to redirect traffic due to the temporary lane closures. The PCO 
station located on South Street east of 3rd Street will manage the South Street partial closure as well as 
Bridgeview Way. The PCOs will direct all traffic exiting the 450 South Street and Event Center garages to Terry 
François Boulevard via eastbound South Street, and restrict northbound traffic from using Bridgeview Way 
except for neighborhood traffic. The PCOs will also direct any southbound traffic on Bridgeview Way left onto 
eastbound South Street  



PCOs will also be stationed at the Terry François Boulevard / South Street intersection to manage traffic exiting 
the garages on South Street. They will direct traffic either north or south on Terry François Boulevard, and 
restrict vehicle access onto westbound South Street. They will also manage alternating flows of pedestrian 
crossings of South Street and vehicles turning onto Terry François Boulevard.  



PCOs will be stationed on 3rd Street at Mariposa Street to direct no-event northbound traffic to alternative 
routes in advance of the temporary closure on northbound 3rd Street, to reduce congestion at the intersection 
of 3rd Street / 16th Street. Northbound traffic will be redirected east along Mariposa Street to northbound Terry 
François Boulevard. Variable message signs will also direct no-event through traffic to Terry François Boulevard 
in advance of the intersection of 3rd Street / Mariposa Street. All PCOs stationed at locations along 3rd Street will 
also assist emergency vehicles and autos needing emergency access to the UCSF Medical Center to navigate 
congested conditions and utilize closed travel lanes as needed. New permanent Variable Message Signs (VMS) 
will be added at three locations, and existing VMSs will operate to provide traffic alerts, messages, and 
alternative driving routes for neighborhood residents at the following locations: 



• Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS) 



• Westbound 16th Street – East of I-280 (proposed new VMS) 



• Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed new VMS) 
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• Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed new VMS) 



Based on operating conditions for AT&T Park, it is assumed that SFMTA staff will set up and store barricades to 
mark and enforce temporary lane closures.  



Temporary Turn Restrictions 



Temporary turn restrictions will be in place post-event to discourage vehicles traveling westbound on 16th Street 
from turning left onto 3rd Street, Owens Street or Mississippi Street. PCOs will be responsible for coning off left 
turn pockets at these three intersections and enforcing left-turn restrictions. Signage will be provided inside 
event garages to direct vehicles destined for I-280 to use Terry François Boulevard to Mariposa Street as the 
primary access. 



Passenger Pick-Up on Terry François Boulevard 



The passenger pick-up location will be the same as the pre-event drop-off location – on the west side of Terry 
François Boulevard. This location will also include Paratransit loading, however each space will be designated 
and separated. 



Terry François and 16th Intersection 



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street following a concert to 
manage bicycle and pedestrian flows, detour traffic from the temporary lane closures on South Street and 3rd 
Street, as well as event traffic from nearby parking facilities. Traffic will be directed mostly north and south on 
Terry François Boulevard to avoid adding to the congestion on 16th Street and to avoid conflicts with shuttle 
buses. Post-event PCO controls are proposed to be the same and are illustrated on Figure 6-6.  
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CONCERT EVENT: PRE-EVENT CURB MANAGEMENT
FIGURE 6-3
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CONCERT EVENT: POST-EVENT CURB MANAGEMENT
FIGURE 6-5
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6.4 CONTROLS FOR PEAK EVENT SCENARIO 



6.4.1 General 



PCO Supervisor 



As with a concert event, a PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Center and/or in 
the field starting at least two hours prior to the event’s start time and until pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle 
volumes on-street have returned to typical no-event conditions following event’s end. The PCO Supervisor will 
deploy up to 18 PCOs to locations and assign transportation control tasks pre-event monitor traffic conditions 
before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks post-event.  



Transit loading may also be monitored by Transit Fare Inspectors (TFIs) and SFMTA Passenger Assistance 
Program staff (MTAPs) stationed at Muni platforms. 



6.4.2 Curb Management 



All curbside parking and loading areas described for no-event conditions will convert to the event curb zones 
described below at 5:00 PM (before an evening event beginning 7:00 PM or later), or two hours before an event 
(starting at all other times). Event curb zone designations will revert back to no-event parking and loading 
conditions ninety minutes following an event’s end. 



Pre-event curb management will be the same as that shown for the concert scenario with one addition. GSW 
games will require media coverage and designated curbside parking for media satellite trucks. The total curb 
length required will be up to 200 feet during regular season games, which includes parking for 2 uplink trucks 
and 4 ENG trucks. This will be provided on the north side of 16th Street starting just east of 3rd Street. A curb 
distance of 150 feet will be designated for media trucks, as shown in Figure 6-7.  



Post-event curb management will be the same as that shown for the concert scenario with the exception of 16th 
Street. The media satellite truck parking detailed above in the pre-event curb management for the peak event 
will also be implemented in the post-event curb management. All other post-event curb designations for a peak 
event are the same as the post-event concert scenario, including the temporary lane closures on South, 3rd, and 
Illinois Streets, the special event shuttle stops, and the additional passenger pick-up zone on Terry François 
Boulevard. These are shown on Figure 6-9.  



To increase safety for the high volumes of pedestrians walking to the Muni Station on 3rd Street, temporary lane 
closures will be implemented on northbound 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South, 
on westbound and eastbound South Street west of the parking garages. It is anticipated that the background 
traffic volumes will be light after a game, so impacts to the existing traffic patterns will be low. Variable message 
and detour signs will be placed well in advance of the temporary closures to notify drivers of alternate routes. 
Proposed locations for permanent variable message signs are listed below: 



• Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS) 



• Westbound 16th Street – East of I-280 (proposed VMS) 



• Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed VMS) 



• Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed VMS) 
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Emergency vehicles exiting the UCSF hospital west of 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street will be 
granted access to northbound 3rd Street during the post-event street closure described above. PCOs may 
remove temporary barriers and allow emergency vehicle access to northbound 3rd Street in those situations, or 
emergency vehicles may drive in the southbound lanes to travel northbound. GSW staff will provide the hospital 
with a list of dates and times of post-event street closures. 



6.4.3 Pre-Event Controls 



Pre-event controls will be the same as the concert scenario, but are repeated here and illustrated on Figure 6-8. 



PCO Locations 



Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at key locations, as determined by the PCO Supervisor before, during, and after 
events, such as those listed below. Their primary task will be to manage pedestrian and vehicle traffic. 



 4th Street and Channel Street 



 3rd Street and Channel Street 



 3rd Street and South Street 



 South Street and Bridgeview Way 



 South Street and Terry François Boulevard 



 3rd Street and 16th Street 



 16th Street and Illinois Street 



 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard 



 Mariposa Street and I-280 northbound ramps/Owens Street 



 Mariposa Street and 3rd Street 



 Mariposa Street and Illinois Street 



 One roving PCO (or more if necessary) to monitor general parking issues and respond to complaints 
called in throughout the neighborhood 



The PCO locations listed in this document are solely representative and will remain flexible to respond to 
changing traffic conditions once the Event Center Development is complete. The number of PCOs per 
suggested location will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA and refined based on monitoring during 
the first four years of operations. 



UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platform 



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of South Street and 3rd Street to facilitate pedestrian crossings to/from 
the Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and Muni trains.  
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Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th Street 



Game attendees with pre-sold parking passes for the Event Center garage would enter via the left turn lane on 
eastbound 16th Street leading to the garage driveway or from northbound Illinois Street to self-park. GSW staff 
will check parking passes before vehicles enter the garage.  



PCOs will be stationed at the Event Center garage driveway to facilitate vehicle egress (office employees leaving 
on weekday evenings) and ingress (event attendees entering the garage), minimize conflicts with pedestrians 
and bicyclists on 16th Street, and coordinate with PCOs located at the adjacent  3rd Street / 16th Street 
intersection. A key goal of the PCOs located at the adjacent intersections on 16th Street will be to ensure safety 
to all modes by minimizing conflicts between modes while ensuring the flow of vehicles into the garage does 
not result in queues that back up into adjacent intersections. They will also work in conjunction with Event 
Center staff that will be checking attendees’ tickets for valid access to the garage on game day. Drivers who 
enter the eastbound left-turn pocket or are stationed to enter the garage on Illinois Street without a valid 
parking pass will be redirected to drive east on 16th Street to Terry François Boulevard towards other nearby 
garages or parking lots.  



3rd Street / 16th Street Intersection  



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to maintain the flow of Muni trains on 3rd 
Street, and provide for the safe movement of pedestrians, bicyclists, and vehicles. PCOs will work to ensure that 
the intersection does not become blocked with vehicles. As noted above, the PCO stationed at 3rd Street/16th 
Street will work in conjunction with the PCO at the Event Center garage entrance. 



Drop-Off on Southbound Terry François Boulevard 



Event Center ticket holders may be dropped off on the west side of Terry François Boulevard between South 
Street and 16th Street as shown on Figure 6-7. This curbside area will be separately designated, but shared.  



6.4.4 Post-Event Controls 



All of the post-event controls are generally the same as the post-event controls for a concert scenario but are 
repeated here for ease of understanding when reviewing all controls for the peak event exclusively. The post-
event curb and lane configurations are illustrated on Figures 6-9 and 6-10.  



Muni tickets will be sold at the Event Center box office before, during, and after events. 



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and South Street to manage pedestrian flow to/from the 
Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and Muni trains. Temporary lane closures will also be in 
effect for enhanced pedestrian safety on northbound 3rd Street north of 16th Street and on South Street east of 
3rd Street. Muni staff will also be stationed to check tickets and manage the boarding process. 



PCO Locations 



PCOs will be stationed at locations determined by the PCO Supervisor, which may include those identified 
previously for the pre-event scenario, with two exceptions. At least one PCO will be located at the intersection 
of 16th Street/Owens Street to facilitate heavy left turn flows from westbound 16th Street onto southbound 
Owens Street and access to I-280. One PCO will also be located at the intersection of Fifth Street/Bryant 
Street/I-80 eastbound ramps. 
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Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th 



PCOs at the Event Center garage driveway at the intersection of 16th Street / Illinois Street will have the 
following objectives: 



 Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with pedestrian-bicycle flows along 16th 
Street 



 Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with shuttle traffic and occasional 
westbound traffic flow on 16th Street to accommodate safe and efficient shuttle loading and departure. 



 Coordinating with PCOs located along 16th Street so that they stop pedestrian crossings of 16th Street 
during the same windows of time that vehicles are released from the Event Center garage onto east- 
and westbound 16th Street 



 Maintaining vehicle access to garages for the 409 and 499 Illinois Street buildings, as well as future 
UCSF buildings on Blocks 33 and 34, from 16th Street and Illinois Street. 



To extend the effective length of the westbound left turn pocket at the 16th Street / 3rd Street intersection, 
temporary cones will be placed to close the eastbound left turn lane on 16th Street into the Event Center garage 
entrance after a game, if necessary, extending the turn pocket to 160 feet. The extended turn pocket will be 
used for westbound vehicles making a left turn onto southbound 3rd Street. Motorists wishing to enter the Event 
Center garage from eastbound 16th Street will be able to make a left turn from the eastbound through lane. 



Southbound traffic exiting the Event Center garage will be advised to travel west on 16th Street to southbound 
Owens Street to access I-280. Any traffic heading to the north from the parking garage will be advised to travel 
west on 16th Street to northbound 7th Street due to the temporary northbound closure on 3rd Street. 



3rd Street / 16th Street  



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to facilitate the flow of vehicles from 
westbound 16th Street from the parking garages, along with Muni trains, bicyclists, and pedestrians while 
preventing event traffic from going north on 3rd Street. They will work in conjunction with the PCO at the garage 
entrance to stop pedestrians crossing 16th Street during the same window that vehicles are exiting the garage 
on 16th Street, and prohibit northbound traffic from accessing 3rd Street north of 16th Street due to the 
temporary lane closures and direct traffic to northbound Terry François Boulevard.  



 



Temporary Lane Closures 



Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at key locations to redirect traffic due to the temporary lane closures. The PCO 
station located on South Street east of 3rd Street will manage the temporary South Street lane closure as well as 
Bridgeview Way. The PCOs will direct all traffic exiting the 450 South Street (office and retail employees) and 
Event Center (event attendees) garages to Terry François Boulevard via eastbound South Street, and restrict 
northbound traffic from using Bridgeview Way, except for neighborhood traffic. These PCOs will also direct any 
southbound traffic on Bridgeview Way left onto eastbound South Street.  



PCOs will also be stationed at the Terry François Boulevard / South Street intersection to manage traffic exiting 
the garages on South Street. They will direct traffic either north or south on Terry François Boulevard, and 
restrict vehicle access onto westbound South Street. They will also manage alternating flows of pedestrian 
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crossings of South Street and vehicles turning onto Terry François Boulevard. PCOs will also allow for local traffic 
to access garages on 16th Street and Illinois Street. 



PCOs will be stationed on 3rd Street at Mariposa Street to direct no-event northbound traffic to alternate routes 
in advance of the temporary closure on northbound 3rd Street to reduce congestion at the intersection of 3rd 
Street / 16th Street. Northbound traffic will be redirected east along Mariposa Street to northbound Terry 
François Boulevard. Variable message signs (VMSs) will also direct traffic to Terry François Boulevard in advance 
of the intersection of 3rd Street / Mariposa Street. VMSs and detour signs will be programed and/or placed well 
in advance of the temporary closures to notify drivers of alternate routes, including those depicted in Figure 6-
10. Permanent Variable Message Signs will be placed at the following locations to notify drivers of detours in 
advance: 



• Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS) 



• Westbound 16th Street – East of I-280 (proposed VMS) 



• Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed VMS) 



• Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed VMS) 



All PCOs stationed at locations along 3rd Street will also assist emergency vehicles and autos needing 
emergency access to the UCSF Medical Center to navigate congested conditions and utilize closed travel lanes 
as needed.  



 



Temporary Turn Restrictions 



Temporary turn restrictions will be in place post-event to discourage vehicles traveling westbound on 16th Street 
from turning left onto 3rd Street, Owens Street or Mississippi Street. PCOs will be responsible for coning off left 
turn pockets at these three intersections and enforcing left-turn restrictions. Signage will be provided inside 
event garages to direct vehicles destined for I-280 to use Terry François Boulevard to Mariposa Street as the 
primary access. 



Passenger Pick-Up on Terry François Boulevard 



The passenger pick-up location will be the same as the pre-event drop-off location – on the west side of Terry 
François Boulevard. This location will also include Paratransit loading. 



Terry François and 16th Intersection 



PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street following a game’s end to 
manage bicycle and pedestrian flows, detour traffic from the temporary lane closures on South Street and 3rd 
Street, as well as event traffic from nearby parking facilities. Traffic will be directed mostly north and south on 
Terry François Boulevard to avoid adding to the congestion on 16th Street and to avoid conflicts with shuttle 
buses.  
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PEAK EVENT: PRE-EVENT CURB MANAGEMENT
FIGURE 6-7
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PEAK EVENT: PRE-EVENT CONTROLS
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PEAK EVENT: POST-EVENT CURB MANAGEMENT
FIGURE 6-9
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PEAK EVENT: POST-EVENT CONTROLS
FIGURE 6-10
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6.5 CONTROLS FOR PEAK EVENT COINCIDING WITH AT&T PARK EVENT 
SCENARIO  



See Section 2.2 for a description of the scenario in which a peak Event Center event coincides with an AT&T 
Park event. 



6.5.1 General 



On days where Event Center events coincide with AT&T Park events, pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes 
along Terry François Boulevard and 3rd Street will be greater. Controls implemented as part of the Event Center 
TMP will not change, but should be coordinated with controls implemented as part of the AT&T Park standard 
TMP so that: 



 Efforts are not duplicated; and  



 Controls are complementary rather than contradictory.  



The Warriors support the formation of a working group, comprised of the Warriors, Giants, SFMTA, Mission Bay 
CAC, UCSF, MBBTCC, and other stakeholders, to regularly discuss potential overlaps and the resulting traffic and 
transit conditions, and to propose solutions on an individual event basis. For example, if the AT&T Park TMP 
includes PCO control at any PCO intersections listed in this document and events’ start or end times coincide, 
no additional PCOs will be necessary at that location. Figures 6-11 and 6-12 show where PCOs would be 
stationed pre- and post-event during a dual event scenario, including a new post-event dual event location for 
a PCO at Mariposa Street and Fourth Street.  



Transit loading may also be monitored by Transit Fare Inspectors (TFIs) and SFMTA Passenger Assistance 
Program staff (MTAPs) stationed at Muni platforms. 
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DUAL EVENT WITH AT&T: PRE-EVENT CONTROLS
FIGURE 6-11
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DUAL EVENT WITH AT&T: POST-EVENT CONTROLS
FIGURE 6-12
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CHAPTER 7. FREIGHT LOADING 



7.1 FREIGHT ACCESS FOR EVENT CENTER DEVELOPMENT (BLOCKS 29-32) 



Freight access to the Event Center Development site located on Blocks 29-32 will be provided as described 
below and as shown on Figure 7-1. 



 Event Center Loading Docks – A formal truck loading area will be located on the lower level of the 
parking structure. Trucks will enter and exit the loading dock via access-controlled truck-only lanes in 
the parking structure’s driveway on 16th Street at Illinois Street. All trucks that service events at the Event 
Center, including semi-trailer trucks, single unit trucks, and trash trucks, will use the loading dock area. 
The loading area will provide a “hammerhead” turnaround area so that trucks can easily maneuver into 
and out of the loading slips. Truck access will be limited to the extent feasible during pre- and post-
event times to minimize potential conflicts with vehicles arriving or departing the garage. 



 Retail Truck Loading Docks – Smaller loading docks for single unit trucks will be located on the Lower 
Level of the parking structure. This area will be available for use by the visitor-serving retail uses. Trucks 
will enter and exit the loading area via the access-controlled truck-only lanes in the driveway on 16th 
Street at Illinois Street. 



 Office Truck Loading Docks – Loading docks for the office towers will be located on the Lower Level of 
the parking structure in two areas. Three loading docks for the South Street office tower will be 
provided in the northwest corner of the loading area and one loading dock for the 16th Street office 
tower will be located in the southwest corner of the loading area, just to the left of the first garage 
ramp. Both loading areas will also include trash compactors for the office towers. Trucks will enter and 
exit the loading area via the access-controlled truck-only lanes in the driveway on 16th Street at Illinois 
Street. 



 South Street and Terry François Boulevard Commercial Curbside Loading – Parking along portions of 
the Event Center Development frontage will be designated for commercial truck deliveries for retail 
uses. On-street commercial loading zones will be designated as active loading zones all hours.  



 Market Hall Loading – There will also be a small separate loading area, exclusive to the Market Hall 
uses, for which small delivery vehicles will enter via the South Street garage entrance. 
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CHAPTER 8. EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS 



The Event Center Development is served by the San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD) and the San Francisco 
Police Department (SFPD). A new SFFD fire house and SFPD headquarters building is being constructed at Block 
8 in the Mission Bay South area on China Basin Street east of 3rd Street.  



The Event Center Development project also anticipates installing on-site generators capable of providing up to 
three megawatts (MW) of emergency, standby and optional power in the case of temporary loss of normal 
utility power. The on-site generators would provide power to the Transportation Management Center (TMC) 
during such an emergency to facilitate efficient communication between TMC staff and emergency service 
personnel. . 



8.1 EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS FOR EVENT CENTER 



Emergency vehicle access to the Event Center Development site will be provided as described below and shown 
on Figure 8-1. 



 SFFD vehicles from the new fire house on China Basin Street would access the Event Center 
Development via southbound 3rd Street or Terry François Boulevard. Direct access to the Event Center 
Arena will be provided via the southeast corner plaza on the corner of Terry François Boulevard and 
16th Street. Fire Department vehicles traveling south on 3rd Street would make a left at 16th Street. Fire 
Department vehicles traveling south on Terry François Boulevard would make a right turn onto 16th 
Street. Emergency vehicles servicing office buildings will use either 16th Street or South Street. SFPD 
vehicles or supplemental SFFD vehicles from other fire houses would access the western plaza via 3rd 
Street either from 16th Street (for vehicles traveling from the west via 16th Street) or from 3rd Street (for 
vehicles traveling from the north or from the south via 3rd Street). Exclusive transit rights-of-way along 
3rd Street and 16th Street will accommodate emergency vehicles when traffic congestion might 
otherwise impair access, and emergency vehicles will be permitted on closed-streets as needed. 



Staff in the TMC will also closely coordinate with emergency service personnel to facilitate access as needed.   



8.2 EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS FOR UCSF HOSPITAL  



The UCSF Women’s Cancer & Children’s Hospital, scheduled to open on February 1, 2015, is located on the 
west side of 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street. Access to the hospital will be provided from 
both 16th Street and Mariposa Street via extensions of 4th Street. Pre- and Post-event curb management and 
controls as related to the UCSF Hospital access for patients and staff are described in Chapter 6. 



  



 96 











Rhode Island St



Kansas St



San Bruno Ave
U



tah St



19th St



24th St



23rd St



25th St



Humboldt St



Brya
nt S



t



Fourth St



Bridgeview
 W



ay



Terry A Francois Blvd



Third St



Fifth St



Fourth St



Bran
nan



 St



Sixteenth St



Campus Way



Gene Friend Way
South St



Pierpoint Ln



China Basin St



Sixth St



Seventh St



King St



M
ississippi St



M
issouri St



Carolina St



D
e H



aro St



Channel StTo
wnsen



d St



Berr
y S



t



Mariposa St



17th St



Indiana St



Arkansas St



Connecticut



Pennsylvania Ave



W
isconsin St



Tennessee St



M
innesota St



Irw
in StHooper 



StChan
nel 



St



Eighth St



Hubbell 
St



King St



Illinois St



18th St



22nd St



20th St



19th St



PIER 50



Owens St



SOUTH
BEACH
PARK



At&T
Park



CALIFORNIA



280



CALIFORNIA



80



EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS
FIGURE 8-1



Not to Scale



N



SF13-0682_SF Warriors Arena TMP\Graphics



Caltrain Station



MUNI Platform



Project Site



New Fire/Police Station



Emergency Vehicle Route to Project Site



New StationNew Station











Final Transportation Management Plan – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Event Center and Mixed Use Development 
April 2015 
 



CHAPTER 9. COMMUNICATION 



9.1 OUTREACH  



Outreach can provide useful trip planning information to guests and employees, in order to minimize confusion 
and risk of conflicts by providing advanced information on transportation choices for accessing the Event 
Center; and by alerting attendees to the location and purpose of temporary controls and measures. The 
following is an outreach strategy to accompany Event Center events. Outreach about transportation will 
promote use of non-auto modes to the Event Center. 



Ticket purchase confirmation will include the following information: 



 In addition to the option to pre-purchase parking at the Event Center, all attendees will receive a 
statement explaining that parking will be extremely limited on site and may not be available, an 
explanation of transit and bicycle resources, and detailed information about options for getting to the 
Event Center, including: 



o List of transit options available, including links to trip planning tools, schedules, fare 
information, and forms of payment (i.e. Clipper card brochure) 



o Location of real time transit information displays on the Event Center site 



o Reminder that Muni fares will be checked on the street, prior to walking up the Muni platform; 
that Muni tickets must be purchased ahead of time, and that they may be purchased at the 
Event Center box office 



o Links to web-based trip planning tools and resources (by transit, walking , bicycling, and 
driving)  



o Information on how to use transit (fare and payment information), best stops and stations for 
accessing the Event Center, walking routes to the Event Center from transit hubs 



o Recommended walking paths to the Event Center from transit hubs and other origins 



o Information on bicycle routes (i.e. link to San Francisco’s Bicycle and Walking Map) and free 
bicycle valet services 



o Directions to general pick-up/drop-off location along Terry François Boulevard 



o Information on TMA shuttles (routes, times, stop locations) 



o Information on parking availability and pricing, and ability to pre-purchase parking at event 
center [this should be last on our list, as it will be last on our customers’] 



 For attendees who do purchase parking in the garage with their ticket: 



o Directions to the Event Center from different origins and instructions describing the best path 
to access the Event Center garage 



o Information on controls that will be in place following game’s end and how to most effectively 
exit the Event Center garage towards desired destinations 
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9.2 WAYFINDING  



Wayfinding can support easy, safe walking and bicycling trips, and reduce the risk of conflicts for all modes by 
directing people away from potential conflict points. The following is a wayfinding strategy to accompany Event 
Center events. 



9.2.1 Pre-Event Wayfinding 



 Signage, in accordance with San Francisco standards, directing visitors to arena, transit, taxi stands, 
identifying bikeways, locations of bicycle parking, bike share pods, etc. within ¼ mile of arena 



 Build a base of permanent, intuitive wayfinding network that highlights local transit hubs and major 
destinations, and includes estimates of walking times along the most comfortable pedestrian corridors. 



 Wayfinding efforts will be increased or emphasized during playoff NBA games due to these events 
attracting out of town attendees who will presumably be unfamiliar with the transportation network and 
transit options. These efforts may include additional temporary signage in the Event Center vicinity.  



 Signage at all corners of the site directing walk-up attendees to Event Center entrances along routes 
that minimize pedestrian crossings of the Event Center garage driveway. 



 Signage directing bicyclists to the indoor bicycle valet parking or temporary bicycle corrals. Signage will 
be placed at the following locations: 



o Northbound Illinois Street before the entry to the garage 



o Northbound and Southbound Terry François Boulevard just before the site 



o Eastbound 16th Street just before the site 



 Signage directing eastbound bicyclists along 16th Street to walk up the sidewalk on the east side of 3rd 
Street to access bicycle rack parking located in the west plaza. 



 Signage that directs vehicles towards the event center garage or other nearby garages/lots, including 
wayfinding signage on I-280 to direct vehicles to the best exit to access the site.  



9.2.2 Post-Event Wayfinding 



 Signage at Event Center exits that directs pedestrians leaving the site away from the Event Center 
garage driveway and towards key destinations such as BART (west and north), Caltrain (north), 22 
Fillmore bus route (west) and Muni South Street stop (northwest corner). 



 Signage outside bicycle valet parking directing bicyclists to use the Blue Greenway along Terry François 
Boulevard. 



 Signage that directs vehicles towards the suggested post-event route, including garage exit wayfinding.  
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CHAPTER 10. MONITORING, REFINEMENT, AND 
PERFORMANCE STANDARDS 



The Golden State Warriors will monitor and refine the TMP in conjunction with the City of San Francisco and the 
various transit providers throughout the life of the project through monitoring during the project’s first four 
years of operations and an annual surveying and reporting program thereafter. The TDM plan will be 
continually refined by improving existing measures and introducing new strategies. 



10.1 PURPOSE 



The monitoring and refinement of the TMP will be conducted to accomplish the following objectives. 



1. Weekday Event Auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 53 
percent for weekday peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM).  



2. Weekend Event auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 59 
percent for weekend peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM).  



3. 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.  



4. Vehicle Queueing 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. 



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



6. 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. 



7. 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. 



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



10.2 MONITORING METHODS 



The following methods will be employed to monitor TMP strategies.  



1. Quarterly Coordination Meetings – the on-site Transportation Coordinator and key Event Center staff 
will meet quarterly with the City’s designated representative,  SFMTA TDM Manager, other key City 
staff, and other transportation service providers to evaluate the TMP strategies throughout the life of 
the project. 



2. Inaugural Event Monitoring – a designated team of Event Center and City staff will monitor pre-event 
and post-event transportation conditions at several of the first Warriors’ games and concerts held at 
the Event Center, per Performance Standards described in Section 10.4 and relevant adopted City 
standards.  
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3. Subsequent Event Monitoring - a designated team of Event Center and City staff will monitor pre-event 
and post-event transportation conditions intermittently during the first four years of operation at the 
Event Center, per Performance Standards described in Section 10.4 and relevant adopted City 
standards.  



4. Curb Pick-Up and Drop-Off Operations – the on-site Transportation Coordinator will regularly monitor 
curb operations during the first year of operation.  



5. Event Attendee Surveys – annual travel surveys of at least 600 attendees5 will be conducted at five 
weekday evening games and at one of each other event type (including a dual-event scenario, if one 
occurs) at the Event Center. The surveys will identify such data as pre-event origin and post-event 
destination, arrival and departure times, arrival and departure modes, transit provider, parking location, 
number of vehicle occupants (auto mode), etc.  



6. Event Center Development Employee Surveys – annual travel surveys of permanent and temporary 
employees will be conducted to identify the same travel information for Warrior employees as well as 
to determine their awareness of alternative modes and travel demand management programs that are 
available to them. Warriors will commit to a minimum of 60 percent survey completion rate. 



7. Mission Bay Neighbor Surveys – travel surveys will be conducted during the initial year at the Event 
Center to identify the same travel information for local residents and employers, who will be contacted 
via the Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) distribution list. The results of these surveys will 
be shared and discussed with the CAC as requested.  



8. UCSF Surveys –travel surveys will be conducted during the initial year at the Event Center to identify the 
adequacy of access for emergency vehicles and personal to the UCSF hospital center and children’s 
emergency room. Surveys will include UCSF campus staff and emergency personnel.   



9. Parking Strategies – data will be collected on parking utilization rates, and effectiveness of on-site and 
off-site remote parking strategies, for all event and no-event types. 



10.3   MONITORING DOCUMENTATION 



The results of the monitoring process will be documented as follows. 



1. TMP Travel Survey Memo – a memorandum will be prepared within three months of the inaugural 
events (NBA game, concert, and convention) that documents the results of the travel surveys as well as 
ongoing event monitoring.  



2. TMP Monitoring Report – a report will be developed and submitted to OCII annually, beginning at the 
end of the first year of operation of the Event Center Development, that addresses how effectively the 
TMP is meeting the monitoring objectives described above, while also proposing changes, adjustments, 
and improvements to the TMP and TDM as needed. The survey will be developed in coordination with 
SFMTA and OCII. 



5 Comparable to surveys conducted at other new, urban multi-purpose venues (including Barclays Center in Brooklyn, NY).  
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10.4 PERFORMANCE STANDARDS 



The TMP includes various performance measures once the project is in operation and initial monitoring results 
are available, the results will be measured against these criteria. If not achieved, the Warriors will be required to 
work with the appropriate agency or stakeholder group to ensure that the standards are met. The following 
performance standards have been developed: 



1. Weekday Auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 53 percent 
for weekday peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM). 



2. Weekend Auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 59 percent 
for weekend peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM).  



3. Vehicle Queuing on City Streets: Traffic entering the parking garage from eastbound 16th Street does 
not spill back to 16th Street or back to the 3rd Street intersection due to garage ingress. 



4. Vehicle Queuing on City Streets: Event traffic will not block access to the UCSF Emergency Room 
entrance for emergency vehicles or patients on Mariposa Street between I-280 and 3rd Street. 



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



6. Bicycle Parking: Signage is clearly visible to direct bicyclists to event valet and other bicycle parking, 
which has an adequate supply to accommodate a typical peak event. 



7. Transit Mode Share: All Muni Metro and additional shuttle passengers are able to board their transit 
vehicle within 45 minutes following an event.6 



8. Good Neighbor Policy: 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 Warriors will explore additional travel demand strategies, operational efforts, or minor redesigns 
to meet the goals of this TMP. Revisions to policy will be brought before the Mission Bay CAC, which includes 
representatives from UCSF, as requested by that body for public comment prior to implementation. A 
representative list of possible strategies is as follows: 



1. Increase Warriors contribution to the Mission Bay TMA to directly fund incremental, event-only service, 
which may include additional shuttle bus purchases and/or expanded hours of operation 



6 45 minutes has been deemed an appropriate period of time given the anticipated time patrons will spend 
egressing from the building, crossing the 3.2 acre plaza, locating the appropriate transit stop for their final 
destination, and queuing accordingly. It reflects anticipated delay by some patrons who may remain in the Event 
Center following an event’s end to take advantage of promotions, watch post-game interviews, etc., and by 
other guests who may patronize the retail businesses located on-site following an event but prior to leaving 
Mission Bay.  
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2. Establish a partnership with a private shuttle provider for incremental, event-only service to and from 
satellite parking locations (if designated) or transit centers. 



3. Facilitate charter bus/private shuttle program purchases for group ticket sales and/or suite purchases 
for events. Reduce the project parking demand through a variety of mechanisms, including pricing.  



4. Explore partnerships with car-sharing services (e.g., Zipcar, City CarShare) for spaces on-site to reduce 
car ownership amongst employees. 



5. Undertake media campaigns, including in social media, which promote walking and/or bicycling to the 
event center.  



6. Conduct cross-marketing strategies with event center businesses (e.g., 10 percent off 
merchandise/food if patrons arrive by transit and/or bike or on foot).  



7. Carry out public education campaigns.  



8. Offer special event ferry service to the closest ferry station to the project site (similar to the existing 
service provided between AT&T Park and Alameda and Marin Counties by Golden Gate Transit, 
Alameda/Oakland and Vallejo ferry service).  



9. Provide transit fare subsidies to event ticket holders. 



10. In consultation with the SFMTA, remove any street furniture or landscaping obstructing pedestrian 
paths of travel or Muni staging areas. 



11.  



12.  
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APPENDIX A: 
EVENT ACTIVITY SEQUENCES 



 



 1 











 



Typical Warriors Game Sequence (7:30 pm tip off) 
 
 
Day Prior  
2 to 4 pm If the game is nationally televised (5-7 games per year), 1-2 TV trucks for the national 



broadcaster(s) will typically arrive the day before the game. Trucks are parked in the 
loading dock and technicians will begin to setup for game broadcast.  



  
Game Day  
7 am to noon Game day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around TV broadcast and 



team arrival and departures). Average Time of delivery is scheduled to avoid peak 
commute hours and other factors that may influence efficiency and impact. Average 
individual deliveries required per Warriors game is six. Most if not all are scheduled to 
occur the day prior. 
 



  
9 am  Food service prep team arrives. Typically 25 to 35 game day personnel plus 



approximately 30 baseline staff. Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public 
transit. 



  
 Home and visiting team TV trucks (2 trucks) arrive and deploy in the loading dock. If 



trucks are in market and the dock is available, they may arrive the day before the event. 
Typical call is morning on game day. The trucks can arrive as late as early afternoon.  



  
10 am TV broadcasting crew arrives one hour following TV truck arrival and begins to prepare 



for the game broadcast. Typically 40 personnel total. The crew arrives via the loading 
dock. 



  
 Pre-game shoot around. Visiting teams will in some cases use an off-site venue for 



shootaround. Specific times vary. The window is typically 10 am to 1 pm. Typically 25 
personnel per team. Visiting team arrives in two buses. Home team arrives individually. 
After pre-game shoot around, visiting players and coaches and home team players will 
typically leave the building. The visiting team arrives and departs via the loading dock. 
The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Event Center 
garage.  



  
1 pm Building pre-cleaning crew arrives. This practice varies from building to building and is 



more common for outdoor venues. Personnel vary based on event type and general 
building practice. Likely 15 to 20 total. In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the 
pre-clean happens early in the morning on game day. The crew will arrive at the staff 
entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 



  
5 to 5:30 pm  Teams return for the game. The visiting team will arrive in two buses via the loading dock. 



The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Event Center 
garage. 



  
5 to 6 pm Game day building staff arrives. Includes guest service and food service personnel. 



Typically 500 to 600 total. Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be 
encouraged to use public transit. 



  
5:30 to 6 pm Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress 



approximately 30 minutes prior to doors. 
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6 to 6:30 pm Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to tip off. Guests begin to arrive. We anticipate that 



approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the entrance at the main plaza. 
Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics. 80% to 
90% of guests are in the building by tip off. Final guests typically enter by the end of the 
first quarter. 



  
7:30 Tip off. 
  
9:30 pm Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress 



approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated game end. 
  
10 pm Game ends. Broadcast technicians immediately begin load-out. 
  
 Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean. Typically 25 to 50 



personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use 
public transit. 



  
 Change over crew arrives and immediately begins change over. Typically 20 personnel. 



The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 
  
11 to 11:30 pm Venue clear of guests and all event staff. 
  
Day After Game 
 



 



11:30 pm to 12 am TV trucks leave the venue. 
  
2 to 3 am  Post-game clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building. 
  
4 am Change over complete. Crew leaves the building. 
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Typical Concert Sequence (7:30 pm Show Time) 
 
 
Event Day  
4 to 8 am Show trucks (which carry all show components including the stage, sound equipment and 



controls, video equipment and controls, props) arrive in market. They will typically stage 
somewhere off site but close to the venue. The number of trucks varies based on the size 
and complexity of the show. An A list show will usually require approximately 20 trucks 
Once trucks have been unloaded, they are driven off site and will not return until the 
show is complete and the load-out process begins.  



  
6 to 8 am The production team (15 to 30 personnel for A list shows) arrives at the venue as does 



the local stagehand crew. Initial production trucks access the loading dock and show 
load-in commences. The production team will arrive in tour buses and access the building 
via the loading dock. The stagehand crew will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use 
public transit. The show trucks enter and exit the venue as the show components are 
unloaded. Load-in typically occurs over approximately four to six hours.  



  
7 am to noon Event day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around other event related 



arrivals and departures). Average individual deliveries required are six. Most if not all are 
scheduled to occur the day prior. 
 



  
9 am  Food service prep team arrives. Typically 25 to 35 event day personnel plus 



approximately 30 baseline staff. Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public 
transit.  



  
1 pm Building pre-cleaning crew arrives. This practice varies from building to building and is 



more common for outdoor venues. Personnel vary based on event type and general 
building practice. Likely 15 to 20 total. In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the 
pre-clean happens early in the morning on event day. The crew will arrive at the staff 
entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 



  
2 to 4 pm  Performer(s) arrive(s) for sound check. Sound check typically lasts 30 to 60 minutes. The 



performer(s) will arrive in tour buses via the loading dock.  
  
5 to 6 pm Event day building staff arrives. Includes guest service and food service personnel. 



Typically 500 to 600 total and varies based on show type and expected attendance. Staff 
will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 



  
5:30 to 6 pm Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress 



approximately 30 minutes prior to doors. 
  
6 to 6:30 pm Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to show time. Guests begin to arrive. We anticipate 



that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the main entrance for Event 
Center shows, and 80% will access the building via the main theatre entrance for theatre 
shows. Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics. 
90%+ of guests are in the building by show time. Final guests typically enter within 
another 30 minutes following show time. 



  
7:30 pm Show time. 
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10 pm Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress 
approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated show end. 



  
10:30 pm Show ends. Production team immediately begins load-out.  
  
 Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean. Typically 25 to 50 



personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use 
public transit. 



  
 Change over crew arrives. Typically 20 personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff 



entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 
  
11:30 to 12 am Venue clear of guests and all event staff. 
  
Day After Event 
 



 



1 to 3 am Show trucks leave the venue. 
  
2 to 3 am  Post show clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building. 
  
4 am Change over complete. Crew leaves the building. 
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[bookmark: _Toc397456705][bookmark: _Toc413931038]EXECUTIVE SUMMARY


The Transportation Management Plan (TMP) is a management and operating plan designed to provide multi-modal access to a range of events at the new Golden State Warriors (GSW, or Warriors) Event Center in San Francisco’s Mission Bay neighborhood, and to the retail and office uses on the same development site. The purpose of the plan is to ensure safe and efficient access by promoting and facilitating the use of nearby public transit services and pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure for travel to and from the Event Center and the adjacent mixed use development, thereby reducing vehicular impacts to the Mission Bay/Dogpatch area and the adjacent neighborhoods. The plan’s primary goals include a reduction to single occupancy vehicle trips to/from the site, with a maximum auto mode split of 53 percent for event attendees during  weekday peak event conditions (Weekday 6:00PM – 8:00 PM), and a maximum auto mode split of 48 59 percent for all trips during no eventweekend peak event conditions (Weekday 4:00 PM-6:00 PM6:00 PM – 8:00 PM). All employees and visitors will be encouraged to utilize other means for travel to and from the site. Auto mode share goals are based on site-specific travel demand estimates being prepared as part of the project’s subsequent environmental impact report (SEIR) analysis.[footnoteRef:2]  [2:  Travel, Parking, and Loading Demand Estimates for the Proposed Event Center & Mixed Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 Final Memorandum, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting, November 19, 2014. ] 



The TMP is a working document that will be expanded and refined over time by the Warriors, the City of San Francisco, and other agencies responsible for carrying out the plan. An active monitoring process will occur during the first yearfour years of after the project’s completion to make any necessary adjustments. It is also anticipated that subsequent refinements will be made to respond to changing circumstances, new transportation access and parking opportunities, and planned transportation improvements that are implemented in the project vicinity over time.


The TMP provides a summary of the Event Center and mixed-use development project description; event and no-event scenarios that are addressed in this document; existing transportation facilities and planned major transportation projects; travel characteristics of Event Center attendees, office workers, and retail patrons; transportation control recommendations; travel demand and  communication strategies; and performance standards. 


The scenarios addressed in this plan are as follows.


· Typical Day (No-Event Day)


· Convention – weekday event with approximately 9,000 attendees


· Arena Concert – evening event with approximately 14,000 attendees


· NBA Game – an evening Warriors game with 18,064 attendees


· Dual Event - NBA game or arena concert coinciding with AT&T Park event


The travel characteristic assumptions for varying scenarios at the proposed development are based on the analysis prepared concurrently for the project’s SEIR.


Transportation control strategies that are identified in the Plan include provision of an on-site, site-specific Transportation Management Center (TMC) located in the security center in the Event Center; designation of a Parking Control Officer (PCO) director who will staff the Event Center TMC and manage game-day controls; designation of up to three in-field PCO supervisors who will roam and oversee PCO operations; the potential locations of PCOs who will direct vehicular and pedestrian traffic under various event scenarios; provision of GSW or Event Center staff to assist with wayfinding and crowd management; a coordinated partial street closure of the northbound lanes on 3rd Street (between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South) and partial closure of westbound lanes on South Street for a short period after the conclusion of peak NBA and arena concert events; and designation of curbside locations for Muni buses, Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) shuttles, other shuttle buses, charter buses, taxis, Transportation Network Companies (TNCs) (e.g., Uber, Lyft), limousines, private vehicle loading and unloading, and media trucks. The transportation control strategies also address transit boarding at the nearby Muni stations and pedestrian control at the Event Center main garage driveway access point on 16th Street.


Final Transportation Management Plan – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Event Center


April 2015December 2014








Communication strategies that are identified in the Plan include promotion, outreach and wayfinding strategies designed to inform event attendees of the various transportation options that are available and provide directions on how to access them. This includes a description of transportation information that will be provided by the Warriors and event promoters with event ticket purchases. The wayfinding strategies include a series of signs that will be placed to facilitate circulation and access in and around the buildings on-site.
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[bookmark: _Toc358019627][bookmark: _Toc397456706][bookmark: _Toc413931039]INTRODUCTION


This introduction describes the purpose, goals, and objectives of the Transportation Management Plan (TMP) for the Golden States Warriors Event Center and Mixed-use Development Project (“Event Center Development”). It gives a project overview within the San Francisco context, including ongoing and upcoming projects that will change the transportation system in the area and may prompt adjustments to the TMP in the coming years. It then lists organizations and agencies with a stake in the project with their respective roles and responsibilities, and discusses the overall TMP implementation strategy, including coordination between stakeholders. Finally, it outlines the information contained in the remainder of the TMP. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456707][bookmark: _Toc413931040][bookmark: _Toc358019628]TMP Purpose, Goal, and Objectives 


The purpose of the TMP is to outline strategies to optimize access to and from the Event Center Development within the constraints inherent to a large public event. The TMP considers the travel characteristics of Event Center attendees, office workers, retail patrons, and all other visitors to the site. Its main goal is to ensure safe and efficient access for all modes with a particular focus on promoting pedestrian, bicycle, and transit access to the Event Center and adjacent mix of uses, thereby reducing vehicular impacts to the Mission Bay/Dogpatch area and nearby neighborhoods.


