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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: Site Plan(s) for Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:11:53 AM
Attachments: image002.png
Importance: High


Catherine,
 
Wanted to get you our latest and greatest site plans ASAP – please see the attached. I think together
these present the information you’d requested; we tried combining labels with entries and paths of
travel and the single image got far too busy to read well.
 
We’re pulling these together in an InDesign file along with materials images for you by midday.
Please let us know if any further edits are needed.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Marcia Smolens"
Subject: RE: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:13:00 AM


Thanks. Yeah, more of a pride thing.  Not sending out a correction email, but for your the difference
was 1000 years, not a century.  Not signing any important documents today, clearly. J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Take a deep breath and relax.  If just in your email, will be no problem.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 9:11 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks again for catching the email.  Sigh…..fun start to the day.  Going to try and start
fresh again…..
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
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THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:23 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
3015.    Hope it it only in your email.   If printed, will require clock stop and restart
when corrected.   


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 8:18 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Which date?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY
OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT
INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:17 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
Please correct the date.  Typo.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 7:31 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
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<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the
Warriors posted required notification (attached to this email
as well) in the Chronicle that the Event Center project has
been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership
Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language
required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the
agency responsible for approving this proposed project, the
Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII)
will continue to analyze the project in accordance with the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act,
including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same
45-day opportunity for public review and comment and
public approval hearings on the document as any other non-
certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to
be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a
formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and
County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>
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From: Madeline Diana Manson
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: The Warriors at Mission Bay - Madeline Manson
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:48:09 PM


Hello Catherine,


My name is Madeline Manson, and I am a journalist at San Francisco State University, and I was
wondering if I could send you a few questions regarding the new Mission Bay arena.


I would greatly appreciate your time, I am also able for phone interview or in person.


Thank you,
Madeline Manson, SFSU
mmanson@mail.sfsu.edu
714. 380 1212
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce Hsiao
Cc: Jose Farran; Paul Mitchell
Subject: GSW - Alternative at Piers 30-32
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 3:06:06 PM
Attachments: GSW P30-32 LOS Table_041714 review 050715.xlsx


ATT00001.htm


Hi all
I dug up a table from the previous effort and am trying to reacquaint myself with 
where we left off. I am checking with F&P to make sure this was the latest, and 
want to confirm that the Existing plus Project in the table refers to the basketball 
game.


Our analysis scenarios are a bit different, and we added the weekday evening peak 
hour.


At the bottom of the table I added up the number of intersections operating at LOS 
E or LOS F
Identified the obvious impacts - LOS D or better to LOS E or LOS F, and LOS E to 
LOS F
Left rows for eventually adding in whether or not the project would contribute to the 
existing LOS E or LOS F.


As you can see, the Piers 30-32 area is in a much more congested part of town.


So.. for Existing plus Project without an overlapping SF Giants Game:
For the Piers 30-32 site for the various scenarios in the table, there would be 
project-specific impacts at 16 intersections, and there would likely be a few more 
due to  contributions to existing LOS E or LOS F.


Compared to Mission Bay Blocks 29-30, where under existing plus project conditions 
for the various scenarios, there would be project-specific impacts at 7 intersections, 
and no contributions to existing LOS E or LOS F.


I may not be able to make the call later today, but can call in tomorrow morning.
Luba
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LOS Table


			Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330
Existing LOS Table - No Overlapping SF Giants Game


												Existing						Existing						Existing						Existing Plus Project						Existing Plus Project						Existing Plus Project						Existing Plus No Event						Existing Plus No Event						Existing Plus Convention						Impacts


												Weekday 4-6 PM						Weekday 8-11 PM						Weekend 7-9 PM						Weekday 4-6 PM						Weekday 8-11 PM						Weekend 7-9 PM						Weekday 4-6 PM						Weekend 7-9 PM						Weekday 4-6 PM


			Int No			Study Intersection			Traffic 
Control			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS


			1			Broadway/The Embarcadero			Signal			36.7			D			20.6			C			26.1			C			37.4			D			20.2			C			29.2			C			36.9			D			26.4			C			37.1			D


			2			Washington/The Embarcadero			Signal			30.5			C			18.0			B			31.4			C			38.0			D			17.8			B			33.3			C			31.5			C			31.9			C			32.3			C


			3			Mission/The Embarcadero			Signal			79.5			E			15.2			B			12.8			B			>80 (1.13)			F			19.1			B			12.9			B			>80 (1.06)			F			13			B			>80 (1.08)			F			1


			4			Howard/The Embarcadero			Signal			>80 (1.13)			F 			25.6			C			38.3			D			>80 (1.38)			F			>80 (1.19)			F			>80 (1.1)			F			>80 (1.18)			F			46			D			>80 (1.22)			F			2


			5			Folsom St./The Embarcadero			Signal			61.9			E			19.1			B			21.3			C			>80 (1.39)			F			>80 (1.42)			F			54.9			D			66.8			E			21.2			C			70.7			E			3


			6			Harrison St./The Embarcadero			Signal			71.0			E			20.1			C			21.0			C			>80 (1.01)			F			28.0			C			25.1			C			>80 (0.93)			F			23.9			C			>80 (0.98)			F			4


			7			Bryant St./The Embarcadero			Signal			>80 (1.51)			F 			32.0			C			22.9			C


Luba Wyznyckyj: Luba Wyznyckyj:
Check again. I think this is unlikely.

MH: NBL movement is much larger than other scenarios

MH: NB volumes revised per Luba's email 3.4.2014.

Waiting for updated counts from MTD			>80 (1.08)			F			51.6			D			28.3			C			>80 (2.17)			F


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Higher VC than with warriors game because volume added to turn movements resulting in conflicting movements and less green time for major movements			>80 (1.04)			F 			>80 (3.0)			F


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Higher VC than with warriors game because volume added to turn movements resulting in conflicting movements and less green time for major movements			5


			8			Bryant St/SWL 330 Lot			SSSC			10.0 (NB)			A			9.5 (NB)			A			10.6 (NB)			B			0.0 (NB)			A


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.			0.0 (NB)			A


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.			0.0 (NB)			A


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.						


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Higher VC than with warriors game because volume added to turn movements resulting in conflicting movements and less green time for major movements			0.0 (NB)			A


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.			0.0 (NB)			A


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.			0.0 (NB)			A


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.


			9			Brannan St./The Embarcadero			Signal			39.1			D			16.9			B			23.9			C			42.4			D			23.9			C			33.4			C			37.6			D			26.2			C			45.5			D


			10			Townsend St./The Embarcadero			Signal			58.1			E			18.7			B			19.1			B			70.4			E			66.6			E			27.2			C			62.6			E			23.1			C			69.1			E			6


			11			King St./Second St.			Signal			55.8			E			30.6			C			33.9			C			63.1			E			67.9			E			39.4			D			59.6			E			36.8			D			65			E			7


			12			King St./Third St.			Signal			>80 (0.95)			F			22.6			C			31.9			C			>80 (0.99)			F			25.8			C			39.8			D			>80 (0.95)			F			32.5			C			>80 (0.97)			F


			13			King St./Fourth St.			Signal			49.6			D			38.6			D			29.8			C			59.5			E			64.0			E			56.8			E			56.0			E			30.8			C			60			E			8


			14			King/I-280 Ramps/Fifth St.			Signal			51.8			D			16.2			B			39.4			D			72.8			E			17.9			B			76.1			E			56.0			E			43.3			D			56.7			E			9


			15			Harrison St/Main St			Signal			>80 (0.91)			F			21.4			C			22.0			C			>80 (1.07)			F			>80 (1.32)			F			51.1			D			>80 (0.93)			F			22.5			C			>80 (0.98)			F			10


			16			Bryant St/Main St			Signal			21.2			C			5.6			A			7.4			A			24.2			C			10.5			B			8.4			A			32.5			C			7			A			40.3			D


			17			Mission St/Beale St			Signal			33.8			C			12.0			B			12.0			B			41.8			D			12.2			B			13.2			B			37.1			D			12.1			B			39.6			D


			18			Bryant St./Beale St.			Signal			54.0			D			18.9			B			26.8			C			>80 (1.15)			F			43.1			D			63.6			E			>80 (1.13)			F			50.2			D			>80 (1.14)			F			11


			19			Harrison St./Fremont St.			Signal			32.4			C			13.3			B			18.0			B			38.8			D			>80 (0.7)			F			34.5			C			34.4			C			17.6			B			36.1			D			12


			20			Folsom St./Fremont St.			Signal			53.6			D			18.9			B			30.2			C			>80 (0.75)			F			21.1			C			54.2			D			54.0			D			30.2			C			50.8			D			13


			21			Harrison St./First St.			Signal			>80 (1.13)			F			18.4			B			28.3			C			>80 (1.28)			F			>80 (1.14)			F			79.4			E			>80 (1.17)			F			36.3			D			>80 (1.19)			F			14


			22			Howard St./Fourth St.			Signal			52.2			D			27.6			C			28.7			C			54.4			D			30.3			C			29.5			C			53.1			D			28.8			C			53.6			D


			23			Harrison St./Fourth St.			Signal			41.8			D			27.7			C			21.8			C			44.5			D			77.4			E			23.1			C			42.0			D			21.9			C			42.2			D			15


			24			Bryant St./Fourth St.			Signal			>80 (0.76)			F			27.5			C			27.1			C			>80 (0.87)			F			31.7			C			32.9			C			>80 (0.77)			F			27.1			C			>80 (0.77)			F


			25			Harrison St./Fifth St.			Signal			56.1			E			24.0			C			27.1			C			>80 (1.07)			F			26.5			C			55.2			E			60.9			E			29			C			71			E			16


			26			Brannan St/Delancey St			AWSC			14.0 (WB)			B			14.2 (EB)			B			10.4 (EB)			B			20.6 (WB)			C			19.8 (EB)			C			20.7 (EB)			C			15.0 (WB)			C			10.9 (EB)			B			15.8 (WB)			C


			27			Brannan St./Second St.			Signal			20.2			C			9.4			A			10.7			B			28.2			C			10.9			B			15.3			B			21.3			C			11.2			B			22.1			C


			28			Bryant St./Second St.			Signal			>80 (1.23)			F			24.4			C			25.9			C			>80 (1.27)			F			40.7			D			38.5			D			>80 (1.24)			F			28.3			C			>80 (1.25)			F


			29			Channel St./Third St.			Signal			26.4			C			6.3			A			7.6			A			26.6			C			7.1			A			7.7			A			26.4			C			7.6			A			26.4			C


			30			Mission Rock/Third St.			Signal			24.2			C			6.3			A			6.4			A			26.4			C			5.9			A			6.3			A			24.4			C			6.3			A			24.4			C


			31			16th St./Third St.			Signal			23.8			C			11.0			B			10.5			B			24.1			C			10.6			B			11.2			B			23.8			C			10.5			B			23.8			C


			32			Mariposa St./Third St.			Signal			26.2			C			9.9			A			9.6			A			27.0			C			9.5			A			9.9			A			26.4			C			9.6			A			26.6			C


			33			Channel St./Fourth St.			Signal			15.2			B			7.4			A			10.0			A			15.2			B			5.8			A			9.7			A			16.0			B			9.9			A			16.7			B


			34			16th St./Owens St.			Signal			22.6			C			11.2			B			6.7			A			22.6			C			12.8			B			7.0			A			22.9			C			7.2			A			22.9			C


			35			Mission Bay St./Seventh St.			Signal			13.8			B			8.2			A			8.8			A			13.7			B			8.2			A			8.8			A			13.7			B			8.8			A			13.7			B


			36			16th St./Seventh St.			Signal			30.7			C			9.4			A			12.2			B			32.9			C			10.0			A			11.7			B			31.1			C			12.3			B			31.4			C


			37			Mariposa St./I-280 SB On-Ramp			SSSC			>80 (EB)


Luba Wyznyckyj: Luba Wyznyckyj:
FOR WORST APPROACH INDICATE THE DELAY AND THE APPROACH IN PARENTHESES																																													


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.						