The objectives of the TMP are:


To facilitate and promote safe use of non-automobile transportation by people attending and supporting Event Center events or office and retail uses on-site, and to maintain the stated maximum auto mode share of 53 percent under peak weekday event conditions (Weekday 6:00 PM – 8:00 PM) and 48 59 percent under no eventpeak weekend event conditions (Weekday 4:00 PM – 6:00 PM6:00 PM – 8:00 PM);


To highlight and optimize the use of transit by both event attendees and event or daily employees;


To facilitate and maximize bicycle use by Event Center Development event attendees and event or daily employees;


To facilitate a high-quality walking experience to the Event Center Development from adjacent residences, employment locations, transit stations, and parking garages by identifying key walking routes and major street crossing locations, so that wayfinding can be provided and PCOs can be located at critical points to manage the interaction of pedestrians and vehicles during major events;


To publicize the non-traditional transportation resources existing in the site vicinity, including the Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) shuttle service and pedicab ride providers;


To maximize safety for all transportation users at key locations around the Event Center Development site and broader neighborhood during event ingress and egress;


To ensure the safe interaction of pedestrians and cyclists traveling along South and 16th Street and vehicles accessing the Event Center Development garage entries located on South Street at Bridgeview Way and on 16th Street at Illinois Street; and


To facilitate the safe and efficient flow of vehicle traffic into and out of the site and throughout the Mission Bay neighborhood during event and no event conditions.


The TMP is a living document and will be amended from time to time by the Golden State Warriors, in coordination with SFMTA and with input from the nearby community, as travel patterns change as a result of development and changes to the roadway infrastructure and operations,. The Golden State Warriors are committed to implementation of flexible strategies to advance the goals and objectives outlined here. 


[bookmark: _Toc413931041]Design Objectives


The key transportation-oriented objectives of the Event Center Development design are:


Guest Safety


Design clear and distinct pick-up and drop-off locations for each travel mode such that zones are primarily single-purpose and potential conflict areas are minimized (i.e., transit zones to the west, bikes and cyclists to the southeast, private vehicles to the east).


Discourage mid-block pedestrian crossings at 3rd Street, 16th Street, or Terry François Boulevard


Create crossings that work for an all-day, all-year development; avoid creating crosswalks that only operate under PCO supervision


Reduce conflicts between pedestrians and autos at driveways and garage entrances


Guest Convenience


Locate guest arrival areas near building entrances and other conveniences to create visual connections to the travel mode and to augment wayfinding, including:


The southeast arena entrance (along Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street)


Office entrances on 16th Street and South Street, especially for regular TMA shuttles 


Northwest and southwest site corners, staging areas, and pathways, especially for arrivals via bike and Muni bus  or light rail 


Prioritize open pathways designed for optimal pedestrian circulation and public access


Maintain open access to the atrium to preserve the 16th Street/Main plaza connection


Highlight, through both static and dynamic wayfinding, the northwest corner and southwest corner, and the gracious and pleasant paths to and from the Main Plaza to these corners


Leverage the position of the Gatehouse and the decorative fencing proposed on Third Street a means to direct patrons to the northwest and southwest corners of the project and to discourage mid-block crossings of 3rd Street


Locate drop-off and pick-up locations for a given mode in close proximity to each other for pre- and post-event scenarios to create consistency, enhance intuitiveness, and create efficient paths of travel for patrons


Synergy & Resource Intelligence


Build a network of dynamic, up-to-the-minute transit information signage and wayfinding, both inside and outside of project buildings, to aid in the efficiency of patron arrivals and departures


Locate the bike valet close to the Terry François Boulevard cycletrack and nearby Bay Area Bike Share podstation(s)


Position the bike valet in sight of the Arena’s southeast Lobby building entrance 


Locate the daily TMA shuttle stop close to office lobbies 


Good Neighbor Policies


Create generous pedestrian queuing areas on-site such thatto minimize neighborhood spillover is minimized


Maintain local access to 4th Street and Bridgeview Way by promoting alternate pre- and post-game routes that emphasize use of 3rd Street, 7th Street, and Terry Francois Boulevard


Access to building entries, garage entries, and sidewalk areas for daily users of the 409 and 499 Illinois buildings, the 450 South Street garage, and of the future buildings on Blocks 33‐34 will not be unreasonably impeded


Maintain access to the UCSF Mission Bay Campus and UCSF Hospitals for patients, employees, and the university community


Maintain the site’s identity as a porous, accessible, and welcoming neighborhood center


Media Requirements


Locate media to provide for reliable satellite connections as per NBA League guidelines while providing under-ground cabling below sidewalks for the safety of pedestrians
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Key stakeholders in the TMP and their respective roles and responsibilities are listed in Table 11.
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Table 11: Key Stakeholders, Roles, and Responsibilities 





			Key Stakeholders


			Roles and Responsibilities





			Golden State Warriors (GSW)


			The GSW is the project sponsor and is responsible for implementation of the TMP.





			San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA)


			The SFMTA oversees the City’s public right-of-way (ROW) and manages all surface transportation infrastructure and systems in the City, including roads, curb space, sidewalks, bicycle lanes, parking, transit, and traffic control measures1. The SFMTA also regulates taxis and enforces parking regulations. SFMTA operates San Francisco’s bus and light rail service under the Muni brand, which will provide access to the Event Center and mixed-use development. Recommendations related to physical changes to the ROW must be supported by the SFMTA and approved by OCII. The SFMTA also coordinates closely with the SFCTA on the ongoing Waterfront Transportation Assessment, which includes the Mission Bay neighborhood in its study area. 





			Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)


			OCII has jurisdiction over implementing any major redevelopment projects in the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment Project Areas. OCII will act as the land use regulatory authority and the lead agency on the EIR. OCII will ensure that the project follows the Mission Bay Infrastructure Plan, which is the guiding document for remaining infrastructure improvements in the Mission Bay Area.





			Caltrans


			Caltrans is California’s Department of Transportation and has jurisdiction over the freeways that provide regional vehicle access to the proposed Event Center Development site.





			Port of San Francisco (Port)


			The Port of San Francisco (Port) has jurisdiction over San Francisco’s waterfront, including Terry François Boulevard and small portions of 16th and South Streets at their eastern edges.1 This includes the provision of any new ferry terminal facilities and a cycletrack facility, and jurisdiction over street parking operations in the areas noted above.





			San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA)


			The SFCTA serves as the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for San Francisco County and is responsible for the ongoing Waterfront Transportation Analysis, which includes the Mission Bay neighborhood in its study area.





			San Francisco Planning Department


			The Planning Department is responsible for reviewing and commenting on project design, and assessing environmental impacts on the City and its residents in collaboration with the overall assessment being led by OCII





			San Francisco Department of Public Works (DPW)


			DPW is responsible for street maintenance and implementation of streetscape projects as part of the Mission Bay Plan, including curb ramp installations and upgrades. 





			San Francisco Police Department (SFPD)


			SFPD is responsible for emergency response, oversight/override of traffic control plans, incident management, and coordination with SFFD and the California Highway Patrol as needed.





			San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD)


			SFFD provides fire suppression and emergency medical services to the residents, visitors, and workers within San Francisco.





			Caltrain


			Caltrain is a California commuter rail line connecting San Francisco to the Peninsula and Santa Clara Valley to the south. Its San Francisco terminal station is at 4th and King Streets, approximately 2/3 mile north of the project site. The 22nd Street Caltrain station is also located within walking distance of the Event Center Development.





			Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART)


			BART is a rapid transit system that serves the San Francisco Bay Area. It operates five routes with 44 stations in four counties. Downtown San Francisco is roughly the geographic center of the BART system, and its Embarcadero, Montgomery Street, Powell Street, and 16th Street Mission stations are within approximately 1.7 to 2.1 miles of the Event Center Development. Powell Street station will be connected to the site vicinity by the Central Subway upon that project’s completion in 2019. 





			Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA)2


			WETA was established by Senate Bill (SB) 976 to improve the ability of ferries to respond in an emergency and to consolidate several regional ferry services. WETA operates service to Alameda/Oakland, Harbor Bay, San Francisco, South San Francisco, and Vallejo as San Francisco Bay Ferry. WETA is exploring the potential for a ferry terminal at the foot of 16th Street near the Event Center Development.





			Golden Gate Ferry (GGF)3


			GGF operates frequent ferry service between San Francisco and Larkspur in central Marin County, and between San Francisco and Sausalito in southern Marin County. Extra service is also offered from Larkspur to AT&T Park for Giants home games and other sporting and music events.





			Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA)


			The TMA is a non-profit organization established to maximize access and mobility to, from, and within Mission Bay by means of free shuttle operations servicing residents and employees in the area. Shuttles transport patrons primarily to key transit locations, including the Caltrain station at 4th St. and King St. and the Powell St. BART station. The Warriors will become members of the association and provide annual contributions for the expansion of this service (including service to Blocks 29-32 and additional evening and weekend routes throughout the neighborhood).  





			University of California, San Francisco (UCSF)


			The UCSF Mission Bay campus is located in close proximity to the Warriors’ project. Campus operations include regular shuttle service between UCSF campuses across San Francisco; these shuttles are intended to serve only university personnel (faculty, staff, students, etc.). They are, however, a regular presence within the Mission Bay street network. 





			Community Groups


			Several community groups offer consultation and feedback on the project design and operational planning to help ensure a smooth integration into the Mission Bay neighborhood. Some community groups include the ission Bay Community Advisory Committee (CAC), San Francisco Bicycle Coalition, and others.





			Notes:


1. Although the Port has jurisdiction over certain street segments in San Francisco, SFMTA still manages all aspects of surface transportation on those streets under agreement with the Port.


2. Source: http://www.watertransit.org


3. Source: http://www.goldengateferry.org 


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2014.
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The proposed Event Center Development site consists of Blocks 29, 30, 31 and 32 in the Mission Bay neighborhood of San Francisco and is served by local and regional transit (Muni, ferries, regional buses and Caltrain); a developing roadway, bike route, sidewalk network; and freeway access. Bicyclists will be encouraged to arrive at the site via 16th Street and the planned Blue Greenway along Terry François Boulevard. The project location is illustrated on Figure 11. The project site plan is illustrated on Figure 1-2. 


The project site is located approximately 2/3 mile from AT&T Park, a 42,000 seat Major League Baseball Stadium and home to the San Francisco Giants. Although the Warriors season does not largely overlap with the Giants season, they share some transportation facilities and management strategies. Although somewhat rare, a dual event scenario is considered as part of this document.


Over the past several years, many projects in the area have affected the transportation system in the vicinity of the Event Center Development, including the opening of the T 3rd light rail line connecting San Francisco’s Financial District to Sunnydale, which started operation in 2007. The projects listed in the following sections, which are either recently completed, under construction, pending, or under consideration, will continue to enhance the transportation system in the area and may warrant changes to the TMP as they are implemented. Several significant transportation investments at or near the site are projected to begin operation within the next 5-10 years. These near-term transportation projects are illustrated on Figure 1-3 and include SFMTA’s Central Subway, the electrification of Caltrain, the Blue Greenway, enhanced transit service along 16th Street, and the 2nd Street Project, among others. These types of capacity and service enhancements provide essential context for planning safe, efficient transportation access to the Event Center and adjacent office and retail uses. 


Several large-scale development projects are also proposed for the Mission Bay neighborhood that may affect travel patterns in the area. The project’s SEIR (currently being prepared) will analyze traffic patterns and intersection performances under cumulative conditions that contain several prominent developments in the project vicinity. The TMP may likewise need to be revised, after development projects are realized and operational, to more effectively manage transportation systems under all event and no-event conditions. Some reasonably foreseeable development projects include the following:


Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project


Seawall Lot 337 and Pier 48 Mixed-Use Project


Kaiser Medical Office Building at 1600 Owens Street


Central SoMa Plan


UCSF Long Range Development Plan


[bookmark: _Ref370226860][bookmark: _Toc397419838][bookmark: _Toc407633218]Figure 11: Project Location
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Through consultation with SFMTA a list of projects were selected based on their proximity to the Project site, ability to affect the transportation network, and likelihood of being completed. Several major near-term and long-term SFMTA Muni projects are proposed that, once implemented, will directly improve service frequency, capacity, travel time, cost-effectiveness and reliability in the vicinity of the project site.


SFMTA Muni Forward – This is the implementation phase of the SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP). The project includes both general improvements throughout the system and measures for specific transit lines. Implementation is ongoing. The following changes are planned to take place in the project area: 


10 Townsend – The Muni Forward proposes to rename the 10 Townsend the 10 Sansome. Service would be rerouted off of Townsend down 4th Street. From 4th Street the route would extend through Mission Bay to new proposed street segments on 7th Street between Mission Bay Boulevard and Irwin Street, on Irwin Street between 7th and 16th streets, on 16th Street between Irwin and Connecticut streets, and on Connecticut Street between 16th and 7th streets. Peak period headways would be reduced from 20 to 6 minutes. Midday headways would be reduced from 20 to 12 minutes.


22 Fillmore – The Muni Forward proposes rerouting the 22 Fillmore to continue along 16th Street, creating new connections to Mission Bay from the Mission neighborhood. The proposed route change would add transit to 16th Street between Kansas Street and 3rd Street and 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard North. Muni Forward also proposes to change the AM peak period headway, reducing from 9 minute to 6 minute headways.


Additionally, the SFMTA has proposed two transit enhancement treatment visions for 16th Street, of which one or a combination of the two will be selected by the SFMTA Board prior to implementation. The treatments are referred to as the Moderate and Expanded Alternatives in the TEP EIR. The Moderate Alternative proposes a number of physical changes to the portion of the rerouted 22 Fillmore in the vicinity of the Mission Bay campus site including, but not limited to, new transit stops, relocated transit stops, and transit bulbs (approximately 45 feet in length), as well as new traffic signals at Connecticut and Missouri streets. The Expanded Alternative includes the features listed for the Moderate Alternative as well as the conversion of a lane of mixed-flow lane of traffic to a transit-only lane (side running or center running to be determined) along 16th Street in both directions in the vicinity of the campus site as well as the prohibition of left turns at Bryant, Potrero (westbound only), Utah, San Bruno, Kansas, Rhode Island, De Haro, Carolina, Wisconsin, Arkansas, Connecticut, and Missouri streets. Both alternatives would reduce peak period headways; AM would be reduced from 9 to 6 minutes, PM peak headways would be reduced from 8 to 5.5 minutes, and midday headways would be reduced from 10 to 7.5 minutes. The stated purpose of both alternatives is to make the 22 Fillmore more frequent, reliable, and effective along 16th Street. 


Prior to the extension of the 22 Fillmore into Mission Bay via either the Moderate or Expanded Alternative, which both require the addition of poles and extension of the Overhead Contact System (OCS), the SFMTA plans to implement a temporary motor coach service – the 55 Mission Bay - to coincide with the opening of the Phase One Medical Center at UCSF Mission Bay between Mission Bay and the 16th Street BART Station. The route would follow 16th Street from Mission Street to 3rd Street and 3rd Street from 16th Street to Mission Bay Boulevard North. The preliminarily proposed locations for new bus stops for this service in the vicinity of the Event Center site are on 16th Street at 4th Street (both directions) and on 3rd Street just south of Mission Bay Boulevard South (southbound direction). The operating hours and service frequencies of the proposal have not yet been made public at the time of publication of this document.


SFMTA Central Subway – SFMTA Muni will operate a light rail subway at high frequency between Chinatown, Union Square, Yerba Buena Gardens and the Caltrain depot at 4th and King Streets (about 2/3 mile from the project site) beginning in 2019. The T 3rd line will extend north from its current terminus at 4th and King Streets to serve this subway, and no longer operate along the Embarcadero. Construction of this project is well underway. This project would improve transit service between the project site and Downtown and create new connections between the project site and regional transit via connections to BART at Powell St. station.


SFMTA Bus Rapid Transit – SFMTA plans to build and operate a Muni “rapid bus” corridor with a terminal within 2/3 mile from the project site:  the Van Ness corridor, with one of two lines terminating at 4th & King Streets. These service and infrastructure enhancements are expected to be in operation by 2020.


Caltrain Modernization Program – Caltrain plans to electrify the railway for increased efficiency and capacity. The Modernization Program will increase the frequency of service, including expanding the number of peak hour trains by one/hour. The project is scheduled for completion in 2021.


Transbay Transit Center – The new Transbay Transit Center, currently under construction and scheduled for completion in 2017, will be a major hub serving 11 transit providers. It will be located between Beale, 1st, Mission and Howard Streets, approximately 1.75 miles from the project site. 


Ferry Building Landings and Terminals – the Port of San Francisco operates the ferry terminals at the Ferry Building two miles from the project site, in cooperation with the Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA) and Golden Gate Transit. Frequent, daily ferry service is provided between the Ferry Building and seven cities in Alameda, Solano, San Mateo and Marin Counties. The Ferry Building is also a major Muni bus and streetcar terminal hub, serving numerous cross-town and downtown lines. The Downtown San Francisco Ferry Terminal Expansion Project includes construction of up to three new ferry gates and implementation of several pedestrian amenities which would increase ferry capacity and improve the passenger experience, as well as provide additional emergency facilities in the event of a major catastrophe. The project is under environmental review and is expected to begin construction in early 2015. WETA is also currently exploring the possibility of constructing a terminal at the foot of 16th Street adjacent to the Event Center Development site, however, due to the preliminary nature of their study, ferry access to the site is not assumed for the sake of this TMP. 
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2nd Street Project – Multiple improvements are proposed for 2nd Street and could start construction as early as 2016. The goal of this project is to improve pedestrian safety along the corridor, create a more attractive public realm, provide a separated bicycle lane, minimize Muni delays, and increase foot traffic. These improvements would provide an enhanced pedestrian corridor for those walking from Downtown to and from the Event Center, offices, or retail proposed within the Event Center Development in Mission Bay.


Blue Greenway – This Port of San Francisco led project will create a network that connects public open space and water access in south-east San Francisco, from China Basin Channel to the San Francisco County Line, which will include a combination of bicycle and pedestrian trails and parks. Through Mission Bay along the Event Center Development frontage, the Blue Greenway will include a north-south bikeway on Terry François Boulevard that will connect to the Embarcadero bikeway to the north. 


The 2009 Bike Plan and 2013 Bicycle Strategy includes several improvements to the bicycle network throughout the City. Of the improvements approved for implementation in the near-term and long-term, the following projects will affect bicycle circulation in the vicinity of the site: 


The transition of the Class III facilities on 16th Street to a Class II facility from 3rd Street to Terry François Boulevard (as an element of the Blue Greenway).


The addition of bicycle lanes on Illinois Street from Cargo Way to 16th Street.


The addition of bicycle lanes on Mississippi Street from 16th Street to Mariposa Street.


The addition of a physically separated bikeway along The Embarcadero from 3rd Street to Fisherman’s Wharf
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Proposal to remove the northern section of Interstate 280 – This proposal is currently being explored by the City and would remove the I-280 terminus on- and off-ramps from their current location adjacent to the Caltrain Station at 4th and King Streets. This removal may have various benefits, including uniting the neighborhoods currently split by the freeway, opening up land along I-280 and at the 4th and King Street rail yards for development, reducing the complexity of the downtown rail extension, and reducing vehicle-pedestrian conflicts at the crossing outside the Caltrain Station. If this project moves forward, it will likely affect access to the Event Center Development site by rerouting vehicle traffic to/from I-280, creating additional roadway connections between Mission Bay and areas west, and potentially altering pedestrian routes.
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New roadway projects are underway with an anticipated completion date of Spring 2015 at the following locations:


Extension of Owens St from 16th Street to Mariposa Street / I-280


Extension of 16th Street to Terry François Boulevard


New signals have recently been completed or are currently being constructed within 1 mile of the project site at the following intersections. 


3rd Street / Channel Street


3rd Street / Mission Bay Boulevards


4th Street / Channel Street 


4th Street / Gene Friend Way


16th Street / 4th Street


16th Street / Vermont Street 


16th Street / 7th Street, and 


7th Street / Mission Bay Drive / Berry Street 


New signals are being constructed with an anticipated completion date in Spring 2015 at:


Mariposa Street / 4th Street and


Mariposa Street / I-280 SB On-ramp 


Signal Modification projects are also underway within 1/3 mile of the project site. Signal reconfigurations are being constructed with an anticipated completion date in Spring 2015 at the following intersections:


3rd Street / 16th Street 


3rd Street / Mariposa Street


16th Street / Owens Street 


Owens Street / Mariposa Street / I-280 NB Off-ramp 


Mariposa Street / I-280 SB On-ramp


Street restriping projects have been completed or are pending at the following intersections.


7th Street / 16th Street 


7th Street / Mission Bay Drive / Berry Street


Mariposa Street Bridge (over Caltrain tracks)


Mariposa Street / 3rd Street


Mariposa / 4th Street 


Mariposa Street from I-280 SB on-ramp to Pennsylvania Avenue


Street restriping projects are in the planning stages, and pending approval, at the following intersections.


16th Street / Potrero Avenue 


7th Street / Brannan Street


Street widening or improvement projects are underway within ¼ mile of the site and have an anticipated completion date in Spring 2015 at the following locations.


3rd Street / 16th Street 


Mariposa Street from Owens Street to Illinois Street


Connections to UCSF Mission Bay Campus (at 16th Street and Mariposa Street) 


NB I-280 off-ramp
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Traffic controls proposed in the TMP will require coordination with several of the agencies described in section 1.2. Table 12 summarizes the necessary coordination between the Warriors and public agencies and transit providers during Event Center events.
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Table 12: Proposed Control and Service Coordination Summary





			Control or Service


			Entity


			Coordination





			Post-game special train service to South Bay


			Caltrain


			Real-time communication between Transportation Management Control (TMC) and Caltrain during games so any planned special event train can be put into service at 4th /King station at the appropriate time.





			Variable Message Signs (VMS)


	


			Caltrans, SFMTA


			Location, installation, and operation of variable message signs (VMS) alerting drivers of traffic conditions and temporary post-event lane closures on 3rd Street.





			Use of existing SFgo intersection surveillance cameras, as well as four new proposed surveillance cameras along the Event Center’s perimeter streets, for observation of traffic conditions on streets pre-, during, and post-event


			SFMTA


			Permission from SFMTA to see live streams from video cameras from the TMC room at the Event Center.





			Traffic management by Parking Control Officers (PCOs) on the streets pre-, during, and post-event 


			SFMTA


			Real-time communication between TMC, Field Supervisor, variable message sign operators, emergency services personnel, and PCOs on the street. 





			Post-game special northbound light rail service 


			SFMTA (Muni)


			Real-time communication between TMC and SFMTA (Muni) during events so that additional light rail trains can be put into service at appropriate times.





			Pre- and Post-event Shuttles


			Mission Bay TMA, Private Shuttle Providers, SFMTA


			Real-time communication between TMC and Shuttle Operators during events so shuttle buses can be put into service at appropriate time.





			Valet bicycle parking during events


			GSW


			The provision of valet bicycle parking and additional temporary secure corral parking during events at the Event Center will be coordinated with SFMTA and the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC), or other vendor.





			Pre- and Post-event Pedicab service along Terry Francois Boulevard


			Private Pedicab Providers


			Pre-event planning and clearly marked staging areas for private pedicab drivers.





			Enhanced post-event BART service on event days


			BART


			Communication about event schedules so that BART can augment service by providing additional train cars post-event. 





			On-street special event pricing


			SFMTA , Port


			Provide event schedule to SFMTA Parking group and the Port for implementation of special event pricing at on-street parking meters during events, pending Port approval.





			Emergency response and emergency vehicle routing


			SFPD, SFFD, SDMTA


			Real-time emergency response and PCO support as needed to ensure emergency vehicle access to and around the project site. 





			Source: Fehr & Peers 2014.
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Chapter 2 summarizes the Event Center Development project and outlines the event scenarios. Chapter 3 describes the existing transportation system in the project vicinity, including the street network, transit, bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and regional traffic access. Chapter 4 describes the travel demand management program that will be implemented to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking. Chapter 5 describes the anticipated characteristics of Event Center attendees and visitors to the mixed-use development, including the key assumptions on which the TMP recommendations are based. Chapter 6 describes the proposed controls and is organized by event scenario, ranging from a no-event day to smaller convention events to the most complex event (Event Center event concurrent with event in AT&T Park). Chapter 6 also includes a discussion of the project’s Transit Service Plan. Chapter 7 describes freight loading for the Event Center Development. Emergency vehicle access for the site is described in Chapter 8. Finally, Chapter 9 discusses communication strategies designed to complement the controls listed in Chapter 6, and includes wayfinding and outreach. Chapter 10 describes how the TMP will be monitored and refined over time, while outlining performance standards for evaluating the plan’s effectiveness.  
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The proposed site is comprised of land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31 and 32, located in the Mission Bay South area of San Francisco. The 11-acre project consists of a new approximately 18,000-seat multi-purpose event center and mixed-use development including multiple office buildings, retail, restaurants, structured parking, plaza areas, and other amenities. The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the National Basketball Association (NBA) season, as well as provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, cultural events, conferences and conventions. 


The proposed program for the Mission Bay South project site at Blocks 29-32 includes the following:


Event Center Basketball seating capacity: 18,064


Event Center supporting uses include a practice facility and Bayfront Terrace


750,000 square foot Event Center


25,000 square feet of GSW office space


580,000 square feet of office buildings


125,000 square feet of visitor-serving retail and restaurant uses


950 parking stalls in on-site parking structure


13 underground truck docks 


132 stalls in existing structured garage at 450 South Street


Access points for trucks and automobiles on 16th Street at Illinois Street


Access points for small delivery vehicles and automobiles on South Street at Bridgeview Way


The public realm zones and uses for the Event Center Development are shown on the site plan in Figure 1-2. There will be five pedestrian entries to the site, one midblock on South Street, one on the 3rd Street frontage, one midblock on 16th Street, one at the corner of 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard via the southeast Plaza, and one midblock on Terry François Boulevard. Large open plaza areas will be located on the west side of the multi-purpose event center and in the southeastern portion of the site. The plazas will provide access to the retail and office uses on site and would be connected by a ramp wrapping around the exterior along the north and eastern-sides of the multi-purpose event center. An atrium connecting 16th Street and the western plaza area serves as a secondary connection between open spaces on-site. 
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As part of the Event Center Development, the existing or planned cross-sections for several adjacent streets are proposed to be modified to better meet the needs of the Event Center and surrounding mix of uses. The conceptual striping plan for the project site is shown on Figure 2-1.


The project proposes to revise the planned cross-section for 16th Street from 3rd Street to Terry François Boulevard. The revised street cross-section would include 6 foot bike lanes with a 4 foot buffer on both sides, 8-9 foot parking lanes on both sides (for the segment from Illinois Street to Terry François Boulevard), one 11 foot through lane in each direction, and an 112 foot center lane that would serve as left turn pockets at 3rd Street, Illinois Street, and Terry François Boulevard. The on-street parking provided along 16th Street will be metered for general daytime use on non-event days, but restricted during limited hours for a variety of event-related needs including shuttle bus loading, media trucks, and charter bus loading when events are scheduled. One on-street space on the north side of 16th Street, between 3rd Street and Illinois Street, will be designated for on-street metered commercial loading for all hours until event-related curb regulations go into effect.


The project also proposes to restripe South Street within the boundaries of the project. The proposed cross-section would include a 9-foot parking lane on the south side of the street and a parking lane on the north side of the street measuring just less than 12 feet. Parking would be prohibited on the north side of the street between the 450 South Street parking garage entrance and 3rd Street, and the curbside lane would be used for an exclusive westbound right turn lane at the 3rd Street intersection. The proposed cross section would also include an 11 to 12-foot through lane in each direction. A bus stop for the Mission Bay TMA shuttle will be provided on the south side of South Street, from the 3rd Street intersection east a distance of 60100 feet. A taxi loading area will be provided on the south side of South Street, from the Event Center garage access (opposite Bridgeview Way) east a distance of 100 feet. The remainder of the curbside frontage along South Street will be metered for general daytime use on non-event days. EightTwo on-street spaces on the south side of South Street will be designated for on-street metered commercial loading for all hours until event-related curb regulations go into effect. During events as needed, all on-street parking on the south side of South Street between Bridgeview Way3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard will be prohibited so this space may be used for a 300 foot longbus and taxi loading areas. Parking on the north side of South Street may be prohibited during peak events to allow use of the westbound parking lane for vehicle access and egress to the Event Center garage and the 450 South Street garage. 	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Luba – Please note this includes the additional commercial loading zone by the South Street office building as well as the previously-planned spots by the market hall/food hall. 


The planned Blue Greenway project will add a two-way bikeway along the east side of Terry François Boulevard with a 4-foot buffer. The reconstructed portion of Terry François Boulevard along the project frontage will also provide four travel lanes and on-street parking lanes on both sides. A Paratransit stopgeneral loading area, 75200 feet in length, which will accommodate up to three vans, will be provided on the west side of Terry François Boulevard near the southeast entrance to the Event Center and elevators to the Pedestrian Pathfor use by Paratransit buses and TNC vehicles (i.e., Uber, Lyft, others). The remainder of the curbside frontage along Terry François Boulevard will be metered for general daytime use on non-event days. OneEight on-street spaces on the west side of Terry François Boulevard will be designated for on-street metered commercial loading for all hours until event-related curb regulations go into effect. During events as needed, all on-street parking on the west side of Terry François Boulevard will be prohibited. During these conditions, the northern 200 feet of frontage will be designated for taxi use, the central 200 feet of frontage for Paratransit or TNC vehicle use, and the southern 200 feet of frontage for Black Car useTNC or private vehicle passenger drop-off/pick-up. At the intersection of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street, a two-stage bike boxes or equivalent measures will be provided to facilitate safe turns for cyclists traveling between 16th Street and the Blue Greenway bikeway on the east side of Terry François Boulevard.


In addition to the changes in cross sections, the following intersection controls would be implemented as part of the proposed project:


The intersection of Terry A. Francois Boulevard/South Street is currently stop-controlled at the eastbound approach to the intersection, and would be signalized.


The intersection of Bridgeview Way/South Street is currently uncontrolled, and would be made a side-street stop-controlled intersection with southbound vehicles on Bridgeview Way required to stop. 


The new intersection of Terry A. Francois Boulevard/16th Street would be signalized.


The intersection of Illinois Street/16th Street is currently uncontrolled, and would be made an all-way stop-controlled intersection. Conditions at this intersection would be monitored, and if determined by the SFMTA that a traffic signal is warranted, the intersection would be signalized.


The intersection of Terry A. Francois Boulevard/Illinois Street/Mariposa Street is currently stop-controlled, and would be signalized.









[bookmark: _Toc407633221]Figure 21: Conceptual Striping – Project Site






[bookmark: _Toc413931055][bookmark: _Toc397456720]Mission Bay TMA Shuttle Program Expansion 


The Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) strives to reduce single-occupant vehicle trips by encouraging alternative modes of transportation for residents, employees and visitors to the Mission Bay development area. The Mission Bay TMA currently provides two free shuttle bus route services (east and west) between Mission Bay and the Powell Street BART Station and the 4th/King Caltrain Station. 


The Warriors will join the Mission Bay TMA and the organization’s contributions to the association will enable expanded service, which may include additional evening or midday shuttles and/or weekend service. Additional routes to locations including the 16th Street BART Station and/or Transbay Terminal may also be feasible. This service will enable office employees and retail visitors to access the site from key transit locations. All standard shuttle service related to the Warriors development will be an integrated part of the TMA network and will continue to be free of charge for all residents and employees in Mission Bay, regardless of destination. 


The site’s design includes an additional TMA shuttle stop, located on the south side of South Street just east of 3rd Street, located by the lobby of one of the project’s office/lab buildings. This stop may also serve developments on the UCSF campus to the west, the Gap (existing) and Uber (planned) office buildings on the north side of South Street, and the Bayfront Park nearby. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456721][bookmark: _Toc413931056]Bicycle Parking


Bicycle parking will be provided in an enclosed 300+ bicycle valet facility proximate to the arena. The Warriors are considering on-site locations for this valet along Terry Francois Boulevard orlocated on the 16th Street frontage just west of the southeast Event Center entrance. Valet doors will face east to direct departing cyclists towards the signalized intersection at Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street, where they can safely mount their vehicles. A simultaneous community planning process for the adjacent Bayfront Park will also consider locating the bike valet along the east side of Terry Francois Boulevard, adjacent to the Blue Greenway, which would highlight the public nature of the facility. The bike valet facility will be available for self-park to arena and GSW, office, and retail employees for all-day use but will not be staffed during non-peak event times; it is assumed that the valet partner and the SFMTA will provide guidance on the most efficient secure storage system under these conditions. The bike valet  is proposed to be staffed by a partner such as the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC) for evening use by ticketholders during peak events such as NBA games and concerts. The valet parking facility will be attended from two hours before the start of peak events to approximately one hour after the event ends. Additional valet service will be provided by partners at temporary, staffed bike corrals of 50-100 bikes on plaza level in the southeast and west portions of the site for events where bike use is projected to exceed the supply provided by the permanent 300+ space bike valet facility. This additional bike corral will be positioned to be accessible to bicyclists, but not to interfere with pedestrian pathways or ADA access points. Additional bicycle parking will be located throughout the development for daily users, including a secure bike parking room for each office building for office and retail employees and bike racks at ground level on South Street, Terry François Boulevard, and 16th Street for all users. Bike rack design will be determined in consultation with SFMTA staff. Total proposed bike parking is in excess of 500 spaces (including temporary corrals). 


In addition to the bicycle parking program, the Event Center Development program will include sponsorship for a Bay Area Bike Share station on or near the site, likely along Terry Francois Boulevard or South Street, and support in principle for additional stations in the project vicinity. Precise location of the Bay Area Bike Share station(s)s will be determined through coordination between the Port of SF, the SFMTA, and the bike share operator.


[bookmark: _Toc413931057]Vehicle Parking


The current Event Center Development program includes an approximately 950-space parking structure with below-grade parking and an at-grade level located under the plaza podium, all concealed from the public’s view. Access to the garage will be provided via two controlled driveway entrances, one on South Street at Bridgeview Way and the other on 16th Street across from Illinois Street. 


The 16th Street driveway will serve as the primary access point for arena patrons, who will be required to show pre-purchased parking passes to GSW Event Center staff located on the street prior to entering the driveway. Any parking passes can be scanned at the interior end of the driveway to allow more cars to queue upon arrival. Office workers will also use the 16th Street Driveway, where, Automatic Vehicle Identification System (AVI) or fob controls will enable access at an entry point at the interior end of the driveway. AVIs may also be used for select season ticket holders for Event Center uses. The South Street driveway will provide access to retail patrons on-site and will include a valet drop-off area within the garage able to serve up to 280 vehicles. Self-parking visitors to office or retail during daytime hours will utilize a more traditional system using ticket-issuing machines and pay-on-foot ticket kiosks located throughout the garage. Each driveway will feature one in-bound lane during event hours and two egress lanes during the post-event period.


There will also be 13 truck docks located below grade, with access via distinct driveway lanes at the 16th street entry. The truck dock is physically separated from the primary vehicle parking areas. 


In addition, the Golden State Warriors organization has purchased the right to use 132 additional stalls located in the structured parking garage at 450 South Street, directly across the street from the site’s northern boundary. These spaces will be used by daily office employees and/or Golden State Warrior employees, not by event attendees. The Warriors are open to working with additional third parties to accommodate excess parking demand if the need arises.


Event attendees who purchase reserved parking on-site will receive instructions for entering and exiting the Event Center garage with their ticket confirmation. They will also receive a dated parking pass to hang on their rear view mirror. Signage will be provided at both Event Center garage access points indicating event center parking is available for those attendees with pre-purchased tickets only. The parking operation on event days will consist of attendants checking entering vehicles for valid parking access to a space in the garage. The parking pass checks will be done by attendants stationed curbside at garage driveways along 16th Street and South Street so that vehicles without proper credentials will not be able to enter the parking garage driveway. If queues extend from the 16th Street garage driveway back onto 16th Street, this access will be temporarily closed and inbound event attendees will be directed to the South Street garage access. Vehicles without reserved parking passes will be directed to the north or to the west of the site to other nearby parking facilities off-site. 


Parking for retail and restaurant customers will be available at the 950-space garage on no-event days, during daytime events, and on non-peak event evenings. Garage operation for these customers will consist of attended valet parking. The valet parking drop-off and pick-up area will be located within the garage via the South Street driveway where the majority of the retail uses are located. When parking in the garage is not available, and during peak events, valet attendants will park retail customers’ vehicles at off-site locations, including public lots in the vicinity.


Retail and office employees with reserved parking will use the 16th Street entry to the parking garage across from Illinois Street. The garage operation at this location will be an automated electronic system (no attendants) to facilitate efficient entry/exit for these daily users. 


As part of the proposed street restriping, on-street metered parking is planned to surround the site on three sides – South Street, Terry François Boulevard, and 16th Street. This on-street parking will be used for various parking and loading designations on event days. During no-event times, the on-street space may be used for general parking, as summarized in Table 2-1 and Figure 2-2. Pending Port approval, on-street spaces on blocks adjacent to the Event Center Development are likely to be marked with Special Event parking signs, similar to those found in the vicinity of AT&T Park, and carefully monitored for compliance. 


			[bookmark: _Toc407632337]Table 21: No-Event On-Street Parking3





			Street Segment


			From


			To


			Length (ft.)


			On-Street Parking Available1,2





			South Street


			North Side


			3rd Street


			450 South Street Garage Driveway


			225


			--





			


			


			450 South Street Garage Driveway


			Bridgeview Way


			140


			5





			


			


			Bridgeview Way


			Terry François Boulevard


			315


			14





			


			South Side


			3rd Street


			Bridgeview Way


			410


			15





			


			


			Bridgeview Way


			Terry François Boulevard


			305


			--7





			Terry François Boulevard


			East Side


			South Street


			16th Street


			610


			29





			


			West Side


			South Street


			16th Street


			610


			1523





			16th Street


			North Side


			3rd Street


			Parking Garage Driveway


			185


			7





			


			


			Parking Garage Driveway


			Terry François Boulevard


			515


			24





			


			South Side


			3rd Street


			Illinois Street


			170


			7





			


			


			Illinois Street


			Terry François Boulevard


			505


			23





			Notes:


1. On-street parking space = 15’ for end stall;, 20’ for regular stall; 25’ for loading stall


2. Red zone at each corner = 20’


3. Excludes TMA shuttle stop and no-event taxi zone, both also located on the south side of South Street, and select metered commercial loading zones on South Street and Terry Francois Boulevard. .


Source: Fehr & Peers, Golden State Warriors, SFMTA Parking Stall Standards.












[bookmark: _Toc407633222]Figure 22: On-Street Parking – No Event






[bookmark: _Toc397456722][bookmark: _Toc413931058]Event Scenarios 


The event scenarios and time periods analyzed in the TMP are designed to provide a range of typical scenarios, including several of those being studied for transportation impacts in the project SEIR. In full, this range of scenarios will offer a menu of options to event operators and City personnel to fit most event conditions. Transportation control measures for events not specifically described will be derived based on reviewing the plans for events with comparable attendance levels and time periods included in the TMP and making adjustments as needed.


The primary event scenarios that are addressed in this TMP are as follows:


Typical No-Event Day 


Convention – weekday event with 9,000 attendees


Arena Concert – an evening event with 14,000 attendees


NBA Game – an evening Warriors game with 18,064 attendees


Dual Event – NBA game or arena concert coinciding with an AT&T Park event (with 41,500 attendees)


[bookmark: _Toc397456723][bookmark: _Toc413931059]Typical No-Event Day


The retail, restaurant, and office uses located adjacent to the Event Center will be open 365 days a year. Project sponsors anticipate daily activity from these users in addition to passive recreation or seasonal festivals in the open plaza areas and in Bayfront Park located across the street. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456724][bookmark: _Toc413931060]Small Event


Small events (3,000 to 9,000 attendees) may consist of conventions, small “arena theater” concerts, family shows, non-NBA sporting events, and other types of events to be decided. For the purpose of the TMP, a small event is defined as a daytime convention with an attendance of 9,000 people.


[bookmark: _Toc413931061][bookmark: _Toc397456725]Arena Concert Event


Arena concert events are defined in this TMP as events with 14,000 attendees. The estimated 30 annual arena concerts (typically occurring on Friday and Saturday evenings within a 7:30 PM to 10:30 PM window) at the event center would vary in attendance levels, depending on the artist and stage configuration. The estimated average attendance level would be approximately 12,500 patrons. The event center design would allow for an end-stage concert configuration to accommodate a maximum of 14,000 patrons. 


Occasionally, arena concerts would occur in a full 360-degree center-stage configuration which would allow for a maximum attendance above the seated capacity of 18,064 – up to 18,500 patrons. This would account for less than 10 percent of the total annual arena concerts (no more than four per year). Logistics for these larger arena concerts are considered as part of the peak event scenario.


[bookmark: _Toc397456726][bookmark: _Toc413931062]Peak Event


Peak events are defined in this TMP as events where more than 90 percent of the seating capacity of the Event Center will be occupied (i.e. more than 16,200 attendees). These include all GSW pre-season, regular season, and post-season games as well as sold-out center stage concerts. The peak event analyzed in detail in the TMP is a sold out basketball game that fills the Event Center to capacity (18,064 attendees).


The NBA regular season consists of 41 home games. 


The majority of games take place in the evening (7:30 PM tipoff). In the 2012-2013 season, there was one daytime game (1:00 PM tipoff) during the regular season and it took place on a holiday (Martin Luther King Day, 01/21/13). Since most concerts typically take place in the evening, most of the egress from the Event Center will occur at night, during off-peak traffic conditions. Some games and concerts, though, will have ingress activity during the weekday evening commute period. Most inbound pre-event traffic on weekdays will be traveling in the opposite direction of evening commute traffic that is exiting the area. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456727][bookmark: _Toc413931063]Peak Event Concurrent with Event at AT&T Park


The dual event scenario occurs when a high-attendance event at the Event Center (a sold-out NBA game or concert) and a baseball game or sold-out concert at AT&T Park occur at the same time. This combination of events, in which up to 18,064 persons would be at the Event Center and up to 41,500 persons at AT&T Park, would most likely occur on a weekend evening. Since the 2004 seasons, there have been 19 days in which both the Giants and Warriors have had overlapping regular season home games, for an average of approximately 2 such days per year. The transportation control strategies for a dual event scenario also apply when a baseball game or sold out concert at AT&T Park occurs at the same time as a 14,000 person concert at the Event Center. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456728][bookmark: _Toc413931064]Typical Annual Event Distribution 


It is anticipated that the Event Center will have a total of approximately 200-220 events each year, distributed as follows:


43-60 GSW home games (2-3 pre-season + 41 regular season + a maximum possible of 16 home playoff games), all taking place from 7:30 PM to around 9:40 PM.


45 Concerts, consisting of approximately 30 large arena concerts and 15 small “arena theater” concerts. These events will occur mostly on Friday and Saturday nights from 7:30 PM to 10:30 PM, concentrated during late fall, winter, and early spring. 


55 Family Shows. Tours typically perform 10 shows in the building over 5 days (Wed-Sun) as described in Table 2-2.


31 Conventions/Corporate Events, distributed throughout the year as the building schedule permits.


Approximately 30 other sporting events distributed throughout the year as the building schedule permits.


Table 22 summarizes the annual event distribution. 














			[bookmark: _Ref370224949][bookmark: _Toc397456795][bookmark: _Toc407632338]
Table 22: Typical Annual Event Center Event Distribution 





			Event Description


			Quantity


			Event Times


			Daytime or Evening





			Warriors Events


			43-60


			


			





				Pre-season


			2-3


			7:30 PM – 9:40 PM


			Evening





				Season


			41


			7:30 PM – 9:40 PM


			Evening





				Post-season


			0-16


			7:30 PM – 9:40 PM


			Evening





			Non-Warriors Events


			161


			


			





				Concerts


			45


			


			





			”Arena Theater” Concerts (3,000 attendees)


			15


			Fri-Sat 7:30 PM – 10:30 PM


			Evening





			Arena Concerts (14,000 attendees)


			30


			Fri-Sat 7:30 PM – 10:30 PM


			Evening





				Family Shows


			55


			Typically 10 shows over 5 days (Wed. to Sun.):


Wed. (1): 7:30 - 9:00 PM


Thur. (1): 7:30 - 9:00 PM


Fri. (2): 10:30 AM - Noon; 7:30 - 9:00 PM


Sat. (3): 11 AM-12:30 PM, 3:00 PM - 4:30 PM; 7:00 PM -8:30 PM


Sun. (3): 11 AM - 12:30 PM, 3:00 PM - 4:30 PM; 7:00 PM-8:30 PM


			Both





			Conventions/ Corporate Events


			31


			Variable


			Both





				Other Sporting Events


			30


			Variable


			Both





			Notes:


1. Of the peak events, it is anticipated that fewer than 10 will overlap with events at AT&T Park.


Source: Golden State Warriors.














[bookmark: _Toc397456729][bookmark: _Toc413931065]EXISTING CONDITIONS


Chapter 3 describes existing transportation systems serving the Event Center Development site, including the street network, freeways, transit hubs, bicycle facilities, and truck routes. Select commitments to make near-term significant changes in conditions that are certain and fully-funded are noted as many of these investments and changes in capacity and service will be completed by 2020 and will be key to assumptions about the operation and functionality of the transportation networks  serving the Event Center Development. This Chapter is included in the TMP for contextual and informational purposes only. A full environment document will be prepared that includes a more complete and quantitative analysis of the existing conditions as they pertain to transportation.


[bookmark: _Toc397456738][bookmark: _Toc413931066]Pedestrian Facilities 


[image: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Pedestrian_s-01.png]Major pedestrian routes to the Event Center Development include 16th Street for east-west travel as well as 3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard/Bay Trail for north-south travel.


Within the project site area, sidewalks generally exist on both sides of the street, and are generally 12 to 15 feet wide. There is currently no sidewalk along the frontage of the project site except on 3rd Street; however sidewalks will be completed along 16th Street, South Street, and Terry François Boulevard adjacent to the site as part of the project. There are gaps in the sidewalk along nearby roadways that are currently under construction, including the south side of 16th Street between 7th and 3rd streets and the west side of 3rd Street between 16th and Mariposa streets. These sidewalk gaps will be closed upon completion of the adjacent buildings. All intersections surrounding the site have standard painted crosswalks and directional curb ramps. All signalized intersections include pedestrian signals with count down timers. 


The Bay Trail is a planned 500-mile recreational shoreline corridor that, when complete, will encircle San Francisco and San Pablo Bays with a continuous network of bicycling and hiking trails. In the project vicinity, the Bay Trail will run along the east side of Terry François Boulevard, and is designated as a multi-use trail shared by pedestrians and bicycles. As a major mostly uninterrupted pedestrian facility, this path will carry a significant proportion of pedestrian flow to and from the Event Center and between the Event Center and major regional transit hubs and bike share stations, and certain segments along congested areas, such as the Embarcadero, are being designed to provide separate paths for bicyclists and pedestrians to improve safety.


[bookmark: _Toc397456732][bookmark: _Toc413931067]Transit Network 


[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Transit-01.png]This section discusses both regional and local transit provision to the proposed Event Center Development site. The site is well-served by both local and regional public transit. Local service is provided by Muni Bus, light rail lines, and the Mission Bay TMA shuttles. Regional service is provided by BART, Caltrain, AC Transit, Golden Gate Transit, SamTrans, and various ferry providers. Riders from these regional transit services would either walk or transfer to Muni or privately operated shuttles to access the Event Center Development. This section is organized in order of proximity to the site, starting with the transit hub that is furthest away (BART Stations) and ending with the one that is closest (Muni light rail platforms). Existing rail transit is shown in Figure 31 and existing bus transit is shown in Figure 3-2. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456733][bookmark: _Toc413931068]Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART, Regional)


BART provides regional commuter rail service in the Bay Area. San Francisco’s Financial District is centrally located within the system, which provides service to the East Bay (Pittsburg/Bay Point, Richmond, Dublin/Pleasanton and Fremont) and to San Mateo County (San Francisco International Airport and Millbrae) with operating hours between 4:00 AM and midnight daily. In the Financial District, BART operates underground below Market Street. The Event Center Development can be most directly accessed from four BART stations including the Embarcadero (2.1 miles), Montgomery Street (1.8 miles), Powell Street (1.7 miles), and 16th Street Mission (1.7 miles) stations. When the Muni Central Subway opens in 2019, its connection to the BART Powell Street Station will likely make this a primary transfer station to the Event Center. During the weekday PM peak period, when many event-goers are expected to arrive, headways are generally 5 to 15 minutes for each line. Off-peak headways are generally 20 minutes for each line. BART trains range from 3 to 10 cars depending on time of day and demand. BART will extend its service to Warm Springs in 2015 and to San Jose in 2018 and to east Contra Costa County via eBART in 2016. BART is also proposing early phases of its “BART Metro” project (that increases Transbay Tube/SF frequency) and to introduce higher-capacity train cars within the next 5-10 years. BART is also performing a study to recommend measures to increase platform and station circulation capacity, particularly at Embarcadero and Montgomery Stations. The BART system map is illustrated below.


			[image: N:\Projects\2013 Projects\SF13-0682_SF Warriors Arena TMP\Data Collection\Maps\system-map.gif]








[bookmark: _Toc397456734][bookmark: _Toc413931069]Ferry Building


[bookmark: _Toc397456735]WETA, Blue & Gold, and Golden Gate operate regular ferry service between the San Francisco Ferry Building (2 miles from the project site) and Vallejo, Larkspur, Sausalito, Tiburon, Oakland, Alameda and South San Francisco. Golden Gate and WETA also provide event-level service to AT&T Park, 2/3 mile from the project site. The Ferry Building is also a terminal / hub for Muni and Amtrak/Amtrak Capital Corridor service. 


A Mission Bay ferry terminal near 16th Street has been identified in Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA) and MTC’s 2040 Regional Transportation Plan “One Bay Area” planning documents as a potential future infrastructure investment, but there has not yet been an environmental assessment or full-funding strategy identified for the project. WETA plans to continue developing this concept.


[bookmark: _Toc413931070]Caltrain (Regional)


Caltrain provides passenger rail service on the Peninsula between San Francisco and Downtown San Jose with several stops in San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties. Limited service is available south of San Jose. Within San Francisco, Caltrain terminates at a station located on 4th Street between King and Townsend Streets, approximately 2/3 mile from the proposed Event Center Development site. The 4th/King station is served by local, limited, and “Baby Bullet” trains. The 22nd Street Station is also nearby, located directly underneath I-280, approximately one mile from the Event Center Development site, and is served by local, limited, and a few of the currently scheduled “Baby Bullet” trains.


Caltrain service headways in the northbound direction during the PM peak, which will serve Event Center weekday events, are variable depending on the specific service provided by the train (bullet or limited); however, there are typically 5 arrivals in one hour. Southbound headways after the PM peak are once per hour. Electrification of Caltrain by 2021 will allow implementation of increased train frequencies. On weekends, headways are once per hour, so most Event Center attendees will likely arrive in a single train. However some guests may come on an earlier train for weekend events to visit the city or the retail and restaurant uses on site. Finally, Caltrain currently provides special post-game train service following Giants games. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456736][bookmark: _Toc413931071]San Francisco Muni (Local)


Muni operates bus, cable cars, streetcars, and light rail lines within San Francisco. The line that most directly serves the proposed Event Center Development site is the T 3rd Street light rail line, which operates in a dedicated right-of-way in the center of 3rd Street. A couple of Muni bus lines, the 22 Fillmore and 10 Townsend, as well as the N Judah light rail line stop within 1 mile of the project site. Figure 3-1 shows rail lines and Figure 3-2 shows bus lines that provide service in the immediate project vicinity.


T 3rd Street – The T 3rd Street light rail route connects Visitacion Valley to Mission Bay via Bayview and Dogpatch. It also connects Balboa Park BART Station to Mission Bay through Downtown San Francisco as the K Ingleside route via St Francis Wood, West Portal, and the Castro. It operates weekdays and weekends from approximately 4:00 AM to 1:00 AM, mostly with one-car trains using platforms that are typically long enough for two car-trains in the vicinity of the Event Center. This line will be diverted to the Central Subway in 2019, will regularly be served by 2-car trains at a higher frequency than current scheduling north of Mariposa Street, and its UCSF Mission Bay station is located at the northwest corner of the project site. 


The T 3rd Street line stops at side-running raised platforms located along 3rd Street at the following locations:


Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at South Street  (at the northwest corner of the site) 


Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at Mariposa Street (1/4-mile south of the site)


Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at 20th Street (1/2 mile south of the site)


Inbound/Outbound far-side curbside stops at Mission Rock Street (1/3-mile north of the site)


In addition, all other Muni light rail lines and several east-west Muni bus lines overlap the T 3rd line at the Downtown stations, including the Embarcadero BART/Muni Station and other Market Street Muni bus/rail hubs that are within 2 miles away. Event-goers coming from other parts of San Francisco can transfer to the T 3rd line. Within five years, Muni expects to operate enhanced transit service described in the TEP, which could include the T 3rd and the 22 Fillmore trolley bus rerouted to run along 16th Street east of I-280 to Terry François Boulevard, with a more near-term plan to operate a Muni 55 motor coach line between the 16th Street BART and the Event Center until the trolley bus extension can be completed. The Muni 33 line may be extended to serve the segment in Potrero Hill currently served by the 22. Two new Muni Bus Rapid Transit corridors (Van Ness and Geary) will have at least one of the programmed lines terminate within 2/3 mile of the project site within the next 5-8 years. Lastly, many major Muni bus lines have current terminus stations at the Temporary Transbay Terminal, Caltrain Terminal and Ferry Building (see below).


[bookmark: _Toc413931072]Mission Bay TMA Shuttles


The Mission Bay Transportation Management Association (TMA) strives to reduce single-occupant vehicle trips by encouraging alternative modes of transportation for residents, employees and visitors to the Mission Bay development area. Mission Bay TMA currently provides two shuttle bus route services (east and west) between Mission Bay and the Powell Street BART Station and the 4th/King Caltrain Station. They are free of charge and open to all employees, residents, and visitors to the Mission Bay Area and the China Basin building at 185 Berry Street. The west route serves 16th and Illinois streets, while the east route serves 4th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard; both operate at 15-minute intervals from 7:00 to 10:00 AM and 3:45 to 8:15 PM. Figure 3-2 shows TMA Shuttle routes and existing stops.


[bookmark: _Toc399157519][bookmark: _Toc399157932][bookmark: _Toc399158673][bookmark: _Toc397456737]The Golden State Warriors will join the Mission Bay TMA and the shuttles will be made available for employees and visitors. According to the Mission Bay TMA, the evening service is currently at or near capacity. After joining the TMA, shuttle routes, stops, and schedules may be reconfigured to better serve the site and Mission Bay. A new stop to serve the site is suggested on the south side of South Street near the intersection with 3rd Street. UCSF Campus-to-Campus Shuttles


UCSF provides shuttles for university personnel, including faculty, staff, technicians, and students, to travel between the university’s campuses in San Francisco. These shuttles relieve capacity constraints for both the Mission Bay TMA shuttles and the road network via a reduction in single-occupant vehicle trips. Non-university affiliated personnel in the neighborhood are not permitted to ride UCSF shuttles. 


[bookmark: _Toc413931073]Temporary Transbay Terminal


The Temporary Transbay Terminal provides temporary bus terminal facilities during construction of the new multi-modal Transbay Transit Center, which is scheduled for completion in 2017. The Temporary Terminal is located in the area bounded by Main, Folsom, Beale and Howard Streets, approximately 1.75 miles north of the project site. It currently serves AC Transit, WestCAT Lynx, Muni, Golden Gate Transit, and SamTrans passengers. 


The new Transbay Transit Center will be located in an area bounded by Beale Street, 2nd Street, Minna Street, and Natoma Street and will serve the same transit providers as the Temporary Terminal plus capacity to accommodate Caltrain expansion and California High Speed Rail. Phase I of the project is expected to be completed by 2017. 






[bookmark: _Ref370392465][bookmark: _Ref370392461][bookmark: _Toc397419841][bookmark: _Toc407633223]Figure 31: Existing Rail Transit Facilities



[bookmark: _Toc397419842][bookmark: _Toc407633224]Figure 32: Existing Bus Transit Facilities






[bookmark: _Toc413931074][bookmark: _Toc397456739][image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Cyclist-01.png]Bicycle Facilities 


[bookmark: _Toc270004431]Bicyclists may use all roadways in the city, not just designated bicycle routes; however, the City of San Francisco has an extensive bicycle network. The three classes of bicycle facilities are described below.


			[image: Description: http://sfcitizen.com/blog/wp-content/uploads/2010/06/IMG_0575-copy.jpg]


			Class I (Multi-use paths) are paved multi-use facilities separated from roadways. The City of San Francisco has Class I facilities in large parks (e.g., Golden Gate Park or the Panhandle) and in areas where bicycling on the street would be challenging (e.g., US 101/Cesar Chavez Interchange). 


Class I facilities are generally shared with pedestrians and may be adjacent to an existing roadway, or may be entirely independent of existing vehicular facilities. 





			[image: PotreroBikeLane_sfbike-org]


			Class II (Bicycle Lanes) are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by bicycles through striping, pavement legends, and signs.
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			Class III (Bicycle Routes) are designated roadways for shared bicycle/vehicle use indicated by signs only; may or may not include additional pavement width for cyclists. The majority of San Francisco’s bicycle facilities are Class III facilities. In San Francisco, Class III Bicycle Routes are routinely striped with the shared-lane arrow, or “sharrow,” reminding drivers and cyclists to share the roadway.








Current on-street bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the project are shown in Figure 33 and described below. The majority of the study area is flat, with limited changes in grade, facilitating bicycling within and through the area. However, dedicated bicycle lanes are not provided on all routes. For a description of planned bicycle projects which will add key links to the existing network including the Blue Greenway on Terry François Boulevard, refer to section 1.3.2.


The Bay Trail, described above, connects China Basin to Mission Bay across the Channel and runs along bicycle route #5. Additionally, the Embarcadero Enhancement project, now underway proposes to develop a conceptual design and cost estimate for a bikeway - a bicycle facility that is physically separated from moving or parked vehicles and pedestrians - along The Embarcadero from 3rd Street in South Beach to Powell and Jefferson Streets in the Fisherman’s Wharf area. A bikeway is a bicycle facility that is physically separated from moving or parked vehicles and pedestrians. The SFMTA proposes to study a bicycle connection across the Lefty O’Doul Bridge that would connect the two waterfront bicycle facilities.


Route #5 runs north to south along Terry François Boulevard and Illinois Street as a Class II bike lane. This route connects China Basin to the north with the project site and Route #7 to the south.


Route #536 is a two-block section of northbound sharrows on 3rd Street between Terry François Boulevard and Townsend Street. 


4th Street is a north-south bike route that extends from Berry Street to the north to 16th Street. 4th Street is designated as a Class III bicycle facility as it crosses Mission Creek until Channel Street, south of which it has Class II bike lanes.


Route #7 is primarily a north-south bike route that runs along Indiana Street as a Class III facility. At Mariposa St to the north, it merges with Route #23 and runs to the east to Illinois Street, where it continues north to the Event Center site. This route connects to Route #23 to the west as well as Route #5 and the Bay Trail to the east. 


Route #23 is primarily a north-south bike route that extends along 7th Street from Brannan Street to 16th Street and down Mississippi Street to Mariposa Street with Class II bike lanes. At Mississippi Street and Mariposa, it runs east along Mariposa Street as a Class III facility and merges with Route #7.


Route #123 is a short north-south bike route that runs along Henry Adams/Kansas Street between Division Street and 16th Street as a Class III bicycle facility. It connects Routes #36 and #40. 


Route #36 is an east-west bike route that runs along Townsend Street between The Embarcadero and 8th Street as a Class II bike lane. It connects the Caltrain Station at 4th and King Streets with Routes #23 and #123 to the west.


Route #40 is an east-west bike route that runs along 16th Street from Kansas Street to 3rd Street as a Class II bike lane. It continues for less than a block as a Class III bike facility from 3rd Street to the project site at Illinois Street. This route connects Route #25 and #123 to the west with Routes #23, 4th Street, and the project site to the east. Route #40 is planned to be moved to 17th Street between Kansas and Mississippi Streets before returning to 16th Street, where it will continue to Terry François Boulevard.


There is currently a Bay Area Bike Share (BABS) pod at the Caltrain Station and on Townsend Street between 7th and 8th streets, and at least one planned in the Mission Bay neighborhood near the UCSF residences. The Warriors are exploring locations for a new bike share station at or immediately adjacent to the Event Center or Bayfront Park.


[bookmark: _Ref370227146][bookmark: _Toc397419843][bookmark: _Toc407633225]Figure 33: Existing Bicycle Facilities 






[bookmark: _Toc397456730][bookmark: _Toc413931075]Street Network 


[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Traffic.png]Since the Event Center Development site is located at the eastern edge of the Mission Bay neighborhood, the street network serving it extends to the north, west, and south only. The project proposes to restripe the roads adjacent to the Event Center Development frontage, as discussed in more detail previously in Chapter 2.


[bookmark: _Toc397456731][bookmark: _Toc413931076]Local Access


This section describes the existing streets that are most relevant for access to the immediate vicinity of the site and discusses their relevance for particular modes as appropriate. 


16th Street is a four-lane east-west Secondary Arterial roadway with left turn pockets that extends to Castro Street to the west and currently terminates at Illinois Street in the east. Upon build out, 16th Street will continue along the south border of the project site to Terry François Boulevard. East of Illinois Street and along the majority of the corridor within the study area, on-street parking is prohibited on both sides of the street. On-street parking is currently allowed on both sides of the street between 3rd Street and Illinois Street. Muni line 22 currently runs along the length of 16th Street west of Kansas Street. Interim Muni line 55 is proposed to run along 16th Street to 3rd Street. Bicycle Route 40 is a Class II route that runs along 16th Street between 3rd and Kansas streets. Future plans will extend the route east along 17th to Mississippi where it will return to 16th Street. Sidewalks are generally provided on at least one side of the road within the study area (on the south side of the road to the east of 3rd Street and on the north side of the road west of 3rd Street). On-street bike lanes are planned along 16th Street between 3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard.


South Street borders the project to the north and runs for one block from Terry François Boulevard to 3rd Street. It is a four-lane road that transitions to a pedestrian plaza, Gene Friend Way, to the west of 3rd Street. Parking is prohibited on both sides of the street and wide sidewalks are provided on the north side. No bicycle facilities are provided on South Street.


3rd Street is a four-lane north-south roadway that extends from Market Street to Bayshore Boulevard. It is designated as a Primary Transit Important roadway in San Francisco’s General Plan. Near the Event Center site, on-street parking is prohibited on both sides of the street. 3rd Street is designated as a Class III bike route with sharrows between King Street and Terry François Boulevard in the northbound direction only. The T 3rd Street light rail line operates along 3rd Street between Channel Street and Bayshore Boulevard along a physically separated median in the roadway. During peak events at AT&T Park, vehicle capacity across the 3rd Street Bridge is reduced to one lane in each direction to accommodate surges in pedestrian activity around the park.


Terry François Boulevard is primarily a four-lane road that runs north-south from Mission Rock Street to 3rd Street and borders the project site to the east. The road transitions to a two-lane road north of Mission Rock Street, where it curves to the west to its terminus at 3rd Street. Terry François Boulevard is part of the Bay Trail and Bicycle Route 5 (Class II in both directions). On-street parking is generally permitted on both sides of the street, except along the frontage of Pier 48 and Pier 50. During events at AT&T Park, Terry François Boulevard is closed to vehicle traffic from 3rd Street to Pier 48. The proposed Blue Greenway project will add a two-way bikeway along the east side of the street with a 4-foot buffer. As part of the Blue Greenway project, Terry François Boulevard will be realigned to create a regular block shape for Blocks 30 and 32 and to maximize the size of the Bayfront Park. The four travel lanes and on-street parking lanes on both sides will be maintained. 


Bridgeview Way is a privately managed, narrow two-lane road that runs from South Street directly across from the north parking entrance for the Event Center Development, to China Basin Street. Parking is prohibited on both sides of the street and sidewalks are provided on both sides along the entire stretch. This road provides internal access and circulation for the residential and office uses along the corridor. 


Illinois Street is a two-lane road that runs north-south from Cargo Way to 16th Street at the south parking entrance to the Event Center Development. Through the project area, parking is permitted on both sides of the street and the majority of the road. Parking is prohibited on the west side of Illinois between Mariposa and 18th streets during the post-event period when there are events at AT&T Park. Illinois Street also serves as Bicycle Route 5, with Class II facilities in both directions. Parking is prohibited on the west side of Illinois between Mariposa and 18th streets during the post-event period when there are events at AT&T Park.


4th Street is a two-lane north-south Primary Transit Important roadway that extends from Market Street to 16th Street. On-street parking is provided on both sides of the street. 4th Street is designated as a Class III bike route as it crosses Mission Creek, after which it transitions into Class II bike facilities (bike lanes) between Channel Street and 16th Street. The T 3rd Street light rail line operates on 4th Street between King Street and Channel Street. The 4th Street Bridge is closed to northbound traffic except transit, taxis and bikes during the post-event period for AT&T Park events. As part of the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan, 4th Street will extend south of 16th Street to access a new UCSF hospital facility, but will not connect through to Mariposa Street.


7th Street is a two-lane north-south Secondary Arterial roadway that extends from Market Street to 16th Street. On-street parking is provided on both sides of the street between Irwin Street and 16th Street. 7th Street has Class II bike facilities between Brannan and 16th streets.


Mission Bay Boulevard North and South are a one-lane one-way east-west couplet Local Street that extends from Terry François Boulevard to 4th Street; right-turn only lanes are provided at intersections. It is located at the northern edge of the Mission Bay campus site and will be eventually extended to connect to the Mission Bay Circle in the future, located approximately 1,300 feet to the west, as part of the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan. On-street parking is provided on the north side of the Mission Bay Boulevard North. 


King Street is a five to six-lane Primary Transit Important east-west roadway that connects to the terminus of I-280 approximately 2/3 mile north of the project. The Muni line T 3rd Street operates in the median along King Street between The Embarcadero and 4th Street, where it continues down 4th Street to the Event Center site. AT&T Park, home of the San Francisco Giants, is located on King Street between 2nd and 3rd Streets. Caltrain has its terminus station on 4th Street between King and Townsend Streets. Although King Street is not directly adjacent to the Event Center Development project site, it plays a major role in providing access to and from the site. King Street is closed in eastbound direction between 3rd and 2nd streets during post-event period for AT&T Park events.


Berry Street is a two-lane east-west Local Street that extends from 3rd Street to Owens Street. Berry Street operates as an eastbound one-way street between 3rd and 4th Streets. On-street parking is provided primarily on the south side, though there are some areas that have on-street parking on both sides of the street.


Channel Street is a four-lane east-west Local Street that currently extends from west of 4th Street to 3rd Street. On-street parking is prohibited on both sides of the street between 3rd and 4th Streets, and permitted west of 4th Street. The T 3rd Street rail line operates on Channel Street between 3rd and 4th streets within a physically separated median in the roadway. Channel Street will be extended to the Mission Bay Circle in the future, as part of the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan.


Mission Rock Street is a two-lane east-west Local Street that extends from Terry François Boulevard to 4th Street. On-street parking is provided on both sides of the street for most of the length, but is not available east of 3rd Street. 


Mariposa Street is a two-lane east-west Local Street that extends from Illinois Street to Harrison Street. During special events, parking is prohibited to provide four travel lanes. The I-280 on- and off-ramps (southbound and northbound, respectively) are located immediately east of the intersection of Pennsylvania and Mariposa streets. The intersection of Mariposa Street and Fourth Street serves as a major access point to the UCSF hospital facilities currently under construction. Both sides of the street provide on-street parking. In addition, Mariposa Street is a designated Class III bike route with sharrows between Illinois Street and Mississippi Street. Mariposa Street will be widened to five lanes between 3rd Street and I-280 prior to opening of the Event Center.


Owens Street is a north-south roadway that runs from 16th Street north to a future roundabout, where it continues to the west until it runs into Mission Bay Drive. It operates as a two-way street with one travel lane in each direction. There are no Muni routes or bicycle designations on Owens Street. Owens Street sidewalk widths within the study area are generally adequate. Owens Street will be extended south to Mariposa Street and will connect with the I-280 off-ramp at Mariposa.


[bookmark: _Toc413931077]Truck Access


Major truck routes in Mission Bay are along I-280, King Street, Mariposa Street, 16th Street, and 3rd Street. These routes are illustrated in Figure 3-4. Primary truck access to the project site will be along Mariposa Street to Illinois Street, where direct access to the parking garage will be provided at the Illinois Street / 16th Street intersection. Secondary truck access to the site will be along Cesar Chavez Street to Illinois Street. Truck access to and circulation throughout the Event Center Development site is explained in further detail in Chapter 7.





[bookmark: _Toc407633226]Figure 34: Mission Bay Truck Routes



[bookmark: _Toc397456740][bookmark: _Toc413931078]Regional Traffic 


Interstate 80 (I-80): I-80 provides the primary regional access by car from the East Bay to the project area. It connects to the East Bay and other major freeways (I-580 and I-880) via the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge. Within San Francisco, I-80 generally has eight lanes (four lanes in each direction). On- and off-ramps serving the site are located as follows:


Off-ramps: 


Westbound: Harrison Street at 5th Street; 8th Street at Harrison Street


Eastbound:  4th and Bryant, 7th and Bryant


On-ramps:


Eastbound: Bryant Street between 1st and 2nd Streets; Essex Street at Harrison Street; , 1st Street at Harrison Street, 8th Street


Westbound:  7th Street and Harrison, 4th and Harrison 


Interstate 280 (I-280): I-280 provides the primary regional access by car from the South Bay and the Peninsula to the project site and is generally a six-lane freeway. There is a freeway interchange between I-280 and Highway 101 (US 101) approximately 2.5 miles south of the site. US 101 also provides access to Cesar Chavez Street south of the site and Vermont Street west of the site. I-280 has a terminus (both on- and off-ramps) at 4th and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain Station, which results in the need to ensure safe pedestrian circulation at that intersection. The closest on- and off-ramp serving the site for southbound and northbound I-280 traffic is at Mariposa Street. Drivers will be encouraged to also use the ramp at Cesar Chavez St/Pennsylvania Avenue to reduce the impacts on the ramps before and after a peak event and distribute traffic more efficiently. On- and off-ramps serving the site are located as follows:


Off-ramps: 


Northbound: Cesar Chavez Street; Mariposa Street; 5th Street / King Street (terminus)


Southbound: 18th Street / Pennsylvania Avenue; Cesar Chavez Street / 25th Street


On-ramps:


Northbound: 25th Street; 18th Street; 


Southbound: 5th Street / King Street (terminus); Mariposa Street; Cesar Chavez Street


Regional auto traffic will seek parking in locations close to the Event Center. A total of 8,290 parking spaces exist in the area between the Event Center and I-280/King Street to the west and north. This includes 4,690 spaces in parking structures and 3,590 spaces in surface lots. Major parking facilities in the area include Lot A (2,300 space surface lot), the 1,400 space structure at 450 South Street, the 730 space UCSF garage at 3rd Street and Campus Lane, a 500 space structure at 499 Illinois Street, and an 800 space structure located behind 1650 Owens Street. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456741][bookmark: _Toc413931079]TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT


The purpose of the strategies described in this chapter is to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking while discouraging the use of private automobiles, particularly by solo drivers. The strategies identified in this chapter will be reviewed and refined both during the Event Center’s first year of the project’s completion and as new transportation facilities are developed in the project vicinity.


[bookmark: _Toc413931080]General Transportation Management Strategies 


Measures that will be implemented to support all public transit, bicycle, and automobile reduction strategies include:


1. Appoint an Event Center Transportation Coordinator (ECTC) to: manage the transportation needs of employees and event attendees; provide information and education materials; implement and administer various TDM measures; coordinate with nearby employers; promote use of rideshare; encourage use of public transportation, Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and bicycles; conduct surveys to determine travel mode and other relevant information; and implement new strategies as needed to meet target auto mode share and reduce impacts to adjacent businesses and residents.


2. Develop means of in-building, on-site, and/or neighborhood  communication (radio, TV, smart phone app, etc.) that give Event Center, office, or retail users multiple, real-time advisories about the status of the transportation system and event schedule to facilitate convenient transportation choices that. Information provided may include availability of public transit and shuttle bus service, location and capacity of bike parking facilities, best walking paths, location of taxi stops, and limited extent of – or high price for – available parking.


3. Develop a crowd-sourced app that puts information on all transportation modes in the hands of event attendees with smart communication devices. This real-time information on travel conditions and travel times by mode will lead to a transportation system that will become increasingly more user optimized. The app may also be equipped to send notifications about event times and traffic conditions. The app will be free and available to anyone who wishes to download it, and will be useful for anyone working, living, or visiting the Mission Bay Area.


4. Provide extensive use of real-time transit info in public assembly areas that reflect the range of transit services in the area. 


5. Install a machine to add value to Clipper Cards on-site. 


6. [bookmark: _Toc413931081]Establish an annual TDM budget to support TDM efforts. 


7. Designate TDM coordinator to develop and implement marketing/communications/incentive program and coordinate with facility on policies and capital needs to support sustainable trip making.


Employee TDM


The strategies described below are designed to limit reduce employee auto mode split for weekday, peak-hour travel to no more than 48 percent..


[bookmark: _Toc413931082]Employee Public Transit Strategies


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among employees of the office, retail, and event center usesGolden State Warriors employees and Event Center staff are outlined below. Other employers for office and retail uses on-site will also be encouraged to implement these policies: on-site include:


1. Participate in Commuter Check Programpre-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.


2. Promote use of Mission Bay TMA shuttles to employees; nNotify employees them that they are eligible to ride the Mission Bay TMA shuttles, and provide information about routes, stop locations, and schedule. 


[bookmark: _Toc413931083]Employee Bicycle Strategies


Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among employees of Golden State Warriors employees and Event Center staff are outlined below. Other employers for office and retail uses on-site will also be encouraged to implement these policies: the office, retail, and event center uses on-site include:


1. Promote use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) (available to Event Center and GSW employees during non-event hours and days). at Bayfront Park.


2. Provide indoor secure bicycle parking facilities for employees in office buildings and retail uses on-site.


1. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office or retail visitors.


2. Sponsor a Bay Area Bike Share pod(station(s) in the project vicinity.


3. Provide shower and locker facilities in each on-site building for Event Center Development employee use.


4. Encourage all employees and guests to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the annual “Bike to Work” day.


[bookmark: _Toc413931084]Employee Automobile Reduction Strategies


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of employee vehicular traffic include:


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


2. Support Ridesharing Program – ParticipatEnrolle in free-to-employees ride-matching program through www.511.org.


3. Emergency Ride Home Program – Participate Enroll in free-to-employers ERH program through the City of San Francisco (www.sferh.org). 


4. Organize and publicize promotions community efforts like Spare the Air days (as declared for the  Bay Area region) or a Rideshare Week. 


5. Encourage carpooling and vanpooling by designating/reserving some Event Center garage parking spaces for employees who use those modes.


[bookmark: _Toc413931085]Additional Strategies


1. Encourage employees to choose electric vehicles (EVs) over gas-fueled autos by designating/reserving some Event Center garage parking spaces for EVs  and providing charging equipment.


2. 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 work day. 


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


[bookmark: _Toc413931086]Event Center Patron TDM


The strategies described below are designed to limit event patron auto mode split for weekday, peak-event travel (6:00 PM to 8:00 PM6:00 PM – 8:00 PM) to no more than 53 percent (weekday) or 59 percent (weekend). .They should also reduce auto mode split for retail, restaurant, and other site visitors where applicable. 


[bookmark: _Toc413931087]Patron Public Transit Strategies


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit among guests include: 


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


2. Establish a partnership to brand Clipper Cards and/or transit stops and stations near the Event Center to encourage the mental association of event attendance with transit usage during attendee’s trip planning process.


3. Work with SFMTA to brand transit stops/stations near the project site, covering any costs associated with re-branding.


4. 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 guests can make choices accordingly. 


5. Establish a partnership to brand Clipper Cards and/or transit stops and stations near the Event Center to encourage the mental association of event attendance with transit usage during attendee’s trip planning process. 


6. Promote transit access to project 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. 


7. Utilize TVs and other screens inside the Event Center building to display real time transit information and prominent comparisons between transportation choices available to fans, employees, and visitors to the Event Center Development. Emphasize transit’s lower-cost, higher sustainability, and other beneficial factors as compared with private autos.


8. 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 guests of non-auto travel options home, including real time transit and shuttle departure times. 


9. 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


[bookmark: _Toc413931088]Patron Bicycle Strategies


Measures that will be implemented to increase the frequency and convenience of biking among Event Center patrons include:


1. Promote use of the indoor bicycle valet facility (approximately 300 bike spaces) at Bayfront Parkon 16th Street. Reward patrons of the bike valet 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 guests can make choices accordingly. 


2. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks for Event Center and office, or  retail, or restaurant visitors.


3. Sponsor a Bay Area Bike Share stationpod(s) in the project vicinity.


4. Encourage all employees and guests to participate in public events that promote bicycling such as the annual “Bike to Work” day


5. Provide temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas in both major plazas for peak events that experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space indoor valet facility.


6. Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the Event Center development site, on the Event Center web site and mobile app.


[bookmark: _Toc413931089]Patron Automobile Reduction Strategies


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of visitor vehicular traffic include:


1. Increase fees for event parking on-site above typical event center rates.


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


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


4. Provide electronic message boards displaying upcoming event schedules to discourage auto use and parking on-site.


5. Designate priority curb areas on-site for taxis, charter buses, and rideshare vehicles. Explore partnership options with rideshare/carpool/TNC companies to offer discounts to event attendees and other visitors..


6. Create schedules of upcoming events for display on electronic message boards, to discourage auto use and parking in the site’s vicinity.





Additional Strategies


1. Program additional on-site amenities (food and beverage options, automated banking resources) to encourage Event Center patrons to stay on-site for longer pre- and post-event periods.


[bookmark: _Toc404008027][bookmark: _Toc413931090]Special Event Transit Service Plan


This section summarizes a preliminary Transit Service Plan (TSP) for the Warriors Event Center and Mixed Use Development as outlined by the SFMTA in a presentation on October 1, 2014.


[bookmark: _Toc413931091]Service Plan Objectives


The key objective for the TSP is as follows:


Provide high quality service to event goers, without affecting service reliability for other Muni customers


Accommodate a 35 percent transit mode share for peak events.


Develop a service plan that maximizes existing infrastructure and prioritizes operations efficiencies


Develop a service plan adequate for peak event ridership volumes that is also scalable for small and medium events 


[bookmark: _Toc413931092]Service Plan for Peak Event


The majority of regional transit riders will use Muni as a last-mile connection to the Event Center Development. Most Muni passengers will travel on the T 3rd southbound pre-event, and northbound post-event. The T 3rd service pre-event is expected to have excess capacity, while post-event excessive capacity will not be allocated from regular service, but rather will be served from additional trains and supplemental routes. The T 3rd service will be supplemented with bus service to respond to distributed customer demand, to minimize transfers made, and to minimize rail car demand. Inset 4-1 shows proposed routes for each of the supplemental shuttles. Supplemental bus routes include:


T 3rd Supplemental Service 


Metro Shuttle via The Embarcadero 


16th Street BART Station Shuttle


Van Ness Avenue Shuttle


Ferry Building / Transbay Terminal Shuttle 


Inset 4-1 Supplemental Shuttle Routes


[image: ]


Table 4-1 summarizes the fleet of shuttle buses and light rail vehicles necessary for pre- and post-event scenarios. 


Figure 4-1 shows the pre-event shuttle plan, including stop locations at the site. Figure 4-2 shows the post-event shuttle plan; including shuttle stop locations, staging areas, and temporary lane closers, which are discussed in more detail in Chapter 6.


			[bookmark: _Toc407632339]
Table 41: Preliminary Transit Service Plan for Peak Event[footnoteRef:3] [3:  The Transit Service Plan can also be modified to serve varying attendance size for small and medium events. ] 






			SERVICE 


			FLEET NECESSARY





			


			Pre-Event


			Post-Event





			T 3rd Supplemental Service


			4 two car trains between Chinatown and Mission Bay Loop combined with 4 minute scheduled subway service


			10 two car trains staged to clear event





			Metro Shuttle via The Embarcadero


			None – limited car availability


			2 three car trains staged to clear event





			16th Street BART Station Shuttle


			4 articulated motor coaches operating between 16th Street BART and the arena every 7-8 minutes


			4 articulated motor coaches + 1 standard motor coaches operating between 16th Street BART and the arena staged to clear event with half of vehicles returning for a second trip





			Van Ness Avenue Shuttle


			5 standard motor coaches operating every 12 minutes along the Van Ness corridor to arena via 16th Street


			4 standard motor coaches operating to the Van Ness corridor via 16th Street staged to clear event





			Ferry Building / Transbay Terminal Shuttle


			6 standard motor coaches operating every 10 minutes via Ferry Plaza and the Transbay Terminal to the arena


			6 standard motor coaches operating to Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building Plaza staged to clear event





			Source: SFMTA (Oct. 1, 2014).











 





[bookmark: _Toc407633227]Figure 41: Pre-Event Shuttle Plan


[bookmark: _Toc407633228]Figure 42: Post-Event Shuttle Plan 


[bookmark: _Toc404008035][bookmark: _Toc397456747][bookmark: _Toc413931093]TRAVEL CHARACTERISTICS OF EVENT CENTER ATTENDEES AND SITE USERS


This chapter describes the travel characteristics of current Oracle Arena attendees and the assumptions for the new Event Center based on the analysis prepared by the SEIR Team (as of December 2014), focusing on travel patterns typical of game days. For typical sequences of events on game and concert days, please see Appendix A. This Chapter is included in the TMP for contextual and informational purposes only. A full environment document will be prepared that includes a more complete and quantitative analysis of travel characteristics (i.e., projected mode split, intersection performance, parking demand, and traffic routing) as they pertain to transportation.


[bookmark: _Toc397456748][bookmark: _Toc413931094]NBA Event Attendance Levels 


The NBA regular Season consists of 82 games total with half of them played at the home Arena. Home games over the year would typically consist of the following:


2-3 pre-season home games;


41 regular season home games;


0-16 post-season home games (should the Warriors reach the playoffs, the minimum number of home games is 2 and the maximum is 16) 


The monthly distribution of home games tends to be evenly spread at about 7 games/month over 6 months (November-April), with a typical month having 1-3 games on Fridays, 1-3 games on Saturdays, 0-1 game on Sundays, and 2-6 games on Mondays through Thursdays. 


The capacity of the existing Oakland Arena is 19,596. Average attendance levels at home games over the last 10 years are summarized in Table 5-1. 
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Table 51: Warriors’ Historic Game Attendance Levels by Year 





			Season


			Average Attendance


			Occupancy





			2012-13


			16,831


			86%





			2011-12


			16,749


			86%





			2010-11


			16,399


			84%





			2009-10


			14,884


			76%





			2008-09


			17,573


			90%





			2007-08


			18,120


			93%





			2006-07


			16,024


			82%





			2005-06


			16,173


			83%





			2004-05


			14,471


			74%





			2003-04


			14,370


			73%





			Source: GSW Attendance and Employment Memo (Feb. 7, 2014).


			








Based on the information above, games in many years have, on average, almost filled the Arena to capacity. As a result, the discussion and controls in the following sections are based on 18,064 attendees.
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[bookmark: _Toc397456750][bookmark: _Toc413931096]Trip Origins and Arrival Distribution


Table 5-2 summarizes the known origins of attendees who currently attend games at Oracle Arena and estimated origins of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Event Center site, the breakdown of trip origins will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will come from the East Bay (33 percent vs. 53 percent) and that more attendees will come from San Francisco, the South Bay, and the North Bay. 
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Table 52: Origins of NBA Event Attendees





			Origin


			Origins for Current Oakland Arena Location1


			Weekday Inbound


Forecast Origins for San Francisco Location1





			San Francisco


			16%


			2229.3%





			  Super District 1


			N/A


			11.114.8%





			  Super District 2


			N/A


			3.44.6%





			  Super District 3


			N/A


			4.25.5%





			  Super District 4


			N/A


			3.34.4%





			North Bay


			7%


			138.9%





			East Bay


			53%


			331.1%





			South Bay


			24%


			2826.7%





			Out of Region


			N/A


			4%





			Notes:


1. Source: Market Study for San Francisco location, Golden State Warriors, 2013Technical Memorandum – Travel, Parking and Loading Demand Estimates for the Proposed Event Center & Mixed-Use Development at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32, March 2015.








Assuming the pattern is similar for the proposed Event Center site, it can be expected that patron arrivals at the Event Center will begin approximately 2½  hours prior to event start, peak during the ½ hour prior to event start, and continue after the event is under way. Approximately 70 to 80 percent of attendees are assumed to depart in the hour immediately after the event ends.


For other events at the Event Center (e.g. family shows, theatre events) the arrival and departure distributions times are different compared to the peak NBA game event. Although the attendance levels will be lower for such events, due to the nature of the event and the audience it attracts, it is much more likely that all guests will arrive prior to the start time and will stay until the end. 
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Most attendees will take transit or drive and park at nearby garages and lots, and then walk to the Event Center. Transit and auto trips to games make up approximately 90 percent of all trips. Regardless of their primary mode of travel, most guests will walk the final leg of their trip. Figure 5-1 illustrates the projected routes that pedestrians will likely take as they walk from nearby transit stops/stations and the walking times associated with each route. 


The main pedestrian entry points to the Event Center include the main plaza on the west side of the site with direct access from 3rd Street sidewalks, and the southeastern corner of the site with access from Terry François Boulevard, 16th Street, and the Bayfront Park. The majority of pedestrian traffic is expected to come from north of the site along The Embarcadero and the 3rd Street corridor, with its direct links to Market Street and major transit hubs. Some pedestrians walking from the Embarcadero may use Terry François Boulevard instead of 3rd Street. Upon completion of the Blue Greenway, Terry François Boulevard will become a much more attractive walking route to pedestrians coming to the site from the north or the south. The majority of pedestrians coming from the south and west are likely coming from nearby BART and Caltrain stations and will walk along 16th Street, 3rd Street, or Terry François Boulevard to the Event Center Development. 
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Arrivals from Caltrain


Most attendees who choose to take Caltrain to the Event Center are expected to get off at the 4th & King Station (0.7 mile walk) during the peak pre-game hour, while a very few may choose to get off at the 22nd Street Station. On weekends, train headways are typically one per hour; thus, most attendees using Caltrain will likely arrive in a single train. However some guests may come on an earlier train for weekend events to visit the city or the shop at the retail and restaurant uses on site. On weekdays, 6-7 trains arrive between 6:00 and 7:00 PM. With future electrification, Caltrain anticipates an additional train per hour.