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Higher VC than with warriors game because volume added to turn movements resulting in conflicting movements and less green time for major movements			


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.			F			9.7 (EB)			A			10.2 (EB)			B			>80 (WB)			F			39.5 (WB)			E			53.2 (WB)			F			>80 (WB)			F			14.2 (WB)			B			>80 (WB)			F


			38			Mariposa St./I-280 NB Off-Ramp			Signal			36.2			D			13.9			B			15.2			B			37.0			D			13.9			B			15.3			B			36.4			D			15.2			B			36.4			D


			39			22nd/Third St.			Signal			11.4			B			6.0			A			5.4			A			11.9			B			6.0			A			5.6			A			11.4			B			5.5			A			11.6			B


			40			23rd/Third St.			Signal			26.3			C			8.7			A			7.4			A			29.7			C			9.2			A			8.1			A			26.9			C			7.6			A			27.6			C


			41			25th/Third St.			Signal			19.0			B			9.7			A			15.2			B			19.6			B			10.6			B			18.3			B			19.2			B			16			B			19.4			B


			42			25th/Pennsylvania			AWSC			33.8 (SB)			D			8.4 (WB)			A			8.5 (WB)			A			33.8 (SB)			D			8.5 (WB)			A			8.3 (SB)			A			33.8 (SB)			D			8.5 (WB)			A			33.8 (SB)			D


			43			Cesar Chavez/Third St.			Signal			37.6			D			21.9			C			15.2			B			39.3			D			21.7			C			15.1			B			38.0			D			15.2			B			38.4			D


			44			Cesar Chavez/Pennsylvania			Signal			50.0			D			24.9			C			17.4			B			61.4			E			25.1			C			17.4			B			52.1			D			17.3			B			56			E


															14						0						0						19						9						6


															Intersection operates with traffic control officer 																		5/7/15





												AWSC & SSSC			Delay and LOS presented for worst approach (not overall intersection), and indicate worst approach in ( )																					SF13-0705











			Intersections at LOS E or LOS F									13						0						0						17						9						6						16						1						16


			Project-specific Impacts									--						--						--						8						9						6						5						1						5


			Contribution to Existing LOS E & F									--						--						--						?						0						0						?						0						?


			No Contribution to Existing LOS E/F									--						--						--						?						0						0						?						0						?


			DRAFT - SUBJECT TO REVIEW, NOT REVIEWED FOR ACCURACY																																													DRAFT - SUBJECT TO REVIEW, NOT REVIEWED FOR ACCURACY
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Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255


(c) 415-385-7031












From: Rich, Ken (ECN)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Subject: FW: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 11:29:38 AM


Catherine –
 
Phillip forwarded me your email below.  I don’t have room for another weekly meeting on my
calendar but don’t see why we can’t turn the already existing Monday meeting into this.  I’m happy
to move the meeting to another time that works for folks at OCII.
 
 
 


From: Wong, Phillip (ECN) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 11:04 AM
To: Rich, Ken (ECN)
Subject: FW: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
 
Hi Ken,
 
See below.
 
Thanks,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:41 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (ECN); Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Myall, Hilde (CII)
Subject: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
 
Claudia/Phillip – could you please help us find an hour (or at least 45 minutes) where the
following people could meet weekly on the Golden State Warriors project for a check in? 
Thanks


-          Ken, Tiffany, Adam, Sally, Jim, myself (though I’ll make any time available, so just let
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me know what times work for them)
-          Hilde – still not sure her role, but please check that she can attend as well in case we


bring her in regularly
 
We may need to find one off times for the next couple weeks if everyone’s schedules are
already filled up – that is fine.
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT
DATE
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Marcia Smolens"
Subject: RE: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:02:00 AM


Thanks again for catching the email.  Sigh…..fun start to the day.  Going to try and start fresh
again…..
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:23 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
3015.    Hope it it only in your email.   If printed, will require clock stop and restart when corrected.   


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 8:18 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Which date?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
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From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:17 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Please correct the date.  Typo.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 7:31 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors
posted required notification (attached to this email as well) in the
Chronicle that the Event Center project has been certified as eligible as an
Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial
review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute
and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving
this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and
Investment (OCII) will continue to analyze the project in accordance with
the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act, including
the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day opportunity for
public review and comment and public approval hearings on the
document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a
formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>
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From: Rich, Ken (ECN)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Subject: FW: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 11:29:38 AM


Catherine –
 
Phillip forwarded me your email below.  I don’t have room for another weekly meeting on my
calendar but don’t see why we can’t turn the already existing Monday meeting into this.  I’m happy
to move the meeting to another time that works for folks at OCII.
 
 
 


From: Wong, Phillip (ECN) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 11:04 AM
To: Rich, Ken (ECN)
Subject: FW: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
 
Hi Ken,
 
See below.
 
Thanks,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:41 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (ECN); Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Myall, Hilde (CII)
Subject: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
 
Claudia/Phillip – could you please help us find an hour (or at least 45 minutes) where the
following people could meet weekly on the Golden State Warriors project for a check in? 
Thanks


-          Ken, Tiffany, Adam, Sally, Jim, myself (though I’ll make any time available, so just let



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=893EC9F66E6548C2909E21DF0C4E282A-KEN RICH

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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me know what times work for them)
-          Hilde – still not sure her role, but please check that she can attend as well in case we


bring her in regularly
 
We may need to find one off times for the next couple weeks if everyone’s schedules are
already filled up – that is fine.
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT
DATE
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); wyckowilliam@comcast.net; Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce Hsiao
Cc: Jose Farran; Paul Mitchell
Subject: GSW - Alternative at Piers 30-32
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 3:06:05 PM
Attachments: GSW P30-32 LOS Table_041714 review 050715.xlsx


ATT00001.htm


Hi all
I dug up a table from the previous effort and am trying to reacquaint myself with 
where we left off. I am checking with F&P to make sure this was the latest, and 
want to confirm that the Existing plus Project in the table refers to the basketball 
game.


Our analysis scenarios are a bit different, and we added the weekday evening peak 
hour.


At the bottom of the table I added up the number of intersections operating at LOS 
E or LOS F
Identified the obvious impacts - LOS D or better to LOS E or LOS F, and LOS E to 
LOS F
Left rows for eventually adding in whether or not the project would contribute to the 
existing LOS E or LOS F.


As you can see, the Piers 30-32 area is in a much more congested part of town.


So.. for Existing plus Project without an overlapping SF Giants Game:
For the Piers 30-32 site for the various scenarios in the table, there would be 
project-specific impacts at 16 intersections, and there would likely be a few more 
due to  contributions to existing LOS E or LOS F.


Compared to Mission Bay Blocks 29-30, where under existing plus project conditions 
for the various scenarios, there would be project-specific impacts at 7 intersections, 
and no contributions to existing LOS E or LOS F.


I may not be able to make the call later today, but can call in tomorrow morning.
Luba
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mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:wyckowilliam@comcast.net

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:jifarran@adavantconsulting.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com



LOS Table


			Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330
Existing LOS Table - No Overlapping SF Giants Game


												Existing						Existing						Existing						Existing Plus Project						Existing Plus Project						Existing Plus Project						Existing Plus No Event						Existing Plus No Event						Existing Plus Convention						Impacts


												Weekday 4-6 PM						Weekday 8-11 PM						Weekend 7-9 PM						Weekday 4-6 PM						Weekday 8-11 PM						Weekend 7-9 PM						Weekday 4-6 PM						Weekend 7-9 PM						Weekday 4-6 PM


			Int No			Study Intersection			Traffic 
Control			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS			Delay			LOS


			1			Broadway/The Embarcadero			Signal			36.7			D			20.6			C			26.1			C			37.4			D			20.2			C			29.2			C			36.9			D			26.4			C			37.1			D


			2			Washington/The Embarcadero			Signal			30.5			C			18.0			B			31.4			C			38.0			D			17.8			B			33.3			C			31.5			C			31.9			C			32.3			C


			3			Mission/The Embarcadero			Signal			79.5			E			15.2			B			12.8			B			>80 (1.13)			F			19.1			B			12.9			B			>80 (1.06)			F			13			B			>80 (1.08)			F			1


			4			Howard/The Embarcadero			Signal			>80 (1.13)			F 			25.6			C			38.3			D			>80 (1.38)			F			>80 (1.19)			F			>80 (1.1)			F			>80 (1.18)			F			46			D			>80 (1.22)			F			2


			5			Folsom St./The Embarcadero			Signal			61.9			E			19.1			B			21.3			C			>80 (1.39)			F			>80 (1.42)			F			54.9			D			66.8			E			21.2			C			70.7			E			3


			6			Harrison St./The Embarcadero			Signal			71.0			E			20.1			C			21.0			C			>80 (1.01)			F			28.0			C			25.1			C			>80 (0.93)			F			23.9			C			>80 (0.98)			F			4


			7			Bryant St./The Embarcadero			Signal			>80 (1.51)			F 			32.0			C			22.9			C


Luba Wyznyckyj: Luba Wyznyckyj:
Check again. I think this is unlikely.

MH: NBL movement is much larger than other scenarios

MH: NB volumes revised per Luba's email 3.4.2014.

Waiting for updated counts from MTD			>80 (1.08)			F			51.6			D			28.3			C			>80 (2.17)			F


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Higher VC than with warriors game because volume added to turn movements resulting in conflicting movements and less green time for major movements			>80 (1.04)			F 			>80 (3.0)			F


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Higher VC than with warriors game because volume added to turn movements resulting in conflicting movements and less green time for major movements			5


			8			Bryant St/SWL 330 Lot			SSSC			10.0 (NB)			A			9.5 (NB)			A			10.6 (NB)			B			0.0 (NB)			A


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.			0.0 (NB)			A


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.			0.0 (NB)			A


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.						


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Higher VC than with warriors game because volume added to turn movements resulting in conflicting movements and less green time for major movements			0.0 (NB)			A


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.			0.0 (NB)			A


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.			0.0 (NB)			A


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.


			9			Brannan St./The Embarcadero			Signal			39.1			D			16.9			B			23.9			C			42.4			D			23.9			C			33.4			C			37.6			D			26.2			C			45.5			D


			10			Townsend St./The Embarcadero			Signal			58.1			E			18.7			B			19.1			B			70.4			E			66.6			E			27.2			C			62.6			E			23.1			C			69.1			E			6


			11			King St./Second St.			Signal			55.8			E			30.6			C			33.9			C			63.1			E			67.9			E			39.4			D			59.6			E			36.8			D			65			E			7


			12			King St./Third St.			Signal			>80 (0.95)			F			22.6			C			31.9			C			>80 (0.99)			F			25.8			C			39.8			D			>80 (0.95)			F			32.5			C			>80 (0.97)			F


			13			King St./Fourth St.			Signal			49.6			D			38.6			D			29.8			C			59.5			E			64.0			E			56.8			E			56.0			E			30.8			C			60			E			8


			14			King/I-280 Ramps/Fifth St.			Signal			51.8			D			16.2			B			39.4			D			72.8			E			17.9			B			76.1			E			56.0			E			43.3			D			56.7			E			9


			15			Harrison St/Main St			Signal			>80 (0.91)			F			21.4			C			22.0			C			>80 (1.07)			F			>80 (1.32)			F			51.1			D			>80 (0.93)			F			22.5			C			>80 (0.98)			F			10


			16			Bryant St/Main St			Signal			21.2			C			5.6			A			7.4			A			24.2			C			10.5			B			8.4			A			32.5			C			7			A			40.3			D


			17			Mission St/Beale St			Signal			33.8			C			12.0			B			12.0			B			41.8			D			12.2			B			13.2			B			37.1			D			12.1			B			39.6			D


			18			Bryant St./Beale St.			Signal			54.0			D			18.9			B			26.8			C			>80 (1.15)			F			43.1			D			63.6			E			>80 (1.13)			F			50.2			D			>80 (1.14)			F			11


			19			Harrison St./Fremont St.			Signal			32.4			C			13.3			B			18.0			B			38.8			D			>80 (0.7)			F			34.5			C			34.4			C			17.6			B			36.1			D			12


			20			Folsom St./Fremont St.			Signal			53.6			D			18.9			B			30.2			C			>80 (0.75)			F			21.1			C			54.2			D			54.0			D			30.2			C			50.8			D			13


			21			Harrison St./First St.			Signal			>80 (1.13)			F			18.4			B			28.3			C			>80 (1.28)			F			>80 (1.14)			F			79.4			E			>80 (1.17)			F			36.3			D			>80 (1.19)			F			14


			22			Howard St./Fourth St.			Signal			52.2			D			27.6			C			28.7			C			54.4			D			30.3			C			29.5			C			53.1			D			28.8			C			53.6			D


			23			Harrison St./Fourth St.			Signal			41.8			D			27.7			C			21.8			C			44.5			D			77.4			E			23.1			C			42.0			D			21.9			C			42.2			D			15


			24			Bryant St./Fourth St.			Signal			>80 (0.76)			F			27.5			C			27.1			C			>80 (0.87)			F			31.7			C			32.9			C			>80 (0.77)			F			27.1			C			>80 (0.77)			F


			25			Harrison St./Fifth St.			Signal			56.1			E			24.0			C			27.1			C			>80 (1.07)			F			26.5			C			55.2			E			60.9			E			29			C			71			E			16


			26			Brannan St/Delancey St			AWSC			14.0 (WB)			B			14.2 (EB)			B			10.4 (EB)			B			20.6 (WB)			C			19.8 (EB)			C			20.7 (EB)			C			15.0 (WB)			C			10.9 (EB)			B			15.8 (WB)			C


			27			Brannan St./Second St.			Signal			20.2			C			9.4			A			10.7			B			28.2			C			10.9			B			15.3			B			21.3			C			11.2			B			22.1			C


			28			Bryant St./Second St.			Signal			>80 (1.23)			F			24.4			C			25.9			C			>80 (1.27)			F			40.7			D			38.5			D			>80 (1.24)			F			28.3			C			>80 (1.25)			F


			29			Channel St./Third St.			Signal			26.4			C			6.3			A			7.6			A			26.6			C			7.1			A			7.7			A			26.4			C			7.6			A			26.4			C


			30			Mission Rock/Third St.			Signal			24.2			C			6.3			A			6.4			A			26.4			C			5.9			A			6.3			A			24.4			C			6.3			A			24.4			C


			31			16th St./Third St.			Signal			23.8			C			11.0			B			10.5			B			24.1			C			10.6			B			11.2			B			23.8			C			10.5			B			23.8			C


			32			Mariposa St./Third St.			Signal			26.2			C			9.9			A			9.6			A			27.0			C			9.5			A			9.9			A			26.4			C			9.6			A			26.6			C


			33			Channel St./Fourth St.			Signal			15.2			B			7.4			A			10.0			A			15.2			B			5.8			A			9.7			A			16.0			B			9.9			A			16.7			B


			34			16th St./Owens St.			Signal			22.6			C			11.2			B			6.7			A			22.6			C			12.8			B			7.0			A			22.9			C			7.2			A			22.9			C


			35			Mission Bay St./Seventh St.			Signal			13.8			B			8.2			A			8.8			A			13.7			B			8.2			A			8.8			A			13.7			B			8.8			A			13.7			B


			36			16th St./Seventh St.			Signal			30.7			C			9.4			A			12.2			B			32.9			C			10.0			A			11.7			B			31.1			C			12.3			B			31.4			C


			37			Mariposa St./I-280 SB On-Ramp			SSSC			>80 (EB)


Luba Wyznyckyj: Luba Wyznyckyj:
FOR WORST APPROACH INDICATE THE DELAY AND THE APPROACH IN PARENTHESES																																													


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.						


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Higher VC than with warriors game because volume added to turn movements resulting in conflicting movements and less green time for major movements			


Sarah Nadiranto: Sarah Nadiranto:
Turning movements not permitted to/from driveway. Expected traffic occurs on free movements, therefore results in no delay, but unlikely due to pedestrian crossings.			F			9.7 (EB)			A			10.2 (EB)			B			>80 (WB)			F			39.5 (WB)			E			53.2 (WB)			F			>80 (WB)			F			14.2 (WB)			B			>80 (WB)			F


			38			Mariposa St./I-280 NB Off-Ramp			Signal			36.2			D			13.9			B			15.2			B			37.0			D			13.9			B			15.3			B			36.4			D			15.2			B			36.4			D


			39			22nd/Third St.			Signal			11.4			B			6.0			A			5.4			A			11.9			B			6.0			A			5.6			A			11.4			B			5.5			A			11.6			B


			40			23rd/Third St.			Signal			26.3			C			8.7			A			7.4			A			29.7			C			9.2			A			8.1			A			26.9			C			7.6			A			27.6			C


			41			25th/Third St.			Signal			19.0			B			9.7			A			15.2			B			19.6			B			10.6			B			18.3			B			19.2			B			16			B			19.4			B


			42			25th/Pennsylvania			AWSC			33.8 (SB)			D			8.4 (WB)			A			8.5 (WB)			A			33.8 (SB)			D			8.5 (WB)			A			8.3 (SB)			A			33.8 (SB)			D			8.5 (WB)			A			33.8 (SB)			D


			43			Cesar Chavez/Third St.			Signal			37.6			D			21.9			C			15.2			B			39.3			D			21.7			C			15.1			B			38.0			D			15.2			B			38.4			D


			44			Cesar Chavez/Pennsylvania			Signal			50.0			D			24.9			C			17.4			B			61.4			E			25.1			C			17.4			B			52.1			D			17.3			B			56			E


															14						0						0						19						9						6


															Intersection operates with traffic control officer 																		5/7/15





												AWSC & SSSC			Delay and LOS presented for worst approach (not overall intersection), and indicate worst approach in ( )																					SF13-0705











			Intersections at LOS E or LOS F									13						0						0						17						9						6						16						1						16


			Project-specific Impacts									--						--						--						8						9						6						5						1						5


			Contribution to Existing LOS E & F									--						--						--						?						0						0						?						0						?


			No Contribution to Existing LOS E/F									--						--						--						?						0						0						?						0						?


			DRAFT - SUBJECT TO REVIEW, NOT REVIEWED FOR ACCURACY																																													DRAFT - SUBJECT TO REVIEW, NOT REVIEWED FOR ACCURACY
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Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255


(c) 415-385-7031












From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Marcia Smolens"
Subject: RE: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:27:00 AM


Thanks.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:23 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
3015.    Hope it it only in your email.   If printed, will require clock stop and restart when corrected.   


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 8:18 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Which date?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 



mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:17 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Please correct the date.  Typo.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 7:31 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors
posted required notification (attached to this email as well) in the
Chronicle that the Event Center project has been certified as eligible as an
Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial
review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute
and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving
this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and
Investment (OCII) will continue to analyze the project in accordance with
the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act, including
the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day opportunity for
public review and comment and public approval hearings on the
document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a
formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Marcia Smolens"
Subject: RE: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:27:00 AM


Thanks.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:23 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
3015.    Hope it it only in your email.   If printed, will require clock stop and restart when corrected.   


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 8:18 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Which date?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 



mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:17 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Please correct the date.  Typo.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 7:31 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors
posted required notification (attached to this email as well) in the
Chronicle that the Event Center project has been certified as eligible as an
Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial
review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute
and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving
this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and
Investment (OCII) will continue to analyze the project in accordance with
the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act, including
the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day opportunity for
public review and comment and public approval hearings on the
document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a
formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Marcia Smolens"
Subject: RE: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:10:00 AM


Which date?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:17 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Please correct the date.  Typo.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 7:31 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Chronicle that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 



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


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Marcia Smolens"
Subject: RE: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:10:00 AM


Which date?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:17 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Please correct the date.  Typo.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 7:31 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Chronicle that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
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Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:53:00 AM


Eh, all good.  Means folks get to hear from me more.  Who doesn’t like to start their day with two
legal notices in the inbox?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:52 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Did I say the Chron?  Sorry!


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 May 7, 2015, at 7:50 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Just cut and pasted yours!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Nicely done.


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 May 7, 2015, at 7:22 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors
posted required notification (attached to this email as well) in the
Chronicle that the Event Center project has been certified as eligible as an
Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial
review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute
and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving
this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and
Investment (OCII) will continue to analyze the project in accordance with
the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act, including
the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day opportunity for
public review and comment and public approval hearings on the
document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a
formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
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Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Michael Keinath
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Catherine Mukai
Subject: RE: Anthony"s explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:45:11 PM
Attachments: image003.png


image005.png


Jessica –
 
For your reference, here is a brief summary of the offset costs development in other districts.  No other district with an offsets program or
history of offsets use considers a capital recovery factor for purchasers.
 


·        In the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District, the off-site construction mitigation fee rate is $17,720 per ton of
excess NOx emissions as of 5/6/2015 (plus an administrative fee of 5%) and is based on the cost effectiveness formula established
in California's Carl Moyer Incentive Program (note they have not yet updated this for the new Carl Moyer value of $18,030). No
capital recovery factor is considered.


 
·        In the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, the Indirect Source Review (ISR) program requires that an offsite reduction


fee of $9,350/ton plus a 4% administration fee be applied for NOx emission reductions that cannot be achieved through onsite
emission reduction measures. This fee is based on the projected use of the ISR Funds towards the Heavy Duty Engine Emission
Reduction Program and the Reduce Motor Vehicle Emissions (REMOVE) Program. The cost effectiveness of these two programs is
based on the amount of NOx the project eliminates per dollar spent. The cost per ton for PM offsets is also about $9,000/ton.


 
With respect to the GSW project, below we present the emissions offsets required for both operation and mitigated construction cases on a
tons per year basis.   In both cases, offsets required for operational completely cover construction those required for construction.  This is not
evident from the tables in AQ chapter as construction emissions are reported in lbs/day for comparison to the threshold and the denominator
is days of construction (260 days per year) rather than calendar days (365 days).
 


Analysis Emission Offsets Required
(tons/year)*


Construction (Tier 4) 5.4


Construction (Tier 2 +ARB NOx VDECS) 14.3


Operation 17.0


*These are emissions above the threshold.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or would like to discuss further.  Thanks.
 
 
Yours sincerely
Michael Keinath, PE
 
Principal
 
D +1 415 7961934
M +1 510 8821734
mkeinath@environcorp.com
________________________________________
 
Ramboll Environ
201 California Street
Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA 94111
USA
www.ramboll-environ.com
 
 


 


 
 
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:34 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Michael Keinath; Catherine Mukai
Subject: FW: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Revised email from Alison.
 


From: Alison Kirk [mailto:AKirk@baaqmd.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:33 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
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From Anthony’s email:
 
“I think I see how they calculated the mitigation amount, but they left out a factor in the analysis that results in an underestimate of how
much funding is needed to reduce these emissions.  The formula is listed below, and it looks like they used the total cost, and did not
include the capital recovery factor that annualizes the funding amount.
 


When you re-do the calculation with this factor, it looks like the amount needed to achieve 12.64 TPY of NOx and 4.46 TPY of ROG is
~$906k not $323,729.” 
 
Alison Kirk, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 
Tel. 415-749-5169
Fax 415-749-4741
 


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.








From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Myall, Hilde (CII)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:01:00 AM


OMG – what a start to the day.  Good think I am leaving!  Nice thing about having staffed that list
serve for so long, I have some street cred for not being a complete loon.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Myall, Hilde (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:01 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
Lucky for you, most of us in government don’t read our emails anyway.  ;)
 
Hilde Myall
Senior Development Specialist
Real Estate & Development Services
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
  Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue - 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415.749.2468
hilde.myall@sfgov.org
http://www.sfocii.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
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(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
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Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:50:00 AM


Just cut and pasted yours!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Nicely done.


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 May 7, 2015, at 7:22 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Chronicle that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
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on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: LOS from Warrior for 16th Street by May 15?
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:13:58 AM


Will do. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On May 6, 2015, at 10:53 PM, Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Can we add writing a letter of support for the SFMTA's TIGER application
to tomorrow's call?


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: "Gillett, Gillian (MYR)" <gillian.gillett@sfgov.org>
Date: May 6, 2015 at 10:37:22 PM PDT
To: "Van de Water, Adam (ECN)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: LOS from Warrior for 16th Street by
May 15?


Sample text below. We would need a letter by 5/15.


Also, hi!


Thx!


Gillian Gillett
Director of Transportation Policy
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl. 
City Hall, Room 200
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Telephone: (415) 554-4192
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Fax: (415) 554-4058
E-mail: gillian.gillett@sfgov.org


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Goldberg, Joel"
<Joel.Goldberg@sfmta.com>
Date: May 6, 2015 at 10:03:14 PM PDT
To: "Gillett, Gillian" <Gillian.Gillett@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: LOS from Warrior for 16th
Street by May 15?


GG: No attachment - just the text below. Plz
confirm receipt, thx. JG


[Date]
The Honorable Anthony Foxx
Secretary of Transportation
US Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE
Washington, DC 20590
 
Re:  Support for SFMTA’s TIGER 7 Application for
22 Fillmore Transit Priority Project
 
Dear Secretary Foxx:
 
I write to respectfully support the application of the
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
(SFMTA) for its 22 Fillmore Transit Priority Project.
The SFMTA will be requesting $20 million in 2015
TIGER VII funds to support a $67 million project
that will lead the transformation of San Francisco’s
16th Street. Along the heavily travelled 16th Street
corridor between Church Street and Third Street,
the SFMTA envisions implementing safety and
transit network enhancements on an upgraded 22
Fillmore route. Key features include implementing
transit-only lanes; installing new traffic, pedestrian
and transit signal infrastructure; upgrading and
extending the trolley coach overhead wire system,
including crossing the Caltrain/California High-
Speed Rail alignment; widening sidewalks through
the construction of transit and pedestrian bulbs; and
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upgrading bicycle infrastructure.
 