From 4th & King most pedestrians will cross King Street, walk along 4th Street, across the 4th Street Bridge to Channel Street, and finally along 3rd Street or Terry François Boulevard to the Event Center. Muni assumes that about half of Caltrain riders will get on the T 3rd at Caltrain and ride to the Event Center. Key intersections along pedestrian routes from Caltrain should be monitored to determine if additional traffic control is necessary.


Arrivals from UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platforms


Many event attendees coming from downtown San Francisco or BART or AC Transit or Golden Gate Transit will likely take Muni Metro (T 3rd Street Line) to the Event Center. Most Muni passengers are predicted to be coming from the north and will likely get off at the UCSF Mission Bay stop, located on 3rd Street south of South Street, approximately 500 feet away from the Event Center entry. Muni passengers coming from the south will either get off at the Mariposa Street stop and walk the remaining quarter mile to the arena, or will get off at the UCSF Mission Bay stop on 3rd Street north of South Street. To deter pedestrian crossings mid-block between South Street and 3rd Street, decorative fencing will be placed along the Muni transit right-of-way.


Because the UCSF Mission Bay platform will need to accommodate high volumes of pedestrians during the pre- and post-event period, the project will require the extension of the platforms at 3rd Street and South Street to provide longer, larger, and safer landing spaces for crowds. PCOs will also be positioned at key intersections and crossings to assist with safe pedestrian crossing and vehicle operations in the vicinity of the platforms during peak events. To deter pedestrian crossings mid-block between South Street and 3rd Street, decorative fencing will be placed along the Muni transit right-of-way. 


Arrivals from Special Event Shuttles


Event attendees arriving from the Mission and 16th Street BART station or Van Ness shuttles will be dropped off along the south side of 16th Street, just west of Illinois Street. Pedestrian access to the Event Center will be provided at PCO-assisted crossings at either 3rd Street or Illinois Street. Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building shuttles will drop off patrons on the south side of South Street, just east of 3rd Street. 
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Valet bicycle parking will be provided for peak events near the southeast corner of the site. A total of more than 300 attended, free, indoor valet bicycle parking spaces will be provided. Up to 200 additional bicycles (or more if demand exceeds this number) will be accommodated on game days through a combination of permanent independently accessible outdoor bike racks installed near on-site destinations and entries, and temporary staffed outdoor bike valet facilities. In addition, secure bike rooms located at grade in each office building will provide up to 80 total bicycle spaces for office users. The nearest bike share station is currently located at the 4th & King Caltrain Station, approximately 2/3 mile away, or a 15 minute walk. The project will sponsor a bike share station in the immediate vicinity of the Arena, likely along Terry Francois Boulevard. 


Based on the mode splits for different events, the most bicycle traffic is expected during Saturday peak event days, resulting in approximately 250 bicycle trips, of which approximately half will arrive in the hour preceding game start. If all bicyclists choose to use the bicycle valet, then the bicycle valet will be nearly filled to capacity during most events.


Most bicyclists traveling north or south to the arena are expected to use the Terry François Blue Greenway when it is complete. They will have easy access to the bike valet from Terry François Boulevard. Bicyclists traveling west to the arena are expected to use 16th Street and 17th Street. All bicyclists will be expected to walk their bikes across 16th Street or Terry Francois Boulevard at designated crosswalks to access the bike valet. These bicyclists will be expected to walk their bikes across Terry François Boulevard at the 16th Street crosswalk. Signage to direct this movement will be clearly displayed to ensure organized, safe movements of bicycles and to reduce conflicts with vehicles and pedestrians. Location and design of the bike valet and nearby landscaping will also direct the safe movement of pedestrians and cyclists. 


Pedicabs, will be accommodated near the site, especially during peak events. Most pedicabs are expected to travel north/south to the site and are expected to use the Terry François Blue Greenway when it is complete. A pedicab staging area is proposed for the east side of Terry François Boulevard just south of 16th Street. This is consistent with the bicycle focus in the southeast corner of the site.
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An evening NBA game is not forecast to attract more than 2-3 large charter buses on average[footnoteRef:4]; however they may become more relevant or necessary to help meet auto mode share goals in the future. A charter bus zone will be located along the north side of 16th Street close to Terry François Boulevard for drop-off/pick-up activity during both small events and concert events. A total of 5200 feet of curb space (accommodating 6-82-3 buses at a time) will be available on the north side of the street between Illinois Street and Terry François Boulevard. No additional off-site staging for the buses is necessary or anticipated at this time. [4:  Golden State Warriors.] 



While conventions are expected to draw a much smaller number of visitors, nearly half of all trips are forecast to be taken by shuttle bus or taxi. 


A staffed taxi zone will be designated along the west side of Terry François Boulevard and along the south side of South Street for all events to ensure taxi maneuverability from the Event Center in all directions, especially post event, and to increase the attractiveness of taxi options for patrons exiting daily retail and restaurant uses on-site. Access for additional non-taxi (black car, TNCs)passenger drop-off/pick-up activity during concerts and peak events will occur in a separately designated curb space on the west side of Terry François Blvd. This zone will be managed to avoid vehicle conflicts with surrounding traffic. Drop-offs will be located on the west side of the street and will minimize conflicts with cyclists on Terry François Boulevard. During non-peak events, taxis would load along the Terry François Boulevard frontage.


[bookmark: _Toc413931101]Vehicle Arrivals at Event Center


The Event Center parking garage will have approximately 950 parking spaces. 500 spaces will be available for pre-purchase by designated ticketholders, and others may be shared-use spaces for daytime office employees and evening Event Center patrons. Based on the arrival pattern of Event Center attendees, most vehicles will arrive at the garage in the hour preceding game tipoff. Parking pass-holders will self-park in the garage after having their credentials checked. Garage management procedures are described in Section 2.1.3 and Chapter 6.


The main garage access will be located on 16th Street, creating a 4-way stop controlled intersection at Illinois Street. Pre-event vehicle access to the garage will be distributed to a northbound through movement from Illinois Street, an eastbound left-turn movement from 16th Street, and a westbound right-turn movement from 16th Street. The Illinois Street intersection with the garage entrance/exit will be controlled by an all-way-stop, except for before and after large events, where it will be controlled by Parking Control Officers (PCOs). Operations will be monitored at this and other locations, and additional controls (e.g. signalization) may be added if deemed necessary to minimize conflicts between pedestrians and bicycles on the sidewalk/multi-use path and the vehicles entering the garage or exiting the site vicinity. 


The suggested pre-event driving routes are shown on Figure 5-2. These routes will be provided to attendees prior to an event (via website, email, app, etc.) to encourage effective distribution of arrival traffic. In order to maintain clear access to the UCSF Campus and UCSF hospital center, guests traveling from south of the project site will not be encouraged to use Owens St. en route to the Event Center. Likewise, guests traveling from the west or north of the site will be encouraged to use alternatives to 16th Street to reduce congestion during UCSF shift changes (primarily the night shift nurse arrival period from 6:30 PM to 7:00 PM).[footnoteRef:5] The pre-event routes shown are subject to revision based on monitoring during the first first yearfour years of operations.  [5: 




] 



Parking facilities shown on Figure 5-2 are solely representative and do not pre-suppose third party agreements. The Warriors are exploring options for shared-use agreements to provide additional parking resources to guests and additional revenue to copious public and private lots in the vicinity. If parking demand is not met by supply in Mission Bay, the Warriors will secure agreements for satellite parking lots with transit or shuttle connections to the Event Center. 
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For a weekend peak event, the distribution of event attendees to post-game destinations is forecast to be the same as the pre-game trip origin distribution, as summarized in Table 5-2. 


The existing pattern of departures at the Oakland Event Center varies depending on game circumstances. In general, 30-40 percent of fans depart prior to the final buzzer while 60-70 percent stays through the end of the game. Periodically, there are also post-event activities that encourage some attendees to stay longer. The presence of retail uses on the San Francisco site provides incentives, which are not available in Oakland, for patrons to remain on site for a period of time after events. When this is the case, departure times are more spread out. Overall, the majority of departures occur over a shorter period of time than the 2-1/2 hour window of pre-event arrivals.


For the purpose of analyzing departures, the busiest post-game hour is the hour including the end of the game, when up to 80 percent of attendees will depart. This time period will require the highest level of traffic control given the concentration of pedestrian activity exiting the Event Center. 
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The main pedestrian exit points from the Event Center include the main plaza on the west side of the site with direct access to 3rd Street sidewalks and the southeastern corner of the site with access to 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard. Similar to pre-game conditions, pedestrians leaving the Event Center are expected to walk primarily along 3rd Street or Terry François Boulevard after the game, as illustrated in Figure 5-1. Event attendees will be directed to walk towards different exits depending on their mode of departure. Due to post-game distribution patterns, the volume of pedestrians leaving the Event Center post-game will be higher in the hour following a game than the volume arriving in the hour pre-game; following the first hour, the volume of pedestrians will drop significantly. 
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Departures towards Caltrain


Attendees who will take Caltrain following game’s end will most likely walk or take Muni to board at the 4th & King Station, and a small share of Caltrain riders are expected to board at the 22nd Street Station. It is likely that all attendees will board the same late service train, which may be provided by Caltrain specifically on event nights. SFMTA Parking Control Officers will be stationed at key intersections along pedestrian routes towards Caltrain to monitor these intersections and adjust controls as needed to ensure safe and efficient flow of all modes.


Departures towards UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platforms


Many event attendees departing towards downtown San Francisco, Caltrain, or BART will likely take Muni Metro (T 3rd Street Line) from the Event Center. Most Muni passengers are predicted to be leaving towards the north and will likely get on at the UCSF Mission Bay stop, located on 3rd Street at South Street, approximately 500 feet away from the Event Center Main Plaza. Muni passengers departing towards the south will likely get on at the Mariposa Street stop to avoid crowds at the closer UCSF Mission Bay stop. It is also predicted that some northbound passengers will walk south to the Mariposa Street stop to travel north in an attempt to avoid the large crowds at the UCSF Mission Bay stop. To deter pedestrian crossings mid-block between South Street and 3rd Street, decorative fencing will be placed along the Muni transit right-of-way.


Because the UCSF Mission Bay platform will need to accommodate high volumes of pedestrians during the pre- and post-event period, the project will require the extension of the platforms at 3rd Street and South Street to provide longer, larger, and safer landing spaces for crowds. Departures will be more concentrated than pre-game arrivals, so Parking Control Officers (PCOs) will be stationed at all nearby Muni platforms. Both northbound lanes on 3rd Street will be closed between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South to accommodate the pedestrian flow exiting the Event Center. A portion of South Street will also be closed to prevent vehicle conflict with pedestrians at the intersection with 3rd Street. 


Departures towards Special Event Shuttles


Event attendees departing towards the Mission and 16th Street BART station will be directed to the Muni staging area along Illinois Street. Event attendees departing towards Van Ness will be directed towards the shuttle stop located on the north side of 16th Street east of the garage driveway. Northbound Illinois Street will be closed post-event to through traffic to allow unimpeded access for Muni. All traffic associated with adjacent office and, clinic, or parking uses will be allowed full access at all times. Pedestrian access from the Event Center to the temporary Muni stop on Illinois will be directed either east or west along the north side of 16th Street to a pedestrian crossing located at the Illinois Street/parking garage driveway. The 16th Street north sidewalk will be designed with a minimum 15-foot clearance from the curb to provide adequate circulation and queuing space for pedestrians. Transbay Terminal and Ferry Building-bound attendees will be directed towards the shuttle stops located on the east side of 3rd Street north of South Street. Both northbound lanes on 3rd Street and all lanes on South Street west of 450 South St. will be closed to vehicle traffic to allow for safe and effective pedestrian access to special event shuttles.
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For those cyclists using the indoor bicycle valet, departures will be metered by the process of retrieving bicycles. It is forecast that approximately 300 bicycles will depart from the indoor valet bicycle parking facility over approximately 30 minutes with three staff retrieving a bike every 15-20 seconds. Some cyclists may utilize the planned bike share station after a game. Bicycles will also depart from nearby public bike racks and from the temporary outdoor bike valet area, when available. 


Most bicyclists are expected to use the bikeway on Terry François Boulevard to travel north or south from the Event Center. Most cyclists traveling westbound will likely use the routes on 16th and 17th Streets. During peak event conditions, temporary lane closures will be in place on 16th Street and the westbound curb-side bike lane will be closed to accommodate shuttle bus loading. PCOs will use cones or other physical barriers to provide designate an alternate route for westbound cyclists through a closed vehicular lane from Terry François Boulevard to Illinois Street during post-event conditions. PCOs will facilitate safe access for cyclists along this segment of 16th Street.


Pedicabs, will be accommodated near the site, especially during peak events. Most pedicabs are expected to travel north/south to the site and are expected to use the Terry François Blue Greenway when it is complete. A pedicab staging area is proposed for the east side of Terry François Boulevard just south of 16th Street. This is consistent with the concentration of bicycle and cyclist-serving facilities in the southeast corner of the site.
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During peak events, most taxi trips will occur immediately following the end of the event. On convention days, several hundred taxi trips will occur as attendees travel between the Event Center and nearby hotels and the Moscone Convention Center. Unlike game patron departures for an NBA event, which are heavily concentrated in the first hour following the end of a game, convention attendee departures will be more spread out. 


A charter bus zone will be located along 16th Street for pick-off activity during both small and concert events. A total of 5200 feet of curb space (accommodating 6-82-3 buses) will be available on the north side of the street between Illinois St. and Terry François Boulevard. 


Taxi zones will be designated for all events on the south side of South Street, east of Bridgeview Way and along the west side of Terry François Boulevard south of South Street. Terry François Boulevard will also include access for additional non-taxi pick-off activity at all times. This zone will be managed by PCOs and GSWEvent Center staff to avoid vehicle conflicts with surrounding traffic. This zone will be located on the west side of the street and will minimize conflicts with bicycles on Terry François Boulevard. 


During a post-peak event scenario, when temporary lane closures are in place, taxis will have preferential treatment to access the designated taxi zones adjacent to the Event Center. PCOs will able to assist taxis arriving and departing the site to ensure safe, efficient, and convenient pick-up/drop-off operations.
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The intersection of 16th Street and Illinois Street at the garage driveway will be controlled by PCOs during the peak post-event period. Vehicles exiting from 16th Street will be forced to turn right (west – toward 3rd Street) or continue through to southbound Illinois Street. If this intersection becomes congested after events, Eevent Center staff may choose to direct some departing vehicles to the South Street garage access using signage inside the garage. Vehicle egress from both driveways is anticipated to take approximately twenty minutes in total.[footnoteRef:6]  [6:  Source: Parking garage schematic design studies, Walter P. Moore, 2014. ] 



16th Street between 3rd Street and Terry François Boulevard will have restricted access, and will be used predominantly as a post-event shuttle staging area. Northbound lanes on Illinois Street (north of Mariposa Street) will be restricted to local traffic only and will also be used as a post-event shuttle staging area. 


South Street, between 3rd Street and the 450 South Street Garage, will be closed post-event, and cars exiting the garages or coming from Bridgeview will be directed to travel east to Terry François Boulevard.


Vehicles with destinations along southbound I-280 will be suggested to travel either from 16th Street to the Owens Street extension, from Terry François Boulevard to Mariposa Street, or from 3rd Street to Cesar Chavez Street.


The suggested post-event driving routes are shown on Figure 5-3. These routes will be provided to attendees prior to an event to encourage effective distribution of departure traffic. All south-bound guests will be encouraged to use Mariposa Street, Illinois Street, or Third Street, not 16th Street and Owens Street, to access I-280 on-ramps. West-bound guests will not be encouraged to use Mission Bay Boulevard North, which is located close to several residential buildings. North-bound guests will be encouraged to leave the neighborhood efficiently and quickly by utilizing all available connections out of Mission Bay, including Third Street and Seventh Street. The post-event routes shown are subject to revision based on monitoring during the first four yearsyear of operations and may be modified to reflect new or updated neighborhood parking agreements.


Parking facilities shown on Figure 5-2 are solely representative and do not pre-suppose third party agreements. 
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The project will provide a total of approximately 950 on-site parking spaces and 132 reserved spaces in the 450 South parking garage. Most of these spaces will be dedicated to office users (537), and arena use (283), with a limited number of valet parking spaces for retail users (130). The 132 reserved spaces in the 450 South Street parking garage will be dedicated to daily office and/or GSW employees only. 


Office users are forecast to travel to the site primarily by auto and transit modes, with the balance walking and taking other modes. Retail users are forecast to have a slightly lower auto and transit share, with a higher share of patrons arriving by walking or other modes. As described above, TDM programs are proposed to increase above the forecasted proportion of office users who bicycle, walk or take transit to the site, and reduce the proportion who drive and park.





[bookmark: _Toc407633231][bookmark: _Toc383011685]Figure 53: Suggested Post-Event Driving Routes
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This chapter describes controls to be implemented around the Event Center Development given the range of scenarios previously described, starting with a typical, no-event day; and ending with a day when an Event Center event coincides with an event at AT&T Park. The primary goals of these controls are to ensure safety through reduction of conflicts between modes, manage all modes of traffic to ensure orderly access and egress reflecting transportation mode priority, and reduce nuisance and inconvenience to surrounding residents and businesses. The level of controls needed increases with the intensity of the scenario; thus, as events get larger, all controls listed for the smaller events are required, and additional controls are added. 


The purpose of the transportation controls described in this chapter is to outline the necessary processes in order to meet the primary goals as described above. 


The planned traffic control type (signalized or stop-controlled) for each intersection discussed in this section will be the following:


Traffic Signal


· 3rd Street / 16th Street (existing)


· 3rd Street / South Street (existing)


· 3rd Street / Mariposa Street (existing)


· Terry François Boulevard / South Street (current side-street stop control)


· Terry François Boulevard / 16th Street 


· Terry Francois Boulevard / Illinois Street / Mariposa Street (current stop control)


All-way Stop Control 


· Terry François Boulevard / South Street (current side-street stop control)


· Terry François Boulevard / 16th Street 


· 16th Street / Illinois Street / Event Center Development Garage Entrance (current side-street stop control)


While the initial traffic control for the 16th Street / Illinois Street / Event Center Development Garage Entrance intersection will be an all-way stop, conditions at the intersection will be monitored during various event and no-event days, and the GSW will install a traffic signal if needed.


Side-Street Stop Control


· South Street / Bridgeview Way / Event Center Development Garage Entrance 


The Event Center Transportation Coordinator (ECTC), designated by the GSW for the project site, will communicate regularly with the SFMTA Special Events Team (SET) to provide information on events and identify those events that require traffic control. A summary of the traffic control strategies identified in this chapter for the various event scenarios is provided in Table 6-1. 
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Table 61: Summary of Traffic Control Strategies by Event Type 





			








TRAFFIC CONTROL STRATEGY


			


			EVENT SCENARIOS





			


			No Event


			Convention/Small Event


(Weekday Daytime)1


			Arena Concert


(Evening)2


			Peak Event/ NBA Game


(Evening)


			Dual Event


With


AT&T Event





			Coordinate Coordination with SFMTA Special Events Team and Mission Bay Ballpark Transportation Coordinating Committee (MBBTCC)


			


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Muni Ticket Sales at Event Center Box Office


			


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Taxi Zone on Terry François Boulevard


			√


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Taxi Zone on South Street


			√


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Designated Commercial loading zone (non-event hours)


			√


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated TMA Shuttle Stop


			√


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Charter Bus Stop on 16th Street


			


			√


			√


			


			





			Dedicated Shuttle Zone for Connection to 16th BART Station2


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Paratransit Stop on Terry François Blvd, north of 16th Street (serving up to three vans)


			√


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Media Truck Zone


			


			


			


			√


			√





			PCO Supervisor at Event Center TMC


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCOs positioned at key locations throughout the surrounding intersections and transportation network


			


			See Figures 6-1 and 6-2 for locations  and times


			See Figures 6-4 and 6-6 for locations  and times


			See Figures 6-8 and 6-10 for locations  and times


			See Figures 6-11 and 6-12 for locations  and times





			Event Center staff positioned at key locations throughout the site to facilitate crowd control, wayfinding, and curb management


			


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: NB lanes on 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: South Street between 3rd Street and 450 South Street garage entrance


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: NB Illinois Street between Mariposa Street and 16th Street, except for local traffic and Shuttle staging ad loading 


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			Post-Event Temporary Lane Closure: WB lanes on 16th Street between Terry François Boulevard and Illinois Street, and EB lanes on 16th Street between 3rd Street and Illinois Street, Except for Shuttle staging and loading 


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			Coordinate with BART, Caltrain, Muni


			


			


			√


			√


			√





			Coordinate with Giants Special Events Staff


			√


			√


			√


			√


			√





			1. The 55 family shows held each year, with an average of about 5,000 attendees, are expected to require similar controls to the small event.


2. Arena Concert is assumed for events of average 12,500 attendees.


2.  Although the BART bus will only be operating during the last 3 scenarios, the curb will be permanently painted at all times. 


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2014.
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The number of trips generated by the Event Center office, retail and restaurants on a typical no-event day does not warrant special traffic controls. The Event Center Development garage will be staffed on a typical day to monitor access for delivery vehicles. Signage will be posted to direct traffic to the parking garage entrances as well as to a valet parking stand located inside the parking garage, which will be staffed during a typical day.


Curb designations on the Event Center Development frontage will be as follows:


· Metered On-Street Parking on north side of South Street: north side of South Street from 450 South Street garage entrance to Terry François Boulevard. On-street parking will may be prohibited along this stretch shorty before, during, and after events to allow the option for a second travel lane. 


· TMA Shuttle Stop on South Street: south side of South Street, east of 3rd Street (all days/hours).


· Metered On-Street Parking on south side of South Street: from TMA shuttle stop to Bridgeview Way. 


· Commercial Loading Zones: south side of South Street, just east of TMA Shuttle Stop (one designated space) and between Taxi Zone and Terry François Boulevard just east of Bridgeview Way (one seven designated spaces).


· Commercial Loading Zone on Terry François Boulevard: on west side of Terry François Boulevard, just south of South Street (one eight designated spaces).


· Commercial Loading Zone on 16th Street: on north side of 16th Street, between 3rd Street and Illinois Street (one designated space).


· Taxi Zones on South Street: on the south side of South Street between the Event Center garage access (opposite Bridgeview Way) and the commercial loading zone and Terry François Boulevard, and on the west side of Terry François Boulevard between the commercial loading zone and the paratransit bus stop.


· Metered On-Street Parking on Terry François Boulevard: south of taxi zoneon portions of the west side from South Street to 16th Street, with the exception of the centrally located paratransit vehicle stop area. On-street parking will be prohibited along this stretch after 5:00 PM to allow event pick-up/drop-off.


· Paratransit Bus Stop on Terry François Boulevard: west side of Terry François Boulevard, north of 16th Street (all days/hours, serving up to three paratransit vans).


· Metered On-Street Parking on 16th Street: north and south sides of 16th Street from Illinois Street east to Terry François Blvd., and the north side of 16th Street from 3rd Street to Illinois Street. On-street parking will be prohibited along this stretch after 5:00 PM on event days. The segment between Illinois Street and Terry François Boulevard on the north side of this segment will be reserved for post-event shuttles and charter buses during events.


· Media Trucks on 16th Street: the north side of 16th Street between 3rd Street and Illinois Street will be reserved for media trucks for NBA events.


Valet parking will be provided for the retail visitors along the South Street frontage, just inside the Event Center parking garage entry opposite Bridgeview Way.


An accessible passenger loading zones will be provided along the west side of Terry François Boulevard north of 16th Street consistent with the requirements as outlined in the Draft Pedestrian Right of Way Accessibility Guidelines (PROWAG). This will include at least one accessible passenger loading zone for each 100 feet of continuous loading zone space or fraction thereof.


On-street parking is not currently permitted on the east side of 3rd Street adjacent to the site, and will continue to be prohibited. Signage will be placed along the east side of 3rd Street that prohibits stopping at all times, including passenger loading or unloading, under no-event and all event scenarios. Enforcement will be provided to prohibit any drop-off or pick-up activity.


Figure 2-2 summarizes on-street parking restrictions and availability for no-event conditions. 
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For the purposes of this TMP, a small event scenario is a 9,000 person convention. Conventions will be staffed by up to 6 Parking Control Officers (PCOs). The Event Center Development garage access and valet parking stand will be staffed as described above for a typical day. 


[bookmark: _Toc413931113]General


PCO Supervisor


A PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Center starting at least one hour prior to the convention start time and until pedestrian and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to typical no-event conditions following event’s end. The PCO Supervisor will deploy up to 6 PCOs and assign transportation control tasks pre-event; monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks post-event, as needed. 


The PCO Supervisor will have radio contact with the Field Supervisor and all PCOs on the street and phone contact with relevant city agencies and departments (Muni, SFMTA Signal Shop, SFPD, SFFD), transit operators (Muni, BART, Caltrans) and Event Center staff (security, valet attendants, etc.). The PCO supervisor will also have authority and discretion in how PCOs are deployed, and may adjust the controls described below as conditions warrant.
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Figures 6-1 and 6-2 show the location of temporary charter bus drop-off/pick-up locations for convention events. Convention events are expected to generate a large number of charter bus and taxi trips. Taxi trips will be served on the designated curb zone located on the south side of South Street and the west side of Terry François Boulevard.


All curbside parking and loading areas described for no-event conditions will convert to the event curb zones described below at 5:00pm 00 PM (before an evening event beginning 7:00 PMpm or later), or two hours before an event (starting at all other times). Event curb zone designations will revert back to no-event parking and loading conditions ninety minutes following an event’s end.
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To serve the demand for increased charter bus service, a bus stop zone will be designated along a portion of westbound 16th Street. This curbside zone will be 5200 feet (accommodating 6-82-3 buses at a time) in length and will be designated for charter bus pick-up/drop-off activity during a convention. 


PCO Locations


PCOs’ primary task will be to direct shuttle and taxi traffic that will be bringing attendees from area hotels and the Moscone Convention Center. They will be stationed at the following locations:


· 3rd Street and South Street 


· South Street and Terry François Boulevard


· 3rd Street and 16th Street


· 16th Street and Illinois Street


· 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard


The PCO locations listed in this document are solely representative and will remain flexible to respond to changing traffic conditions once the Event Center Development is complete. The number of PCOs per suggested location will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA and refined based on monitoring during the first year four years of operations.
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[bookmark: _Toc407633233]Figure 62: Small Event: Post-Event Curb Management
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This section addresses controls for a 14,000 person arena concert that occurs on a Friday or Saturday evening.
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PCO Supervisor


A PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Center (TMC) starting at least two hours prior to the concert start time and until pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to typical no-event conditions following event’s end. The TMC will be housed within the security center in the Event Center, though the TMC’s final design will be developed through coordination with SFMTA Enforcement. The PCO Supervisor/Field Supervisor will deploy up to 17 PCOs to up to 17 locations and assign transportation control tasks pre-event; monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks post-event. The number of PCOs estimated for deployment are based on information available at this time and may be adjusted both prior to and during venue operations as more detailed information and observations allow.


The PCO Supervisor will have radio contact with the Field Supervisor and with all PCOs on the street, and phone contact with relevant city agencies and departments (Muni, SFMTA Signal Shop, SFPD, SFFD), transit operators (Muni, BART, Caltrans) and Event Center staff (security, valet attendants, etc.). The PCO supervisor will also have authority and discretion in how PCOs are deployed, and may adjust the controls described below as conditions warrant.


Transit loading may also be monitored by Transit Fare Inspectors (TFIs) and SFMTA Passenger Assistance Program staff (MTAPs) stationed at Muni platforms. The appropriate number of staff stationed in these roles will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA prior to the project opening. 
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All curbside parking and loading areas described for no-event conditions will convert to the event curb zones described below at 5:00 PMpm (before an evening event beginning 7:00 PMpm or later), or two hours before an event (starting at all other times). Event curb zone designations will revert back to no-event parking and loading conditions ninety minutes following an event’s end. 


Pre-event and post-event curb management for the concert scenario is shown in Figures 6-3 and 6-5. This includes designation of a charter bus stop on the north side of 16th Street. In order to manage the increased volume of attendees using regional transit, the concert scenario will also include designated curb space for a Muni bus that will travel back and forth to the 16th Street BART station exclusively. This pre-event bus stop will be 150 feet in length along the south side of 16th Street for BART passenger drop-off before concert events. These buses will then continue south on Illinois Street to Mariposa Street to return to the BART station. Although this bus stop will only be used during large events as discussed in this chapter, the allocated curb space will be permanently designated as a bus stop and will not allow on-street parking during a typical no-event day. Post-event curb management will include a bus layover zone on northbound Illinois Street, where buses will layover to pick up passengers after a concert event. Post-event bus staging and passenger loading will be along the eastern side of Illinois Street and the north side of 16th Street east of Illinois St.


A concert event will also include increased drop-off/pick-up activity as attendees are shuttled to and from the event in passenger vehicles. To accommodate this, the 550 feet of “flex space” on Terry François Boulevard will include passenger drop-off/pick-up activity to be shared with taxis along the west side of the street. During concerts, as during Peak events, a taxi zone will also be located on the south side of South Street.


To provide a safe location for the high volumes of pedestrians to queue that are destined for the Muni station in the median of 3rd Street, and in consultation with the SFMTA, temporary lane closures will be implemented on northbound 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South, on westbound and eastbound on South Street from 3rd Street to the 450 South Street garage. Traffic exiting the 450 South Street garage, the north exit of the Event Center garage or Bridgeview Way will be directed east to Terry François Blvd. It is anticipated that the temporary lane closures will be in place for approximately 30-45 minutes during the peak post-event period, until most event attendees are able to board Muni trains on 3rd Street and most shuttle riders have boarded shuttles. It is anticipated that the no-event traffic volumes on the streets adjacent to the Event Center Development will be light after a typical concert event, so impacts to the existing traffic as a result of the temporary closure of northbound 3rd Street will be low. Traffic on Bridgeview Way will be monitored by PCOs and will be limited to allowsigned to encourage access for local traffic only to the uses within that block, including the 450 South Street Garage. Variable Message Signs (VMS) and detour signs that will be programed and/or placed well in advance of the temporary closures to notify drivers of alternate routes, including those depicted in Figure 6-10. Proposed locations for new, permanent Variable Message Signs are listed below:


· Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS)


· Eastbound Westbound 16th Street – West of 7th StreetEast of I-280 (proposed new VMS)


· Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed new VMS)


· Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed new VMS)


Based on operating conditions for AT&T Park, it is assumed that SFMTA staff will set up and store barricades to mark and enforce temporary lane closures. Barricade equipment may be temporary stored in a truck at the southern end of Illinois St., just north of Mariposa, and/or in a storage facility located on-site.


The UCSF Women’s Cancer & Children’s Hospital, scheduled to open on February 1, 2015, is located on the west side of 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street. Access to the hospital will be provided from, both 16th Street and Mariposa Street via an extension of 4th Street. Emergency vehicles traveling to the hospital will not be affected by the post-game partial street closures on northbound 3rd Street (north of 16th Street) described above, as multiple other routes to the hospital’s major access points will main open. Emergency vehicles exiting the hospital may need to travel northbound on 3rd Street, north of 16th Street, where the temporary closures are planned. In those situations, PCOs may remove temporary barriers and allow emergency vehicles to use northbound 3rd Street, or emergency vehicles may use the southbound lanes of 3rd Street to travel northbound. The Event Center Transportation Coordinator will provide the hospital with a list of dates and times during which partial street closures are anticipated. Post-event traffic will be directed to use both 16th Street and Mariposa Street to access I-280 ramps to enable fast and efficient departures from the site. Northbound traffic will be directed to westbound 16th Street and north on 7th Street, east on Bryant Street to the I-80 ramp at 5th Street.
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Pre-event controls are detailed here and illustrated on Figures 6-3 and 6-4.


PCO Locations


Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at a total of 17key locations, as determined by the PCO Supervisor before, during, and after events, such as those listed below. Their primary task will be to manage pedestrian and vehicle traffic.


· 3rd Street and South Street


· South Street and Bridgeview Way


· South Street and Terry François Boulevard


· 3rd Street and 16th Street


· 16th Street and Illinois Street


· 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard


· Mariposa Street and I-280 northbound ramps/Owens Street


· Mariposa Street and 3rd Street


· Mariposa Street and Illinois Street


· One roving PCO (or more if necessary) to monitor general parking issues and respond to complaints called in throughout  the neighborhood


The PCO locations listed in this document are solely representative and will remain flexible to respond to changing traffic conditions once the Event Center Development is complete. The number of PCOs per suggested location will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA and refined based on monitoring during the first year four years of operations.


UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platform


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of South Street and 3rd Street to facilitate pedestrian crossings to/from the Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and light rail cars. 


Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th Street


Concert attendees with pre-sold parking passes for the Event Center garage will enter via the left turn lane on eastbound 16th Street leading to the garage driveway or from northbound Illinois Street to self-park. GSW Event Center staff will check parking passes before vehicles enter the garage. 


PCOs will be stationed at the Event Center garage driveway to facilitate vehicle egress (office employees leaving on weekday evenings) and ingress (event attendees entering the garage), minimize conflicts with pedestrians and bicycles on 16th Street, and coordinate with PCOs located at the adjacent 3rd Street / 16th Street intersection. A key goal of the PCOs located at the adjacent intersections on 16th Street will be to give priority to the eastbound left turn movements from 16th Street into the garage to ensure that this inbound event traffic entering the Event Center garage does not queue back to the 16th Street / 3rd Street intersection. PCOs will also work in conjunction with Event Center staff that will be checking attendees’ tickets for valid access to the garage on the day of the concert. Drivers who enter the eastbound left-turn pocket or are stationed to enter the garage on Illinois Street without a valid parking pass will be redirected to drive east on 16th Street to Terry François Boulevard towards other nearby garages or parking lots. 


3rd Street / 16th Street Intersection 


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to maintain the flow of Muni trains on 3rd Street, provide for the safe movement of pedestrians and bicyclists, and facilitate the flow of vehicles to eastbound 16th Street to access the Event Center parking garage. PCOs will work to ensure that the intersection does not become blocked with vehicles. As noted above, the PCO stationed at 3rd Street/16th Street will work in conjunction with the PCO at the Event Center garage entrance to coordinate the flow of traffic into the garage.


Ticket Holder Drop-Off on Southbound Terry François Boulevard


Event Center ticket holders may be dropped off on the west side of Terry François Boulevard between South Street and 16th Street as shown on Figure 6-3. This curbside area will be shared with taxis.
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Many of the post-event controls are similar to the pre-event controls but are repeated here for ease of understanding, and the post-event curb and lane configurations are illustrated on Figures 6-5 and 6-6. 


PCO Locations


PCOs will be stationed at all of the same locations as identified previously for the pre-event scenario, with one exception. The PCO(s) located at the intersection of Mariposa Street and I-280 northbound ramps/Owens Street during the pre-event period will relocate to the intersection of 16th Street/ Owens Street during the post-event period.


UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platform


Muni tickets will be sold at the Event Center box office before, during, and after events.


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and South Street to manage pedestrian flow to/from the Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and light rail cars. Temporary lane closures will also be in effect for enhanced pedestrian safety on northbound 3rd Street north of 16th Street and on South Street west of the 450 South St. garage exit. Muni staff will also be stationed to check transit tickets and manage the boarding process.


Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th Street 


During no-event conditions, traffic at the 16th Street / Illinois Street intersection will be managed by an all-way stop control. During events, the PCOs will be able to direct traffic at the intersection during event conditions to allow continuous flow on individual movements as needed. PCOs at the garage driveway located at the intersection will have the following objectives:


· Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with pedestrian-bicycle flows along 16th Street


· Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with shuttle traffic and occasional westbound traffic flow on 16th Street to accommodate safe and efficient shuttle loading and departure.


· Coordinating with PCOs located along 16th Street so that they stop pedestrian crossings of 16th Street during the same windows of time that vehicles are released from the Event Center garage onto east- and westbound 16th Street


· Maintaining vehicle access to garages for the 409 and 499 Illinois Street buildings, as well as future UCSF buildings on Blocks 33 and 34, from 16th Street and Illinois Street.


Post-events, southbound traffic exiting the Event Center garage will be advised to travel west on 16th Street to southbound Owens Street to access I-280. Any traffic heading to the north from the parking garage will be advised to travel west on 16th Street to northbound 7th Street due to the temporary northbound closure on 3rd Street.


3rd Street / 16th Street 


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to facilitate the flow of vehicles from westbound 16th Street from the parking garages, along with Muni trains, bicyclists, and pedestrians while preventing event traffic from going north on 3rd Street. TThey will work in conjunction with the PCO at the garage entrance to stop pedestrians crossing 16th Street during the same window that vehicles are exiting the garage on 16th Street, and prohibit northbound traffic from accessing 3rd Street north of 16th Street due to the temporary lane closures and direct traffic to northbound Terry François Boulevard. hey will work in conjunction with the PCO at the garage entrance to stop pedestrians crossing 16th Street during the same window that vehicles are exiting the garage on 16th Street. They will also prohibit northbound traffic from accessing 3rd Street north of 16th Street due to the temporary lane closures and direct traffic to northbound Terry François Boulevard.


Temporary Lane Closures


Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at up to 17 key locations to redirect traffic due to the temporary lane closures. The PCO station located on South Street east of 3rd Street will manage the South Street partial closure as well as Bridgeview Way. The PCOs will direct all traffic exiting the 450 South Street and Event Center garages to Terry François Boulevard via eastbound South Street, and restrict northbound traffic from using Bridgeview Way except for neighborhood traffic. The PCOs will also direct any southbound traffic on Bridgeview Way left onto eastbound South Street 


PCOs will also be stationed at the Terry François Boulevard / South Street intersection to manage traffic exiting the garages on South Street. They will direct traffic either north or south on Terry François Boulevard, and restrict vehicle access onto westbound South Street. They will also manage alternating flows of pedestrian crossings of South Street and vehicles turning onto Terry François Boulevard. 


PCOs will be stationed on 3rd Street at Mariposa Street to direct no-event northbound traffic to alternative routes in advance of the temporary closure on northbound 3rd Street, to reduce congestion at the intersection of 3rd Street / 16th Street. Northbound traffic will be redirected east along Mariposa Street to northbound Terry François Boulevard. Variable message signs will also direct no-event through traffic to Terry François Boulevard in advance of the intersection of 3rd Street / Mariposa Street. All PCOs stationed at locations along 3rd Street will also assist emergency vehicles and autos needing emergency access to the UCSF Medical Center to navigate congested conditions and utilize closed travel lanes as needed. 


New permanent Variable Message Signs (VMS) will be added at up to three locations, and existing VMSs will operate to provide traffic alerts, messages, and alternative driving routes for neighborhood residents at the following locations:


· Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS)


· Eastbound Westbound 16th Street – West East of 7th StreetI-280 (proposed new VMS)


· Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed new VMS)


· Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed new VMS)


Based on operating conditions for AT&T Park, it is assumed that SFMTA staff will set up and store barricades to mark and enforce temporary lane closures. 


Temporary Turn Restrictions


Temporary turn restrictions will be in place post-event to discourage vehicles traveling westbound on 16th Street from turning left onto 3rd Street, Owens Street or Mississippi Street. PCOs will be responsible for coning off left turn pockets at these three intersections and enforcing left-turn restrictions. Signage will be provided inside event garages to direct vehicles destined for I-280 to use Terry François Boulevard to Mariposa Street as the primary access.


Ticket Holder Passenger Pick-Up on Terry François Boulevard


The Ticket Holder passenger pick-up location will be the same as the pre-event drop-off location – on the west side of Terry François Boulevard. This location will also include Paratransit and black car loading, however each space will be designated and separated.


Terry François and 16th Intersection


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street following a concert to manage bicycle and pedestrian flows, detour traffic from the temporary lane closures on South Street and 3rd Street, as well as event traffic from nearby parking facilities. Traffic will be directed mostly north and south on Terry François Boulevard to avoid adding to the congestion on 16th Street and to avoid conflicts with shuttle and charter buses. Post-event PCO controls are proposed to be the same and are illustrated on Figure 6-6. 
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[bookmark: _Toc407633235]Figure 64: Concert Event: Pre-Event Controls
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PCO Supervisor


As with a concert event, a PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Center and/or in the field starting at least two hours prior to the event’s start time and until pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to typical no-event conditions following event’s end. The PCO Supervisor will deploy up to 18 PCOs to up to 17 locations and assign transportation control tasks pre-event monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks post-event. 


Transit loading may also be monitored by Transit Fare Inspectors (TFIs) and SFMTA Passenger Assistance Program staff (MTAPs) stationed at Muni platforms.
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All curbside parking and loading areas described for no-event conditions will convert to the event curb zones described below at 5:00 PMpm (before an evening event beginning 7:00 PMpm or later), or two hours before an event (starting at all other times). Event curb zone designations will revert back to no-event parking and loading conditions ninety minutes following an event’s end.


Pre-event curb management will be the same as that shown for the concert scenario with one addition. GSW games will require media coverage and designated curbside parking for media satellite trucks. The total curb length required will be up to 200 feet during regular season games, which includes parking for 2 uplink trucks and 4 ENG trucks. This will be provided on the north side of 16th Street starting just east of 3rd Street. A curb distance of 150 feet will be designated for media trucks, as shown in Figure 6-7. 


Post-event curb management will be the same as that shown for the concert scenario with the exception of 16th Street. The media satellite truck parking detailed above in the pre-event curb management for the peak event will also be implemented in the post-event curb management. All other post-event curb designations for a peak event are the same as the post-event concert scenario, including the temporary lane closures on South, 3rd, and Illinois Streets, the special event shuttle stops, and the additional passenger pick-up zone on Terry François Boulevard. These are shown on Figure 6-9. 


To increase safety for the high volumes of pedestrians walking to the Muni Station on 3rd Street, temporary lane closures will be implemented on northbound 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mission Bay Boulevard South, on westbound and eastbound South Street west of the parking garages. It is anticipated that the background traffic volumes will be light after a game, so impacts to the existing traffic patterns will be low. Variable message and detour signs will be placed well in advance of the temporary closures to notify drivers of alternate routes. Proposed locations for new, permanent variable message signs are listed below:


· Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS)


· Eastbound Westbound 16th Street – East of I-280West of 7th Street (proposed VMS)


· Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed VMS)


· Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed VMS)


Emergency vehicles exiting the UCSF hospital west of 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street will be granted access to northbound 3rd Street during the post-event street closure described above. PCOs may remove temporary barriers and allow emergency vehicle access to northbound 3rd Street in those situations, or emergency vehicles may drive in the southbound lanes to travel northbound. GSW staff will provide the hospital with a list of dates and times of post-event street closures.
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Pre-event controls will be the same as the concert scenario, but are repeated here and illustrated on Figure 6-8.


PCO Locations


Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at key a total of 17 locations, as determined by the PCO Supervisor before, during, and after events, such as those listed below. Their primary task will be to manage pedestrian and vehicle traffic.