This project is an excellent example of providing
ladders of opportunity. Rents are skyrocketing in
Silicon Valley, north through San Francisco. Pursuant
to regional plans, San Francisco has designated the l
6th Street corridor for increased housing density.
Creating more housing in the 16th Street corridor
directly benefits residents and workers of all income
brackets going east to Mission Bay’s biotechnology
and medical worksites, as well as to the proposed
Warriors professional basketball complex.
 
From a safety vantage, as San Francisco grows, so do
the number of fatal or near-fatal pedestrian/vehicle
accidents. This grant will support improvements to
the corridor to create a much safer route for
pedestrians, bicyclists and drivers. Reducing bicycle
and pedestrian fatalities to zero by 2024 is the most
salient goal of the City’s new Vision Zero policy.
 
Caltrain will soon be electrified as will the SFMTA’s
22 Fillmore service (to be run with electric trolleys).
The TIGER grant includes funding to support a
technical solution that will allow the electrified
trolley line to move across the electrified Caltrain
 line. The federal government should reward
agencies that create sound choices that minimize
transit construction costs while significantly
improving service for the public.
 
Thank you for your consideration of this grant
application. I know that your review will be fair and
thorough and that, in the end, the merits of the
SFMTA's proposal will be appreciated.
 
Yours sincerely,


Joel C. Goldberg


Manager, Capital Procurement & Management







SFMTA


w:  415.701.4499


c:  510.689.9850


From: Gillett, Gillian (MYR) [gillian.gillett@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 8:04 PM
To: Goldberg, Joel
Subject: Re: LOS from Warrior for 16th Street by May 15?


Sorry.


Is there a draft letter? Maybe resend with attachment?


Cheers!


Gillian Gillett
Director of Transportation Policy
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl. 
City Hall, Room 200
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Telephone: (415) 554-4192
Fax: (415) 554-4058
E-mail: gillian.gillett@sfgov.org


On May 6, 2015, at 5:03 PM, Goldberg, Joel
<Joel.Goldberg@sfmta.com> wrote:


Done. I can finesse the language as needed.
 
 
Message may be dictated – please pardon typos


Joel C. Goldberg
Manager, Capital Procurement &


Management
W: 415.701.4499
C: 510.689.9850


 


From: Fritzler, Anne 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 4:47 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Hennessy, Cathal
Cc: Gillett, Gillian; Wheeler, Kenya; Goldberg,
Joel
Subject: RE: LOS from Warrior for 16th Street
by May 15?
 
Hi – during our check in meeting yesterday, Gillian
got word from Adam that he would be willing to


<image001.png>
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write a letter.
 
Joel will drafting language for a template and will
send it to Gillian, who in turn will work with Adam
to get a letter of support signed by May 15..
 
 
Thanks to you all for your help,
Anne
 
 
 
_____________________________________________________________


Anne Fritzler
Phone: 1 415 701 5384
anne.fritzler@sfmta.com


 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 4:10 PM
To: Hennessy, Cathal
Cc: Fritzler, Anne; Gillett, Gillian; Wheeler, Kenya
Subject: LOS from Warrior for 16th Street by
May 15?
 
Cathal,
 
Hi.  I’m hearing that we are supposed to be
working together to get a letter of support


from the Warriors for 16th Street.  If so, then I
am fairly confident that Adam at OEWD will be
able to help make that happen.  It would be
most helpful if we drafted a letter that we
could provide to them to complete and sign.
 
Let me know what you need.
 
Thanks,
 


Erin Miller Blankinship
Urban Planning Initiatives, Development &
Transportation Integration
Sustainable Streets
 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 3rd Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 701-5490 o
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(415) 971-7429 m
 
www.sfmta.com  
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From: Myall, Hilde (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:00:53 AM


Lucky for you, most of us in government don’t read our emails anyway.  ;)
 
Hilde Myall
Senior Development Specialist
Real Estate & Development Services
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
  Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue - 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415.749.2468
hilde.myall@sfgov.org
http://www.sfocii.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
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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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Marcia Smolens"
Subject: RE: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:17:00 AM


Kinda hoping not many people do – at least for today’s round.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:23 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
If anyone asks, tell them after all this time, you were testing to see if anyone reads your emails.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 9:21 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks. Yeah, more of a pride thing.  Not sending out a correction email, but for your
the difference was 1000 years, not a century.  Not signing any important documents
today, clearly. J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
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THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Take a deep breath and relax.  If just in your email, will be no problem.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 9:11 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks again for catching the email.  Sigh…..fun start to the day.  Going to
try and start fresh again…..
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY
OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT
INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:23 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
3015.    Hope it it only in your email.   If printed, will require clock stop
and restart when corrected.   


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
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On May 7, 2015, at 8:18 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Which date?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and
County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29,
2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:17 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership
Development Project Notification
 
Please correct the date.  Typo.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 7:31 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this
morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in
the Chronicle that the Event Center project has
been certified as eligible as an Environmental
Leadership Development Project for
streamlined judicial review under Public
Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to
assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





Community Infrastructure and Investment
(OCII) will continue to analyze the project in
accordance with the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act, including
the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and
comment and public approval hearings on the
document as any other non-certified project. 
The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be
released on June 3, 3015 and we will be
sending out a formal notice when it is available
for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
(OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of
the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj
Notice.pdf>
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From: Michael Keinath
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Catherine Mukai
Subject: RE: Anthony"s explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:45:10 PM
Attachments: image003.png


image005.png


Jessica –
 
For your reference, here is a brief summary of the offset costs development in other districts.  No other district with an offsets program or
history of offsets use considers a capital recovery factor for purchasers.
 


·        In the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District, the off-site construction mitigation fee rate is $17,720 per ton of
excess NOx emissions as of 5/6/2015 (plus an administrative fee of 5%) and is based on the cost effectiveness formula established
in California's Carl Moyer Incentive Program (note they have not yet updated this for the new Carl Moyer value of $18,030). No
capital recovery factor is considered.


 
·        In the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, the Indirect Source Review (ISR) program requires that an offsite reduction


fee of $9,350/ton plus a 4% administration fee be applied for NOx emission reductions that cannot be achieved through onsite
emission reduction measures. This fee is based on the projected use of the ISR Funds towards the Heavy Duty Engine Emission
Reduction Program and the Reduce Motor Vehicle Emissions (REMOVE) Program. The cost effectiveness of these two programs is
based on the amount of NOx the project eliminates per dollar spent. The cost per ton for PM offsets is also about $9,000/ton.


 
With respect to the GSW project, below we present the emissions offsets required for both operation and mitigated construction cases on a
tons per year basis.   In both cases, offsets required for operational completely cover construction those required for construction.  This is not
evident from the tables in AQ chapter as construction emissions are reported in lbs/day for comparison to the threshold and the denominator
is days of construction (260 days per year) rather than calendar days (365 days).
 


Analysis Emission Offsets Required
(tons/year)*


Construction (Tier 4) 5.4


Construction (Tier 2 +ARB NOx VDECS) 14.3


Operation 17.0


*These are emissions above the threshold.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or would like to discuss further.  Thanks.
 
 
Yours sincerely
Michael Keinath, PE
 
Principal
 
D +1 415 7961934
M +1 510 8821734
mkeinath@environcorp.com
________________________________________
 
Ramboll Environ
201 California Street
Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA 94111
USA
www.ramboll-environ.com
 
 


 


 
 
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:34 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Michael Keinath; Catherine Mukai
Subject: FW: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Revised email from Alison.
 


From: Alison Kirk [mailto:AKirk@baaqmd.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:33 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
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From Anthony’s email:
 
“I think I see how they calculated the mitigation amount, but they left out a factor in the analysis that results in an underestimate of how
much funding is needed to reduce these emissions.  The formula is listed below, and it looks like they used the total cost, and did not
include the capital recovery factor that annualizes the funding amount.
 


When you re-do the calculation with this factor, it looks like the amount needed to achieve 12.64 TPY of NOx and 4.46 TPY of ROG is
~$906k not $323,729.” 
 
Alison Kirk, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 
Tel. 415-749-5169
Fax 415-749-4741
 


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.








From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Andrew Detsch"
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:00:00 AM


Thanks.  I will miss everyone as well, but plan on crashing things as a regular community member.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Andrew Detsch [mailto:drewd02@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:56 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
Hello Catherine,
 
Thank you for the amusing email. Nice to find humor in these communications.
Best wishes with your new position. I will miss your emails
 
Regards,
Drew
 


From: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Thursday, May 7, 2015 8:49 AM
To: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
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Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
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Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Yamauchi, Lori"; Van de Water, Adam (ECN); jifarran@adavantconsulting.com; "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com";


"rtoda@kittelson.com"; "Tim Erney (terney@kittelson.com)"
Subject: RE: 1:30 pm Warriors Transportation Plans
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 4:51:00 PM


I cannot meet from 1.30 to 3PM.  I can meet before and after.


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


PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT
DATE


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu]
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 4:38 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (ECN);
jifarran@adavantconsulting.com; 'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'; 'rtoda@kittelson.com'; 'Tim Erney
(terney@kittelson.com)'
Subject: FW: 1:30 pm Warriors Transportation Plans
When: Monday, May 11, 2015 1:30 PM-2:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: 866-629-7499, Passcode: 6472727#


I told Lori we could meet as needed but that we wanted them to develop a proposal that
worked for UCSF.  Do you have a room at 1SVN with a working phone?


A


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:Lori.Yamauchi@ucsf.edu]
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 4:38 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Reilly, Catherine (ADM);
jifarran@adavantconsulting.com; 'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'; 'rtoda@kittelson.com'; 'Tim
Erney (terney@kittelson.com)'
Subject: 1:30 pm Warriors Transportation Plans
When: Monday, May 11, 2015 1:30 PM-2:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: 866-629-7499, Passcode: 6472727#


Primary Dial-In         1 (866) 629-7499
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Passcode:               6472727# (Be sure to hit the pound key after entering passcode)


Note: If you are prompted for a moderator code, it is not necessary.  Please continue to wait
and you will be transferred into the call.


 


Contact: Kimberly Woo


          476-9255


 


 








From: Anthony Fournier
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Cc: Alison Kirk
Subject: RE: Anthony"s explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:31:54 AM
Attachments: image002.png
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Agreed, we should definitely follow ARB‘s CMP guidance in determining the mitigation amount.  The feedback
I provided to Alison follows the ARB guideline methodology.  We are not proposing to use a different CE limit. 
I believe the difference in the original amount determination comes from the Annualized Project Cost
definition, and the application of the Capital Recovery Factor (CRF).  See below for the annualized costs
formula and the references to the ARB calculations.
 
Please let me know if you have any additional questions.
 
Thanks,
Anthony
 
 
Anthony Fournier
Director, Strategic Incentives Division
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
Phone:  (415) 749-4961
Fax:  (415) 749-5020
 
 
 
 
Formula C-2: Annualized Cost ($)
Annualized Cost = CRF * incremental cost ($)
The CRF data is provided by ARB
 
 
ARB Calculation methodology: 


·         http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/moyer/guidelines/2011gl/2011cmp_appc_07_11_14.pdf
·         http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/moyer/guidelines/2011gl/2011cmp_appg_03_30_15.pdf


 
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:29 AM
To: Alison Kirk; Anthony Fournier
Subject: RE: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Hello,
 
After looking at this further, the formula below is to calculate the Carl Moyer cost effectiveness amount in
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order to fund projects under Carl Moyer, right?  That figure has already been calculated by CARB, and was
recently updated to $18,030 per weighted ton of emissions.  So, I am a little confused as to why we would
use a cost effectiveness figure different from what CARB has already calculated? The mitigation offset route I
thought we were taking was to use the Carl Moyer guidance to determine the offset fee and for determining
the type of projects that could be funded with the offset fee. If the cost effectiveness has already been
calculated and established by CARB, then that sets the limits for the types of projects that could be funded by
the fee and also establishes the fee using the simple equation presented in the document I sent over
previously. 
 
Let me know if a quick phone call is necessary to help me understand this further.
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: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:33 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
From Anthony’s email:
 
“I think I see how they calculated the mitigation amount, but they left out a factor in the analysis that results
in an underestimate of how much funding is needed to reduce these emissions.  The formula is listed below,
and it looks like they used the total cost, and did not include the capital recovery factor that annualizes the
funding amount.
 


When you re-do the calculation with this factor, it looks like the amount needed to achieve 12.64 TPY of NOx
and 4.46 TPY of ROG is ~$906k not $323,729.” 
 