· 4th Street and Channel Street


· 3rd Street and Channel Street


· 3rd Street and South Street


· South Street and Bridgeview Way


· South Street and Terry François Boulevard


· 3rd Street and 16th Street


· 16th Street and Illinois Street


· 16th Street and Terry François Boulevard


· Mariposa Street and I-280 northbound ramps/Owens Street


· Mariposa Street and 3rd Street


· Mariposa Street and Illinois Street


· One roving PCO (or more if necessary) to monitor general parking issues and respond to complaints called in throughout the neighborhood


The PCO locations listed in this document are solely representative and will remain flexible to respond to changing traffic conditions once the Event Center Development is complete. The number of PCOs per suggested location will be determined in consultation with the SFMTA and refined based on monitoring during the first year four years of operations.


UCSF Mission Bay Muni Platform


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of South Street and 3rd Street to facilitate pedestrian crossings to/from the Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and Muni trains. 


Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th Street


Game attendees with pre-sold parking passes for the Event Center garage would enter via the left turn lane on eastbound 16th Street leading to the garage driveway or from northbound Illinois Street to self-park. GSW staff will check parking passes before vehicles enter the garage. 


PCOs will be stationed at the Event Center garage driveway to facilitate vehicle egress (office employees leaving on weekday evenings) and ingress (event attendees entering the garage), minimize conflicts with pedestrians and bicyclists on 16th Street, and coordinate with PCOs located at the adjacent  3rd Street / 16th Street intersection. A key goal of the PCOs located at the adjacent intersections on 16th Street will be to ensure safety to all modes by minimizing conflicts between modes while ensuring the flow of vehicles into the garage does not result in queues that back up into adjacent intersections. They will also work in conjunction with Event Center staff that will be checking attendees’ tickets for valid access to the garage on game day. Drivers who enter the eastbound left-turn pocket or are stationed to enter the garage on Illinois Street without a valid parking pass will be redirected to drive east on 16th Street to Terry François Boulevard towards other nearby garages or parking lots. 


3rd Street / 16th Street Intersection 


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to maintain the flow of Muni trains on 3rd Street, and provide for the safe movement of pedestrians, bicyclists, and vehicles. PCOs will work to ensure that the intersection does not become blocked with vehicles. As noted above, the PCO stationed at 3rd Street/16th Street will work in conjunction with the PCO at the Event Center garage entrance.


Ticket Holder Drop-Off on Southbound Terry François Boulevard


Event Center ticket holders may be dropped off on the west side of Terry François Boulevard between South Street and 16th Street as shown on Figure 6-7. This curbside area will be separately designated, but shared. 
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All of the post-event controls are generally the same as the post-event controls for a concert scenario but are repeated here for ease of understanding when reviewing all controls for the peak event exclusively. The post-event curb and lane configurations are illustrated on Figures 6-9 and 6-10. 


Muni tickets will be sold at the Event Center box office before, during, and after events.


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and South Street to manage pedestrian flow to/from the Muni platforms and minimize conflicts with vehicles and Muni trains. Temporary lane closures will also be in effect for enhanced pedestrian safety on northbound 3rd Street north of 16th Street and on South Street east of 3rd Street. Muni staff will also be stationed to check tickets and manage the boarding process.


PCO Locations


PCOs will be stationed at locations determined by the PCO Supervisor, which may include those identified previously for the pre-event scenario, with one two exceptions. At least one PCO will be located at the intersection of 16th Street/Owens Street to facilitate heavy left turn flows from westbound 16th Street onto southbound Owens Street and access to I-280. One PCO will also be located at the intersection of Fifth Street/Bryant Street/I-80 eastbound ramps.


Event Center Garage Driveway on 16th


PCOs at the Event Center garage driveway at the intersection of 16th Street / Illinois Street will have the following objectives:


· Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with pedestrian-bicycle flows along 16th Street


· Managing alternating flows of vehicle traffic exiting the garage with shuttle traffic and occasional westbound traffic flow on 16th Street to accommodate safe and efficient shuttle loading and departure.


· Coordinating with PCOs located along 16th Street so that they stop pedestrian crossings of 16th Street during the same windows of time that vehicles are released from the Event Center garage onto east- and westbound 16th Street


· Maintaining vehicle access to garages for the 409 and 499 Illinois Street buildings, as well as future UCSF buildings on Blocks 33 and 34, from 16th Street and Illinois Street.


To extend the effective length of the westbound left turn pocket at the 16th Street / 3rd Street intersection, temporary cones will be placed to close the eastbound left turn lane on 16th Street into the Event Center garage entrance after a game, if necessary, extending the turn pocket to 160 feet. The extended turn pocket will be used for westbound vehicles making a left turn onto southbound 3rd Street. Motorists wishing to enter the Event Center garage from eastbound 16th Street will be able to make a left turn from the eastbound through lane.


Southbound traffic exiting the Event Center garage will be advised to travel west on 16th Street to southbound Owens Street to access I-280. Any traffic heading to the north from the parking garage will be advised to travel west on 16th Street to northbound 7th Street due to the temporary northbound closure on 3rd Street.


3rd Street / 16th Street 


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of 3rd Street and 16th Street to facilitate the flow of vehicles from westbound 16th Street from the parking garages, along with Muni trains, bicyclists, and pedestrians while preventing event traffic from going north on 3rd Street. They will work in conjunction with the PCO at the garage entrance to s stop pedestrians crossing 16th Street during the same window that vehicles are exiting the garage on 16th Street. They will also prohibit, and prohibit northbound traffic from accessing 3rd Street north of 16th Street due to the temporary lane closures and direct traffic to northbound Terry François Boulevard.. 





Temporary Lane Closures


Up to 17 PCOs will be stationed at up to 17 key locations to redirect traffic due to the temporary lane closures. The PCO station located on South Street east of 3rd Street will manage the temporary South Street lane closure as well as Bridgeview Way. The PCOs will direct all traffic exiting the 450 South Street (office and retail employees) and Event Center (event attendees) garages to Terry François Boulevard via eastbound South Street, and restrict northbound traffic from using Bridgeview Way, except for neighborhood traffic. These PCOs will also direct any southbound traffic on Bridgeview Way left onto eastbound South Street. 


PCOs will also be stationed at the Terry François Boulevard / South Street intersection to manage traffic exiting the garages on South Street. They will direct traffic either north or south on Terry François Boulevard, and restrict vehicle access onto westbound South Street. They will also manage alternating flows of pedestrian crossings of South Street and vehicles turning onto Terry François Boulevard. PCOs will also allow for local traffic to access garages on 16th Street and Illinois Street.


PCOs will be stationed on 3rd Street at Mariposa Street to direct no-event northbound traffic to alternate routes in advance of the temporary closure on northbound 3rd Street to reduce congestion at the intersection of 3rd Street / 16th Street. Northbound traffic will be redirected east along Mariposa Street to northbound Terry François Boulevard. Variable message signs (VMSs) will also direct traffic to Terry François Boulevard in advance of the intersection of 3rd Street / Mariposa Street. VMSs and detour signs will be programed and/or placed well in advance of the temporary closures to notify drivers of alternate routes, including those depicted in Figure 6-10. New, pPermanent Variable Message Signs will be placed at the following locations to notify drivers of detours in advance:


· Northbound 3rd Street – South of Mariposa (existing VMS)


· Eastbound Westbound 16th Street – East of I-280West of 7th Street (proposed VMS)


· Southbound 3rd Street – South of Lefty O’Doul Bridge (proposed VMS)


· Eastbound Mariposa Street – East of I-280 (proposed VMS)


All PCOs stationed at locations along 3rd Street will also assist emergency vehicles and autos needing emergency access to the UCSF Medical Center to navigate congested conditions and utilize closed travel lanes as needed. 





Temporary Turn Restrictions


Temporary turn restrictions will be in place post-event to discourage vehicles traveling westbound on 16th Street from turning left onto 3rd Street, Owens Street or Mississippi Street. PCOs will be responsible for coning off left turn pockets at these three intersections and enforcing left-turn restrictions. Signage will be provided inside event garages to direct vehicles destined for I-280 to use Terry François Boulevard to Mariposa Street as the primary access.


Ticket Holder Passenger Pick-Up on Terry François Boulevard


The Ticket Holder passenger pick-up location will be the same as the pre-event drop-off location – on the west side of Terry François Boulevard. This location will also include Paratransit and black car loading.


Terry François and 16th Intersection


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street following a game’s end to manage bicycle and pedestrian flows, detour traffic from the temporary lane closures on South Street and 3rd Street, as well as event traffic from nearby parking facilities. Traffic will be directed mostly north and south on Terry François Boulevard to avoid adding to the congestion on 16th Street and to avoid conflicts with shuttle buses. 


[bookmark: _Ref370228207][bookmark: _Toc397419852][bookmark: _Toc407633238]Figure 67: Peak Event: Pre-Event Curb Management


[bookmark: _Ref370228229][bookmark: _Toc397419853][bookmark: _Toc407633239]Figure 68: Peak Event: Pre-Event Controls


[bookmark: _Ref370229047][bookmark: _Toc397419854][bookmark: _Toc407633240]Figure 69: Peak Event: Post-Event Curb Management


[bookmark: _Ref370229061][bookmark: _Toc397419855][bookmark: _Toc407633241]Figure 610: Peak Event: Post-Event Controls 



[bookmark: _Toc397456777][bookmark: _Toc413931125]Controls for Peak Event Coinciding with AT&T Park Event Scenario 


See Section 2.2 for a description of the scenario in which a peak Event Center event coincides with an AT&T Park event.


[bookmark: _Toc397456778][bookmark: _Toc413931126]General


On days where Event Center events coincide with AT&T Park events, pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes along Terry François Boulevard and 3rd Street will be greater. Controls implemented as part of the Event Center TMP will not change, but should be coordinated with controls implemented as part of the AT&T Park standard TMP so that:


Efforts are not duplicated; and 


Controls are complementary rather than contradictory. 


The Warriors support the formation of a working group, comprised of the Warriors, Giants, SFMTA, Mission Bay CAC, UCSF, MBBTCC, and other stakeholders, to regularly discuss potential overlaps and the resulting traffic and transit conditions, and to propose solutions on an individual event basis. For example, if the AT&T Park TMP includes PCO control at any PCO intersections listed in this document and events’ start or end times coincide, no additional PCOs will be necessary at that location. Figures 6-11 and 6-12 show where PCOs would be stationed pre- and post-event during a dual event scenario, including a new post-event dual event location for a PCO at Mariposa Street and Fourth Street. 


Transit loading may also be monitored by Transit Fare Inspectors (TFIs) and SFMTA Passenger Assistance Program staff (MTAPs) stationed at Muni platforms.





[bookmark: _Toc407633242]Figure 611: Dual Event with AT&T: Pre-Event Controls


[bookmark: _Toc407633243]Figure 612: Dual Event with AT&T: Post-Event Controls 



[bookmark: _Toc397456779][bookmark: _Toc413931127]FREIGHT LOADING


[bookmark: _Toc397456780][bookmark: _Toc413931128]Freight Access for Event Center Development (Blocks 29-32)


Freight access to the Event Center Development site located on Blocks 29-32 will be provided as described below and as shown on Figure 7-1.


· Event Center Loading Docks – A formal truck loading area will be located on the lower level of the parking structure. Trucks will enter and exit the loading dock via access-controlled truck-only lanes in the parking structure’s driveway on 16th Street at Illinois Street. All trucks that service events at the Event Center, including semi-trailer trucks, single unit trucks, and trash trucks, will use the loading dock area. The loading area will provide a “hammerhead” turnaround area so that trucks can easily maneuver into and out of the loading slips. Truck access will be limited to the extent feasible during pre- and post-event times to minimize potential conflicts with vehicles arriving or departing the garage.


· Retail Truck Loading Docks – Smaller loading docks for single unit trucks will be located on the Lower Level of the parking structure. This area will be available for use by the visitor-serving retail uses. Trucks will enter and exit the loading area via the access-controlled truck-only lanes in the driveway on 16th Street at Illinois Street.


· Office Truck Loading Docks – Loading docks for the office towers will be located on the Lower Level of the parking structure in two areas. Three loading docks for the South Street office tower will be provided in the northwest corner of the loading area and one loading dock for the 16th Street office tower will be located in the southwest corner of the loading area, just to the left of the first garage ramp. Both loading areas will also include trash compactors for the office towers. Trucks will enter and exit the loading area via the access-controlled truck-only lanes in the driveway on 16th Street at Illinois Street.


· South Street and Terry François Boulevard Commercial Curbside Loading – Parking along portions of the Event Center Development frontage will be designated for commercial truck deliveries for retail uses. On-street commercial loading zones will be designated as active loading zones all hours. 


· Market Hall Loading – There will also be a small separate loading area, exclusive to the Market Hall uses, for which small delivery vehicles will enter via the South Street garage entrance.


[bookmark: _Toc397419856][bookmark: _Toc407633244]Figure 7-1: Event Center Freight Access





[bookmark: _Toc397456781][bookmark: _Toc413931129]EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS


The Event Center Development is served by the San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD) and the San Francisco Police Department (SFPD). A new SFFD fire house and SFPD headquarters building is being constructed at bBlock 8 in the Mission Bay South area on China Basin Street east of 3rd Street. 


The Event Center Development project also anticipates installing on-site generators capable of providing up to three megawatts (MW) of emergency, standby and optional power in the case of temporary loss of normal utility power. The on-site generators would provide power to the Transportation Management Center (TMC) during such an emergency to facilitate efficient communication between TMC staff and emergency service personnel. .


[bookmark: _Toc397456782][bookmark: _Toc413931130]Emergency Vehicle Access for Event Center


Emergency vehicle access to the Event Center Development site will be provided as described below and shown on Figure 8-1.


· SFFD vehicles from the new fire house on China Basin Street would access the Event Center Development via southbound 3rd Street or Terry François Boulevard. Direct access to the Event Center Arena will be provided via the southeast corner plaza on the corner of Terry François Boulevard and 16th Street. Fire Department vehicles traveling south on 3rd Street would make a left at 16th Street. Fire Department vehicles traveling south on Terry François Boulevard would make a right turn onto 16th Street. Emergency vehicles servicing office buildings will use either 16th Street or South Street. SFPD vehicles or supplemental SFFD vehicles from other fire houses would access the western plaza via 3rd Street either from 16th Street (for vehicles traveling from the west via 16th Street) or from 3rd Street (for vehicles traveling from the north or from the south via 3rd Street). Exclusive transit rights-of-way along 3rd Street and 16th Street will accommodate emergency vehicles when traffic congestion might otherwise impair access, and emergency vehicles will be permitted on closed-streets as needed.


Staff in the TMC will also closely coordinate with emergency service personnel to facilitate access as needed.  


[bookmark: _Toc413931131]Emergency Vehicle Access for UCSF Hospital 


The UCSF Women’s Cancer & Children’s Hospital, scheduled to open on February 1, 2015, is located on the west side of 3rd Street between 16th Street and Mariposa Street. Access to the hospital will be provided from both 16th Street and Mariposa Street via extensions of 4th Street. Pre- and Post-event curb management and controls as related to the UCSF Hospital access for patients and staff are described in Chapter 6.






[bookmark: _Toc397419857][bookmark: _Toc407633245]Figure 8-1: Emergency Vehicle Access





[bookmark: _Toc397456783][bookmark: _Toc413931132]COMMUNICATION


[bookmark: _Toc397456784][bookmark: _Toc413931133]Outreach 


Outreach can provide useful trip planning information to guests and employees, in order to minimize confusion and risk of conflicts by providing advanced information on transportation choices for accessing the Event Center; and by alerting attendees to the location and purpose of temporary controls and measures. The following is an outreach strategy to accompany Event Center events. Outreach about transportation will promote use of non-auto modes to the Event Center.


Ticket purchase confirmation will include the following information:


In addition to the option to pre-purchase parking at the Event Center, all attendees will receive a statement explaining that parking will be extremely limited on site and may not be available, an explanation of transit and bicycle resources, and detailed information about options for getting to the Event Center, including:


List of transit options available, including links to trip planning tools, schedules, fare information, and forms of payment (i.e. Clipper card brochure)


Location of real time transit information displays on the Event Center site


Reminder that Muni fares will be checked on the street, prior to walking up the Muni platform; that Muni tickets must be purchased ahead of time, and that they may be purchased at the Event Center box office


Links to web-based trip planning tools and resources (by transit, walking , bicycling, and driving) 


Information on how to use transit (fare and payment information), best stops and stations for accessing the Event Center, walking routes to the Event Center from transit hubs


Recommended walking paths to the Event Center from transit hubs and other origins


Information on bicycle routes (i.e. link to San Francisco’s Bicycle and Walking Map) and free bicycle valet services


Directions to general pick-up/drop-off location along Terry François Boulevard


Information on TMA shuttles (routes, times, stop locations)


Information on parking availability and pricing, and ability to pre-purchase parking at event center [this should be last on our list, as it will be last on our customers’]


For attendees who do purchase parking in the garage with their ticket:


Directions to the Event Center from different origins and instructions describing the best path to access the Event Center garage


Information on controls that will be in place following game’s end and how to most effectively exit the Event Center garage towards desired destinations


[bookmark: _Toc397456785][bookmark: _Toc413931134]Wayfinding 


Wayfinding can support easy, safe walking and bicycling trips, and reduce the risk of conflicts for all modes by directing people away from potential conflict points. The following is a wayfinding strategy to accompany Event Center events.


[bookmark: _Toc397456787][bookmark: _Toc413931135]Pre-Event Wayfinding


Signage, in accordance with San Francisco standards, directing visitors to arena, transit, taxi stands, identifying bikeways, locations of bicycle parking, bike share pods, etc. within ¼ mile of arena


Build a base of permanent, intuitive wayfinding network that highlights local transit hubs and major destinations, and includes estimates of walking times along the most comfortable pedestrian corridors.


Wayfinding efforts will be increased or emphasized during playoff NBA games due to these events attracting out of town attendees who will presumably be unfamiliar with the transportation network and transit options. These efforts may include additional temporary signage in the Event Center vicinity. 


Signage at all corners of the site directing walk-up attendees to Event Center entrances along routes that minimize pedestrian crossings of the Event Center garage driveway.


Signage directing bicyclists to the indoor bicycle valet parking or temporary bicycle corrals. Signage will be placed at the following locations:


Northbound Illinois Street before the entry to the garage


Northbound and Southbound Terry François Boulevard just before the site


Eastbound 16th Street just before the site


Signage directing eastbound bicyclists along 16th Street to walk up the sidewalk on the east side of 3rd Street to access bicycle rack parking located in the west plaza.


Signage that directs vehicles towards the event center garage or other nearby garages/lots, including wayfinding signage on I-280 to direct vehicles to the best exit to access the site. 


[bookmark: _Toc397456788][bookmark: _Toc413931136]Post-Event Wayfinding


Signage at Event Center exits that directs pedestrians leaving the site away from the Event Center garage driveway and towards key destinations such as BART (west and north), Caltrain (north), 22 Fillmore bus route (west) and Muni South Street stop (northwest corner).


Signage outside bicycle valet parking directing bicyclists to use the Blue Greenway along Terry François Boulevard.


Signage that directs vehicles towards the suggested post-event route, including garage exit wayfinding. 
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[bookmark: _Toc397456789][bookmark: _Toc413931137]MONITORING, REFINEMENT, AND PERFORMANCE STANDARDS


The Golden State Warriors will monitor and refine the TMP in conjunction with the City of San Francisco and the various transit providers throughout the life of the project through monitoring during the project’s first four years of operations and an annual monitoring surveying and reporting program thereafter. The TDM plan will be continually refined by improving existing measures and introducing new strategies.


[bookmark: _Toc397456790][bookmark: _Toc413931138]Purpose


The monitoring and refinement of the TMP will be conducted to accomplish the following objectives.


1. Refine traffic control strategies to improve the overall safety and efficiency of pre-event arrival and post-event departure transportation activities.


2. Weekday Event Auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 53 percent for weekday peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM). Ensure that no more than 54 percent of peak event arena trips and 48 percent of no-event trips are traveling to and from the site via auto on weekdays.


3. Weekend Event auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 59 percent for weekend peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM). 


4. 


5. 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. 


6. Vehicle Queueing 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.


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


8. 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.


9. 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.


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


11. Minimize traffic and parking impacts to adjacent neighborhoods and UCSF Hospital.


12. Refine TMP strategies to respond to construction activities in the Mission Bay area.


13. Refine TMP strategies to respond to new nearby transportation projects or programs as they are completed.


14. Refine TMP strategies to incorporate new travel options (e.g. additional shuttle bus service, shared ride service, bike share programs) as they become available.


15. Refine TMP strategies to achieve mode split targets in EIR, as needed, based on findings from monitoring and evaluation.


[bookmark: _Toc397456791][bookmark: _Toc413931139]Monitoring Methods


The following methods will be employed to monitor TMP strategies. 


1. Quarterly Coordination Meetings – the on-site Transportation Coordinator and key Warriors’ Event Center staff will meet quarterly with the City’s designated Special Event Team (SET),representative,  SFMTA TDM Manager, other key City staff, and other transportation service providers to evaluate the TMP strategies throughout the life of the project.


2. Inaugural Event Monitoring – a designated team of Warrior Event Center and City staff will monitor pre-event and post-event transportation conditions at several of the first Warriors’ games and concerts held at the Event Center, per Performance Standards described in Section 10.4 and relevant adopted City standards. 


3. Subsequent Event Monitoring - a designated team of Event Center and City staff will monitor pre-event and post-event transportation conditions intermittently during the first four years of operation at the Event Center, per Performance Standards described in Section 10.4 and relevant adopted City standards. 


4. Curb Pick-Up and Drop-Off Operations – the on-site Transportation Coordinator will regularly monitor curb operations during the first year of operation. 


5. Event Attendee Surveys – annual travel surveys of at least 600 attendees[footnoteRef:7] will be conducted at five weekday evening games and at one of each other event type (including a dual-event scenario, if one occurs) at during the initial year at the Event Center. The surveys will identify such data as pre-event origin and post-event destination, arrival and departure times, arrival and departure modes, transit provider, parking location, number of vehicle occupants (auto mode), etc. Attendee surveys will be conducted biennially thereafter. [7:  Comparable to surveys conducted at other new, urban multi-purpose venues (including Barclays Center in Brooklyn, NY). ] 



6. Event Center Development Employee Surveys – annual travel surveys of permanent and temporary employees will be conducted to identify the same travel information for Warrior employees as well as to determine their awareness of alternative modes and travel demand management programs that are available to them. Warriors will commit to a minimum of 60 percent survey completion rate.


7. Mission Bay Neighbor Surveys – travel surveys will be conducted during the initial year at the Event Center to identify the same travel information for local residents and employers, who will be contacted via the Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) distribution list. The results of these surveys will be shared and discussed with the CAC as requested. 


8. UCSF Surveys –travel surveys will be conducted during the initial year at the Event Center to identify the adequacy of access for emergency vehicles and personal to the UCSF hospital center and children’s emergency room. Surveys will include UCSF campus staff and emergency personnel.  


9. Parking Strategies – data will be collected on parking utilization rates, and effectiveness of on-site and off-site remote parking strategies, for all event and no-event types.


[bookmark: _Toc397456792][bookmark: _Toc413931140]  Monitoring Documentation


The results of the monitoring process will be documented as follows.


1. TMP Travel Survey Memo – a memorandum will be prepared within three months of the inaugural events (NBA game, concert, and convention) that documents the results of the travel surveys as well as ongoing event monitoring. 


2. TMP Monitoring Report – a report will be developed and submitted to OCII annually, beginning at the end of the first year of operation of the Event Center Development, that addresses how effectively the TMP is meeting the monitoring objectives described above, while also proposing changes, adjustments, and improvements to the TMP and TDM as needed. The survey will be developed in coordination with SFMTA and OCII.


[bookmark: _Toc413931141]Performance Standards


The TMP includes various performance measures once the project is in operation and initial monitoring results are available, the results will be measured against these criteria. If not achieved, the Warriors will be required to work with the appropriate agency or stakeholder group to ensure that the standards are met. The following performance standards have been developed:


1. Weekday Auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 53 percent for weekday peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM).Ensure that attendees for peak events do not exceed a 534 percent auto mode share for a weekday peak event (6:00 PM – 8:00 PM) (to be monitored with periodic surveys) 


2. [bookmark: _GoBack]Weekend Auto Mode Share: Targeted average auto mode share should be no greater than 59 percent for weekend peak event arrivals (6:00 PM – 8:00PM). 


3. Auto Mode Share: Ensure that all employees and visitors for a no-event scenario do not exceed a 48 percent auto mode share for a weekday evening (4:00 PM – 6:00 PM) (to be monitored with periodic surveys) 


4. Vehicle Queuing on City Streets: Traffic entering the parking garage from eastbound 16th Street does not spill back to 16th Street or back to the 3rd Street intersection due to garage ingress.


5. Vehicle Queuing on City Streets: Event traffic will not block access to the UCSF Emergency Room entrance for emergency vehicles or patients on Mariposa Street between I-280 and 3rd Street.


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


7. Bicycle Parking: Signage is clearly visible to direct bicyclists to event valet and other bicycle parking, which has an adequate supply to accommodate a typical peak event.


8. Transit Mode Share: All Muni Metro and additional shuttle passengers are able to board their transit vehicle within 45 minutes following an event.[footnoteRef:8] [8:  45 minutes has been deemed an appropriate period of time given the anticipated time patrons will spend egressing from the building, crossing the 3.2 acre plaza, locating the appropriate transit stop for their final destination, and queuing accordingly. It reflects anticipated delay by some patrons who may remain in the Event Center following an event’s end to take advantage of promotions, watch post-game interviews, etc., and by other guests who may patronize the retail businesses located on-site following an event but prior to leaving Mission Bay. ] 



9. Good Neighbor Policy: 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 Warriors will explore additional travel demand strategies, operational efforts, or minor redesigns to meet the goals of this TMP. Revisions to policy will be brought before the Mission Bay CAC, which includes representatives from UCSF, as requested by that body for public comment prior to implementation. A representative list of possible strategies is as follows:


1. Increase Warriors contribution to the Mission Bay TMA to directly fund incremental, event-only service, which may include additional shuttle bus purchases and/or expanded hours of operation


2. Establish a partnership with a private shuttle provider for incremental, event-only service to and from satellite parking locations (if designated) or transit centers.


3. Facilitate charter bus/private shuttle program purchases for group ticket sales and/or suite purchases for events. 


4. Reduce the project parking demand through a variety of mechanisms, including pricing. 


5. Explore partnerships with car-sharing services (e.g., Zipcar, City CarShare) for spaces on-site to reduce car ownership amongst employees.


6. Undertake media campaigns, including in social media, which promote walking and/or bicycling to the event center. 


7. Conduct cross-marketing strategies with event center businesses (e.g., 10 percent off merchandise/food if patrons arrive by transit and/or bike or on foot). 


8. Carry out public education campaigns. 


9. Offer special event ferry service to the closest ferry station to the project site (similar to the existing service provided between AT&T Park and Alameda and Marin Counties by Golden Gate Transit, Alameda/Oakland and Vallejo ferry service). 


10. Provide transit fare subsidies to event ticket holders.


11. In consultation with the SFMTA, remove any street furniture or landscaping obstructing pedestrian paths of travel or Muni staging areas.


12. Increase Warriors contribution to the Mission Bay TMA to directly fund incremental, event-only service, which may include additional shuttle bus purchases and/or expanded hours of operation


13. Designate satellite parking locations near transit stops and incentivize patrons to switch modes.


14. Establish a partnership with a private shuttle provider for incremental, event-only service to and from satellite parking locations (if designated) or transit centers.


15. Introduce a charter bus/private shuttle program for group ticket sales and/or suite purchases for events.


16. Explore partnerships with car-sharing services (e.g., Zipcar, City CarShare) for spaces on-site to reduce car ownership amongst employees.


17. In consultation with the SFMTA, remove any street furniture or landscaping obstructing pedestrian paths of travel or Muni staging areas.
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Event Activity Sequences











Typical Warriors Game Sequence (7:30 pm tip off)








			Day Prior


			





			2 to 4 pm


			If the game is nationally televised (5-7 games per year), 1-2 TV trucks for the national broadcaster(s) will typically arrive the day before the game. Trucks are parked in the loading dock and technicians will begin to setup for game broadcast. 





			


			





			Game Day


			





			7 am to noon


			Game day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around TV broadcast and team arrival and departures). Average Time of delivery is scheduled to avoid peak commute hours and other factors that may influence efficiency and impact. Average individual deliveries required per Warriors game is six. Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives. Typically 25 to 35 game day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff. Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Home and visiting team TV trucks (2 trucks) arrive and deploy in the loading dock. If trucks are in market and the dock is available, they may arrive the day before the event. Typical call is morning on game day. The trucks can arrive as late as early afternoon. 





			


			





			10 am


			TV broadcasting crew arrives one hour following TV truck arrival and begins to prepare for the game broadcast. Typically 40 personnel total. The crew arrives via the loading dock.





			


			





			


			Pre-game shoot around. Visiting teams will in some cases use an off-site venue for shootaround. Specific times vary. The window is typically 10 am to 1 pm. Typically 25 personnel per team. Visiting team arrives in two buses. Home team arrives individually. After pre-game shoot around, visiting players and coaches and home team players will typically leave the building. The visiting team arrives and departs via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Event Center garage. 





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives. This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues. Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice. Likely 15 to 20 total. In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on game day. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5 to 5:30 pm 


			Teams return for the game. The visiting team will arrive in two buses via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Event Center garage.





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Game day building staff arrives. Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total. Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to tip off. Guests begin to arrive. We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the entrance at the main plaza. Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics. 80% to 90% of guests are in the building by tip off. Final guests typically enter by the end of the first quarter.





			


			





			7:30


			Tip off.





			


			





			9:30 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated game end.





			


			





			10 pm


			Game ends. Broadcast technicians immediately begin load-out.





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean. Typically 25 to 50 personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives and immediately begins change over. Typically 20 personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11 to 11:30 pm


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Game





			





			11:30 pm to 12 am


			TV trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post-game clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete. Crew leaves the building.















Typical Concert Sequence (7:30 pm Show Time)








			Event Day


			





			4 to 8 am


			Show trucks (which carry all show components including the stage, sound equipment and controls, video equipment and controls, props) arrive in market. They will typically stage somewhere off site but close to the venue. The number of trucks varies based on the size and complexity of the show. An A list show will usually require approximately 20 trucks Once trucks have been unloaded, they are driven off site and will not return until the show is complete and the load-out process begins. 





			


			





			6 to 8 am


			The production team (15 to 30 personnel for A list shows) arrives at the venue as does the local stagehand crew. Initial production trucks access the loading dock and show load-in commences. The production team will arrive in tour buses and access the building via the loading dock. The stagehand crew will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. The show trucks enter and exit the venue as the show components are unloaded. Load-in typically occurs over approximately four to six hours. 





			


			





			7 am to noon


			Event day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around other event related arrivals and departures). Average individual deliveries required are six. Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives. Typically 25 to 35 event day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff. Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives. This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues. Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice. Likely 15 to 20 total. In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on event day. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			2 to 4 pm 


			Performer(s) arrive(s) for sound check. Sound check typically lasts 30 to 60 minutes. The performer(s) will arrive in tour buses via the loading dock. 





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Event day building staff arrives. Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total and varies based on show type and expected attendance. Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to show time. Guests begin to arrive. We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the main entrance for Event Center shows, and 80% will access the building via the main theatre entrance for theatre shows. Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics. 90%+ of guests are in the building by show time. Final guests typically enter within another 30 minutes following show time.





			


			





			7:30 pm


			Show time.





			


			





			10 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated show end.





			


			





			10:30 pm


			Show ends. Production team immediately begins load-out. 





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean. Typically 25 to 50 personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives. Typically 20 personnel. The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11:30 to 12 am


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Event





			





			1 to 3 am


			Show trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post show clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete. Crew leaves the building.
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Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 12:13 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: TMP Update
 
Expected today.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 11:48 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: TMP Update
 
Kate:
 
Just also checking in with you on this.  Have you received sign-off on the TMP yet?
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 7:22 AM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: TMP Update
 
Luba, Joyce, and Paul –
 
Quick update on TMP timing – I found myself unexpectedly traveling this weekend due to a family
emergency and thus did not complete our final tweaks on the document for submittal today as
promised. I am working to resolve today and to secure ASAP GSW sign-off. Thank you for your
patience in the interim.
 
In case it helps you get ahead on narrative tweaks, please see the attached for our list of intended
edits (many of which are now complete). Luba, this is essentially the same list that Bob and I sent
you previously.
 
Thanks all.
 



mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com





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: White, Jeffrey (CII); Sims, Pam (CII)
Subject: Block 6E Schedule
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 10:03:00 AM


Jeff/Pam – I looked at the schedule and whether we could meet the 6/2/15 Commission meeting. 
We need to give Planning 40 days to review and comment on the SD.  Based on that, if the SD does
not get here until this Friday (and assuming we find it substantially complete), 6/2 is 39 days from
Friday.  That does not give time, especially when you consider I need to review the SD to make sure
it is substantially complete and get it out Friday (Pedro is not in Friday).
 
I cannot remember exactly what we discussed at the meeting earlier in the month, though I
remember saying I thought the 6/16 Commission was more realistic.  Alternatively, they can get us
the SD in the next day or two.  Or we could ask Planning to fast track their review, but it means we
will get more comments from them.  Also, if we go on the 6/2, someone else will need to take the
lead on writing the entire memo since I have three GSW schematics going on that same day and will
be getting the EIR out that same time.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Stewart, Luke
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Joyce
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 1:37:37 PM


Luke:
 
Just checking in with you on my 4/20 email inquiry to you regarding estimated date on when
stormwater infrastructure improvements in P23 and P24 would be completed. We will need this
response as soon as possible.
 
Thanks for your help.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 11:54 AM
To: 'Stewart, Luke'
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Luke:  Thanks for this; one additional question for you regarding P23 and P23.  Please provide an
estimated date on when these stormwater infrastructure improvements in P23 and P24 would be
completed. 
 
Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 7:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
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Paul,
 
P23/P24 – preliminary work is underway for some of the stormwater infrastructure within the park
full park should be under construction Q3 2015, complete Q4 2016
 
Re: TFB and P22. As Catherine mentioned, we are still working out the details of the schedule, but it
is likely that TFB would need to be constructed prior to park. Construction duration is expected to
be approx. 12 months for TFB, approx. 12 months for P22.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 6:10 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; Kevin Beauchamp
(KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu); David Cantor; Stewart, Luke
Subject: Future Mission Bay Development
 
See below.  Kevin/Luke/Clarke/Dave – I had a few questions for you if you could help.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 11:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Catherine:
 
Thanks for this. We have specific followup questions for you in red, below.  Would you please
respond to these questions?
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
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Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:57 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Cumulative Projects Being Constructed in Mission Bay Plan Area
 
Please 1) Approximate construction start/end dates  2) Approximate level of development (general
uses and square footage) for other cumulative projects in Mission Bay, including on Blocks 33/34,
40, 26/27 (Uber), and other.
 
For construction, I have identified an estimate of the start date and you can assume 18-24 months
for completion.
 


·         Blocks 26/27 – 423,000 gsf of office.  Estimated to start by end of 2015.  Is there a name for
this development?  IT IS THE UBER/ARE PROJECT.


 
·         Block 40 – 664,000  gsf of office, with 15,000 gsf of retail.  Estimated to start by late


summer/fall 2015. Is there a name for this development?      THE EXCHANGE
 


·         Block 33/34 – 500,000 gsf of office.  Will be built in two phases, with first phase starting in
2016.  Will need to ask UCSF plans for second phase.


 
·         Affordable Housing – additional 958 affordable housing units, with next project with 200


units starting in summer 2016.  Where is the location (e.g. Blocks?) for the 200 units starting
in Summer 2016? BLOCK 7 WEST AND I MEANT SUMMER 2015  Remainder to be built
anywhere from 5 to 10 years from now. – ACTUALLY PROBABLY MORE CORRECT TO SAY 2
TO 10 YEARS FROM NOW WITH BLOCK 6 EAST STARTING IN 2016 AND BLOCK 3 EAST
STARTING LATE 2016/EARLY 2017. 


 
What is the construction start date; and what is the name of the development?  Block 1 –
350 market rate units, 25,000 leasable sf of retail and 250-room hotel BLOCK 1 DOES NOT
HAVE A NAME OTHER THAN THE BLOCK 1 RESIDENTIAL AND BLOCK 1 HOTEL SITES.  THEY
ARE ANTICIPATED TO START LATER THIS YEAR


 
·         Various parks – not sure you need it, but can provide that info later. Should we assume the


realignment of Terry Francois and construction of P22 will start in 2016?  Also, when will
construction of P23 and P24 occur?  PARK P23/24 SHOULD BE UNDER CONSTRUCTION THIS
YEAR.  I AM CC-ING CLARKE/LUKE ON THE QUESTION OF TFB AND P22 SINCE THERE ARE
ONGOING DISCUSSIONS BET THEM AND MBDG ON THE PHASING. TO BE OPEN IN 2018,
THEY WILL NEED TO HAVE FINISHED BOTH, BUT COULD WAIT TO START CONSTRUCTION
UNTIL 2017.


 
·         UCSF – should assume the LRDP additional square footage and hospital.  So, what we need


to know is what specific UCSF LRDP development should we assume to be under
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construction between now and end of 2017? I HAVE CC-ED KEVIN FROM UCSF TO PROVIDE
TIMING OF FUTURE GROWTH.  IT BELIEVE IT WILL ONLY BE THE FIRST PHASE OF BLOCK
33/34 FOR ABOUT 250K GSF.


 
·         Didn’t include anything for things currently under construction.  Let me know if you need it. 


We need it if any of that construction will be occurring between November 2015 and end of
2017? OFF THE TOP OF MY HEAD THE CURRENT CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS THAT WILL
PROBABLY CONTINUE AFTER NOVERMBER 2015 ARE:


 
FAMILY HOUSE – 80-GUEST SUITES FOR FAMILIES RECEIVING TREATMENT AT UCSF AND
OTHER SF MEDICAL FACILITIES (BLOCK 7 EAST)
BLOCK N4P3/360 BERRY STREET (DON’T KNOW IF IT HAS ANOTHER NAME) – IN MBN –
ABOUT TO START CONSTRUCTION WITH 129 RESIDENTIAL UNITS, 26 OF WHICH ARE
AFFORDABLE.
BLOCK 12E AND 13W MAY SNEAK PAST NOVEMBER, BUT SHOULD BE SUBSTANTIALLY
COMPLETE. DAVE– DO YOU HAVE AN ESTIMATED COMPLETION DATE FOR THESE?


 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Cc: Jose Farran; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Andy Thornley; Malone, Rob (MTA)
Subject: Re: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
Date: Sunday, April 26, 2015 6:14:59 PM


OK, this is the latest version of the parking strategies from the new mitigation 
measures. 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->-   <!--[endif]-->Upon permanent implementation 
of SFpark<!--[if !supportFootnotes]-->[1]<!--[endif]--> and 
expansion into the Mission Bay area, the project sponsor to 
incorporate the SFpark active live feed of pricing and available data 
generated by SFpark meters into their parking management and 
communications plan for Mission Bay, including into the TMP and the 
Event Center Command Center.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->-   <!--[endif]-->The project sponsor to work to 
develop partnerships with private parking facilities providing publicly 
accessible parking within Mission Bay to provide real-time parking 
availability and pricing. The City to work to include the publicly 
accessible off-street parking facilities into the permanent 
implementation of SFpark, and incorporate data into a smart phone 
application and permanent dynamic message signs. If necessary to 
support achievement of transit mode shares for the project, the 
project sponsor to support any City future legislative or other efforts 
through more active interventions to manage and price area parking 
supply.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->-   <!--[endif]-->The project sponsor to 
incorporate the SFpark parking management for Mission Bay into the 
TMP and the Event Center Command Center.


<!--[if !supportFootnotes]-->


<!--[endif]-->


<!--[if !supportFootnotes]-->[1]<!--[endif]--> The SFMTA and the U.S. Department of Transportation 
are currently evaluating the data collected as part of the SFpark pilot program (data collection of on-
street real-time space availability and rates ended in December 2013). The SFpark program includes 
sensors to record parking availability, new meters to make it easier to pay, and a data feed to process 
and distribute information about where parking is available. Examples include the new trial sensors and 
new meters in a number of neighborhoods in San Francisco. As part of the pilot project, SFpark 
sensors, installed in parking spaces and in City-owned garages, tracked in real-time where parking is 
and isn’t available. Sensor data was uploaded wirelessly to the SFpark data feed, which then makes that 
information available to the public via SFpark.org, street signs, and smart phone applications. In 
addition, the SFMTA is currently conducting a two-year pilot to test the use of on-street parking spaces 
as carshare spaces, and it is possible that pilot, and eventually permanent, carshare pods would be 
installed throughout San Francisco. Permanent operation of the SFpark program and the on-street 
carshare spaces would undergo its own separate environmental review.


 


<!--[if !supportFootnotes]-->
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<!--[endif]-->


<!--[if !supportFootnotes]-->[1]<!--[endif]--> The SFMTA and the U.S. Department of Transportation 
are currently evaluating the data collected as part of the SFpark pilot program (data collection of on-
street real-time space availability and rates ended in December 2013). The SFpark program includes 
sensors to record parking availability, new meters to make it easier to pay, and a data feed to process 
and distribute information about where parking is available. Examples include the new trial sensors and 
new meters in a number of neighborhoods in San Francisco. As part of the pilot project, SFpark 
sensors, installed in parking spaces and in City-owned garages, tracked in real-time where parking is 
and isn’t available. Sensor data was uploaded wirelessly to the SFpark data feed, which then makes that 
information available to the public via SFpark.org, street signs, and smart phone applications. In 
addition, the SFMTA is currently conducting a two-year pilot to test the use of on-street parking spaces 
as carshare spaces, and it is possible that pilot, and eventually permanent, carshare pods would be 
installed throughout San Francisco. Permanent operation of the SFpark program and the on-street 
carshare spaces would undergo its own separate environmental review.


 


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


On Apr 24, 2015, at 1:34 PM, wyckowilliam@comcast.net wrote:


I agree with the suggested changes, particularly Erin's comments 
regarding measure #2.  I suggest adding the following:  "If necessary to 
support achievement of transit modal shares for the project, the Warriors 
will support any City future legislative or other efforts through more active 
interventions to manage and price area parking supplies." 


Bill Wycko


From: "Erin Miller" <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>
To: "Adam Van de Water" <Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>, 
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com, "Jose I. Farran 
(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com) (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)" 
<jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, "Brett Bollinger" 
<Brett.Bollinger@sfgov.org>, "Chris Kern" 
<Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>,wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Cc: "Andy Thornley" <Andy.Thornley@sfmta.com>, "Rob Malone" 
<Rob.Malone@sfmta.com>
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:07:29 AM
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Subject: RE: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures


Thanks Hank.  This is great.  I’m also copying Andy, as he and I have discussed the 
possible relocation of the event parking boundary in Mission Bay, and Rob Malone 
who is our acting lead of the Parking division at MTA.  My additional comments are 
below in BLUE.
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 
From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:55 AM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com) 
(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett; Kern, Chris; 
wyckowilliam@comcast.net
Cc: Miller, Erin
Subject: FW: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
 
Staff comments on the new SFPark bullets.  Looks good to if also to you.


A
 
From: Willson, Hank [mailto:Hank.Willson@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 9:53 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Paine, Carli (MTA)
Subject: RE: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
 
Hi Adam,
 
Nice to meet you too.  See my comments in red below.  Please let me know if you have 
any questions about these.
 
Best,
Hank
 
From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 5:57 PM
To: Willson, Hank
Cc: Paine, Carli
Subject: Fwd: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures
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Hank:


 


Nice to meet you today.  Below is the proposed 
addition to the Warriors subsequent EIR on sfPark.  
Can you take a look at let me know your thoughts 
tomorrow (Fri)?  Thanks.


1.      The City to include on-street parking spaces 
within Mission Bay in the expansion and 
permanent implementation of SFpark, 
including installation of sensors, dynamic 
pricing, and smart phone application 
providing real-time parking availability and 
cost.  This is great.  The most likely next 
step for SFpark is to expand citywide to 
include all City-owned on- and off-street 
parking, so any on-street metered spaces 
near the area would be subsumed into that 
effort.  A couple notes: we are most likely 
moving forward without sensors and using 
meter payment status to determine 
occupancy; also, I don’t think it’s been 
determined yet whether the smart-phone app 
will include real-time parking availability.  
So perhaps most accurate to restate: “The 
City to include on-street parking spaces 
within Mission Bay in the expansion and 
permanent implementation of SFpark, 
including dynamic pricing and smart phone 
application.”  agree


 


2.      The City and the project sponsor to work to 
develop partnerships with private garages 
within Mission Bay to provide real-time 
parking availability and costs for private 
garages providing publicly accessible 
parking. The City shall work to include the 
publicly accessible off-street facilities into 
the permanent implementation of SFpark, 
and incorporate data into a smart phone 
application and permanent dynamic 
message signs.  As I said yesterday, I think 
this is the logical next step for SFpark with 
regard to off-street facilities, since privately 







owned garages/lots make up so much of the 
off-street supply.  I don’t believe this view 
has been reviewed or adopted by SFMTA 
leadership, though.  Perhaps restate: “The 
City and the project sponsor to work to 
develop partnerships with privately owned 
off-street parking facilities providing 
publicly available parking within Mission 
Bay to provide real-time parking pricing and 
availability information, including via a 
smart phone application and permanent 
dynamic message signs.”


I’m a little uncomfortable with putting MTA 
in a “to do” roll.  I think we could provide 
support as appropriate, but the relationship 
is between the Warriors and the private 
operators.  I recommend something like:  
“The Project Sponsor to work with privately 
owned off-street parking facilities within 
Mission Bay to develop partnerships that 
encourage use of real-time parking pricing, 
and availability information, including via 
smart phone applications and permanent 
dynamic message signs.”


3.      The project sponsor to incorporate the 
SFpark on-street and off-street parking 
management for Mission Bay into the TMP 
and the Event Center Command Center.  
I’m not familiar with the broader TMP and 
the ECCC, but this sounds unobjectionable.


I think it might be helpful to ask Andy 
and/or Rob to help draft the appropriate 
language for this into the TMP in order to 
ensure that it is consistent with our current 
plans in SFpark. 


-                       Will the development include a garage with 
publicly accessible spaces?  If so, would be nice to 
require it to put out real-time price and availability 
information


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 







City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


Begin forwarded message:


From: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>
Date: April 23, 2015 at 12:33:01 PM PDT
To: Adam VandeWater <Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>, "Reilly, 
Catherine (ADM)" <Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris 
(CPC)" <Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>, Brett Bollinger 
<brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, <wyckowilliam@comcast.net>, 
"Paine, Carli" <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>, Erin Miller 
<Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, "Malamut, John (CAT)" 
<John.Malamut@sfgov.org>, "Kate Aufhauser 
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "Clarke 
Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)" <cmiller@stradasf.com>, Mary 
Murphy <mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com>, Jessica Range 
<Jessica.Range@sfgov.org>
Cc: Jose Farran <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, Paul Mitchell 
<PMitchell@esassoc.com>, Joyce Hsiao 
<joyce@orionenvironment.com>
Subject: GSW - two new transportation mitigation measures


Hi all
Attached is the proposed text for the two new mitigation measures 
developed from the list of strategies Adam put together to minimize 
transportation impacts.
 
- To Adam's list I added the additional parking management items 
and the three air quality items we discussed yesterday. We also 
discussed adding the TDM measures that the project sponsor does 
not want to include in the TMP as part of the project description. 
Kate and Clarke are still working this out.
 
- We added a footnote for the letter that John recommended be 
provided to provide assurance that these measures are feasible and 
would be pursued by the City. Adam and/or SFMTA please confirm 
that this letter will be provided for the EIR.
 
- Other small revisions for consistency with the EIR - GSW was 
revised to project sponsor, overflow was deleted as the off-site lots 
would not technically be overflow lots. And mobile app was revised 
to smart phone application for consistency with how we discussed 
this item in other EIRs.
 
- There is beginning of discussion regarding that providing new 
surface parking lots to the south of the project site may result in new 
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significant traffic impacts and we started identifying the potential 
locations.  We would like EP to review and provide additional 
direction.
 
Please provide any edits by the end of Friday.
Thank you,
Luba








From: Paul Mitchell
To: Stewart, Luke
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 11:53:44 AM


Luke:  Thanks for this; one additional question for you regarding P23 and P23.  Please provide an
estimated date on when these stormwater infrastructure improvements in P23 and P24 would be
completed. 
 
Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 7:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Paul,
 
P23/P24 – preliminary work is underway for some of the stormwater infrastructure within the park
full park should be under construction Q3 2015, complete Q4 2016
 
Re: TFB and P22. As Catherine mentioned, we are still working out the details of the schedule, but it
is likely that TFB would need to be constructed prior to park. Construction duration is expected to
be approx. 12 months for TFB, approx. 12 months for P22.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 6:10 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; Kevin Beauchamp
(KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu); David Cantor; Stewart, Luke
Subject: Future Mission Bay Development
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See below.  Kevin/Luke/Clarke/Dave – I had a few questions for you if you could help.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 11:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Catherine:
 
Thanks for this. We have specific followup questions for you in red, below.  Would you please
respond to these questions?
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:57 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Cumulative Projects Being Constructed in Mission Bay Plan Area
 
Please 1) Approximate construction start/end dates  2) Approximate level of development (general
uses and square footage) for other cumulative projects in Mission Bay, including on Blocks 33/34,
40, 26/27 (Uber), and other.
 
For construction, I have identified an estimate of the start date and you can assume 18-24 months
for completion.
 


·         Blocks 26/27 – 423,000 gsf of office.  Estimated to start by end of 2015.  Is there a name for
this development?  IT IS THE UBER/ARE PROJECT.


 
·         Block 40 – 664,000  gsf of office, with 15,000 gsf of retail.  Estimated to start by late


summer/fall 2015. Is there a name for this development?      THE EXCHANGE
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·         Block 33/34 – 500,000 gsf of office.  Will be built in two phases, with first phase starting in
2016.  Will need to ask UCSF plans for second phase.


 
·         Affordable Housing – additional 958 affordable housing units, with next project with 200


units starting in summer 2016.  Where is the location (e.g. Blocks?) for the 200 units starting
in Summer 2016? BLOCK 7 WEST AND I MEANT SUMMER 2015  Remainder to be built
anywhere from 5 to 10 years from now. – ACTUALLY PROBABLY MORE CORRECT TO SAY 2
TO 10 YEARS FROM NOW WITH BLOCK 6 EAST STARTING IN 2016 AND BLOCK 3 EAST
STARTING LATE 2016/EARLY 2017. 


 
What is the construction start date; and what is the name of the development?  Block 1 –
350 market rate units, 25,000 leasable sf of retail and 250-room hotel BLOCK 1 DOES NOT
HAVE A NAME OTHER THAN THE BLOCK 1 RESIDENTIAL AND BLOCK 1 HOTEL SITES.  THEY
ARE ANTICIPATED TO START LATER THIS YEAR


 
·         Various parks – not sure you need it, but can provide that info later. Should we assume the


realignment of Terry Francois and construction of P22 will start in 2016?  Also, when will
construction of P23 and P24 occur?  PARK P23/24 SHOULD BE UNDER CONSTRUCTION THIS
YEAR.  I AM CC-ING CLARKE/LUKE ON THE QUESTION OF TFB AND P22 SINCE THERE ARE
ONGOING DISCUSSIONS BET THEM AND MBDG ON THE PHASING. TO BE OPEN IN 2018,
THEY WILL NEED TO HAVE FINISHED BOTH, BUT COULD WAIT TO START CONSTRUCTION
UNTIL 2017.


 
·         UCSF – should assume the LRDP additional square footage and hospital.  So, what we need


to know is what specific UCSF LRDP development should we assume to be under
construction between now and end of 2017? I HAVE CC-ED KEVIN FROM UCSF TO PROVIDE
TIMING OF FUTURE GROWTH.  IT BELIEVE IT WILL ONLY BE THE FIRST PHASE OF BLOCK
33/34 FOR ABOUT 250K GSF.


 
·         Didn’t include anything for things currently under construction.  Let me know if you need it. 


We need it if any of that construction will be occurring between November 2015 and end of
2017? OFF THE TOP OF MY HEAD THE CURRENT CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS THAT WILL
PROBABLY CONTINUE AFTER NOVERMBER 2015 ARE:


 
FAMILY HOUSE – 80-GUEST SUITES FOR FAMILIES RECEIVING TREATMENT AT UCSF AND
OTHER SF MEDICAL FACILITIES (BLOCK 7 EAST)
BLOCK N4P3/360 BERRY STREET (DON’T KNOW IF IT HAS ANOTHER NAME) – IN MBN –
ABOUT TO START CONSTRUCTION WITH 129 RESIDENTIAL UNITS, 26 OF WHICH ARE
AFFORDABLE.
BLOCK 12E AND 13W MAY SNEAK PAST NOVEMBER, BUT SHOULD BE SUBSTANTIALLY
COMPLETE. DAVE– DO YOU HAVE AN ESTIMATED COMPLETION DATE FOR THESE?


 
 
 
Catherine Reilly







Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com); David


Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Bollinger,
Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Range, Jessica (CPC)


Subject: RE: TMP Update
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 8:20:44 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png


It appears the files were too large to send properly. Links are below. Thanks.
Kate
 
PDF (final) version
Word (redlined) version
 
 
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: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 8:14 PM
To: 'Paul Mitchell'; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; Mary Murphy (mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Miller, Erin; wyckowilliam@comcast.net;
Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: RE: TMP Update
 
Paul, Luba, and others,
 
GSW’s updated TMP is attached for use in the 4/27 admin draft, as requested. This revised version
incorporates all changes discussed and recorded during CEQA meetings since January. ESA and Luba
have previously been furnished with a list of those changes. The TMP has also been re-worked in
select locations to better match the admin draft SEIR as discussed on our 3/12 and 3/25 “war room”
sessions – please see, for instance, text on performance standards, monitoring and surveying, PCO
support of emergency vehicle access, and more.
 
Please note the draft, which was in final formatting stages this afternoon, does NOT incorporate
today’s discussion on TDM strategies and performance standards. Clarke and I are working on
revisions that will satisfy both GSW and the City, and in the meantime are looking forward to the
City’s data on comparable commitments by other private Class A office projects.
 
Thanks all.
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Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 12:18 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: TMP Update
 
Excellent; thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 12:13 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: TMP Update
 
Expected today.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 11:48 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: TMP Update
 
Kate:
 
Just also checking in with you on this.  Have you received sign-off on the TMP yet?
 
Thanks.
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-Paul
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 7:22 AM
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: TMP Update
 
Luba, Joyce, and Paul –
 
Quick update on TMP timing – I found myself unexpectedly traveling this weekend due to a family
emergency and thus did not complete our final tweaks on the document for submittal today as
promised. I am working to resolve today and to secure ASAP GSW sign-off. Thank you for your
patience in the interim.
 
In case it helps you get ahead on narrative tweaks, please see the attached for our list of intended
edits (many of which are now complete). Luba, this is essentially the same list that Bob and I sent
you previously.
 
Thanks all.
 
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: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Mission Bay Traffic Calming
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:56:28 PM


Luke, Catherine said you spoke briefly about the pilot changes we're thinking about for traffic calming in
Mission Bay, and suggested that we go ahead and make an appointment with Tim Papandreau/Tom
Maguire at SFMTA to include her.  There would also need to be coordination with traffic planning for
the Warriors arena and timing of Owens connection to Mariposa/280.


Should we send them our suggestions ahead of the meeting?  Please edit the list below.


1.  Channel (Street) between 4th Street and the Mission Bay Drive traffic circle.
    -   Eliminate second traffic lane - leaving one travel lane in each direction. 
    - Add mid-block pedestrian crossings of Channel between Block 13E/13W and between P5 and
Block 12E
    - Add metered or 2 hr. time limited on-street parking (including white/yellow zones) on north side of
Channel between 4th and traffic circle.  We really need more on-street parking to serve retail and park
visitors.
       NEW IDEA:  Instead of rerouting the #10 Townsend along Long Bridge to the traffic circle (Muni
doesn't like the turning radius anyway), route it from 4th along Channel to the circle (better turn
between the traffic circle and Channel).  If the street is wide enough for two traffic lanes each way,
could one lane be a dedicated bus lane or would that eliminate the possibility of parking on the south
side of the street?


2.  Owens Street between traffic circle and Mariposa Street
    - Allow metered (or 2 hour time limited) parking on the west side of the street during non-commute
hours
    - Add mid-block pedestrian crossing of Owens between traffic circle and 16th Street.


3.  (Long shot) - 280 EB off-ramp and King Street
    - Allow metered or 2-hour time limited parking on south side between 5th Street and 3rd Street
during non-commute hours.  Far right lane to be right-turn only onto 4th.
 Eliminate left turn from King/280 onto 4th Street, forcing nb traffic to turn left at 3rd or 2nd.


Let me know.


Thanks,


Corinne Woods
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From: Yamauchi, Lori
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: FW: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 11:03:45 AM


Adam and Catherine,
 
Diane Wong in my office sent these figures on hospital shift change estimates to the Warriors and
Planning Department, cc’ing Catherine in December.
 
I will try to find out if we have mode split information on these employees.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Wong, Diane C. 
Sent: Friday, December 19, 2014 9:29 AM
To: Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Reilly; José I. Farrán [jifarran@adavantconsulting.com]; Yamauchi, Lori; Beauchamp,
Kevin
Subject: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Clarke and Brett,
 
The Warriors team requested UCSF population numbers pertaining to the hospital shift change.  This
is what we are estimating:
 
About 700 people leaving from 5:30 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.
About 2,300 people leaving from 7:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
About 1,500 people arriving between 6:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. for the night shift
 
Please note that this may differ somewhat from our Hospital EIR assumptions, as the EIR included
average daily population estimates.
 
Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
dwong@planning.ucsf.edu



mailto:Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:Kevin.Beauchamp@ucsf.edu

mailto:Diane.Wong@ucsf.edu

mailto:dwong@planning.ucsf.edu





 








From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose I. Farran


(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com) (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Kern, Chris
(CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Joyce (joyce@orionenvironment.com);
"pmitchell@esassoc.com"; Brian Boxer (BBoxer@esassoc.com); cmiller@stradasf.com; Kate Aufhauser


Subject: FW: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 3:08:49 PM


In case you haven’t already seen them here are numbers from UCSF on the estimated number of
vehicle trips generated by the medical center in the pm peak periods.


Adam
 


From: Wong, Diane C. [mailto:Diane.Wong@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:13 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Hi Adam, that is correct.  Diane
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:12 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Thanks Lori. I assume this is total in both directions?  In other words arriving and departing within
the appointed hour?


Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 12:45 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Adam and Catherine,
 
Since the figures noted below were provided in December, Diane conferred with Jose Farran and
arrived at the following vehicle trips, instead of population counts, going to/from the Medical Center
at Mission Bay.
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The Medical Center will generate 467 vehicle trips during the peak hour of the weekday 6 – 8 pm
period, 148 vehicle trips during the peak hour of the weekday 9 – 11 pm period, and 98 vehicle trips
during the peak hour of the Saturday 7 – 9 pm period.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 11:04 AM
To: Adam Van De Water (adam.vandewater@sfgov.org); Catherine Reilly
(catherine.reilly@sfgov.org)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: FW: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Adam and Catherine,
 
Diane Wong in my office sent these figures on hospital shift change estimates to the Warriors and
Planning Department, cc’ing Catherine in December.
 
I will try to find out if we have mode split information on these employees.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Wong, Diane C. 
Sent: Friday, December 19, 2014 9:29 AM
To: Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Reilly; José I. Farrán [jifarran@adavantconsulting.com]; Yamauchi, Lori; Beauchamp,
Kevin
Subject: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Clarke and Brett,
 
The Warriors team requested UCSF population numbers pertaining to the hospital shift change.  This
is what we are estimating:
 
About 700 people leaving from 5:30 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.
About 2,300 people leaving from 7:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
About 1,500 people arriving between 6:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. for the night shift
 
Please note that this may differ somewhat from our Hospital EIR assumptions, as the EIR included
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average daily population estimates.
 
Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
dwong@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Yamauchi, Lori
Cc: Jesse Blout; dcarlock@warriors.com; Beauchamp, Kevin; Subbarayan, Kamala; Van de Water, Adam (ECN);


Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Gavin, John (ECN); Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Re: Tomorrow"s 9 am UCSF/Warriors Monthly Coordination Meeting
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 7:16:47 AM


Hi Lori,
Thanks for your note. Unfortunately, since the last couple of monthly meetings have
been cancelled and we hadn't confirmed this meeting, several of us on the GSW
team now have conflicts at 9am. Apologies for the misunderstanding. I'm available in
the early afternoon if you'd like to touch base on the issues you highlight below. Feel
free to call my cell: 415-572-7640. 
Regards,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Apr 20, 2015, at 8:16 PM, Yamauchi, Lori <Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu> wrote:


All,
 
I wanted to confirm tomorrow’s 9 am meeting, in case Kam Subbarayan didn’t have a
chance to do so.  Kevin Beauchamp is away at a conference and will not be attending.
 
Please advise if you will be able to attend.
 
I would like to cover the following agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->1)       <!--[endif]-->Alternative Event Center design which
does not block the view easement


<!--[if !supportLists]-->2)       <!--[endif]-->Events Management Plan
 
Here is the call-in information:
Primary Dial-In                  1 (866) 629-7499
Passcode:                            6472727# (Be sure to hit the pound key after entering
passcode)
 
I look forward to our meeting tomorrow.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
University of California, San Francisco
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
654 Minnesota St., 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
Cell:  (415) 602-6898
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From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose I. Farran


(jifarran@adavantconsulting.com) (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Kern, Chris
(CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Joyce (joyce@orionenvironment.com);
"pmitchell@esassoc.com"; Brian Boxer (BBoxer@esassoc.com); cmiller@stradasf.com; Kate Aufhauser


Subject: FW: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 3:08:51 PM


In case you haven’t already seen them here are numbers from UCSF on the estimated number of
vehicle trips generated by the medical center in the pm peak periods.


Adam
 


From: Wong, Diane C. [mailto:Diane.Wong@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:13 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Hi Adam, that is correct.  Diane
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 1:12 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Thanks Lori. I assume this is total in both directions?  In other words arriving and departing within
the appointed hour?


Thanks,


Adam
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 12:45 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: RE: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Adam and Catherine,
 
Since the figures noted below were provided in December, Diane conferred with Jose Farran and
arrived at the following vehicle trips, instead of population counts, going to/from the Medical Center
at Mission Bay.
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The Medical Center will generate 467 vehicle trips during the peak hour of the weekday 6 – 8 pm
period, 148 vehicle trips during the peak hour of the weekday 9 – 11 pm period, and 98 vehicle trips
during the peak hour of the Saturday 7 – 9 pm period.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 11:04 AM
To: Adam Van De Water (adam.vandewater@sfgov.org); Catherine Reilly
(catherine.reilly@sfgov.org)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Wong, Diane C.
Subject: FW: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Adam and Catherine,
 
Diane Wong in my office sent these figures on hospital shift change estimates to the Warriors and
Planning Department, cc’ing Catherine in December.
 
I will try to find out if we have mode split information on these employees.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Wong, Diane C. 
Sent: Friday, December 19, 2014 9:29 AM
To: Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Reilly; José I. Farrán [jifarran@adavantconsulting.com]; Yamauchi, Lori; Beauchamp,
Kevin
Subject: UCSF Hospital Shift Change
 
Clarke and Brett,
 
The Warriors team requested UCSF population numbers pertaining to the hospital shift change.  This
is what we are estimating:
 
About 700 people leaving from 5:30 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.
About 2,300 people leaving from 7:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
About 1,500 people arriving between 6:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. for the night shift
 
Please note that this may differ somewhat from our Hospital EIR assumptions, as the EIR included
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average daily population estimates.
 
Diane
 
Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
dwong@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Chawla, Colleen (DPH)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Cohn, Karen (DPH); Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC)
Subject: RE: Backup Generator Upgrade Possibilities
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:00:29 PM
Attachments: image001.png


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


Hi Colleen,
 
Yes, we are referring to non-DPH projects undergoing environmental review. The area could be
anywhere within San Francisco, so yes both Laguna Honda and SFGH are possibilities.
 
 
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: Chawla, Colleen (DPH) 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 2:58 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Cohn, Karen (DPH); Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC)
Subject: RE: Backup Generator Upgrade Possibilities
 
Jessica –
 
I’m still  working with your folks to get this info.  But, I do have a couple clarifying questions.  If I’m
reading this correctly, you’re referring to non-DPH projects undergoing environmental review that
may be able to pay to upgrade generators at hospital facilities?  Are you referring to the area around
SFGH?  Or Laguna Honda? 
 
Please let me know if I am not reading this correctly.
Thanks,
Colleen
 
__________________________________________________
Colleen Chawla
Deputy Director of Health/Director of Policy & Planning



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=5E222882A5BB44E3B5DBC49C0A583321-JESSICA RANGE

mailto:colleen.chawla@sfdph.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:Karen.Cohn@sfdph.org

mailto:wade.wietgrefe@sfgov.org

mailto:Jessica.Range@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/

https://www.facebook.com/sfplanning

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

https://twitter.com/sfplanning

http://www.youtube.com/sfplanning

http://signup.sfplanning.org/

mailto:pic@sfgov.org

http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/















San Francisco Department of Public Health
415.554.2769 | colleen.chawla@sfdph.org
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 8:59 AM
To: Chawla, Colleen (DPH)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Cohn, Karen (DPH); Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC)
Subject: Backup Generator Upgrade Possibilities
Importance: High
 
Hi Colleen,
 
My colleague Chris and I are looking for potential opportunities to offset NOx emissions that exceed
CEQA significance criteria for certain projects undergoing environmental review.  We are wondering
if there may be opportunities for these projects to pay to upgrade older backup generators at City
hospital facilities to Tier 3 or 4 engines (beyond what may be required by regulation).  Our timing is
very tight, but if this is of interest, please let us know and we can set up a call to discuss further. 
What we would need, at least initially, is a list of your backup generators, their make, model and tier
number, engine emissions (ROG, NOx and PM) and engine run logs or avg. number of hours
used/year. We would then need to calculate the engine emissions and compare that to an upgraded
engine to determine whether the upgrade would sufficiently offset emissions from specific projects.
 
 
 
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: Miller, Erin
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Cc: Kirschbaum, Julie B; Cote, John; Maguire, Tom; Wise, Viktoriya (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Conversation with Mike Cabanatuan April 30
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:08:02 AM


Adam, Peter,  Just a few minor edits in red below.
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 6:03 PM
To: Albert, Peter
Cc: Kirschbaum, Julie B; Miller, Erin; Cote, John; Maguire, Tom; Wise, Viktoriya A; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: Conversation with Mike Cabanatuan April 30
 
Thanks Peter.  I welcome everyone's input on this in advance but would like to keep the meeting
with Cabanatuan to Peter and I to keep it informal and high level.  Happy to discuss next week.  
 
Thanks all, 


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


On Apr 24, 2015, at 5:59 PM, Albert, Peter <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com> wrote:


Hi, Julie and Erin:
 
Adam Van de Water is being asked by the Mayor’s Office to coordinate a general
background of our planning for the Warriors’ project to Michael Cabanatuan of the SF
Chronicle on April 30. 
 
I’m clearing my schedule that day to be available, and hope you can reply all  to advise
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of your openings, or if not available, your delegate/key briefing notes/etc.
 
If asked at this minute, I’d outline the following:  please feel free to annotate and
clarify/elaborate:
 


·         There’s already been a rigorous amount of near-term and long-term planning
in this area already – as part of Muni Forward, the T Third/Central Subway,
Livable Streets, etc.


·         SFMTA launched the “Waterfront Transportation Assessment” (WTA) in 2012
as a tool to improve transportation coordination with anticipated major
development, including the Warriors’ project.


·         The WTA  engaged and reflects extensive stakeholder input and cooperation
from the adjacent communities and local and regional transportation and land
use agencies


·         The WTA also features high-level analysis of projected transportation
needs and constraints by corridor to, from and within the broader
SoMa/Mission Bay/Central Waterfront area.  This effort will be
presented in a May 13 community meeting that will be held at the Port
of SF, 1 Embarcadero, Bayside Conference Room
(http://www.sfmta.com/calendar/meetings/soma-mission-bay-central-
waterfront-transportation-needs-solutions-analysis)


·         SFMTA engineering, planning and finance staff have consulted with the
Warriors to identify investments and policies that will support transportation
operations in anticipation of both the Project and growth in this part of the
City.


·         This extensive planning and analysis has been used to scope, shape and refine
the Project in the soon-to-be published draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report.       


 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
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From: Zhu, Karen (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Levenson, Leo (TIS); Torres, Rosa (ADM); Talwar, Amit (ADM); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Oerth, Sally (CII);


Ko, Yvonne (CPC); DeMartini, Keith (CPC); Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: OCII & GSW billing for Q3, FY 14-15
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 11:14:06 AM
Attachments: OCII_Q3 FY 1415.pdf


GSW_Q3 FY 1415.pdf
image001.png
image002.png
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image005.png
GSW_Q2 FY 14 15_2nd notice.pdf


Hi Catherine,
 
Attached please find the OCII & GSW billing invoices for Q3, FY 14-15.  The outstanding balance for
OCII is $25,877.36.  Because we have not yet received any Q2 payment from GSW, attached please


find the 2nd notice for the Q2 billing and the total outstanding balance for GSW is $122,918.14
($60,747.28 for Q2 + $$62,170.86 for Q3).  Can you please kindly pass the invoices to GSW asap? 
Or, if it’s easier for you, you may point me to someone over there who I can work directly with
regarding  GSW invoices.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.  Thank you!
 
Karen Zhu
Finance Division
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6408│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: karen.zhu@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 



April 20, 2015 



Catherine Reilly, Project Manager 
OC II 
One south Van Ness Ave, 51h  Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



1650 Mission St. 
Sue 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 



Reception: 
415.558.6378 



Fax: 



Subject: 	OCI! Projects - Fee Collection for Q3, FY 14-15 (1/1/2015-3/31/2015) 	
415.558.6409 



Planning 



Dear Ms. Reilly, 	 Information: 
415.558.6377 



Attached please find a detail Time Accounting Cost Report for the following accounts listed of staff 
time spent on OCIl projects. The total amount is $25,877.36 covered period 1/1/2015-
3/31/2015. 



Account # Account Name Hours Cost 
2007.0946E_14 Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 75.50 $10,032.43 



20101847CWP OCII Design Transbay 57.25 $7,033.66 



2013.0005U Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Review 11.75 $1,415.99 



2013.0196U Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1 1.25 $150.64 



2014.0748E 4101 Third Street 1.50 $125.37 



2014-000652GEN OClI 4101 3rd Street 1.00 $120.51 



2014-000693GEN OCII Design General 6.50 $783.32 



2014-000696GEN OCII Design Transbay B1k9 0.00 . 	$0.00 



2014-000697GEN OCII Design BIk 8 1.00 $120.51 



2014-000698GEN OCII Design Transabay BIk 5 3.75 $451.91 



2014-000699GEN OCIL Env. Transabay BIk 5 16.75 $2,068.19 



2014-000789CWP OCII Design Transbay B1k9 0.00 $0.00 



2014-000790CWP OCII Design Transbay BIk 1 1.50 $180.77 



2014-000953GEN OCII Transbay BIk 1 ENV 12.00 $1,377.00 



2014-002651GEN OCII Transbay BIk 1 Design Review 5.75 $692.93 



2015-003309GEN JOCII ENV Transbay Blk8 11.25 $1,324.13 



Total  1 206.75 $25,877.36 



This letter is to inform you that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment to our index code 
290225 and sub-object 49997. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please contact Karen Zhu at 415-558-6408 or 
Karen.zhu@sfgov.org . Thank you for your prompt response. 



Sincerely, 



Keth DeMartini 
Finance & IT Manager 



C.C. 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 











Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate 	NAME 	 Hours 	Cost NOTATION 



2007.0946E_14 Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 	Contact: 
	



Tiffany Bohee 



Bill Wycko 
01/29/2015 Bill Wycko 2.50 $450.85 document drafting 



2.50 $450.85 



Joy Navarrete 
01/05/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.50 $214.38 Addendum 3 calls and drafting 
01/06/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 internal meeting and drafting Addendum 3 
01/07/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 meeting at OCII and drafting addendum 
01/08/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 meetings and drafting 
01/0912015 Joy Navarrete 2.50 $357.30 addendum 3 
01/12/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 meeting, drafting 
01/13/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 addendum 3 
01/14/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 Records Request 
01/15/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 sunshine request 
01/20/2015 Joy Navarrete 4.00 $571.68 OCII informational hearing 
01/26/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 meeting at GGU 
01/29/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.50 $214.38 Gilman Avenue addendum coordination 
02/04/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 community re: dust control plan 
02/17/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 scheduling meeting, reviewing documents 
02/18/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.50 $214.38 Gillman review of trafiic analysis and meeting with Bill 
02/19/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 Gilman Street addendum meeting and review 
03/10/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 project coordination meeting 



35.00 $5,002.20 



Randall Dean 
01/02/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 Candlestick Pt C0-2-05 - discussion w consultant re strategy 
01/12/2015 Randall Dean 3.00 $361.53 issue of approving site permit w/o completion of ATP 
01/21/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 sending various archeo reports to consultant for revision of ATP for CP-02 - CP-05 



01/28/2015 Randall Dean 3.00 $361.53 revision of ATP for CP-02 - CP-05 
02/04/2015 Randall Dean 2.50 $301.28 revision of ATP for CP-02 through CP-05 
02/05/2015 Randall Dean 3.00 $361.53 revised ATP CP-2 through CP-05 
02/09/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 consultant discussion 
02/13/2015 Randall Dean 6.00 $723.06 revision of ATP for CP-2 through CP-5 
02/23/2015 Randall Dean 2.50 $301.28 research of additional historical archeo 
02/27/2015 Randall Dean 2.00 $241.02 review of prior archeo testing 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost 



03/02/2015 Randall Dean 4.50 $542.30 
03/03/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 
03/09/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 
03/10/2015 Randall Dean 4.50 $542.30 
03/13/2015 Randall Dean 2.00 $241.02 



38.00 $4,579.38 



75.50 $10,032.43 



20101847CWP OCII Design Transbay 



Joshua Switzky 
02/04/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 
02/06/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 
02/12/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 
02/27/2015 Joshua Switzky 2.00 $285.84 
03/06/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 



6.00 	$857.52  



Maia Small 
01/14/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 
01/20/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 
01/20/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
01/23/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 
01/28/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/02/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/04/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/05/2015 Mala Small 4.00 $482.04 
02106/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/09/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 
02/10/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/11/2015 Maia Small 2.50 $301.28 
02/12/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/13/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/16/2015 Maia Small 3.00 $361.53 
02/17/2015 Maia Small 3.00 $361.53 
02/1712015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/19/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/19/2015 Maia Small 3.50 $421.79 



NOTATION 
comments & discussion-geoarcheology 
questions regarding prehistoric coring 
questions regarding prehistoric coring 
research RE omitted prehistoric sites 
additional comments on ATP 



Contact: 



mtg 
mtg 
mtg 
review 
Block 1, Block 5 



Meeting coordination and internal design review discussion 
OCII coordination 
Façade and landscape design review 
OCII coordination 
Block 5 preservation/driveway discussion with the TJPA 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Meeting with OClI and TJPA 
Block 5 - site analysis 
Block 5 - design review 
Block 5 
Block 5 
Block 5 
Block 8 
Block 5 
Block 8 
Block 5 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



02/24/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 Block 8 design review 
02/24/2015 Maia Small 4.00 $482.04 design review Block 5 
02/25/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 design review Block 5 
02/26/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 design review Block 5 
02/26/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 Block 8 design review 
02/27/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 CEQA and process discussion Block 5 
03/03/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 design review block 5 
03/09/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 Block 5 design review 
03/12/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 Block 8 design review 
03/18/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 design review 
03/19/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 Block 8 design review 



51.25 $6,176.14 



57.25 $7,033.66 



2013.0005U Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Review 	 Contact: 	 Wells Lawson 



Maia Small 
01/07/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 Design review meeting with OCII 
01/08/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 design review analysis 
01/09/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 design review comments preparation 



2.50 $301.28 



Mat Snyder 
01/28/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 fielded questions about Harney for OCII and MTA staff 
01/29/2015 Mat Snyder 0.50 $60.26 misc. correspondence and research on Harney 
02/02/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 phone 
02/04/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 meeting with ocii staff to discuss street cross section 
02/06/2015 Mat Snyder 1.25 $150.64 meeting with ocii, dpw, mta 
02/09/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 consolidate meeting notes 
02/24/2015 Mat Snyder 1.00 $120.51 review of D4D, other docs in preparation for meeting 
02/24/2015 Mat Snyder 3.00 $361.53 D4D parking and tower meeting and follow-up 
03112/2015 Mat Snyder 1.00 $120.51 prep for project coordination and follow-up 
03/26/2015 Mat Snyder 0.50 $60.26 initial review of Sub Phase applications 
03/31/2015 Mat Snyder 1.00 $120.51 additional review 



9.25 $1,114.72 



11.75 $1,415.99 



201 3.01 96U Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1 Contact: 	 Wells Lawson 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 11112015-313112015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



Mat Snyder 
01/07/2015 Mat Snyder 1.25 $150.64 Phase 1 - Block 49 Design Review Meeting 



1.25 $150.64 



1.25 $150.64 



2014.0748E 4101 Third Street Contact: 	 Christine Maher 



Sandy Ngan 
02/20/2015 Sandy Ngan 1.50 $125.37 Call with project sponsor’s communication lead, received update on project, revised 



notice, distribution notice for review 



1.50 $125.37 



1.50 $125.37 



2014-000652GEN OCII 4101 3rd Street Contact: 	 Jessica Range 



David Winslow 
03/20/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 conf. call WI sponsor design review 



1.00 $120.51 



1.00 $120.51 



201 4-000693GEN OCII Design General Contact: 	 Viktoriya Mass 



David Winslow 
01/08/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 Mission Bay Block 40 Office allocation revision 
02/04/2015 David Winslow 3.00 $361.53 (2hrs) design review for UBER HO, (1 hr) 4101 third st. 
03/03/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 meeting to discuss mission bay commission hearing 
03/09/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 OCII Transbay BIk F bulk measurement mtg with city staff. 



6.50 $783.32 



6.50 $783.32 



201 4-000697GEN OCII Design BIk 8 Contact: 	 Viktoriya Wise 



Maia Small 
03/26/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 design review internal discussion 
03/26/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 schematic design review 



1.00 $120.51 



1.00 $120.51 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



201 4-000698GEN OCII Design Transbay Blk5 Contact: 	 Viktoriya Wise 



Maia Small 
03/26/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 schematic design review 
03/27/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 design discussion /open space 
03/30/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 design review 
03/31/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 design review 



3.75 $451.91 



3.75 $451.91 



201 4-000699GEN OCII Env. Transbay BIk 5 Contact: 	 Chris Kern 



Chris Kern 
03/09/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 internal meeting reprocess 
03/11/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 internal meetings reprocess 
03/16/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 review draft note to file 
03/17/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 emails re draft note to file 
03/31/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 meeting with Sue and Wade re process 



2.50 $339.28 



Sarah Jones 
03/23/2015 Sarah Jones 0.25 $41.78 ERO review 



0.25 $41.78 



Susan Mickelsen 
02/24/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.00 $120.51 TC with new PM; update on status; coordination emails 
02/25/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 Emails; coordination of meeting 
02/26/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.25 $30.13 Internal check-in 
02/27/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.25 $150.64 Meeting with OCII and Planning; internal check in before meeting 
03/04/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 TC 
03/09/2015 Susan Mickelsen 3.50 $421.79 Review EIR, Internal mtg Director, internal meeting follow-up, emails 



03/11/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.75 $210.89 Internal meeting; start working on document 
03/16/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.50 $180.77 Email; draft memo; update with changes; internal conversation and tc re: same 



03/17/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.50 $180.77 memo changes; ero assignment; internal cony re: same 
03/18/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 tc to OClI 
03/23/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.75 $90.38 email; clean up file 
03/25/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 email; plans; tc 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



03/27/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.25 $30.13 tc/rtc/message to OCII 
03/31/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.25 $30.13 Question 



14.00 $1,687.14 



16.75 $2,068.19 



201 4-00079OCWF OCII Design Transbay BIk 1 Contact: 	 David Winslow 



David Winslow 
02/27/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 Block F bulk controls 



1.50 $180.77 



1.50 $180.77 



2014-000953GEN 20142051 OCII - Transbay BIk 1 Env. Contact: 	 Kansai Uchida 



Kansai Uchida 
01/06/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.75 $86.06 Shadow review 
01/09/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind study receipt/initial check 
01/12/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.75 $86.06 Shadow study review and consultant call 
01/29/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Consultant check-in/billing setup 
01/30/2015 Kansai Uchida 2.75 $315.56 Shadow review, comment transmittal 
02/23/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind review 
02/24/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind study review 
02/25/2015 Kansai Uchida 1.50 $172.13 Wind study review 
02/27/2015 Kansai Uchida 2.50 $286.88 Archeo coordination, wind study review, scheduling 
03/02/2015 Kansai Uchida 1.50 $172.13 OCII call, archeology update, shadow review, block 8 inquiry 
03/04/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Cumulative projects coordination 
03/05/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Consultant shadow response 
03/09/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Shadow study draft 2 initial review 
03/12/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind study 
03/19/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Public inquiry 



12.00 $1,377.00 



12.00 $1,377.00 



2014-002651 GEN OCII Transbay BIk 1 Design Review Contact: 	 OCII 



David Winslow 
02/12/2015 David Winslow 1.25 $150.64 internal staff design review 
03/06/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 review of clementine and proposed streetscape improvements 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS � Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



03/11/2015 David Winslow 2.00 $241.02 clementine street design parameters 
03/18/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review of Clementina St 



5.75 $692.93 



5.75 $692.93 



201 5-003309GEN OCII ENV Transbay BIk 8 Contact: 	 Wietgrefe 



Michael Li 
03/30/2015 Michael Li 0.50 $60.26 Reviewed wind tunnel report. 



0.50 $60.26 



Wade Wietgrefe 
03/17/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 1.75 $205.75 



03/23/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 1.00 $117.57 
03/24/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 0.25 $29.39 
03/26/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 1.75 $205.75 
03/31/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 6.00 $705.42 



10.75 $1,263.88 



11.25 $1,324.13 



Grand Total: 206.75 $25,877.36 



coordination with OCII; review of past environmental documents in transbay 



Review of EIRJS and MMRP. Sent email 
Coordination with finance 
Coordination and preliminary review of documents 
Review FEIR/S, wind, and traffic studies. Responded to OCIl 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PQ 
	



PLANNING DEPARTMENT 



April 20, 2015 
1650 Mission St. 
Sue 400 
San Francisco, 



Golden State Warriors 
CA 94103-2479 



do Ms. Catherine Reilly, Project Manager Reception: 



OCII 415.558.6378 



1 South Van Ness, 5th  Floor Fax: 



San Francisco, CA 94103 415.558.6409 



Planning 
Information: 



Subject: 	GSW Projects 415.558.6377 



Fee Collection for 3rd Quarter FY 14 15 (1/1/2015-3/3112015) 



Dear Ms. Reilly, 



Attached please find a detail Time Accounting Report for the following accounts listed of staff 
time spent on GSW projects. The total amount is $62,170.86 covered period 1/1/2015-
3/31/2015. 



Account # Account Name Hours Cost 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 466.50 $62,170.86 
2014-0027010FA GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 0.00 $0.00 
Total  466.50 $62,170.86 



This letter is to inform you that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment to "San 
Francisco Planning Department" and specify the project title, given above, on the check, and 
address it to 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 to the attention of Karen 
Zhu. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please contact Karen Zhu at 415-558-6408 or 
Karen.zhusfgov.org . Thank you for your prompt response. 



Sincerely, 



Ke$h DeMartini 
Fi/iance & IT Manager 



C.C. 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 
Chris Kern, Planner 
Brett Bollinger, Planner 











Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed UseDevelopment 



Bill Wycko 
03/01/2015 Bill Wycko 5.00 $901.70 
03/02/2015 Bill Wycko 2.00 $360.68 
03/04/2015 Bill Wycko 3.00 $541.02 
03108/2015 Bill Wycko 2.00 $360.68 
03/12/2015 Bill Wycko 4.00 $721.36 
03/12/2015 Bill Wycko 3.00 $541.02 



03/25/2015 Bill Wycko 7.50 $1,352.55 
03/26/2015 Bill Wycko 0.50 $90.17 



27.00 	$4,869.18 



NOTATION 



Contac Clarke Miller 



Entered time for Bill Wycko 
Entered time for Bill Wycko 
Entered time for Bill Wycko 
Entered time for Bill Wycko. 
Entered time for Bill Wycko. 
Entered time for Bill Wycko. Preparation of review comments for Warriors Arena 
Transportation 
Entered hours of work time for Bill Wycko. 
Entered hours of work time for Bill Wycko. 



Brett Bollinger 
01/05/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Emails. Phone. Doc review 
01/06/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Email. Conference Call. Doc Review 
01/08/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 offsite TMP/UCSF meeting 
01/12/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Transportation docs. Email. Phone. 
01/13/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Email. Transportation/AQ review 
01/14/2015 Brett Bollinger 5.00 $602.55 Arrival distribution discussions/emails. 
01/15/2015 Brett Bollinger 5.00 $602.55 Email. Doc review. AQ Meeting at BAAQMD 
01/20/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 Email. Phone. Document review. 
01/21/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Email. Phone. Schedule discussion meeting. 
01/26/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Email/Phone 
01/28/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 DEIR 
01/29/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Trans. DEIR. 
01/29/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Wind phone. Trans review. Mode Split. 
02/09/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIRIA 
02/10/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/11/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/12/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/17/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/18/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/19/2015 Brett Bollinger 5.00 $602.55 ADEIRIA 
02/20/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/24/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Conference call and document review 
02/25/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 ADEIR 1A other documents 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost 



03/02/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 
03/03/2015 Brett Bollinger 8.00 $964.08 
03/04/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 
03/05/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 
03/0612015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 
03/09/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 
03/10/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 
03/11/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 
03/12/2015 Brett Bollinger 9.00 $1,084.59 
03/17/2015 Brett Bollinger 7.00 $843.57 
03/18/2015 Brett Bollinger 7.00 $843.57 
03/19/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 
03/20/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 
03/25/2015 Brett Bollinger 9.00 $1,084.59 
03/26/2015 Brett Bollinger 9.00 $1,084.59 



160.00 $19,281.60 



Chris Kern 
01/05/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/06/2015 Chris Kern 5.00 $678.55 
01/07/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 
01/08/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 
01/09/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 



01/12/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 
01/13/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 
01/14/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 
01/15/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 
01/20/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/21/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/22/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/23/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/26/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 
01/27/2015 Chris Kern 6.50 $882.12 



01/28/2015 Chris Kern 8.00 $1,085.68 
01/29/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 
02/02/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 



NJC’TATI(ThJ 



ADEIR lB 
ADEIR lB 
Meeting 
AQ Meeting 
ADEIR lB 
email/phone 
email/phone 
ADEIR I 
All-day ADEIR 1 B meeting at ESA 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR 1 B all-day meeting. 
ADEIR 1 B all-day meeting. 