Alison Kirk, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 
Tel. 415-749-5169
Fax 415-749-4741
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII)
Cc: McKinney, Kasheica (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 12:18:00 PM


Thanks – I will change my memo to reflect this. Will still be a joint venture between MEI and Pfau
Long?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Lee, Raymond (CII) 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 10:23 AM
To: Bridges, George (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: McKinney, Kasheica (CII)
Subject: Warriors
 
Catherine, George,
 
FYI, Clarke just called me and said Warriors are moving ahead with MEI. He also mentioned that
Jesse and Tiffany had a conversation yesterday and explained that they needed to give MEI
additional consideration because there was a misstep in the process by Kendall Heaton. It’s my
understanding that Tiffany is okay with the Warriors proceeding with MEI. Clarke didn’t make any
guarantees but stated they’re going to try to get additional work for AE3 such as the Market Hall.
He’s going to contact AE3 and MEI sometime today to let them know.
 
Ray
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From: Michael Keinath
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Catherine Mukai
Subject: RE: Anthony"s explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:45:10 PM
Attachments: image003.png
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Jessica –
 
For your reference, here is a brief summary of the offset costs development in other districts.  No other district with an offsets program or
history of offsets use considers a capital recovery factor for purchasers.
 


·        In the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District, the off-site construction mitigation fee rate is $17,720 per ton of
excess NOx emissions as of 5/6/2015 (plus an administrative fee of 5%) and is based on the cost effectiveness formula established
in California's Carl Moyer Incentive Program (note they have not yet updated this for the new Carl Moyer value of $18,030). No
capital recovery factor is considered.


 
·        In the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, the Indirect Source Review (ISR) program requires that an offsite reduction


fee of $9,350/ton plus a 4% administration fee be applied for NOx emission reductions that cannot be achieved through onsite
emission reduction measures. This fee is based on the projected use of the ISR Funds towards the Heavy Duty Engine Emission
Reduction Program and the Reduce Motor Vehicle Emissions (REMOVE) Program. The cost effectiveness of these two programs is
based on the amount of NOx the project eliminates per dollar spent. The cost per ton for PM offsets is also about $9,000/ton.


 
With respect to the GSW project, below we present the emissions offsets required for both operation and mitigated construction cases on a
tons per year basis.   In both cases, offsets required for operational completely cover construction those required for construction.  This is not
evident from the tables in AQ chapter as construction emissions are reported in lbs/day for comparison to the threshold and the denominator
is days of construction (260 days per year) rather than calendar days (365 days).
 


Analysis Emission Offsets Required
(tons/year)*


Construction (Tier 4) 5.4


Construction (Tier 2 +ARB NOx VDECS) 14.3


Operation 17.0


*These are emissions above the threshold.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or would like to discuss further.  Thanks.
 
 
Yours sincerely
Michael Keinath, PE
 
Principal
 
D +1 415 7961934
M +1 510 8821734
mkeinath@environcorp.com
________________________________________
 
Ramboll Environ
201 California Street
Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA 94111
USA
www.ramboll-environ.com
 
 


 


 
 
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:34 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Michael Keinath; Catherine Mukai
Subject: FW: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Revised email from Alison.
 


From: Alison Kirk [mailto:AKirk@baaqmd.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:33 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
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From Anthony’s email:
 
“I think I see how they calculated the mitigation amount, but they left out a factor in the analysis that results in an underestimate of how
much funding is needed to reduce these emissions.  The formula is listed below, and it looks like they used the total cost, and did not
include the capital recovery factor that annualizes the funding amount.
 


When you re-do the calculation with this factor, it looks like the amount needed to achieve 12.64 TPY of NOx and 4.46 TPY of ROG is
~$906k not $323,729.” 
 
Alison Kirk, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 
Tel. 415-749-5169
Fax 415-749-4741
 


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.








From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Cory Weinberg"
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:52:00 AM


Damn it is a long day already. J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Cory Weinberg [mailto:cweinberg@bizjournals.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:51 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
Awww :(
 
I've had these days 


Sent from my iPhone


On May 7, 2015, at 8:49 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the
wrong century for when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact
report.  It will be this coming June 3, 2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but
not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103



mailto:cweinberg@bizjournals.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in
the email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
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   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Glenda Sobrique
To: Byrd, Virnaliza (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Cooper, Rick (CPC); CTYPLN - WebAdmin
Cc: Fay Locsin; Glenda Sobrique
Subject: RE: 2749607 - Ad to be published for Thursday 5/7/2015
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:20:08 AM
Attachments: 05-07-2015_SF EXAMINER.pdf
Importance: High


Good Morning Virna,
 
Hope you are well.
 
Customer Account Number: 124420
Type of Notice                  : DPN - DISPLAY PUBLIC NOTICE - 1 PUB
Ad Description                  : PUBLIC NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL LEADERSHIP DEVELOPMENT PROJECT
(ELDP)
Our Order Number            : 2749607
Newspaper                       : SAN FRANCISCO EXAMINER 10%
Publication Date(s)            : 05/07/2015
Total Cost                               : $8748.00 (3 Full Pages)
 
Attached is the E-Tear for today’s edition. The pages are separated in the newspaper but this was
the only way that their print-production was able to accommodate the late notice.
 
Any questions, feel free to ask.
 
Thank you,
 
Glenda Sobrique, Supervisor
Direct: (213) 229-5544
Toll Free: (800) 788-7840 Ext 5544
Fax (213) 229-5493/(800) 474-9444
 


From: Glenda Sobrique 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 10:32 AM
To: 'Byrd, Virnaliza (CPC)'
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Cooper, Rick (CPC); CTYPLN - WebAdmin
Subject: RE: 2749607 - Ad to be published for Thursday 5/7/2015
Importance: High
 
3 Full Pages.
 
Please review and advise if ok.
 
Going into a meeting but will check my emails.
 
Thanks,
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PUBLIC NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL  
LEADERSHIP DEVELOPMENT PROJECT (ELDP)



Date: May 4, 2015
Case No.: Of ce of Community Investment and Infrastructure 



(OCII):
 ER 2014-919-97
Planning Department: 2014.1441E



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



Zoning: MB-RA; Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan 
– Commercial/Industrial/ Retail Designation; Design 
for Development for the Mission Bay South Project 
Area Height Zone 5



Block/Lot: Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Blocks 29-
32; Assessor’s Block 8722, Lots 001 and 008



Blocks Size: Mission Bay Blocks 29-32: Approximately 11 acres
Project Sponsor/ 
Applicant: GSW Arena LLC 



David Kelly 
(510) 986-2200
dkelly@warriors.com



Lead Agency: OCII
Staff Contact: Sally Oerth, OCII – (415) 749-2580



sally.oerth@sfgov.org 



THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 
6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC 
RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER 
THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE 
CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT 
DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET 
FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE, OF THE PUBLIC 
RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING 
WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS 
INCLUDED BELOW.



PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE – PRC
Division 13. ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY [21000 – 21189.3]



(Division 13 added by Stats. 1970, Ch. 1433.)



Chapter 6.5: Jobs and Economic Improvement through 
Environmental Leadership Act of 2011



§21178.
The Legislature nds and declares all of the following:
(a)  The overall unemployment rate in California is 12 percent, and in 



certain regions of the state that rate exceeds 13 percent.
(b)  The California Environmental Quality Act (Division 13 (commencing 



with Section 21000) of the Public Resources Code) requires that the 
environmental impacts of development projects be identi ed and 
mitigated.



(c)  The act also guarantees the public an opportunity to review and 
comment on the environmental impacts of a project and to participate 
meaningfully in the development of mitigation measures for 
potentially signi cant environmental impacts.



(d) There are large projects under consideration in various regions of the 
state that would replace old and outmoded facilities with new job-
creating facilities to meet those regions' needs while also establishing 
new, cutting-edge environmental bene ts to those regions.



(e)  These projects are privately nanced or nanced from revenues 
generated from the projects themselves and do not require taxpayer 



nancing.
(f) These projects further will generate thousands of full-time jobs 



during construction and thousands of additional permanent jobs once 
they are constructed and operating.



(g) These projects also present an unprecedented opportunity to implement 
nation-leading innovative measures that will signi cantly reduce 
traf c, air quality, and other signi cant environmental impacts, and 
fully mitigate the greenhouse gas emissions resulting from passenger 
vehicle trips attributed to the project.



(h) These pollution reductions will be the best in the nation compared to 
other comparable projects in the United States.



(i)  The purpose of this act is to provide unique and unprecedented 
streamlining bene ts under the California Environmental Quality Act 
for projects that provide the bene ts described above for a limited 
period of time to put people to work as soon as possible.



§21180.
For the purposes of this chapter, the following terms shall have the 
following meanings:
(a)  "Applicant" means a public or private entity or its af liates, or a 



person or entity that undertakes a public works project, that proposes 
a project and its successors, heirs, and assignees.



(b)  "Environmental leadership development project," "leadership 
project," or "project" means a project as described in Section 21065 
that is one the following:
(1)  A residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, entertainment, 



or recreational use project that is certi ed as LEED silver or 
better by the United States Green Building Council and, where 
applicable, that achieves a 10-percent greater standard for 
transportation ef ciency than for comparable projects. These 
projects must be located on an in ll site. For a project that is within 
a metropolitan planning organization for which a sustainable 
communities strategy or alternative planning strategy is in 
effect, the in ll project shall be consistent with the general use 



 (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
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Marily Mondejar
Darshan Singh



Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director
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designation, density, building intensity, and applicable policies 
speci ed 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.



(2)  A clean renewable energy project that generates electricity 
exclusively through wind or solar, but not including waste 
incineration or conversion.



(3) A clean energy manufacturing project that manufactures 
products, equipment, or components used for renewable energy 
generation, energy ef ciency, or for the production of clean 
alternative fuel vehicles.



(c)  "Transportation ef ciency" means the number of vehicle trips by 
employees, visitors, or customers of the residential, retail, commercial, 
sports, cultural, entertainment, or recreational use project divided by 
the total number of employees, visitors, and customers.



§21181.
This chapter does not apply to a project if the Governor does not certify 
a project as an environmental leadership development project eligible for 
streamlining provided pursuant to this chapter prior to January 1, 2016.



§21182.
A person proposing to construct a leadership project may apply to the 
Governor for certi cation that the leadership project is eligible for 
streamlining provided by this chapter. The person shall supply evidence 
and materials that the Governor deems necessary to make a decision on 
the application. Any evidence or materials shall be made available to the 
public at least 15 days before the Governor certi es a project pursuant to 
this chapter.



§21183.
The Governor may certify a leadership project for streamlining pursuant 
to this chapter if all the following conditions are met:
(a)  The project will result in a minimum investment of one hundred 



million dollars ($100,000,000) in California upon completion of 
construction.



(b)  The project creates high-wage, highly skilled jobs that pay prevailing 
wages and living wages and provide construction jobs and permanent 
jobs for Californians, and helps reduce unemployment. For purposes 
of this subdivision, “jobs that pay prevailing wages” means that all 
construction workers employed in the execution of the project will 
receive at least the general prevailing rate of per diem wages for the type 
of work and geographic area, as determined by the Director of Industrial 
Relations pursuant to Sections 1773 and 1773.9 of the Labor Code. If 
the project is certi ed for streamlining, the project applicant shall include 
this requirement in all contracts for the performance of the work.



(c) 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 with Section 38500) 
of the Health and Safety Code.



(d)  The project applicant has entered into a binding and enforceable 
agreement that all mitigation measures required pursuant to this 
division to certify the project under this chapter shall be conditions of 
approval of the project, and those conditions will be fully enforceable 
by the lead agency or another agency designated by the lead agency. In 
the case of environmental mitigation measures, the applicant agrees, 
as an ongoing obligation, that those measures will be monitored and 
enforced by the lead agency for the life of the obligation.



(e)  The project applicant 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 speci ed by the Judicial Council, as provided 
in the Rules of Court adopted by the Judicial Council pursuant to 
subdivision (f) of Section 21185.



(f)  The project applicant agrees to pay the costs of preparing the 
administrative record for the project concurrent with review and 
consideration of the project pursuant to this division, in a form and 
manner speci ed by the lead agency for the project.



§21184.
(a)  The Governor may certify a project for streamlining pursuant to 



this chapter if it complies with the conditions speci ed in Section 
21183.



(b)  (1) Prior to certifying a project, the Governor shall make a 
determination that each of the conditions speci ed in Section 
21183 has been met. These ndings are not subject to judicial 
review.



(2) (A) If the Governor determines that a leadership project is eligible 
for streamlining pursuant to this chapter, he or she shall 
submit that determination, and any supporting information, 
to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee for review and 
concurrence or nonconcurrence.



(B) Within 30 days of receiving the determination, the Joint 
Legislative Budget Committee shall concur or nonconcur in 
writing on the determination.



(C) If the Joint Legislative Budget Committee fails to concur 
or nonconcur on a determination by the Governor within 30 
days of the submittal, the leadership project is deemed to be 
certi ed.



(c)  The Governor may issue guidelines regarding application and 
certi cation of projects pursuant to this chapter. Any guidelines 
issued pursuant to this subdivision are not subject to the rulemaking 
provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act (Chapter 3.5 
(commencing with Section 11340) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 
of the Government Code).



§21185.
On or before July 1, 2014, the Judicial Council shall adopt a rule of court to 
establish procedures applicable to actions or proceedings brought to attack, 
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review, set aside, void, or annul the certi cation of the environmental 
impact report for an environmental leadership development project 
certi ed by the Governor pursuant to this chapter or the granting of any 
project approvals that require the actions or proceedings, including any 
potential appeals therefrom, be resolved, within 270 days of certi cation
of the record of proceedings pursuant to Section 21186.



§21186.
Notwithstanding any other law, the preparation and certi cation of the 
administrative record for a leadership project certi ed by the Governor 
shall be performed in the following manner:
(a)  The lead agency for the project shall prepare the administrative 



record pursuant to this division concurrently with the administrative 
process.



(b) All documents and other materials placed in the administrative record 
shall be posted on, and be downloadable from, an Internet Web site 
maintained by the lead agency commencing with the date of the 
release of the draft environmental impact report.



(c)  The lead agency shall make available to the public in a readily 
accessible electronic format the draft environmental impact report 
and all other documents submitted to, or relied on by, the lead agency 
in the preparation of the draft environmental impact report.



(d)  A document prepared by the lead agency or submitted by the applicant 
after the date of the release of the draft environmental impact report 
that is a part of the record of the proceedings shall be made available to 
the public in a readily accessible electronic format within ve business 
days after the document is released or received by the lead agency.



(e)  The lead agency shall encourage written comments on the project to 
be submitted in a readily accessible electronic format, and shall make 
any comment available to the public in a readily accessible electronic 
format within ve days of its receipt.



(f)  Within seven business days after the receipt of any comment that is not 
in an electronic format, the lead agency shall convert that comment 
into a readily accessible electronic format and make it available to 
the public in that format.



(g)  Notwithstanding paragraphs (b) to (f), inclusive, documents submitted 
to or relied on by the lead agency that were not prepared speci cally
for the project and are copyright protected are not required to be 
made readily accessible in an electronic format. For those copyright-
protected documents, the lead agency shall make an index of these 
documents available in an electronic format no later than the date of 
the release of the draft environmental impact report, or within ve
business days if the document is received or relied on by the lead 
agency after the release of the draft environmental impact report. 
The index must specify the libraries or lead agency of ces in which 
hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public 
review.



(h)  The lead agency shall certify the nal administrative record within 
ve days of its approval of the project.



(i)  Any dispute arising from the administrative record shall be resolved 
by the superior court. Unless the superior court directs otherwise, a 
party disputing the content of the record shall le a motion to augment 



the record at the time it les its initial brief.
(j)  The contents of the record of proceedings shall be as set forth in 



subdivision (e) of Section 21167.6.



§21187.
Within 10 days of the Governor certifying an environmental leadership 
development project pursuant to this section, the lead agency shall, at the 
applicant’s expense, issue a public notice in no less than 12-point type 
stating the following:



“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER 
CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE 
PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER 
THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE 
CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT 
DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET 
FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE, OF THE PUBLIC 
RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING 
WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS 
INCLUDED BELOW.”



The public notice shall be distributed by the lead agency as required 
for public notices issued pursuant to paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of 
Section 21092.



§21188.
The provisions of this chapter are severable. If any provision of this chapter 
or its application is held to be invalid, that invalidity shall not affect any 
other provision or application that can be given effect without the invalid 
provision or application.



§21189.
Except as otherwise provided expressly in this chapter, nothing in this 
chapter affects the duty of any party to comply with this division.



§21189.1.
If, prior to January 1, 2016, a lead agency fails to approve a project certi ed
by the Governor pursuant to this chapter, then the certi cation expires and 
is no longer valid.



§21189.2.
The Judicial Council shall report to the Legislature on or before January 1, 
2017, on the effects of this chapter on the administration of justice.



§21189.3
This chapter shall remain in effect until January 1, 2017, and as of that 
date is repealed unless a later enacted statute extends or repeals that date.
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Glenda
 


From: Byrd, Virnaliza (CPC) [mailto:virnaliza.byrd@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:37 AM
To: Glenda Sobrique
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Cooper, Rick (CPC); CTYPLN - WebAdmin
Subject: Ad to be published for Thursday 5/7/2015
 
Hello Glenda,
 
Attached is the ad that would need to be published in the  SF paper for Thursday
5/7/2015.  Thank you so much for placing this ad last minute.  The ad is 5 pages
and it must be as I have sent with 12 point fonts and signature.
 
If you have any questions or concerns, please give me a call: 415-575-9025 or
email me: Virnaliza.Byrd@sfgov.org.
 
ACCT#: 11241-24420
 
Thank You
 
Virna Byrd
 
Virna Byrd
Planner Technician
Environmental Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
Direct:  415-575-9025
Fax:     415-558-6409
virnaliza.byrd@sfgov.org
 



mailto:virnaliza.byrd@sfgov.org
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Attachments
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:00:54 PM
Attachments: image002.png


Thanks for sharing this, Catherine. I’ve conveyed the appropriate priorities to our design team and
we’re working to pull everything together ASAP. My notes are below in red.
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (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, May 06, 2015 9:19 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Attachments
 
Here is my initial list of exhibits.  Don’t send out to the crew until I’ve had a chance to sleep on it
and pull them together to see how they actually flow (and I have to finish writing the memo on the
design tomorrow morning so may have additional ones or cut ones out).  But, I wanted you to get a
sense of where I am going.  The only work that you aren’t already doing (ie, merging in the various
models) would be the two site plans that label and set the stage for what is going on for the site. 
Also, to minimize the amount of trees we kill, it would be great to try and combine some of the
materials pages.  We don’t typically do this, but since we have so many different designers, it would
be great if someone could pull all the graphics (once I have the final list) and put them into a single
booklet with the same footer, etc.


OK – giving up for the night and will be in early to finish up the memo and check the attachments. 
Hope you two get to get some downtime as well!
 
Exhibit A:                   Mission Bay Location Map (Catherine to provide)
Exhibit B:                    GSW Project Site Plan (this is the new one with everything labeled


that I mention in the comments to the SDs)
Exhibit X:                   Open Space Site Plan (if the Exhibit B is not detailed enough, need a


site plan that clearly shows what the open space plan is and have it all
detailed, include the green roofs on this as well – guessing we should
probably have a separate one for open space otherwise site plan will be
too crazy)
Can you let me know if the attached is sufficient? It is an update
(additional labels) of the version we already had in the Background
Appendices book.


Exhibit X:                   Aerial View of Event Center Facing West (pretty rendering from
previous presentations – not in the SDs currently)
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Please note the “pretty”/nicer renderings you’re thinking of were created
for our December 2014 design rollout for the press, and happened to be
included in our Major Phase (and related presentations) because the two
coincided. They no longer reflect the most up-to-date or integrated design
(for instance, they show a 3-story food hall, not 2-story, and they ghost out
office buildings). We ARE working to update these images and will have
them ready by the 5/19 Commission presentation for public display, but we
won’t have them ready for you in the next 1-4 days. WE targeted this
schedule following our discussions with you last month about the adequacy
of the Lumion-generated views (the ones in the Event Center SD book)  for
the technical submittals and March CAC.


Exhibit X:                   Bird’s Eye View Facing Southeast (page 50 of OS/Parking SD – wasn’t
there a nicer rendering done before?) See above.


Exhibit X:                   Aerial View of Event Center Facing Northwest (cover of Event Center
SD – was there another one with this perspective that was nicer?) See
above.


Exhibit X:                   Aerial View of Event Center and Food Hall Facing Southwest (Figure
3 in the Event Center SD)


Exhibit X:                   Event Center Southeast Entrance (Page 38 Event Center SD)
Exhibit X:                   Event Center Main Entrance (Page 50 of Event Center SD)
Exhibit X:                   Event Center Interior (Page 57 of Event Center SD)
Exhibit X:                   Event Center Cross Section (Figure 27 of Event Center SD)
Exhibit X:                   South Street Office/Retail Building Facing Southeast (page 51 OS SD)
Exhibit X:                   16th Street Office/Retail Building Facing Northeast (page 04.2)
Exhibit X:                   Northwest Plaza Entry at 3rd and South Streets (Page 53 of OS SD)
Exhibit X:                   Northern 3rd Street Approach to Plaza (Page 04.4 of So St SD)
Exhibit X:                   3rd Street Plaza Facing East (Page 56 from OS SD)
Exhibit X                    3rd Street Plaza and Retail (page 59 of OS SD)
Exhibit X:                   South Street Tower Retail from Plaza (Page 04.5)
Exhibit X:                   Event Center Materials (Pages 30-32 – could these be combined into a


single page?) Sure
Exhibits X-X:              Office/Retail Building Materials (pages 05.1 to 05.03 – can they be


combined into 1-2 pages?) Sure
Exhibit X:                   Food Hall/Eastside Retail Materials (Pages 17-20 – can these be


combined into 1-2 pages?) Sure
Exhibit X:                   Landscaping Materials: Softscape (can pages 34-39 be combined into


one or two pages with smaller pictures?) Sure   
Exhibits X-X:              Landscaping Materials: Hardscape (pages 40 and 41) Sure
Exhibit X:                   Landscaping Furniture and Lighting (can you combine Page 42 and


Page 43?) Sure
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Hirth, Dorian
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:58:37 AM


Here to serve!


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Hirth, Dorian" <dhirth@nektar.com> 
Date: 05/07/2015 10:05 AM (GMT-08:00) 
To: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> 
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership
Development Project Notification 


Made my day!
Thanks
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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
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San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Bridges, George (CII)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); McKinney, Kasheica (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 12:21:00 PM


Thanks – so where does MEI fit in then?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Bridges, George (CII) 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 12:20 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); McKinney, Kasheica (CII)
Subject: Re: Warriors
 
Catherine
 
AE3 & Pfau have a j/v as the AOR for the office building.
 
George


On May 8, 2015, at 12:18 PM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks – I will change my memo to reflect this. Will still be a joint venture between
MEI and Pfau Long?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
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MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Lee, Raymond (CII) 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 10:23 AM
To: Bridges, George (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: McKinney, Kasheica (CII)
Subject: Warriors
 
Catherine, George,
 
FYI, Clarke just called me and said Warriors are moving ahead with MEI. He also
mentioned that Jesse and Tiffany had a conversation yesterday and explained that they
needed to give MEI additional consideration because there was a misstep in the
process by Kendall Heaton. It’s my understanding that Tiffany is okay with the Warriors
proceeding with MEI. Clarke didn’t make any guarantees but stated they’re going to try
to get additional work for AE3 such as the Market Hall. He’s going to contact AE3 and
MEI sometime today to let them know.
 
Ray
 








From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Freeman, Craig (PUC); Eickman, Kent (CWP); Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce


Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:19:55 PM


Thank you Chris.  


Craig and Kent, let me know if meeting this deadline requires any reprioritization of
your time in the next few weeks.  I'm happy to reach out to the PUC Executive Team
on behalf of the Mayor as a priority project of his if you think this would be helpful.


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


On May 7, 2015, at 4:28 PM, Kern, Chris (CPC) <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Craig and Kent,
I may have lost track of this, but it looks like we still need a final memo or letter from
SFPUC re the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station clarifying:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Whether any upgrades would be required
for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station or conveyance system upgrades
would be needed to accommodate any flows from the Warrior’s project


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->What the upgrades would entail
 
(see email string below for details)
 
This is urgent as we are finalizing the Draft SEIR for the Warriors project in the next few
weeks. Please contact with me or Mary Lucas McDonald directly if you need
clarification.
Thanks!
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
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Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 8:08 AM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Cc: Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Michael,
Can you respond to Mary’s questions below? Please give me a call if you want to
discuss.
Thanks
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Mary Lucas McDonald [mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 4:34 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: joyce@orionenvironment.com; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Chris,
 
This memo is essentially what we need for the purposes of the CEQA document.
However, the following two points need to be explicitly addressed:
 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Whether any upgrades would be required
for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station or conveyance system upgrades
would be needed to accommodate any flows from the Warrior’s project


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->What the upgrades would entail
 
Can the SFPUC either modify the memo to include this information or provide a
separate letter?
 