Project management 
Project management, air quality meeting 
Project management, CEQA meetings 
Project management, meeting re sewer/stormwater infrastructure 
Project management, air quality review/meeting prep, review sewer and stormwater 
background report, SLR analysis 
project management 
project management, meeting with BAAQMD 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
weekly city staff project meeting 
review ADEIR1A 
review ADEIR1A 
review ADEIR1A 
Review ADEIR1 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



02/03/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 weekly city staff meeting 
02/03/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 transportation team meeting 
02/04/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 Review ADEIR1 
02/05/2015 Chris Kern 3.25 $441.06 Review ADEIR1 
02/06/2015 Chris Kern 5.50 $746.41 Review ADEIR1A. 
02/09/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADEIR1A 
02/10/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADEIR1A 
02/11/2015 Chris Kern 6.00 $814.26 review ADEIR1A; meeting re utilities; internal meeting re air quality 
02/12/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 review ADEIR1A 
02/17/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 Review ADEIR1A 
02/18/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 Review ADEIR1A 
02/19/2015 Chris Kern 5.00 $678.55 Review ADEIR1A 
02/20/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 project management, conference call with CEQA consultants 
02/23/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADEIR1A, internal meetings 
02/24/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 ADEIR1A comment consolidation 
02/25/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 ADEIR1A comment consolidation, project management 
02/26/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 Review ADEIRIB 
03/02/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADSEIR1B, OEWD coordination 
03/03/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 review ADSEIR1 B, project management 
03/04/2015 Chris Kern 6.50 $882.12 review ADSEIR1 B, CEQA team meeting, project management 
03/05/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 review ADSEIR1B 
03/06/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 revisions to air quality offset MM and related coordination 
03/09/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 drafting and coordination re air quality mitigation measure, project management 



03/10/2015 	Chris Kern 	 4.50 	$610.70 	drafting AQ mitigation measure and related coordination; weekly City meeting; 
coordination re transportation analysis; project management 



03/11/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 
03/12/2015 Chris Kern 8.00 $1,085.68 
03/16/2015 Chris Kern 3.50 $474.99 
03/17/2015 Chris Kern 3.75 $508.91 
03/18/2015 Chris Kern 4.50 $610.70 
03/23/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 
03/24/2015 Chris Kern 5.00 $678.55 



03/25/2015 	Chris Kern 
	



9.00 	$1,221.39 
03/26/2015 	Chris Kern 



	
2.50 	$339.28 



review ADElRlA& 16 
ADEIR1A review work session at ESA 
review comments on ADSEIR1 B, project management 
Review ADEIR1 B, comment consolidation, revise GHG section 
review & consolidate comments on ADSEIR1 B 
review comments on ADEIR1 B, project management 
review comments in ADEIR1 B; coordination with OCII & OEWD, prep for work 
sessions 
work session to review comments on ADSEIR1 B 
consultation with CAO, coordination re AQ mitigation, project management 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 
Wrirkr1f 
	



NAME 
	



Hours 	Cost NOTATION 



03/30/2015 
	



Chris Kern 
	



1.00 	$135.71 	internal meetings re AQ mitigation; project management 
03/31/2015 
	



Chris Kern 
	



1.00 	$135.71 	project management; AQ mitigation 



	



196.50 	$26,667.02 



David Winslow 
01/28/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 office design team kick off meeting 
02/10/2015 David Winslow 0.50 $60.26 internal staff coord. mtg 
02/12/2015 David Winslow 1.25 $150.64 design review team meeting 
02/24/2015 David Winslow 0.50 $60.26 internal team coordination 
02/26/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review meeting with project sponsor 
03/03/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 design review mtg w/ sponsor 
03/05/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review mtg. w. sponsor 
03/17/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review of office 
03/19/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 landscape design review mtg. 
03/24/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 Internal meeting 



11.75 	$1,415.99 



Jessica Range 
01/06/2015 Jessica Range 1.00 $136.11 
01/13/2015 Jessica Range 2.00 $272.22 
01/27/2015 Jessica Range 1.00 $136.11 
01/28/2015 Jessica Range 1.50 $204.17 
01/29/2015 Jessica Range 8.00 $1,088.88 
02/11/2015 Jessica Range 0.50 $68.06 
03/12/2015 Jessica Range 2.50 $340.28 
03/19/2015 Jessica Range 1.00 $136.11 
03/24/2015 Jessica Range 2.00 $272.22 



03/25/2015 
	



Jessica Range 
	



2.00 	$272.22 



AQ meeting 
Meeting with BAAQMD 
review DEIR-1 AQ section 
review AQ section 
review AQ section of EIR 
review comments with Brett and Chris 
Off site meeting 
draft responses to questions from BAAQMD 
Review GHG section, prepare response to BAAQMD questions and general 
coordination. 
review revised impacts section for health risks and provide edits to ESA. 



03/26/2015 
	



Jessica Range 
	



1.50 	$204.17 	internal coordination and coordination with BAAQMD 



	



23.00 	$3,130.53 



Randall Dean 
02/23/2015 
	



Randall Dean 	 1.00 	$120.51 	draft ATP 
02/24/2015 
	



Randall Dean 	 2.00 	$241.02 	draft ATP 
03/02/2015 
	



Randall Dean 	 1.00 	$120.51 	draft ATP issue 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3131/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



03/04/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 draft ATP submittal issue 
03/10/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 draft ATP & language of IS 



6.00 $723.06 



Viktoriya Wise 
01/06/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.00 $155.86 Internal meeting with city atty; email 
01/07/2015 Viktoriya Wise 5.00 $779.30 noon meeting with MTA to go over approach to transit service plan and mitigation 



measures; item at MTAB? Standing GSW 3-hour meeting to discuss transportation, 
hydrology and public utilities. 	In the AM, prep for the meeting; check in the Brett. 



01/10/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.75 $116.90 reviewed email correspondence and followed up with Luba, brett and jose on a few 
things. 



01/13/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.25 $38.97 Internal meeting with Tim Erney 
01/13/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.25 $350.69 Updated SBJ on the status; met with Chris and Brett to discuss the temporal 



distribution; reviewed the emails and info on the subject matter and discussed 
approach with LCW; called Kate; read email from Adam about Giants/GSW games 
solutions. 



01/14/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.25 $350.69 Conference call with consultants to discuss approach to temporal distribution and 
transit data; call with team, including Ken, to discuss schedule; general emails and 
discussions with staff. 



01/15/2015 Viktoriya Wise 3.50 $545.51 emails about the schedule and analysis of temporal distribution; call with - ken; call 
with the team; met with Chris and Brett to discuss impact statements; call with Paul 
about schedule; met with Luba to discuss structure of transportation chapter. 



01/20/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.50 $77.93 reviewed the temporal distributions and talked with Jose 
01/22/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.25 $38.97 Discussed schedule with Brett 
01/27/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.25 $38.97 touched base with Chris; phone conversation with Clarke 
01/28/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.50 $77.93 met with brett to give guidance on next list of to do items; updated chris kern on 



transpo and he updated me on utlis 
02/02/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.00 $155.86 Put together the agenda for Wed meeting and discussed the approach with Luba; 



left messages for team members about meeting and call with Adam. 



02/03/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.50 $233.79 emails and prep for meeting the next day 
02/04/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.50 $389.65 review what luba sent and the revised travel demand model; email to team; 



conversation with Jeff; etc. 
02/04/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.00 $311.72 Internal transportation meeting 
02/10/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.75 $116.90 Meeting with Brett to go over outstanding items; discussion with Chris about 



transportation and overall ERO review 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 
Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



02/18/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.00 $155.86 Meeting with Bill, chris and brett 
02/18/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.00 $311.72 Performance standard draft; several calls with luba and email to team. 



02/22/2015 Viktoriya Wise 3.50 $545.51 replied to mit measure comments from carli and luba about peds; reviewed the 
pedestrian analysis luba sent and gave back comments; revised the mit measure for 
TSP and drafted the ped mit measure; sent an email about ped measure to the 
team. 



02/26/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.00 $311.72 email with Luba; talked with MTA about transit; conference call with Ken; later 
conference call with Adam, City atty, and rest of team. 



02/27/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.25 $350.69 talked with adam on the phone; got the section and put together 3-page summary of 
impacts in prep for meeting with Mayor and his meeting with UCSF. 



35.00 	$5,455.10 



Virnaliza Byrd 
03/01/2015 	Virnaliza Byrd 5.00 $363.85 	Entered time for Bill Wycko 



5.00 $363.85 



Wade Wietgrefe 
03/05/2015 	Wade Wietgrefe 2.25 $264.53 	Prep for and attend meeting regarding AQ 



2.25 $264.53 



466.50 $62,170.86 



Grand Total: 466.50 $62,170.86 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 



SECOND NOTICE l650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 



April 20, 2015 CA 94103-2479 



Reception: 
415.558.6378 



Golden State Warriors 
Fax: 



do Ms. Catherine Reilly, Project Manager 415.558.6409 
OCII 



th I South Van Ness, 5 	Floor 
Planning 
Information: 



San Francisco, CA 94103 415.558.6377 



Subject: 	GSW Projects 
Fee Collection for 2d  Quarter FY 14 15 (10/1/2014-12/31/2014) 



Dear Ms. Reilly: 



Enclosed is a copy of the bill that we sent you on February 18, 2015. To date we 
have no record that this bill has ever been paid. The bill requested payment for 
the GSW projects reviewing by our staff during 10/1/2014-12/31/2014. There is an 
outstanding balance of $60,747.28. Please refer to the attached Time Accounting 
Costs Report. 



This letter is a second notice that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment 
to "San Francisco Planning Department" and specify the project title, given above, 
on the check, and address it to 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 
94103 to the attention of Karen Zhu. 



In the event that you do not send payment in full within 30 days from this letter’s 
date, the balance will be forwarded for collection to the Bureau of Delinquent 
Revenue. Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please do not hesitate to 
contact Karen Zhu at (415) 558-6408 or Karen.zhu@sfgov.org . 



Sincerely, 



 



lKith=DeMartini  
V  Finance Manager 



cc: 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING 



February 18, 2015 



Golden State Warriors 
do Ms. Catherine Reilly, Project Manager 
OCIL 
I South Van Ness, 5 1 Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



Subject: 	GSW Projects 
Fee Collection for 2’ Quarter FY 14 15 (10/1/2014-12/31/2014) 



Dear Ms. Reilly, 



Attached please find a detail Time Accounting Report for the following accounts listed of staff 
time spent on GSW projects. The total amount is $60,747.28 covered period 10/1/2014-
12/31/2014. 



Account # Account Name Hours Cost 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 758.75 $60,729.96 



2014-0027010FA GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 0.25 $17.32 



Total  759.00 $60,747.28 



This letter is to inform you that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment to "San 
Francisco Planning Department" and specify the project title, given above, on the check, and 
address it to 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 to the attention of Karen 
Zhu. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please contact Karen Zhu at 415-558-6408 or 
Karen.zhusfgov.org . Thank you for your prompt response. 



Sincerely, 



Finance & 



C.C. 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 
Chris Kern, Planner 
Brett Bollinger, Planner 



1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 



Reception: 



415.558.6378 



Fax: 



415.558.6409 



Planning 
Information: 



415.558.6377 











Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable NOTATION 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed UseDevelopment Contact: 	Clarke Miller 



BBOLLING 
10/01/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 585.33 Y Meeting and prep. TMP review. 
10/02/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 585.33 Y TMP review. Transit service plan coordination. EIR emails/phone 
10/03/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 351.20 Y TMP review 
10/06/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 351.20 Y TMP comments 
10/08/2014 BBOLLING 6.00 702.40 Y Meeting prep. Meetings. IS review. TMP comments review 
10/09/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 234.13 Y Email. IS consolidation 
10/14/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.05 Y Email. Phone. Meeting Prep 
10/15/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.05 Y Meetings and prep. emails. phone 
10/16/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y SB743. 
10/20/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y Meeting prep. Email/phone correspondence 
10/27/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y email and phone correspondence 
10/27/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y Meeting with Trans Consultants 
11/04/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Discussproject events over last two weeks in my absence. 
11/04/2014 BBOLLING 0.75 90.38 Y Email/Phone 
11/04/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Discussproject events over last two weeks in my absence. 
11/05/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Emails/phone correspondence 
11/05/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y Archeo meeting. 
11/05/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Emails/phone correspondence 
11/06/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y Review IS comments 
11/06/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y mtg 
11/10/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y Review IS/NOP comments. Other project CEQA issues. Phone. Email. 
11/12/2014 BBOLLING 8.00 964.08 Y Initial Study review session at ESA 
11/13/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Transit Meeting 
11/13/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y Newspaper Ad 
11/13/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Transit Meeting 
11/14/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y NOA, NOC. Email. 
11/17/2014 BBOLLING 1.50 180.77 Y Review 
11/17/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y NOP/IS 
11/17/2014 BBOLLING 0.50 60.26 Y Review 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 0.50 60.26 Y Review 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 1.50 180.77 Y Weekly City Hall GSW Meeting 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y Email, phone and review of revised GSW schedule 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 0.50 60.26 Y Schedule 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable 



11/19/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 
11/19/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
11/20/2014 BBOLLING 2.50 301.28 Y 
11/20/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 
11/25/2014 BBOLLING 6.00 723.06 Y 
12/02/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/02/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y 
12/03/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y 
12/04/2014 BBOLLING 2.50 301.28 Y 
12/08/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y 
12/09/2014 BBOLLING 6.00 723.06 Y 
12/10/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/11/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 
12/12/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/15/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/16/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/17/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/22/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/23/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/30/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 



156.25 18,747.06 



CKERN 
10/01/2014 CKERN 4.00 581.64 Y 
10/02/2014 CKERN 4.00 581.64 Y 
10/06/2014 CKERN 1.00 145.41 Y 
10/07/2014 CKERN 1.00 145.41 Y 
10/08/2014 CKERN 5.00 727.05 Y 
10/09/2014 CKERN 3.00 436.23 Y 
10/17/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 Y 
10/20/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 Y 
10/20/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 Y 
10/20/2014 CKERN 2.00 271.42 Y 
10/21/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 Y 
10/21/2014 CKERN 2.50 339.28 Y 
10/22/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 Y 



NOTATION 



review 
Info needs. Phone/email, meeting cooridnation 
Meeting-Project Info 
Email/Phone correspondence 
Travel Demand Memo and TMP/Meeting 
TMP Meeting prep and attendance 
TMP/Trans Impact Statement review 
Meeting and meeting prep. 
Scoping meeting 
Scoping Meeting prep/review 
Meeting and prep 
Storm/Waste-Water Meeting 
Meeting 
Scoping Meeting prep/review 
Email/Phone/Document review 
Email/Phone/Document review 
Meetings. prep. 
PD review 
PD review 
Emails/Document review 



project management/review documents/meeting 
projetc management/review documents 
project management 
project management 
project management/meetings/review documents 
project management/review and consolidate comments 



Phone calls re project description changes. 
coordination re SFPUC comments on Draft IS 
Email/Phone Correspondence 
Weekly interdepartmental coordination meeting 
Project management; conference call re SFPUC admin draft IS Comments 
internal meetings, conference call with project team, project management 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate 	USER NAME 	 Hours 	Cost Billable NOTATION 



10/23/2014 	CKERN 	 2.00 	271.42 Y 	coordination with SFPUc and consultants re Utilities analysis; project 
management 



10/27/2014 CKERN 1.50 203.57 	Y 
10/28/2014 CKERN 7.00 949.97 	Y 
10/29/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
10/30/2014 CKERN 8.00 1,085.68 	Y 
10/31/2014 CKERN 3.50 474.99 	Y 
11/03/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
11/04/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
11/05/2014 CKERN 6.00 814.26 	Y 
11/10/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 



11/12/2014 CKERN 8.50 1,153.54 	Y 



11/13/2014 CKERN 0.50 67.86 	Y 
11/18/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
11/19/2014 CKERN 1.50 203.57 	Y 
11/20/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 



11/24/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
11/25/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
11/26/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
12/01/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
12/02/2014 CKERN 0.50 67.86 	Y 
12/03/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/09/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
12/09/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/09/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
12/10/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/15/2014 CKERN 0.50 67.86 	Y 
12/16/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/17/2014 CKERN 7.50 1,017.83 	Y 



12/18/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/22/2014 CKERN 9.00 1,221.39 	Y 
12/23/2014 CKERN 7.00 949.97 	Y 



internal project management; coordination wiht consultants 
Review IS Admin Draft 2 
review IS admin draft 2 
Review admin draft IS 2 & related coordination 
Coordination with OCII, CAO, and consultants re IS admin draft 2. 
coordination with OCII, CAO, Consultant, Sponsor re arche resources 
Review admin draft IS 
review admin draft IS 2 
review comments from OCII, CAO and GSW on IS Draft2. Coordination with 
consultants re IS review sessions. Coordination with OCII re scoping meeting. 
work session at ESA to finalize IS; internal coordination re NOP publication 
process 
finalize IS/NOP 
coordination re schedule 
review and coordination re schedule for EIR 
meeting re DEIR info needs and schedule; follow up coordination with 
consultants, OCII, DPW and SFPUC 
coordination/project management re infrastructure requirements for project. 
Project management 
project management 
project management 
Project management 
CEQA team meeting; project management 
scoping meeting 
CEQA team meeting 
prep for scoping meeting 
Meetings re infrastructure requirements and schedule 
meeting re schedule 
review ADEIR1 PD section 
project management, meeting at OEWD, CEQA team meeting, review 
ADEIR1 
CPC info hearing, review ADEIR1 
Review ADEIR1 sections and project management 
review ADEIR1 and project management 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable NOTATION 



12/24/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 Y review ADEIR1 and project management 
12/29/2014 CKERN 8.00 1,085.68 Y review ADEIR1 & TMP correspondence 
12/30/2014 CKERN 9.00 1,221.39 Y review TMP & project management 



160.50 21,956.06 



DWINSLOW 
10/02/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 167.22 Y team mtg. wsponsior 
10/06/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 111.48 Y coordination and review 
10/07/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 111.48 Y meeting 
10/09/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 111.48 Y weekly mtg. 
10/16/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 114.74 Y design review and coord. mtg 
10/21/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y Weekly interdepartmental coordination meeting 
10/21/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y Weekly interdepartmental coordination meeting 
11/06/2014 DWINSLOW 2.00 241.02 Y design review meeting 
11/07/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y coordination 
11/13/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y Newspaper Ad 
12/08/2014 DWINSLOW 3.50 421.79 Y informational hearing calenar description and memo 
12/09/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 180.77 Y hearing memo/exec sumamry. briefing director, team coord 
12/09/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 180.77 Y coord. 
12/11/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 180.77 Y hearing document prep 
12/12/2014 DWINSLOW 3.00 361.53 Y hearing prep and coord. 
12/15/2014 DWINSLOW 2.00 241.02 Y hearing prep and coord. 
12/16/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y hearing prep 
12/17/2014 DWINSLOW 3.00 361.53 Y hearing prep and coord 
12/18/2014 DWINSLOW 6.00 723.06 Y hearing prep and attendance 



34.50 4,111.19 



EWATTY 
10/01/2014 EWATTY 0.50 75.66 Y Reviewed project appvl list. 



0.50 75.66 



JRANGE 
10/22/2014 JRANGE 0.50 68.06 Y AQ meeting with consultants 
12/17/2014 JRANGE 2.50 340.28 Y Internal meeting and review of draft AQ impacts and AQ impact EIR 



discussion. 



3.00 408.33 



JSWITZKY 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable NOTATION 



10/16/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.91 Y mtg 
11/06/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.92 Y mtg 
11/13/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.92 Y Newspaper Ad 
11/20/2014 JSWITZKY 2.00 285.84 Y Email/Phone correspondence 
11/25/2014 JSWITZKY 0.50 71.46 Y coordination 
12/09/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.92 Y review 
12/18/2014 JSWITZKY 1.50 214.38 Y info hearing 



8.00 	1,143.35 



RDEAN 
10/21/2014 RDEAN 5.00 602.55 Y review of IS and research of background material; project was not submitted 



for PAR review nor archeological scoping previously per standard EP 



10/24/2014 RDEAN 5.50 662.81 Y review of draft IS and background material 
10/27/2014 RDEAN 0.50 60.26 Y Comments on I.S. 
10/28/2014 RDEAN 0.50 60.26 Y Comments on I.S. 
10/30/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y teleconference regarding comments 
10/30/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y teleconference regarding comments 
10/30/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y teleconference regarding comments 
11/07/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y comments on revision of archeo sub-section 
11/14/2014 RDEAN 0.50 60.26 Y discussion about archeo mit measure, etc. 
11/17/2014 RDEAN 1.50 180.77 Y review, comments, revisions of SOW for ATP 



17.50 2,108.93 



VMASS 
10/01/2014 VMASS 3.50 529.62 Y Team meeting and emails. 
10/02/2014 VMASS 1.50 226.98 Y met with Brett; baseline analysis and meetings with Sarah; call with Jose; etc. 



10/05/2014 VMASS 3.00 453.96 Y TMP review 
10/06/2014 VMASS 1.50 226.98 Y Conference call with OCII and consultants about No Project alternative; sent 



bb comments on TMP and other emails from GSW. 
10/09/2014 VMASS 1.25 189.15 V Discussion with Chris about schedule (appeals, etc.); email from Brett and 



with Jose/Luba; etc. approved billing for quarter. 



10/10/2014 VMASS 1.50 226.98 V Started IS review 
10/13/2014 VMASS 8.00 1,246.88 Y Reviewed the Initial Study 
10/14/2014 VMASS 2.25 350.68 V finished IS review and met with Chris and Brett to discuss the 6 or so main 



comments; email to MTA about curb management for post event; call with 
Erin Miller. 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable 



10/15/2014 VMASS 3.50 545.51 Y 
10/27/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
10/30/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/04/2014 VMASS 4.50 701.37 Y 
11/05/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 



11/07/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
11/10/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/12/2014 VMASS 8.00 1,246.88 Y 
11/12/2014 VMASS 1.25 194.83 Y 
11/12/2014 VMASS 1.75 272.76 Y 



11/13/2014 VMASS 1.25 194.83 Y 
11/14/2014 VMASS 8.00 1,246.88 Y 
11/14/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/16/2014 VMASS 2.00 311.72 Y 
11/18/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/19/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/20/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 



11/23/2014 VMASS 2.00 311.72 Y 
11/24/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 



11/25/2014 VMASS 0.25 38.97 Y 
11/25/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
11/30/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
12/01/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 



12/02/2014 VMASS 2.00 311.72 Y 



NOTATION 



transportation meeting; team meeting for IS comments; email 
Conference Call with Luba, Jose and Brett 
Meeting with Chris to discuss Archeology; email response to Jose. 
Reviewed Initial Study 
Met with Chris and Brett to go over Initial Study comments and outstanding 
items for publication. 



Reviewed J. Malamut comments; general email. 
Conference call with Luba 
Initial Study review session at ESA 
Reviewed the revised Archeo section 
Reviewed the revised PD for initial study including comments from staff, OCII 
and project sponsor; went over all the various emails from last week. 



Meeting with MTA and LCW/Jose 
IS war room meeting 
Meeting with Randall; call with GSW about scope 
Screencheck Review 
Schedule 
email exchanges 
Project team meeting to go over outstanding information needs, particularly 
around transportation 



Review of the Travel Demand Memo and draft email to City Atty 
email to chris about budget; email to brett about my comments; call with 
Adam; email to City Atty 



call with Adam and Ken 
call with Jose and Luba to finalize the Travel Demand Memo 
Review of the TMP in anticipation of meeting on Tuesday 
Call with Julie and Jeff to discuss Transit Service Plan issues (saturday, with 
giants, 2020 model); read email from City Attorney; follow up email to 
jose/Iuba/brett 



finished reviewing the TDM plan and had a team meeting with MTA; followed 
up by a short meeting with jose/Iuba/brett to discuss Transit Service plan items 



12/04/2014 	VMASS 	 2.00 	311.72 Y 	regular meeting - discussed GHG, alternatives and Transportation section 
organization; 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable 



12/04/2014 VMASS 1.50 233.79 Y 



12/08/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
12/10/2014 VMASS 2.50 389.65 Y 
12/11/2014 VMASS 1.00 155.86 Y 
12/12/2014 VMASS 0.25 38.97 Y 
12/16/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
12/16/2014 VMASS 1.25 194.83 Y 
12/17/2014 VMASS 3.00 467.58 Y 
12/18/2014 VMASS 1.00 155.86 Y 



78.50 12,179.39 



458.75 60,729.96 



2014-0027010FA GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 



NOTATION 
Reviewed the document organization for transportation impacts and discussed 
with Brett briefly; call to Luba. 
Call about the Travel Demand Memo 
Team meeting and meeting with Chris about schedule 
conference call with brett and consultants 
John Malamut email exchange 
did some research on candlestick to see if we can use the same approach 
call with John Malamut about TSP approach; called adam; updatec Chris 
team meeting; meeting with sarah to discuss TSP appraoch 
read some emails and watched the commission hearing; followed up with 
chris about pile driving and visual sims 



Contact: BAY JACARANDA NO 2932 LLC 



AHUISMAN 
12/12/2014 	AHUISMAN 	 0.25 



	
17.32 Y 
	



created record only for billing purposes 



	



0.25 
	



17.32 



	



0.25 	17.32 



Grand Total: 
	



459.00 	60,747.28 
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From: Stewart, Luke
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Joyce
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:31:34 PM


Initial stormwater infrastructure in the park (including the Pump Station) is anticipated to be
completed Q3 2015. Final completion and acceptance – particularly the bioswales within P23-P24 -
 is targeted for Q3-Q4 2016.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 1:38 PM
To: Stewart, Luke
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Joyce
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Luke:
 
Just checking in with you on my 4/20 email inquiry to you regarding estimated date on when
stormwater infrastructure improvements in P23 and P24 would be completed. We will need this
response as soon as possible.
 
Thanks for your help.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 11:54 AM
To: 'Stewart, Luke'
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Luke:  Thanks for this; one additional question for you regarding P23 and P23.  Please provide an
estimated date on when these stormwater infrastructure improvements in P23 and P24 would be
completed. 
 
Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development



mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com

mailto:dcantor@mbaydevelopment.com
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mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com
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mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com





550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 
 
 


From: Stewart, Luke [mailto:LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 7:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Paul Mitchell
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Cantor; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Future Mission Bay Development
 
Paul,
 
P23/P24 – preliminary work is underway for some of the stormwater infrastructure within the park
full park should be under construction Q3 2015, complete Q4 2016
 
Re: TFB and P22. As Catherine mentioned, we are still working out the details of the schedule, but it
is likely that TFB would need to be constructed prior to park. Construction duration is expected to
be approx. 12 months for TFB, approx. 12 months for P22.
 
Luke Stewart
MBDG
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 6:10 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller Clarke; Kevin Beauchamp
(KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu); David Cantor; Stewart, Luke
Subject: Future Mission Bay Development
 
See below.  Kevin/Luke/Clarke/Dave – I had a few questions for you if you could help.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 11:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
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Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Catherine:
 
Thanks for this. We have specific followup questions for you in red, below.  Would you please
respond to these questions?
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:57 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser; Clarke Miller; Murphy, Mary
G.; 'NSekhri@gibsondunn.com'
Cc: Joyce; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose Farran
Subject: RE: Updated GSW ADSEIR Data Request
 
Cumulative Projects Being Constructed in Mission Bay Plan Area
 
Please 1) Approximate construction start/end dates  2) Approximate level of development (general
uses and square footage) for other cumulative projects in Mission Bay, including on Blocks 33/34,
40, 26/27 (Uber), and other.
 
For construction, I have identified an estimate of the start date and you can assume 18-24 months
for completion.
 


·         Blocks 26/27 – 423,000 gsf of office.  Estimated to start by end of 2015.  Is there a name for
this development?  IT IS THE UBER/ARE PROJECT.


 
·         Block 40 – 664,000  gsf of office, with 15,000 gsf of retail.  Estimated to start by late


summer/fall 2015. Is there a name for this development?      THE EXCHANGE
 


·         Block 33/34 – 500,000 gsf of office.  Will be built in two phases, with first phase starting in
2016.  Will need to ask UCSF plans for second phase.


 
·         Affordable Housing – additional 958 affordable housing units, with next project with 200


units starting in summer 2016.  Where is the location (e.g. Blocks?) for the 200 units starting
in Summer 2016? BLOCK 7 WEST AND I MEANT SUMMER 2015  Remainder to be built
anywhere from 5 to 10 years from now. – ACTUALLY PROBABLY MORE CORRECT TO SAY 2
TO 10 YEARS FROM NOW WITH BLOCK 6 EAST STARTING IN 2016 AND BLOCK 3 EAST
STARTING LATE 2016/EARLY 2017. 


 
What is the construction start date; and what is the name of the development?  Block 1 –
350 market rate units, 25,000 leasable sf of retail and 250-room hotel BLOCK 1 DOES NOT
HAVE A NAME OTHER THAN THE BLOCK 1 RESIDENTIAL AND BLOCK 1 HOTEL SITES.  THEY



mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
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mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com





ARE ANTICIPATED TO START LATER THIS YEAR
 


·         Various parks – not sure you need it, but can provide that info later. Should we assume the
realignment of Terry Francois and construction of P22 will start in 2016?  Also, when will
construction of P23 and P24 occur?  PARK P23/24 SHOULD BE UNDER CONSTRUCTION THIS
YEAR.  I AM CC-ING CLARKE/LUKE ON THE QUESTION OF TFB AND P22 SINCE THERE ARE
ONGOING DISCUSSIONS BET THEM AND MBDG ON THE PHASING. TO BE OPEN IN 2018,
THEY WILL NEED TO HAVE FINISHED BOTH, BUT COULD WAIT TO START CONSTRUCTION
UNTIL 2017.


 
·         UCSF – should assume the LRDP additional square footage and hospital.  So, what we need


to know is what specific UCSF LRDP development should we assume to be under
construction between now and end of 2017? I HAVE CC-ED KEVIN FROM UCSF TO PROVIDE
TIMING OF FUTURE GROWTH.  IT BELIEVE IT WILL ONLY BE THE FIRST PHASE OF BLOCK
33/34 FOR ABOUT 250K GSF.


 
·         Didn’t include anything for things currently under construction.  Let me know if you need it. 


We need it if any of that construction will be occurring between November 2015 and end of
2017? OFF THE TOP OF MY HEAD THE CURRENT CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS THAT WILL
PROBABLY CONTINUE AFTER NOVERMBER 2015 ARE:


 
FAMILY HOUSE – 80-GUEST SUITES FOR FAMILIES RECEIVING TREATMENT AT UCSF AND
OTHER SF MEDICAL FACILITIES (BLOCK 7 EAST)
BLOCK N4P3/360 BERRY STREET (DON’T KNOW IF IT HAS ANOTHER NAME) – IN MBN –
ABOUT TO START CONSTRUCTION WITH 129 RESIDENTIAL UNITS, 26 OF WHICH ARE
AFFORDABLE.
BLOCK 12E AND 13W MAY SNEAK PAST NOVEMBER, BUT SHOULD BE SUBSTANTIALLY
COMPLETE. DAVE– DO YOU HAVE AN ESTIMATED COMPLETION DATE FOR THESE?


 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Zhu, Karen (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Levenson, Leo (TIS); Torres, Rosa (ADM); Talwar, Amit (ADM); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Oerth, Sally (CII);


Ko, Yvonne (CPC); DeMartini, Keith (CPC); Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: OCII & GSW billing for Q3, FY 14-15
Date: Monday, April 20, 2015 11:14:05 AM
Attachments: OCII_Q3 FY 1415.pdf


GSW_Q3 FY 1415.pdf
image001.png
image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
GSW_Q2 FY 14 15_2nd notice.pdf


Hi Catherine,
 
Attached please find the OCII & GSW billing invoices for Q3, FY 14-15.  The outstanding balance for
OCII is $25,877.36.  Because we have not yet received any Q2 payment from GSW, attached please


find the 2nd notice for the Q2 billing and the total outstanding balance for GSW is $122,918.14
($60,747.28 for Q2 + $$62,170.86 for Q3).  Can you please kindly pass the invoices to GSW asap? 
Or, if it’s easier for you, you may point me to someone over there who I can work directly with
regarding  GSW invoices.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.  Thank you!
 
Karen Zhu
Finance Division
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6408│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: karen.zhu@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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’D COUIV4  



SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 



April 20, 2015 



Catherine Reilly, Project Manager 
OC II 
One south Van Ness Ave, 51h  Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



1650 Mission St. 
Sue 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 



Reception: 
415.558.6378 



Fax: 



Subject: 	OCI! Projects - Fee Collection for Q3, FY 14-15 (1/1/2015-3/31/2015) 	
415.558.6409 



Planning 



Dear Ms. Reilly, 	 Information: 
415.558.6377 



Attached please find a detail Time Accounting Cost Report for the following accounts listed of staff 
time spent on OCIl projects. The total amount is $25,877.36 covered period 1/1/2015-
3/31/2015. 



Account # Account Name Hours Cost 
2007.0946E_14 Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 75.50 $10,032.43 



20101847CWP OCII Design Transbay 57.25 $7,033.66 



2013.0005U Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Review 11.75 $1,415.99 



2013.0196U Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1 1.25 $150.64 



2014.0748E 4101 Third Street 1.50 $125.37 



2014-000652GEN OClI 4101 3rd Street 1.00 $120.51 



2014-000693GEN OCII Design General 6.50 $783.32 



2014-000696GEN OCII Design Transbay B1k9 0.00 . 	$0.00 



2014-000697GEN OCII Design BIk 8 1.00 $120.51 



2014-000698GEN OCII Design Transabay BIk 5 3.75 $451.91 



2014-000699GEN OCIL Env. Transabay BIk 5 16.75 $2,068.19 



2014-000789CWP OCII Design Transbay B1k9 0.00 $0.00 



2014-000790CWP OCII Design Transbay BIk 1 1.50 $180.77 



2014-000953GEN OCII Transbay BIk 1 ENV 12.00 $1,377.00 



2014-002651GEN OCII Transbay BIk 1 Design Review 5.75 $692.93 



2015-003309GEN JOCII ENV Transbay Blk8 11.25 $1,324.13 



Total  1 206.75 $25,877.36 



This letter is to inform you that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment to our index code 
290225 and sub-object 49997. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please contact Karen Zhu at 415-558-6408 or 
Karen.zhu@sfgov.org . Thank you for your prompt response. 



Sincerely, 



Keth DeMartini 
Finance & IT Manager 



C.C. 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 











Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate 	NAME 	 Hours 	Cost NOTATION 



2007.0946E_14 Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 	Contact: 
	



Tiffany Bohee 



Bill Wycko 
01/29/2015 Bill Wycko 2.50 $450.85 document drafting 



2.50 $450.85 



Joy Navarrete 
01/05/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.50 $214.38 Addendum 3 calls and drafting 
01/06/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 internal meeting and drafting Addendum 3 
01/07/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 meeting at OCII and drafting addendum 
01/08/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 meetings and drafting 
01/0912015 Joy Navarrete 2.50 $357.30 addendum 3 
01/12/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 meeting, drafting 
01/13/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 addendum 3 
01/14/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 Records Request 
01/15/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 sunshine request 
01/20/2015 Joy Navarrete 4.00 $571.68 OCII informational hearing 
01/26/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 meeting at GGU 
01/29/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.50 $214.38 Gilman Avenue addendum coordination 
02/04/2015 Joy Navarrete 3.00 $428.76 community re: dust control plan 
02/17/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 scheduling meeting, reviewing documents 
02/18/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.50 $214.38 Gillman review of trafiic analysis and meeting with Bill 
02/19/2015 Joy Navarrete 2.00 $285.84 Gilman Street addendum meeting and review 
03/10/2015 Joy Navarrete 1.00 $142.92 project coordination meeting 



35.00 $5,002.20 



Randall Dean 
01/02/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 Candlestick Pt C0-2-05 - discussion w consultant re strategy 
01/12/2015 Randall Dean 3.00 $361.53 issue of approving site permit w/o completion of ATP 
01/21/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 sending various archeo reports to consultant for revision of ATP for CP-02 - CP-05 



01/28/2015 Randall Dean 3.00 $361.53 revision of ATP for CP-02 - CP-05 
02/04/2015 Randall Dean 2.50 $301.28 revision of ATP for CP-02 through CP-05 
02/05/2015 Randall Dean 3.00 $361.53 revised ATP CP-2 through CP-05 
02/09/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 consultant discussion 
02/13/2015 Randall Dean 6.00 $723.06 revision of ATP for CP-2 through CP-5 
02/23/2015 Randall Dean 2.50 $301.28 research of additional historical archeo 
02/27/2015 Randall Dean 2.00 $241.02 review of prior archeo testing 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost 



03/02/2015 Randall Dean 4.50 $542.30 
03/03/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 
03/09/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 
03/10/2015 Randall Dean 4.50 $542.30 
03/13/2015 Randall Dean 2.00 $241.02 



38.00 $4,579.38 



75.50 $10,032.43 



20101847CWP OCII Design Transbay 



Joshua Switzky 
02/04/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 
02/06/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 
02/12/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 
02/27/2015 Joshua Switzky 2.00 $285.84 
03/06/2015 Joshua Switzky 1.00 $142.92 



6.00 	$857.52  



Maia Small 
01/14/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 
01/20/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 
01/20/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
01/23/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 
01/28/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/02/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/04/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/05/2015 Mala Small 4.00 $482.04 
02106/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/09/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 
02/10/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/11/2015 Maia Small 2.50 $301.28 
02/12/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/13/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/16/2015 Maia Small 3.00 $361.53 
02/17/2015 Maia Small 3.00 $361.53 
02/1712015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 
02/19/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 
02/19/2015 Maia Small 3.50 $421.79 



NOTATION 
comments & discussion-geoarcheology 
questions regarding prehistoric coring 
questions regarding prehistoric coring 
research RE omitted prehistoric sites 
additional comments on ATP 



Contact: 



mtg 
mtg 
mtg 
review 
Block 1, Block 5 



Meeting coordination and internal design review discussion 
OCII coordination 
Façade and landscape design review 
OCII coordination 
Block 5 preservation/driveway discussion with the TJPA 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Block 5 design review meetings 
Meeting with OClI and TJPA 
Block 5 - site analysis 
Block 5 - design review 
Block 5 
Block 5 
Block 5 
Block 8 
Block 5 
Block 8 
Block 5 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



02/24/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 Block 8 design review 
02/24/2015 Maia Small 4.00 $482.04 design review Block 5 
02/25/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 design review Block 5 
02/26/2015 Maia Small 2.00 $241.02 design review Block 5 
02/26/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 Block 8 design review 
02/27/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 CEQA and process discussion Block 5 
03/03/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 design review block 5 
03/09/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 Block 5 design review 
03/12/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 Block 8 design review 
03/18/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 design review 
03/19/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 Block 8 design review 



51.25 $6,176.14 



57.25 $7,033.66 



2013.0005U Candlestick Point - Hunters Point Shipyard Review 	 Contact: 	 Wells Lawson 



Maia Small 
01/07/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 Design review meeting with OCII 
01/08/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 design review analysis 
01/09/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 design review comments preparation 



2.50 $301.28 



Mat Snyder 
01/28/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 fielded questions about Harney for OCII and MTA staff 
01/29/2015 Mat Snyder 0.50 $60.26 misc. correspondence and research on Harney 
02/02/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 phone 
02/04/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 meeting with ocii staff to discuss street cross section 
02/06/2015 Mat Snyder 1.25 $150.64 meeting with ocii, dpw, mta 
02/09/2015 Mat Snyder 0.25 $30.13 consolidate meeting notes 
02/24/2015 Mat Snyder 1.00 $120.51 review of D4D, other docs in preparation for meeting 
02/24/2015 Mat Snyder 3.00 $361.53 D4D parking and tower meeting and follow-up 
03112/2015 Mat Snyder 1.00 $120.51 prep for project coordination and follow-up 
03/26/2015 Mat Snyder 0.50 $60.26 initial review of Sub Phase applications 
03/31/2015 Mat Snyder 1.00 $120.51 additional review 



9.25 $1,114.72 



11.75 $1,415.99 



201 3.01 96U Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1 Contact: 	 Wells Lawson 



Page 3 of 7 











Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 11112015-313112015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



Mat Snyder 
01/07/2015 Mat Snyder 1.25 $150.64 Phase 1 - Block 49 Design Review Meeting 



1.25 $150.64 



1.25 $150.64 



2014.0748E 4101 Third Street Contact: 	 Christine Maher 



Sandy Ngan 
02/20/2015 Sandy Ngan 1.50 $125.37 Call with project sponsor’s communication lead, received update on project, revised 



notice, distribution notice for review 



1.50 $125.37 



1.50 $125.37 



2014-000652GEN OCII 4101 3rd Street Contact: 	 Jessica Range 



David Winslow 
03/20/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 conf. call WI sponsor design review 



1.00 $120.51 



1.00 $120.51 



201 4-000693GEN OCII Design General Contact: 	 Viktoriya Mass 



David Winslow 
01/08/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 Mission Bay Block 40 Office allocation revision 
02/04/2015 David Winslow 3.00 $361.53 (2hrs) design review for UBER HO, (1 hr) 4101 third st. 
03/03/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 meeting to discuss mission bay commission hearing 
03/09/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 OCII Transbay BIk F bulk measurement mtg with city staff. 



6.50 $783.32 



6.50 $783.32 



201 4-000697GEN OCII Design BIk 8 Contact: 	 Viktoriya Wise 



Maia Small 
03/26/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 design review internal discussion 
03/26/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 schematic design review 



1.00 $120.51 



1.00 $120.51 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



201 4-000698GEN OCII Design Transbay Blk5 Contact: 	 Viktoriya Wise 



Maia Small 
03/26/2015 Maia Small 0.50 $60.26 schematic design review 
03/27/2015 Maia Small 1.50 $180.77 design discussion /open space 
03/30/2015 Maia Small 1.00 $120.51 design review 
03/31/2015 Maia Small 0.75 $90.38 design review 



3.75 $451.91 



3.75 $451.91 



201 4-000699GEN OCII Env. Transbay BIk 5 Contact: 	 Chris Kern 



Chris Kern 
03/09/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 internal meeting reprocess 
03/11/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 internal meetings reprocess 
03/16/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 review draft note to file 
03/17/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 emails re draft note to file 
03/31/2015 Chris Kern 0.50 $67.86 meeting with Sue and Wade re process 



2.50 $339.28 



Sarah Jones 
03/23/2015 Sarah Jones 0.25 $41.78 ERO review 



0.25 $41.78 



Susan Mickelsen 
02/24/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.00 $120.51 TC with new PM; update on status; coordination emails 
02/25/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 Emails; coordination of meeting 
02/26/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.25 $30.13 Internal check-in 
02/27/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.25 $150.64 Meeting with OCII and Planning; internal check in before meeting 
03/04/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 TC 
03/09/2015 Susan Mickelsen 3.50 $421.79 Review EIR, Internal mtg Director, internal meeting follow-up, emails 



03/11/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.75 $210.89 Internal meeting; start working on document 
03/16/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.50 $180.77 Email; draft memo; update with changes; internal conversation and tc re: same 



03/17/2015 Susan Mickelsen 1.50 $180.77 memo changes; ero assignment; internal cony re: same 
03/18/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 tc to OClI 
03/23/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.75 $90.38 email; clean up file 
03/25/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.50 $60.26 email; plans; tc 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS -Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



03/27/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.25 $30.13 tc/rtc/message to OCII 
03/31/2015 Susan Mickelsen 0.25 $30.13 Question 



14.00 $1,687.14 



16.75 $2,068.19 



201 4-00079OCWF OCII Design Transbay BIk 1 Contact: 	 David Winslow 



David Winslow 
02/27/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 Block F bulk controls 



1.50 $180.77 



1.50 $180.77 



2014-000953GEN 20142051 OCII - Transbay BIk 1 Env. Contact: 	 Kansai Uchida 



Kansai Uchida 
01/06/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.75 $86.06 Shadow review 
01/09/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind study receipt/initial check 
01/12/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.75 $86.06 Shadow study review and consultant call 
01/29/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Consultant check-in/billing setup 
01/30/2015 Kansai Uchida 2.75 $315.56 Shadow review, comment transmittal 
02/23/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind review 
02/24/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind study review 
02/25/2015 Kansai Uchida 1.50 $172.13 Wind study review 
02/27/2015 Kansai Uchida 2.50 $286.88 Archeo coordination, wind study review, scheduling 
03/02/2015 Kansai Uchida 1.50 $172.13 OCII call, archeology update, shadow review, block 8 inquiry 
03/04/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Cumulative projects coordination 
03/05/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Consultant shadow response 
03/09/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Shadow study draft 2 initial review 
03/12/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Wind study 
03/19/2015 Kansai Uchida 0.25 $28.69 Public inquiry 



12.00 $1,377.00 



12.00 $1,377.00 



2014-002651 GEN OCII Transbay BIk 1 Design Review Contact: 	 OCII 



David Winslow 
02/12/2015 David Winslow 1.25 $150.64 internal staff design review 
03/06/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 review of clementine and proposed streetscape improvements 
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Time Accounting Records for Set OCII ACCOUNTS � Covered Period 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



03/11/2015 David Winslow 2.00 $241.02 clementine street design parameters 
03/18/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review of Clementina St 



5.75 $692.93 



5.75 $692.93 



201 5-003309GEN OCII ENV Transbay BIk 8 Contact: 	 Wietgrefe 



Michael Li 
03/30/2015 Michael Li 0.50 $60.26 Reviewed wind tunnel report. 



0.50 $60.26 



Wade Wietgrefe 
03/17/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 1.75 $205.75 



03/23/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 1.00 $117.57 
03/24/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 0.25 $29.39 
03/26/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 1.75 $205.75 
03/31/2015 Wade Wietgrefe 6.00 $705.42 



10.75 $1,263.88 



11.25 $1,324.13 



Grand Total: 206.75 $25,877.36 



coordination with OCII; review of past environmental documents in transbay 



Review of EIRJS and MMRP. Sent email 
Coordination with finance 
Coordination and preliminary review of documents 
Review FEIR/S, wind, and traffic studies. Responded to OCIl 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PQ 
	



PLANNING DEPARTMENT 



April 20, 2015 
1650 Mission St. 
Sue 400 
San Francisco, 



Golden State Warriors 
CA 94103-2479 



do Ms. Catherine Reilly, Project Manager Reception: 



OCII 415.558.6378 



1 South Van Ness, 5th  Floor Fax: 



San Francisco, CA 94103 415.558.6409 



Planning 
Information: 



Subject: 	GSW Projects 415.558.6377 



Fee Collection for 3rd Quarter FY 14 15 (1/1/2015-3/3112015) 



Dear Ms. Reilly, 



Attached please find a detail Time Accounting Report for the following accounts listed of staff 
time spent on GSW projects. The total amount is $62,170.86 covered period 1/1/2015-
3/31/2015. 



Account # Account Name Hours Cost 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 466.50 $62,170.86 
2014-0027010FA GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 0.00 $0.00 
Total  466.50 $62,170.86 



This letter is to inform you that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment to "San 
Francisco Planning Department" and specify the project title, given above, on the check, and 
address it to 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 to the attention of Karen 
Zhu. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please contact Karen Zhu at 415-558-6408 or 
Karen.zhusfgov.org . Thank you for your prompt response. 



Sincerely, 



Ke$h DeMartini 
Fi/iance & IT Manager 



C.C. 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 
Chris Kern, Planner 
Brett Bollinger, Planner 











Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed UseDevelopment 



Bill Wycko 
03/01/2015 Bill Wycko 5.00 $901.70 
03/02/2015 Bill Wycko 2.00 $360.68 
03/04/2015 Bill Wycko 3.00 $541.02 
03108/2015 Bill Wycko 2.00 $360.68 
03/12/2015 Bill Wycko 4.00 $721.36 
03/12/2015 Bill Wycko 3.00 $541.02 



03/25/2015 Bill Wycko 7.50 $1,352.55 
03/26/2015 Bill Wycko 0.50 $90.17 



27.00 	$4,869.18 



NOTATION 



Contac Clarke Miller 



Entered time for Bill Wycko 
Entered time for Bill Wycko 
Entered time for Bill Wycko 
Entered time for Bill Wycko. 
Entered time for Bill Wycko. 
Entered time for Bill Wycko. Preparation of review comments for Warriors Arena 
Transportation 
Entered hours of work time for Bill Wycko. 
Entered hours of work time for Bill Wycko. 



Brett Bollinger 
01/05/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Emails. Phone. Doc review 
01/06/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Email. Conference Call. Doc Review 
01/08/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 offsite TMP/UCSF meeting 
01/12/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Transportation docs. Email. Phone. 
01/13/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Email. Transportation/AQ review 
01/14/2015 Brett Bollinger 5.00 $602.55 Arrival distribution discussions/emails. 
01/15/2015 Brett Bollinger 5.00 $602.55 Email. Doc review. AQ Meeting at BAAQMD 
01/20/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 Email. Phone. Document review. 
01/21/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Email. Phone. Schedule discussion meeting. 
01/26/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Email/Phone 
01/28/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 DEIR 
01/29/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Trans. DEIR. 
01/29/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 Wind phone. Trans review. Mode Split. 
02/09/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIRIA 
02/10/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/11/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/12/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/17/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/18/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/19/2015 Brett Bollinger 5.00 $602.55 ADEIRIA 
02/20/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 ADEIR1A 
02/24/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 Conference call and document review 
02/25/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 ADEIR 1A other documents 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost 



03/02/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 
03/03/2015 Brett Bollinger 8.00 $964.08 
03/04/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 
03/05/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 
03/0612015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 
03/09/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 
03/10/2015 Brett Bollinger 2.00 $241.02 
03/11/2015 Brett Bollinger 4.00 $482.04 
03/12/2015 Brett Bollinger 9.00 $1,084.59 
03/17/2015 Brett Bollinger 7.00 $843.57 
03/18/2015 Brett Bollinger 7.00 $843.57 
03/19/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 
03/20/2015 Brett Bollinger 3.00 $361.53 
03/25/2015 Brett Bollinger 9.00 $1,084.59 
03/26/2015 Brett Bollinger 9.00 $1,084.59 



160.00 $19,281.60 



Chris Kern 
01/05/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/06/2015 Chris Kern 5.00 $678.55 
01/07/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 
01/08/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 
01/09/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 



01/12/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 
01/13/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 
01/14/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 
01/15/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 
01/20/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/21/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/22/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/23/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 
01/26/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 
01/27/2015 Chris Kern 6.50 $882.12 



01/28/2015 Chris Kern 8.00 $1,085.68 
01/29/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 
02/02/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 



NJC’TATI(ThJ 



ADEIR lB 
ADEIR lB 
Meeting 
AQ Meeting 
ADEIR lB 
email/phone 
email/phone 
ADEIR I 
All-day ADEIR 1 B meeting at ESA 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR1 B 
ADEIR 1 B all-day meeting. 
ADEIR 1 B all-day meeting. 



Project management 
Project management, air quality meeting 
Project management, CEQA meetings 
Project management, meeting re sewer/stormwater infrastructure 
Project management, air quality review/meeting prep, review sewer and stormwater 
background report, SLR analysis 
project management 
project management, meeting with BAAQMD 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
project management 
weekly city staff project meeting 
review ADEIR1A 
review ADEIR1A 
review ADEIR1A 
Review ADEIR1 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



02/03/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 weekly city staff meeting 
02/03/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 transportation team meeting 
02/04/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 Review ADEIR1 
02/05/2015 Chris Kern 3.25 $441.06 Review ADEIR1 
02/06/2015 Chris Kern 5.50 $746.41 Review ADEIR1A. 
02/09/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADEIR1A 
02/10/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADEIR1A 
02/11/2015 Chris Kern 6.00 $814.26 review ADEIR1A; meeting re utilities; internal meeting re air quality 
02/12/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 review ADEIR1A 
02/17/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 Review ADEIR1A 
02/18/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 Review ADEIR1A 
02/19/2015 Chris Kern 5.00 $678.55 Review ADEIR1A 
02/20/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 project management, conference call with CEQA consultants 
02/23/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADEIR1A, internal meetings 
02/24/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 ADEIR1A comment consolidation 
02/25/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 ADEIR1A comment consolidation, project management 
02/26/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 Review ADEIRIB 
03/02/2015 Chris Kern 3.00 $407.13 review ADSEIR1B, OEWD coordination 
03/03/2015 Chris Kern 7.00 $949.97 review ADSEIR1 B, project management 
03/04/2015 Chris Kern 6.50 $882.12 review ADSEIR1 B, CEQA team meeting, project management 
03/05/2015 Chris Kern 1.50 $203.57 review ADSEIR1B 
03/06/2015 Chris Kern 2.00 $271.42 revisions to air quality offset MM and related coordination 
03/09/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 drafting and coordination re air quality mitigation measure, project management 



03/10/2015 	Chris Kern 	 4.50 	$610.70 	drafting AQ mitigation measure and related coordination; weekly City meeting; 
coordination re transportation analysis; project management 



03/11/2015 Chris Kern 4.00 $542.84 
03/12/2015 Chris Kern 8.00 $1,085.68 
03/16/2015 Chris Kern 3.50 $474.99 
03/17/2015 Chris Kern 3.75 $508.91 
03/18/2015 Chris Kern 4.50 $610.70 
03/23/2015 Chris Kern 1.00 $135.71 
03/24/2015 Chris Kern 5.00 $678.55 



03/25/2015 	Chris Kern 
	



9.00 	$1,221.39 
03/26/2015 	Chris Kern 



	
2.50 	$339.28 



review ADElRlA& 16 
ADEIR1A review work session at ESA 
review comments on ADSEIR1 B, project management 
Review ADEIR1 B, comment consolidation, revise GHG section 
review & consolidate comments on ADSEIR1 B 
review comments on ADEIR1 B, project management 
review comments in ADEIR1 B; coordination with OCII & OEWD, prep for work 
sessions 
work session to review comments on ADSEIR1 B 
consultation with CAO, coordination re AQ mitigation, project management 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 
Wrirkr1f 
	



NAME 
	



Hours 	Cost NOTATION 



03/30/2015 
	



Chris Kern 
	



1.00 	$135.71 	internal meetings re AQ mitigation; project management 
03/31/2015 
	



Chris Kern 
	



1.00 	$135.71 	project management; AQ mitigation 



	



196.50 	$26,667.02 



David Winslow 
01/28/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 office design team kick off meeting 
02/10/2015 David Winslow 0.50 $60.26 internal staff coord. mtg 
02/12/2015 David Winslow 1.25 $150.64 design review team meeting 
02/24/2015 David Winslow 0.50 $60.26 internal team coordination 
02/26/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review meeting with project sponsor 
03/03/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 design review mtg w/ sponsor 
03/05/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review mtg. w. sponsor 
03/17/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 design review of office 
03/19/2015 David Winslow 1.50 $180.77 landscape design review mtg. 
03/24/2015 David Winslow 1.00 $120.51 Internal meeting 



11.75 	$1,415.99 



Jessica Range 
01/06/2015 Jessica Range 1.00 $136.11 
01/13/2015 Jessica Range 2.00 $272.22 
01/27/2015 Jessica Range 1.00 $136.11 
01/28/2015 Jessica Range 1.50 $204.17 
01/29/2015 Jessica Range 8.00 $1,088.88 
02/11/2015 Jessica Range 0.50 $68.06 
03/12/2015 Jessica Range 2.50 $340.28 
03/19/2015 Jessica Range 1.00 $136.11 
03/24/2015 Jessica Range 2.00 $272.22 



03/25/2015 
	



Jessica Range 
	



2.00 	$272.22 



AQ meeting 
Meeting with BAAQMD 
review DEIR-1 AQ section 
review AQ section 
review AQ section of EIR 
review comments with Brett and Chris 
Off site meeting 
draft responses to questions from BAAQMD 
Review GHG section, prepare response to BAAQMD questions and general 
coordination. 
review revised impacts section for health risks and provide edits to ESA. 



03/26/2015 
	



Jessica Range 
	



1.50 	$204.17 	internal coordination and coordination with BAAQMD 



	



23.00 	$3,130.53 



Randall Dean 
02/23/2015 
	



Randall Dean 	 1.00 	$120.51 	draft ATP 
02/24/2015 
	



Randall Dean 	 2.00 	$241.02 	draft ATP 
03/02/2015 
	



Randall Dean 	 1.00 	$120.51 	draft ATP issue 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3131/2015 



Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



03/04/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 draft ATP submittal issue 
03/10/2015 Randall Dean 1.00 $120.51 draft ATP & language of IS 



6.00 $723.06 



Viktoriya Wise 
01/06/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.00 $155.86 Internal meeting with city atty; email 
01/07/2015 Viktoriya Wise 5.00 $779.30 noon meeting with MTA to go over approach to transit service plan and mitigation 



measures; item at MTAB? Standing GSW 3-hour meeting to discuss transportation, 
hydrology and public utilities. 	In the AM, prep for the meeting; check in the Brett. 



01/10/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.75 $116.90 reviewed email correspondence and followed up with Luba, brett and jose on a few 
things. 



01/13/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.25 $38.97 Internal meeting with Tim Erney 
01/13/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.25 $350.69 Updated SBJ on the status; met with Chris and Brett to discuss the temporal 



distribution; reviewed the emails and info on the subject matter and discussed 
approach with LCW; called Kate; read email from Adam about Giants/GSW games 
solutions. 



01/14/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.25 $350.69 Conference call with consultants to discuss approach to temporal distribution and 
transit data; call with team, including Ken, to discuss schedule; general emails and 
discussions with staff. 



01/15/2015 Viktoriya Wise 3.50 $545.51 emails about the schedule and analysis of temporal distribution; call with - ken; call 
with the team; met with Chris and Brett to discuss impact statements; call with Paul 
about schedule; met with Luba to discuss structure of transportation chapter. 



01/20/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.50 $77.93 reviewed the temporal distributions and talked with Jose 
01/22/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.25 $38.97 Discussed schedule with Brett 
01/27/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.25 $38.97 touched base with Chris; phone conversation with Clarke 
01/28/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.50 $77.93 met with brett to give guidance on next list of to do items; updated chris kern on 



transpo and he updated me on utlis 
02/02/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.00 $155.86 Put together the agenda for Wed meeting and discussed the approach with Luba; 



left messages for team members about meeting and call with Adam. 



02/03/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.50 $233.79 emails and prep for meeting the next day 
02/04/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.50 $389.65 review what luba sent and the revised travel demand model; email to team; 



conversation with Jeff; etc. 
02/04/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.00 $311.72 Internal transportation meeting 
02/10/2015 Viktoriya Wise 0.75 $116.90 Meeting with Brett to go over outstanding items; discussion with Chris about 



transportation and overall ERO review 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS - Covered 1/1/2015-3/31/2015 
Workdate NAME Hours Cost NOTATION 



02/18/2015 Viktoriya Wise 1.00 $155.86 Meeting with Bill, chris and brett 
02/18/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.00 $311.72 Performance standard draft; several calls with luba and email to team. 



02/22/2015 Viktoriya Wise 3.50 $545.51 replied to mit measure comments from carli and luba about peds; reviewed the 
pedestrian analysis luba sent and gave back comments; revised the mit measure for 
TSP and drafted the ped mit measure; sent an email about ped measure to the 
team. 



02/26/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.00 $311.72 email with Luba; talked with MTA about transit; conference call with Ken; later 
conference call with Adam, City atty, and rest of team. 



02/27/2015 Viktoriya Wise 2.25 $350.69 talked with adam on the phone; got the section and put together 3-page summary of 
impacts in prep for meeting with Mayor and his meeting with UCSF. 



35.00 	$5,455.10 



Virnaliza Byrd 
03/01/2015 	Virnaliza Byrd 5.00 $363.85 	Entered time for Bill Wycko 



5.00 $363.85 



Wade Wietgrefe 
03/05/2015 	Wade Wietgrefe 2.25 $264.53 	Prep for and attend meeting regarding AQ 



2.25 $264.53 



466.50 $62,170.86 



Grand Total: 466.50 $62,170.86 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 



SECOND NOTICE l650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 



April 20, 2015 CA 94103-2479 



Reception: 
415.558.6378 



Golden State Warriors 
Fax: 



do Ms. Catherine Reilly, Project Manager 415.558.6409 
OCII 



th I South Van Ness, 5 	Floor 
Planning 
Information: 



San Francisco, CA 94103 415.558.6377 



Subject: 	GSW Projects 
Fee Collection for 2d  Quarter FY 14 15 (10/1/2014-12/31/2014) 



Dear Ms. Reilly: 



Enclosed is a copy of the bill that we sent you on February 18, 2015. To date we 
have no record that this bill has ever been paid. The bill requested payment for 
the GSW projects reviewing by our staff during 10/1/2014-12/31/2014. There is an 
outstanding balance of $60,747.28. Please refer to the attached Time Accounting 
Costs Report. 



This letter is a second notice that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment 
to "San Francisco Planning Department" and specify the project title, given above, 
on the check, and address it to 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 
94103 to the attention of Karen Zhu. 



In the event that you do not send payment in full within 30 days from this letter’s 
date, the balance will be forwarded for collection to the Bureau of Delinquent 
Revenue. Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please do not hesitate to 
contact Karen Zhu at (415) 558-6408 or Karen.zhu@sfgov.org . 



Sincerely, 



 



lKith=DeMartini  
V  Finance Manager 



cc: 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING 



February 18, 2015 



Golden State Warriors 
do Ms. Catherine Reilly, Project Manager 
OCIL 
I South Van Ness, 5 1 Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 



Subject: 	GSW Projects 
Fee Collection for 2’ Quarter FY 14 15 (10/1/2014-12/31/2014) 



Dear Ms. Reilly, 



Attached please find a detail Time Accounting Report for the following accounts listed of staff 
time spent on GSW projects. The total amount is $60,747.28 covered period 10/1/2014-
12/31/2014. 



Account # Account Name Hours Cost 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 758.75 $60,729.96 



2014-0027010FA GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 0.25 $17.32 



Total  759.00 $60,747.28 



This letter is to inform you that the above fee is due now. Please remit payment to "San 
Francisco Planning Department" and specify the project title, given above, on the check, and 
address it to 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 to the attention of Karen 
Zhu. 



If there are any questions in regards to this billing, please contact Karen Zhu at 415-558-6408 or 
Karen.zhusfgov.org . Thank you for your prompt response. 



Sincerely, 



Finance & 



C.C. 	Wade Wietgrefe, Planner 
Chris Kern, Planner 
Brett Bollinger, Planner 



1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 



Reception: 



415.558.6378 



Fax: 



415.558.6409 



Planning 
Information: 



415.558.6377 











Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable NOTATION 



2014.1441E GSW Event Center & Mixed UseDevelopment Contact: 	Clarke Miller 



BBOLLING 
10/01/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 585.33 Y Meeting and prep. TMP review. 
10/02/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 585.33 Y TMP review. Transit service plan coordination. EIR emails/phone 
10/03/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 351.20 Y TMP review 
10/06/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 351.20 Y TMP comments 
10/08/2014 BBOLLING 6.00 702.40 Y Meeting prep. Meetings. IS review. TMP comments review 
10/09/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 234.13 Y Email. IS consolidation 
10/14/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.05 Y Email. Phone. Meeting Prep 
10/15/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.05 Y Meetings and prep. emails. phone 
10/16/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y SB743. 
10/20/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y Meeting prep. Email/phone correspondence 
10/27/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y email and phone correspondence 
10/27/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y Meeting with Trans Consultants 
11/04/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Discussproject events over last two weeks in my absence. 
11/04/2014 BBOLLING 0.75 90.38 Y Email/Phone 
11/04/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Discussproject events over last two weeks in my absence. 
11/05/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Emails/phone correspondence 
11/05/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y Archeo meeting. 
11/05/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Emails/phone correspondence 
11/06/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y Review IS comments 
11/06/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y mtg 
11/10/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y Review IS/NOP comments. Other project CEQA issues. Phone. Email. 
11/12/2014 BBOLLING 8.00 964.08 Y Initial Study review session at ESA 
11/13/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Transit Meeting 
11/13/2014 BBOLLING 1.00 120.51 Y Newspaper Ad 
11/13/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y Transit Meeting 
11/14/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y NOA, NOC. Email. 
11/17/2014 BBOLLING 1.50 180.77 Y Review 
11/17/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y NOP/IS 
11/17/2014 BBOLLING 0.50 60.26 Y Review 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 0.50 60.26 Y Review 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 1.50 180.77 Y Weekly City Hall GSW Meeting 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y Email, phone and review of revised GSW schedule 
11/18/2014 BBOLLING 0.50 60.26 Y Schedule 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable 



11/19/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 
11/19/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
11/20/2014 BBOLLING 2.50 301.28 Y 
11/20/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 
11/25/2014 BBOLLING 6.00 723.06 Y 
12/02/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/02/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y 
12/03/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y 
12/04/2014 BBOLLING 2.50 301.28 Y 
12/08/2014 BBOLLING 5.00 602.55 Y 
12/09/2014 BBOLLING 6.00 723.06 Y 
12/10/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/11/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 
12/12/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/15/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/16/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/17/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/22/2014 BBOLLING 4.00 482.04 Y 
12/23/2014 BBOLLING 3.00 361.53 Y 
12/30/2014 BBOLLING 2.00 241.02 Y 



156.25 18,747.06 



CKERN 
10/01/2014 CKERN 4.00 581.64 Y 
10/02/2014 CKERN 4.00 581.64 Y 
10/06/2014 CKERN 1.00 145.41 Y 
10/07/2014 CKERN 1.00 145.41 Y 
10/08/2014 CKERN 5.00 727.05 Y 
10/09/2014 CKERN 3.00 436.23 Y 
10/17/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 Y 
10/20/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 Y 
10/20/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 Y 
10/20/2014 CKERN 2.00 271.42 Y 
10/21/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 Y 
10/21/2014 CKERN 2.50 339.28 Y 
10/22/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 Y 



NOTATION 



review 
Info needs. Phone/email, meeting cooridnation 
Meeting-Project Info 
Email/Phone correspondence 
Travel Demand Memo and TMP/Meeting 
TMP Meeting prep and attendance 
TMP/Trans Impact Statement review 
Meeting and meeting prep. 
Scoping meeting 
Scoping Meeting prep/review 
Meeting and prep 
Storm/Waste-Water Meeting 
Meeting 
Scoping Meeting prep/review 
Email/Phone/Document review 
Email/Phone/Document review 
Meetings. prep. 
PD review 
PD review 
Emails/Document review 



project management/review documents/meeting 
projetc management/review documents 
project management 
project management 
project management/meetings/review documents 
project management/review and consolidate comments 



Phone calls re project description changes. 
coordination re SFPUC comments on Draft IS 
Email/Phone Correspondence 
Weekly interdepartmental coordination meeting 
Project management; conference call re SFPUC admin draft IS Comments 
internal meetings, conference call with project team, project management 



Page 2 of 7 











Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate 	USER NAME 	 Hours 	Cost Billable NOTATION 



10/23/2014 	CKERN 	 2.00 	271.42 Y 	coordination with SFPUc and consultants re Utilities analysis; project 
management 



10/27/2014 CKERN 1.50 203.57 	Y 
10/28/2014 CKERN 7.00 949.97 	Y 
10/29/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
10/30/2014 CKERN 8.00 1,085.68 	Y 
10/31/2014 CKERN 3.50 474.99 	Y 
11/03/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
11/04/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
11/05/2014 CKERN 6.00 814.26 	Y 
11/10/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 



11/12/2014 CKERN 8.50 1,153.54 	Y 



11/13/2014 CKERN 0.50 67.86 	Y 
11/18/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
11/19/2014 CKERN 1.50 203.57 	Y 
11/20/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 



11/24/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
11/25/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
11/26/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
12/01/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
12/02/2014 CKERN 0.50 67.86 	Y 
12/03/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/09/2014 CKERN 3.00 407.13 	Y 
12/09/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/09/2014 CKERN 1.00 135.71 	Y 
12/10/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/15/2014 CKERN 0.50 67.86 	Y 
12/16/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/17/2014 CKERN 7.50 1,017.83 	Y 



12/18/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 	Y 
12/22/2014 CKERN 9.00 1,221.39 	Y 
12/23/2014 CKERN 7.00 949.97 	Y 



internal project management; coordination wiht consultants 
Review IS Admin Draft 2 
review IS admin draft 2 
Review admin draft IS 2 & related coordination 
Coordination with OCII, CAO, and consultants re IS admin draft 2. 
coordination with OCII, CAO, Consultant, Sponsor re arche resources 
Review admin draft IS 
review admin draft IS 2 
review comments from OCII, CAO and GSW on IS Draft2. Coordination with 
consultants re IS review sessions. Coordination with OCII re scoping meeting. 
work session at ESA to finalize IS; internal coordination re NOP publication 
process 
finalize IS/NOP 
coordination re schedule 
review and coordination re schedule for EIR 
meeting re DEIR info needs and schedule; follow up coordination with 
consultants, OCII, DPW and SFPUC 
coordination/project management re infrastructure requirements for project. 
Project management 
project management 
project management 
Project management 
CEQA team meeting; project management 
scoping meeting 
CEQA team meeting 
prep for scoping meeting 
Meetings re infrastructure requirements and schedule 
meeting re schedule 
review ADEIR1 PD section 
project management, meeting at OEWD, CEQA team meeting, review 
ADEIR1 
CPC info hearing, review ADEIR1 
Review ADEIR1 sections and project management 
review ADEIR1 and project management 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable NOTATION 



12/24/2014 CKERN 4.00 542.84 Y review ADEIR1 and project management 
12/29/2014 CKERN 8.00 1,085.68 Y review ADEIR1 & TMP correspondence 
12/30/2014 CKERN 9.00 1,221.39 Y review TMP & project management 



160.50 21,956.06 



DWINSLOW 
10/02/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 167.22 Y team mtg. wsponsior 
10/06/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 111.48 Y coordination and review 
10/07/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 111.48 Y meeting 
10/09/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 111.48 Y weekly mtg. 
10/16/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 114.74 Y design review and coord. mtg 
10/21/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y Weekly interdepartmental coordination meeting 
10/21/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y Weekly interdepartmental coordination meeting 
11/06/2014 DWINSLOW 2.00 241.02 Y design review meeting 
11/07/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y coordination 
11/13/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y Newspaper Ad 
12/08/2014 DWINSLOW 3.50 421.79 Y informational hearing calenar description and memo 
12/09/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 180.77 Y hearing memo/exec sumamry. briefing director, team coord 
12/09/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 180.77 Y coord. 
12/11/2014 DWINSLOW 1.50 180.77 Y hearing document prep 
12/12/2014 DWINSLOW 3.00 361.53 Y hearing prep and coord. 
12/15/2014 DWINSLOW 2.00 241.02 Y hearing prep and coord. 
12/16/2014 DWINSLOW 1.00 120.51 Y hearing prep 
12/17/2014 DWINSLOW 3.00 361.53 Y hearing prep and coord 
12/18/2014 DWINSLOW 6.00 723.06 Y hearing prep and attendance 



34.50 4,111.19 



EWATTY 
10/01/2014 EWATTY 0.50 75.66 Y Reviewed project appvl list. 



0.50 75.66 



JRANGE 
10/22/2014 JRANGE 0.50 68.06 Y AQ meeting with consultants 
12/17/2014 JRANGE 2.50 340.28 Y Internal meeting and review of draft AQ impacts and AQ impact EIR 



discussion. 



3.00 408.33 



JSWITZKY 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable NOTATION 



10/16/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.91 Y mtg 
11/06/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.92 Y mtg 
11/13/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.92 Y Newspaper Ad 
11/20/2014 JSWITZKY 2.00 285.84 Y Email/Phone correspondence 
11/25/2014 JSWITZKY 0.50 71.46 Y coordination 
12/09/2014 JSWITZKY 1.00 142.92 Y review 
12/18/2014 JSWITZKY 1.50 214.38 Y info hearing 



8.00 	1,143.35 



RDEAN 
10/21/2014 RDEAN 5.00 602.55 Y review of IS and research of background material; project was not submitted 



for PAR review nor archeological scoping previously per standard EP 



10/24/2014 RDEAN 5.50 662.81 Y review of draft IS and background material 
10/27/2014 RDEAN 0.50 60.26 Y Comments on I.S. 
10/28/2014 RDEAN 0.50 60.26 Y Comments on I.S. 
10/30/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y teleconference regarding comments 
10/30/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y teleconference regarding comments 
10/30/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y teleconference regarding comments 
11/07/2014 RDEAN 1.00 120.51 Y comments on revision of archeo sub-section 
11/14/2014 RDEAN 0.50 60.26 Y discussion about archeo mit measure, etc. 
11/17/2014 RDEAN 1.50 180.77 Y review, comments, revisions of SOW for ATP 



17.50 2,108.93 



VMASS 
10/01/2014 VMASS 3.50 529.62 Y Team meeting and emails. 
10/02/2014 VMASS 1.50 226.98 Y met with Brett; baseline analysis and meetings with Sarah; call with Jose; etc. 



10/05/2014 VMASS 3.00 453.96 Y TMP review 
10/06/2014 VMASS 1.50 226.98 Y Conference call with OCII and consultants about No Project alternative; sent 



bb comments on TMP and other emails from GSW. 
10/09/2014 VMASS 1.25 189.15 V Discussion with Chris about schedule (appeals, etc.); email from Brett and 



with Jose/Luba; etc. approved billing for quarter. 



10/10/2014 VMASS 1.50 226.98 V Started IS review 
10/13/2014 VMASS 8.00 1,246.88 Y Reviewed the Initial Study 
10/14/2014 VMASS 2.25 350.68 V finished IS review and met with Chris and Brett to discuss the 6 or so main 



comments; email to MTA about curb management for post event; call with 
Erin Miller. 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable 



10/15/2014 VMASS 3.50 545.51 Y 
10/27/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
10/30/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/04/2014 VMASS 4.50 701.37 Y 
11/05/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 



11/07/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
11/10/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/12/2014 VMASS 8.00 1,246.88 Y 
11/12/2014 VMASS 1.25 194.83 Y 
11/12/2014 VMASS 1.75 272.76 Y 



11/13/2014 VMASS 1.25 194.83 Y 
11/14/2014 VMASS 8.00 1,246.88 Y 
11/14/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/16/2014 VMASS 2.00 311.72 Y 
11/18/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/19/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
11/20/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 



11/23/2014 VMASS 2.00 311.72 Y 
11/24/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 



11/25/2014 VMASS 0.25 38.97 Y 
11/25/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
11/30/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
12/01/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 



12/02/2014 VMASS 2.00 311.72 Y 



NOTATION 



transportation meeting; team meeting for IS comments; email 
Conference Call with Luba, Jose and Brett 
Meeting with Chris to discuss Archeology; email response to Jose. 
Reviewed Initial Study 
Met with Chris and Brett to go over Initial Study comments and outstanding 
items for publication. 



Reviewed J. Malamut comments; general email. 
Conference call with Luba 
Initial Study review session at ESA 
Reviewed the revised Archeo section 
Reviewed the revised PD for initial study including comments from staff, OCII 
and project sponsor; went over all the various emails from last week. 



Meeting with MTA and LCW/Jose 
IS war room meeting 
Meeting with Randall; call with GSW about scope 
Screencheck Review 
Schedule 
email exchanges 
Project team meeting to go over outstanding information needs, particularly 
around transportation 



Review of the Travel Demand Memo and draft email to City Atty 
email to chris about budget; email to brett about my comments; call with 
Adam; email to City Atty 



call with Adam and Ken 
call with Jose and Luba to finalize the Travel Demand Memo 
Review of the TMP in anticipation of meeting on Tuesday 
Call with Julie and Jeff to discuss Transit Service Plan issues (saturday, with 
giants, 2020 model); read email from City Attorney; follow up email to 
jose/Iuba/brett 



finished reviewing the TDM plan and had a team meeting with MTA; followed 
up by a short meeting with jose/Iuba/brett to discuss Transit Service plan items 



12/04/2014 	VMASS 	 2.00 	311.72 Y 	regular meeting - discussed GHG, alternatives and Transportation section 
organization; 
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Time Accounting Records for Set GSW ACCOUNTS (covered 10/l/2014-12/31/2014) 



Workdate USER NAME Hours Cost Billable 



12/04/2014 VMASS 1.50 233.79 Y 



12/08/2014 VMASS 0.50 77.93 Y 
12/10/2014 VMASS 2.50 389.65 Y 
12/11/2014 VMASS 1.00 155.86 Y 
12/12/2014 VMASS 0.25 38.97 Y 
12/16/2014 VMASS 0.75 116.90 Y 
12/16/2014 VMASS 1.25 194.83 Y 
12/17/2014 VMASS 3.00 467.58 Y 
12/18/2014 VMASS 1.00 155.86 Y 



78.50 12,179.39 



458.75 60,729.96 



2014-0027010FA GSW Event Center & Mixed Use Development 



NOTATION 
Reviewed the document organization for transportation impacts and discussed 
with Brett briefly; call to Luba. 
Call about the Travel Demand Memo 
Team meeting and meeting with Chris about schedule 
conference call with brett and consultants 
John Malamut email exchange 
did some research on candlestick to see if we can use the same approach 
call with John Malamut about TSP approach; called adam; updatec Chris 
team meeting; meeting with sarah to discuss TSP appraoch 
read some emails and watched the commission hearing; followed up with 
chris about pile driving and visual sims 



Contact: BAY JACARANDA NO 2932 LLC 



AHUISMAN 
12/12/2014 	AHUISMAN 	 0.25 



	
17.32 Y 
	



created record only for billing purposes 



	



0.25 
	



17.32 



	



0.25 	17.32 



Grand Total: 
	



459.00 	60,747.28 
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From: Albert, Peter
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Kirschbaum, Julie B; Cote, John; Maguire, Tom; Wise, Viktoriya (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Rose, Paul


(MTA); Reiskin, Ed; Harris, Vincent J; Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Conversation with Mike Cabanatuan April 30
Date: Monday, April 27, 2015 3:58:01 PM


Thanks, Erin:
These are good clarifications.
 
Paul:
Ed, Vince, John and I talked this morning and wanted to make sure you knew about this potential
upcoming talk with the Chronicle. 
 
See the notes I’ve outlined below, annotated by Erin, for basic script.
 
I’m also aware of additional work needed in the Warriors/SFMTA partnership, and in the on-going
discussions with UCSF….but these are not in any real conflict with the outline below. 
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:08 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter
Cc: Kirschbaum, Julie B; Cote, John; Maguire, Tom; Wise, Viktoriya A; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Conversation with Mike Cabanatuan April 30
 
Adam, Peter,  Just a few minor edits in red below.
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development & Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
 
(415) 701-5490 o
(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 6:03 PM
To: Albert, Peter
Cc: Kirschbaum, Julie B; Miller, Erin; Cote, John; Maguire, Tom; Wise, Viktoriya A; Reilly, Catherine



mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:Julie.Kirschbaum@sfmta.com

mailto:John.Cote@sfmta.com

mailto:Tom.Maguire@sfmta.com

mailto:viktoriya.a.wise@sfmta.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:paul.rose@sfmta.com

mailto:paul.rose@sfmta.com

mailto:Ed.Reiskin@sfmta.com

mailto:Vincent.Harris@sfmta.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

http://www.sfmta.com/

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org





Subject: Re: Conversation with Mike Cabanatuan April 30
 
Thanks Peter.  I welcome everyone's input on this in advance but would like to keep the meeting
with Cabanatuan to Peter and I to keep it informal and high level.  Happy to discuss next week.  
 
Thanks all, 


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


On Apr 24, 2015, at 5:59 PM, Albert, Peter <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com> wrote:


Hi, Julie and Erin:
 
Adam Van de Water is being asked by the Mayor’s Office to coordinate a general
background of our planning for the Warriors’ project to Michael Cabanatuan of the SF
Chronicle on April 30. 
 
I’m clearing my schedule that day to be available, and hope you can reply all  to advise
of your openings, or if not available, your delegate/key briefing notes/etc.
 
If asked at this minute, I’d outline the following:  please feel free to annotate and
clarify/elaborate:
 


·         There’s already been a rigorous amount of near-term and long-term planning
in this area already – as part of Muni Forward, the T Third/Central Subway,
Livable Streets, etc.


·         SFMTA launched the “Waterfront Transportation Assessment” (WTA) in 2012
as a tool to improve transportation coordination with anticipated major
development, including the Warriors’ project.


·         The WTA  engaged and reflects extensive stakeholder input and cooperation
from the adjacent communities and local and regional transportation and land
use agencies


·         The WTA also features high-level analysis of projected transportation
needs and constraints by corridor to, from and within the broader
SoMa/Mission Bay/Central Waterfront area.  This effort will be
presented in a May 13 community meeting that will be held at the Port
of SF, 1 Embarcadero, Bayside Conference Room
(http://www.sfmta.com/calendar/meetings/soma-mission-bay-central-



mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com

http://www.sfmta.com/calendar/meetings/soma-mission-bay-central-waterfront-transportation-needs-solutions-analysis





waterfront-transportation-needs-solutions-analysis)


·         SFMTA engineering, planning and finance staff have consulted with the
Warriors to identify investments and policies that will support transportation
operations in anticipation of both the Project and growth in this part of the
City.


·         This extensive planning and analysis has been used to scope, shape and refine
the Project in the soon-to-be published draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report.       


 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 



http://www.sfmta.com/calendar/meetings/soma-mission-bay-central-waterfront-transportation-needs-solutions-analysis

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com






From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Redmond, Michael (POL); DeFilippo, Jerome (POL)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Fwd: Meeting in late April/early May re: GSW Event Center & environs security
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 12:52:15 PM


Commander Redmond and Captain DeFilippo:
 
Just wanted to confirm your attendance at next Thursday’s Mission Bay CAC meeting (5:00pm at 225
Berry Street) where we will be talking about Warriors event management strategies.  It will be
predominantly about transportation but public safety is included and there may be questions on
officer deployment, etc.  I’m working on the presentation now and will send something to you on
Monday for your review.  Let’s discuss next week once you’ve had a chance to review it.


Thanks,
 
Adam
 


From: Redmond, Michael (POL) 
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 1:37 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Fwd: Meeting in late April/early May re: GSW Event Center & environs security
 
Adam the best contact will be Captain Jerry DeFilippo of Southern Station. 


Captain DeFilippo is cc'd on this email. 


Mike


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Sent: Thursday, April 9, 2015 1:20:14 PM
To: Redmond, Michael (POL)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Fwd: Meeting in late April/early May re: GSW Event Center & environs security
 
Commander:
 
UCSF is asking to discuss public safety around the Warriors arena.  Who would be the best contact
from SFPD?  Thanks,


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


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Yamauchi, Lori" <Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu>
Date: April 8, 2015 at 9:03:03 PM CST
To: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, "Van de Water, Adam
(ECN)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, "Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com)"
<cmiller@stradasf.com>
Cc: "Denson, Mike" <Mike.Denson@ucsf.edu>, "Partika, Eric" <Eric.Partika@ucsf.edu>,
"Beauchamp, Kevin" <Kevin.Beauchamp@ucsf.edu>, "Subbarayan, Kamala"
<Kamala.Subbarayan@ucsf.edu>, "Lane, Laura" <Laura.Lane@ucsf.edu>, "Gordon,
Ben" <Ben.Gordon@ucsf.edu>, "Fung, Neil" <Neil.Fung@ucsf.edu>
Subject: RE: Meeting in late April/early May re: GSW Event Center & environs
security


Catherine,
 
Thanks for your prompt response.  Yes, as I noted below, the meeting should take place
after Adam returns.  If you wish to set it up for the week that he gets back, that’s fine. 
Please advise as to who from the City will attend.  It is imperative that SF Police and
GSW security be included in the meeting.  Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
University of California, San Francisco
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 5:56 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com)
Cc: Denson, Mike; Partika, Eric; Beauchamp, Kevin; Subbarayan, Kamala; Lane, Laura;
Gordon, Ben; Fung, Neil
Subject: RE: Meeting in late April/early May re: GSW Event Center & environs security
 
Hi, Lori – would it be ok to wait until Adam is back?  He has been taking the lead on this
with the City folks, and if possible to wait, I think the conversation would be more
productive.  I can be working on setting it up in the meantime so that it occurs the
week he gets back.
 
Let me know.  Thanks!
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Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 12:04 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Clarke Miller (cmiller@stradasf.com)
Cc: Denson, Mike; Partika, Eric; Beauchamp, Kevin; Subbarayan, Kamala; Lane, Laura;
Gordon, Ben; Fung, Neil
Subject: Meeting in late April/early May re: GSW Event Center & environs security
 
Adam, Catherine, Kate and Clarke,
 
Catherine – since Adam is out through next week, can you please get back to me on
whether the meeting I propose below is possible and who from the City should be
involved? 
 
Per Adam and Catherine’s meeting with Barbara French and me last week, the issue of
security plans was briefly discussed.  After a meeting with Kate and Clarke today, I
asked if UCSF could meet with the City and GSW staff re: security planning for the
Event Center and environs.  In particular, I would like to include UCSF Police personnel
(Mike Denson, Eric Partika), UCSF Medical Center security (Ben Gordon, Neil Fung) in
the meeting.  Would it be possible for SF Police and GSW security to be represented at
the meeting? 
 
The point of the meeting is to discuss assumptions that UCSF, the City and the GSW
can use in developing their security plans in and around the Event Center, discuss how
SFPD and GSW security plan to provide security in and around the Event Center vis-à-
vis UCPD, discuss staffing (by type, number, hours/frequency), and discuss how the
design of the Event Center encourages or discourages crime/vagrancy/etc.,
 
Kate and Clarke were agreeable to such a meeting after Adam returns from his
vacation.  If the City is agreeable, I would be happy to arrange the meeting, once I
know who are the attendees. 
 
Catherine – please advise with the City attendees.  Kate – please advise with the GSW
attendees. 
 
Thank you.
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Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
University of California, San Francisco
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
654 Minnesota St., 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
Cell:  (415) 602-6898
 