Thanks,
 
Mary
 
 
Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
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** Note: I will be out of the office from April 20 through May 6, 2015 with limited access to
email.**
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:59 PM
To: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Here’s the memo. Let me know if this does the job.
Thanks,
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:39 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
There was a memo issued on 02/26/15 for Mission Bay Sanitary (Click here to
download attachments.).  Please let me know if this will suffice.


Thanks
Michael
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:34 PM
To: Tran, Michael
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Can you give me a status update re the memo I requested in my message below? Will
SFPUC be able to provide this by the end of this month or beginning of May (at the
latest)?
Thanks!
Chris
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Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 1:53 PM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
The CEQA consultants agree that we don’t need volumetric testing for the EIR.
However, we do need a memo that we can cite in the DEIR documenting the capacity
shortfall and required improvements for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station (similar
to the Feb 3, 2015 memo on the Mariposa Pump Station). Is that doable by late
April/early May?
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 11:05 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Freeman, Craig (PUC)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
Sorry I’m getting back to you late; this email must have gotten lost in my inbox.  I do
not believe our Operations and Pretreatment staff are currently OK with the volume of
water proposed.  It is my understanding the GSW team will reach out the regional
board for a separate discharge directly to the bay.
 
Also I want to clarify a few questions regarding SWPS #1 and SWPS #5.  SWPS #1 has
been built ~12-13 years ago but has not been accepted by the City for
ownership/maintenance; this was discussed in detail during our initial December 2014
meeting.  At that time, it was generally agreed that volumetric testing is needed to
verify the station’s performance because the City would not have access to
maintenance or performance data.  After our meeting with BKF/GSW this past Tuesday
3/24, they recall that the City requested for volumetric testing of SWPS #1 because
there was uncertainty if the station is performing as intended.  Is this still the case and
does BKF/GSW need to test SWPS #1 specifically for the EIR?
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As for SWPS #5, it is currently under construction and will not be fully complete until
after the EIR is published.  I believe Planning Department is OK with using the assumed
design numbers. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thanks,
Michael
 


From: Kern, Christopher (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 9:13 AM
To: Tran, Michael
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Thanks for keeping me in the loop on this, but I’m not sure if I need to attend this
meeting. Can you provide a bit more information re the agenda? The latest draft of the
EIR addresses construction dewatering as follows:


 


Construction dewatering is expected to last approximately nine months.
The initial estimated and peak water discharge rate is 1,850 gallons per
minute (gpm) and would last three to four days.  By the end of the first
week, the discharge rate would reduce to about 300 gpm, and by the
end of the second week, to about 100 gpm. By the end of the initial 45-
day construction period, the discharge rate would reduce to
approximately 30 to 40 gpm, and this rate is expected to last the
duration of the dewatering period, approximately seven and a half
months. The three potential construction dewatering discharge options
are: (1) directly discharging to the City's combined sewer system; (2)
installing an on-site dewatering treatment system and discharging the
treated water to the Bay if the capacity of the Mariposa Pump Station
would be exceeded with the discharge; and (3) a combination of the first
two options.


If discharged to the combined sewer system, the discharges would be
subject to the City’s Industrial Waste Ordinance, adopted in 1992. This
ordinance is found in Article 4.1 of the Public Works Code, as
supplemented by Order No. 158170, which regulates the quantity and
quality of discharges to the combined sewer system. In accordance with
Article 4.1 and Order No. 158170, the discharge permit would contain
appropriate discharge standards and may require installation of meters to
measure the volume of the discharge. Although the groundwater could
contain contaminants related to past site activities, as well as sediment
and suspended solids, the construction contractors would be required to
treat the groundwater as necessary to meet permit requirements prior to
discharge, and discharge rates would be controlled so that the capacity
of the sewer system would not be exceeded.


[1]
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If discharged directly to the Bay, the discharges would be subject to
permitting requirements of the RWQCB under the VOC and Fuel General
NPDES permit, described in Section 5.9.4.2, State Regulations, which
specifies water quality criteria and monitoring requirement s for
discharges under the permit. Accordingly, under this option, sediment
would be removed in settling tanks and the discharges would be treated
on-site for hydrocarbons and metals. A treatability study would be
conducted prior to discharge to demonstrate that the treatment system
can successfully meet the discharge limitations.  The treated water
would be discharged through a stormwater swale or outfall pipe
downstream of Pump Station SDPS-5 (part of the Mission Bay South
separate stormwater system) shown on Figure 5.7-2. Regular influent and
effluent water quality monitoring would be conducted to demonstrate
permit compliance.


The combined option could include directing a portion of the initial
discharges to the Bay as described above until flows have subsided to the
point that they are within the capacity of the Mariposa pump station.
Discharges to both the Bay and the combined sewer system would be
subject to the same permitting requirements as described above. With
discharge to the combined sewer system in accordance with regulatory
requirements, or discharge to the Bay in accordance with the VOC and
Fuel General NPDES permit, water quality impacts related to a violation of
water quality standards or degradation of water quality due to discharge
of groundwater produced during construction‐related dewatering would
be less than significant.


Does SFPUC have concerns regarding the accuracy or adequacy of this discussion for
CEQA purposes?
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Michael Tran (via Doodle) [mailto:mailer@doodle.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 8:07 AM
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Michael Tran invites you to participate in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1,
MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


<image001.jpg>


Hi there,


[2]
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Michael Tran (mitran@sfwater.org) invites you to participate in
the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction
Dewatering."


Michael Tran says:


Please confirm which dates are best for you.


Participate now


<image002.jpg>What is Doodle? Doodle is a web service that helps Michael


Tran to find a suitable date for meeting with a group of people.


Learn more about how Doodle works.


You have received this e-mail because "Michael Tran" has invited you to participate
in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


Doodle AG, Werdstrasse 21, 8021 Zürich
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    Shipman, Dorinda and Kimbrel, Elizabeth, Langan Treadwell Rollo, 2015. Memorandum to Kate
Aufhauser, Golden State Warriors and Clarke Miller, Strada Investment Group regarding Construction
Dewatering Discharge Options, Golden State Warriors Arena, San Francisco, California. February 17,
2015.


    Ibid.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Al Casciato
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:58:11 AM


Thanks! Have to do this more often. Getting such sweet emails back.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Al Casciato <alcasciato@stisia.com> 
Date: 05/07/2015 10:29 AM (GMT-08:00) 
To: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership
Development Project Notification 


Catherine


Take a deep breath and slow down. All will be better. Take it from a senior citizen. 


Best Regards


Al Casciato 


Sent from my iPhone


On May 7, 2015, at 8:49 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the
wrong century for when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact
report.  It will be this coming June 3, 2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but
not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in
the email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Davis, Michele
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:57:54 AM


That would be great!  Remember to take deep breaths – you might also need a punching bag :0}
 
Michele
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:05 AM
To: Davis, Michele
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
Sounds great.  After I finish up here please (may not be sleeping much in the meantime). Can bring
in the guys as well!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Davis, Michele [mailto:Michele.Davis@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
Thanks for the chuckle.
 
Congratulations on your pending move to Kaiser.  Sounds exciting.  Can we get together for a bite in
the not too distant future??
 
Michele
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
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when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
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opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Freeman, Craig (PUC); Eickman, Kent (CWP); Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce


Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:19:56 PM


Thank you Chris.  


Craig and Kent, let me know if meeting this deadline requires any reprioritization of
your time in the next few weeks.  I'm happy to reach out to the PUC Executive Team
on behalf of the Mayor as a priority project of his if you think this would be helpful.


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


On May 7, 2015, at 4:28 PM, Kern, Chris (CPC) <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Craig and Kent,
I may have lost track of this, but it looks like we still need a final memo or letter from
SFPUC re the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station clarifying:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Whether any upgrades would be required
for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station or conveyance system upgrades
would be needed to accommodate any flows from the Warrior’s project


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->What the upgrades would entail
 
(see email string below for details)
 
This is urgent as we are finalizing the Draft SEIR for the Warriors project in the next few
weeks. Please contact with me or Mary Lucas McDonald directly if you need
clarification.
Thanks!
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
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Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 8:08 AM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Cc: Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Michael,
Can you respond to Mary’s questions below? Please give me a call if you want to
discuss.
Thanks
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Mary Lucas McDonald [mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 4:34 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: joyce@orionenvironment.com; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Chris,
 
This memo is essentially what we need for the purposes of the CEQA document.
However, the following two points need to be explicitly addressed:
 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Whether any upgrades would be required
for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station or conveyance system upgrades
would be needed to accommodate any flows from the Warrior’s project


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->What the upgrades would entail
 
Can the SFPUC either modify the memo to include this information or provide a
separate letter?
 
Thanks,
 
Mary
 
 
Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
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** Note: I will be out of the office from April 20 through May 6, 2015 with limited access to
email.**
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:59 PM
To: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Here’s the memo. Let me know if this does the job.
Thanks,
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:39 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
There was a memo issued on 02/26/15 for Mission Bay Sanitary (Click here to
download attachments.).  Please let me know if this will suffice.


Thanks
Michael
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:34 PM
To: Tran, Michael
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Can you give me a status update re the memo I requested in my message below? Will
SFPUC be able to provide this by the end of this month or beginning of May (at the
latest)?
Thanks!
Chris
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Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 1:53 PM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
The CEQA consultants agree that we don’t need volumetric testing for the EIR.
However, we do need a memo that we can cite in the DEIR documenting the capacity
shortfall and required improvements for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station (similar
to the Feb 3, 2015 memo on the Mariposa Pump Station). Is that doable by late
April/early May?
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 11:05 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Freeman, Craig (PUC)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
Sorry I’m getting back to you late; this email must have gotten lost in my inbox.  I do
not believe our Operations and Pretreatment staff are currently OK with the volume of
water proposed.  It is my understanding the GSW team will reach out the regional
board for a separate discharge directly to the bay.
 
Also I want to clarify a few questions regarding SWPS #1 and SWPS #5.  SWPS #1 has
been built ~12-13 years ago but has not been accepted by the City for
ownership/maintenance; this was discussed in detail during our initial December 2014
meeting.  At that time, it was generally agreed that volumetric testing is needed to
verify the station’s performance because the City would not have access to
maintenance or performance data.  After our meeting with BKF/GSW this past Tuesday
3/24, they recall that the City requested for volumetric testing of SWPS #1 because
there was uncertainty if the station is performing as intended.  Is this still the case and
does BKF/GSW need to test SWPS #1 specifically for the EIR?
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As for SWPS #5, it is currently under construction and will not be fully complete until
after the EIR is published.  I believe Planning Department is OK with using the assumed
design numbers. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thanks,
Michael
 


From: Kern, Christopher (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 9:13 AM
To: Tran, Michael
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Thanks for keeping me in the loop on this, but I’m not sure if I need to attend this
meeting. Can you provide a bit more information re the agenda? The latest draft of the
EIR addresses construction dewatering as follows:


 


Construction dewatering is expected to last approximately nine months.
The initial estimated and peak water discharge rate is 1,850 gallons per
minute (gpm) and would last three to four days.  By the end of the first
week, the discharge rate would reduce to about 300 gpm, and by the
end of the second week, to about 100 gpm. By the end of the initial 45-
day construction period, the discharge rate would reduce to
approximately 30 to 40 gpm, and this rate is expected to last the
duration of the dewatering period, approximately seven and a half
months. The three potential construction dewatering discharge options
are: (1) directly discharging to the City's combined sewer system; (2)
installing an on-site dewatering treatment system and discharging the
treated water to the Bay if the capacity of the Mariposa Pump Station
would be exceeded with the discharge; and (3) a combination of the first
two options.


If discharged to the combined sewer system, the discharges would be
subject to the City’s Industrial Waste Ordinance, adopted in 1992. This
ordinance is found in Article 4.1 of the Public Works Code, as
supplemented by Order No. 158170, which regulates the quantity and
quality of discharges to the combined sewer system. In accordance with
Article 4.1 and Order No. 158170, the discharge permit would contain
appropriate discharge standards and may require installation of meters to
measure the volume of the discharge. Although the groundwater could
contain contaminants related to past site activities, as well as sediment
and suspended solids, the construction contractors would be required to
treat the groundwater as necessary to meet permit requirements prior to
discharge, and discharge rates would be controlled so that the capacity
of the sewer system would not be exceeded.


[1]
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If discharged directly to the Bay, the discharges would be subject to
permitting requirements of the RWQCB under the VOC and Fuel General
NPDES permit, described in Section 5.9.4.2, State Regulations, which
specifies water quality criteria and monitoring requirement s for
discharges under the permit. Accordingly, under this option, sediment
would be removed in settling tanks and the discharges would be treated
on-site for hydrocarbons and metals. A treatability study would be
conducted prior to discharge to demonstrate that the treatment system
can successfully meet the discharge limitations.  The treated water
would be discharged through a stormwater swale or outfall pipe
downstream of Pump Station SDPS-5 (part of the Mission Bay South
separate stormwater system) shown on Figure 5.7-2. Regular influent and
effluent water quality monitoring would be conducted to demonstrate
permit compliance.


The combined option could include directing a portion of the initial
discharges to the Bay as described above until flows have subsided to the
point that they are within the capacity of the Mariposa pump station.
Discharges to both the Bay and the combined sewer system would be
subject to the same permitting requirements as described above. With
discharge to the combined sewer system in accordance with regulatory
requirements, or discharge to the Bay in accordance with the VOC and
Fuel General NPDES permit, water quality impacts related to a violation of
water quality standards or degradation of water quality due to discharge
of groundwater produced during construction‐related dewatering would
be less than significant.


Does SFPUC have concerns regarding the accuracy or adequacy of this discussion for
CEQA purposes?
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Michael Tran (via Doodle) [mailto:mailer@doodle.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 8:07 AM
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Michael Tran invites you to participate in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1,
MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


<image001.jpg>


Hi there,


[2]
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Michael Tran (mitran@sfwater.org) invites you to participate in
the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction
Dewatering."


Michael Tran says:


Please confirm which dates are best for you.


Participate now


<image002.jpg>What is Doodle? Doodle is a web service that helps Michael


Tran to find a suitable date for meeting with a group of people.


Learn more about how Doodle works.


You have received this e-mail because "Michael Tran" has invited you to participate
in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


Doodle AG, Werdstrasse 21, 8021 Zürich
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    Shipman, Dorinda and Kimbrel, Elizabeth, Langan Treadwell Rollo, 2015. Memorandum to Kate
Aufhauser, Golden State Warriors and Clarke Miller, Strada Investment Group regarding Construction
Dewatering Discharge Options, Golden State Warriors Arena, San Francisco, California. February 17,
2015.


    Ibid.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Blocks 29-32 BC-SD Review
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 2:07:00 PM


Thanks, Pedro.  I will send the detailed design comments to the design team for going forward in the
DDs.  I realized my memo is already really long, so I am going to propose to only include high level
bullets of the key areas we want to work on.  Let me know what the two of you think of the
following and if there are any other major points that I have missed.  Again, I do want the details like
below, since we will be pushing the GSW to respond to those going forward.


Thanks
 


·         Pedestrian Realm:  Ensure the portions of the GSW Project that abut the pedestrian realm
(sidewalks and other public spaces) are made to be as active and interesting as possible.


·         Entrances:  Refine the various pedestrian to ensure that they are easily identifiable and in
the case of the vehicular entrances, the entrances are designed to be visually interesting and
safe.


·         Retail Uses:  Refine the retail spaces to ensure a lively environment to activate the project
site during none event times.


·         Open Space/Landscaping:  Refine the open space plan to ensure that the plazas are
activated and flexible in their use and ensure that the sidewalks as designed to allow safe
and comfortable pedestrian movement.


·         Materials and Colors:  Refine the color and materials palate to ensure a visually attractive
project.


·         Signage:  Develop a signage plan that addresses the unique signage requirements of the
Event Center, including lighting, wayfinding, and building identification, while being
integrated into the surrounding community.


 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Arce, Pedro (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 12:28 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: Blocks 29-32 BC-SD Review
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Catherine:
I am leaving in your desk the copies you gave me for review. They are marked with comments;
mostly I have tried to deal with editorial issues so as to ensure consistency of the information.
Please transmit them to the applicant after having edited them.
Issues relating to design which I consider that need to be resolved are summarized in the draft
conditions of approval below (there are 11 in the list but hopefully they may be reduced to 10 as the
“Commandments”.
 
 


DRAFT CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL    
           


Prepared by Pedro Francisco
Arce, OCII


Further Study and design the following features of systems:
A.     For The whole Site
1. Trash management: coordinate schedule and operations for the collection, recycling
and storage of refuse.
2. Lighting and way-finding, retail and building identification signing: these shall be
defined according to the nature of the uses envisioned for the Site. Lighting shall support
the role of the Events Center as a civic structure and complement the surrounding and
acknowledge neighboring uses. Signage shall orient, direct and invite patrons; at the same
time it shall not overwhelm and/or brand the site.
3. Color of the proposed exterior materials: consider a light color palette, especially for
the Events Center metal panels. The palette shall be similar to the color indicated in
renderings.
4. Selection of exterior materials: this shall be done according to the interior functions of
each building and the overall aesthetics depicted in the renderings.
B.     For the Events Center
5. Proscenium element; it shall be a light, filigree-like, structure that complements the
architecture of the Events Center.
C.     For the Food Hall and Retail
6. Standards and Guidelines: develop retail standards and design guidelines to ensure a
lively and successful environment of the retail spaces while considering flexibility to
accommodate overtime changing needs. Standards and guidelines to include specific
considerations about retail depth, access to service, lighting, signing, sunshades, umbrellas,
furniture, awnings, art, planting, etc.
7. South Street entrance: continue to study it so as to retain a gradual transition between
the sidewalk and the pedestrian path in the upper level and to provide an attractive visual
terminus to Bridgeview Way.
D.     For the Open Space
8. Refinements and completion of design of all areas: define with more precision
furniture such as tables and chairs, umbrellas, movable planters, bicycle racks, trash cans,
planting pots, railings, green walls etc. These fixtures shall contribute to define the
character of the different open spaces, and to the Site as a whole and support the
programming of activities.
E.      Gatehouse (no suggestions)
F.      Parking (no information provided which hampers the identification of issues that need


to be resolved)
G.     For the Office Buildings
9. Relationship between the structurally glazed curtain wall and the location of
equipment: avoid visual conflicts (this may go away in case the booklets include a section







showing the relationship)
10. Integration between projecting metal frames and building structure: for the South
Tower in particular, better coordination is encouraged so as to define a cohesiveness of the
Main Plaza.
11. Design of the mechanical plan and roof; consider minimizing the presence of
window washing equipment.


Blocks 29-32, Events Center BC-SD completeness


Hopefully these could be the start of a dialogue among us.
 


 








From: Hirth, Dorian
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:05:29 AM


Made my day!
Thanks
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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
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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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Eickman, Kent (CWP); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Cc: Freeman, Craig (PUC); Mary Lucas McDonald; Joyce Hsiao; Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 7:24:19 AM


Hi Kent
We just need a description of the types of facilities and equipment that may need to be
upgraded. We don't need pipe sizes or cost.  I'm out of the office but Craig can protect an
example of the level of detail needed.
thanks


Sent from my Verizon 4G LTE Smartphone


----- Reply message -----
From: "Eickman, Kent" <keickman@sfwater.org>
To: "Van de Water, Adam (ECN)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris (CPC)"
<chris.kern@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Freeman, Craig (PUC)" <cfreeman@sfwater.org>, "Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com)" <mary@orionenvironment.com>, "Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com)" <joyce@orionenvironment.com>, "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Subject: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
Date: Fri, May 8, 2015 6:57 AM


Adam and Chris, we are investigating the modifications to the collection system and the pump
station. How much detail do you need for the SEIR? Pipe sizes? Costs?
Thanks, Kent


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:20 PM
To: Kern, Chris
Cc: Freeman, Craig; Eickman, Kent; Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Thank you Chris.  
 
Craig and Kent, let me know if meeting this deadline requires any reprioritization of your
time in the next few weeks.  I'm happy to reach out to the PUC Executive Team on behalf of
the Mayor as a priority project of his if you think this would be helpful.
 
Best, 


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


On May 7, 2015, at 4:28 PM, Kern, Chris (CPC) <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Craig and Kent,
I may have lost track of this, but it looks like we still need a final memo or letter from
SFPUC re the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station clarifying:


·         Whether any upgrades would be required for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump
Station or conveyance system upgrades would be needed to accommodate any
flows from the Warrior’s project


·         What the upgrades would entail
 
(see email string below for details)
 
This is urgent as we are finalizing the Draft SEIR for the Warriors project in the next few
weeks. Please contact with me or Mary Lucas McDonald directly if you need
clarification.
Thanks!
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 8:08 AM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Cc: Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Michael,
Can you respond to Mary’s questions below? Please give me a call if you want to
discuss.
Thanks
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Mary Lucas McDonald [mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com] 
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Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 4:34 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: joyce@orionenvironment.com; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Chris,
 
This memo is essentially what we need for the purposes of the CEQA document.
However, the following two points need to be explicitly addressed:
 


·         Whether any upgrades would be required for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump
Station or conveyance system upgrades would be needed to accommodate any
flows from the Warrior’s project


·         What the upgrades would entail
 
Can the SFPUC either modify the memo to include this information or provide a
separate letter?
 
Thanks,
 
Mary
 
 
Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
 
** Note: I will be out of the office from April 20 through May 6, 2015 with limited access to
email.**
 
From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:59 PM
To: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Here’s the memo. Let me know if this does the job.
Thanks,
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
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From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:39 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
There was a memo issued on 02/26/15 for Mission Bay Sanitary (Click here to
download attachments.).  Please let me know if this will suffice.


Thanks
Michael
 
From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:34 PM
To: Tran, Michael
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Can you give me a status update re the memo I requested in my message below? Will
SFPUC be able to provide this by the end of this month or beginning of May (at the
latest)?
Thanks!
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 1:53 PM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
The CEQA consultants agree that we don’t need volumetric testing for the EIR.
However, we do need a memo that we can cite in the DEIR documenting the capacity
shortfall and required improvements for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station (similar
to the Feb 3, 2015 memo on the Mariposa Pump Station). Is that doable by late
April/early May?
Thanks,
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Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 11:05 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Freeman, Craig (PUC)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
Sorry I’m getting back to you late; this email must have gotten lost in my inbox.  I do
not believe our Operations and Pretreatment staff are currently OK with the volume of
water proposed.  It is my understanding the GSW team will reach out the regional
board for a separate discharge directly to the bay.
 
Also I want to clarify a few questions regarding SWPS #1 and SWPS #5.  SWPS #1 has
been built ~12-13 years ago but has not been accepted by the City for
ownership/maintenance; this was discussed in detail during our initial December 2014
meeting.  At that time, it was generally agreed that volumetric testing is needed to
verify the station’s performance because the City would not have access to
maintenance or performance data.  After our meeting with BKF/GSW this past Tuesday
3/24, they recall that the City requested for volumetric testing of SWPS #1 because
there was uncertainty if the station is performing as intended.  Is this still the case and
does BKF/GSW need to test SWPS #1 specifically for the EIR?
 
As for SWPS #5, it is currently under construction and will not be fully complete until
after the EIR is published.  I believe Planning Department is OK with using the assumed
design numbers. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thanks,
Michael
 
From: Kern, Christopher (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 9:13 AM
To: Tran, Michael
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Thanks for keeping me in the loop on this, but I’m not sure if I need to attend this
meeting. Can you provide a bit more information re the agenda? The latest draft of the
EIR addresses construction dewatering as follows:
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Construction dewatering is expected to last approximately nine months.
The initial estimated and peak water discharge rate is 1,850 gallons per
minute (gpm) and would last three to four days.  By the end of the first
week, the discharge rate would reduce to about 300 gpm, and by the
end of the second week, to about 100 gpm. By the end of the initial 45-
day construction period, the discharge rate would reduce to
approximately 30 to 40 gpm, and this rate is expected to last the
duration of the dewatering period, approximately seven and a half
months. The three potential construction dewatering discharge options
are: (1) directly discharging to the City's combined sewer system; (2)
installing an on-site dewatering treatment system and discharging the
treated water to the Bay if the capacity of the Mariposa Pump Station
would be exceeded with the discharge; and (3) a combination of the first
two options.


If discharged to the combined sewer system, the discharges would be
subject to the City’s Industrial Waste Ordinance, adopted in 1992. This
ordinance is found in Article 4.1 of the Public Works Code, as
supplemented by Order No. 158170, which regulates the quantity and
quality of discharges to the combined sewer system. In accordance with
Article 4.1 and Order No. 158170, the discharge permit would contain
appropriate discharge standards and may require installation of meters to
measure the volume of the discharge. Although the groundwater could
contain contaminants related to past site activities, as well as sediment
and suspended solids, the construction contractors would be required to
treat the groundwater as necessary to meet permit requirements prior to
discharge, and discharge rates would be controlled so that the capacity
of the sewer system would not be exceeded.


If discharged directly to the Bay, the discharges would be subject to
permitting requirements of the RWQCB under the VOC and Fuel General
NPDES permit, described in Section 5.9.4.2, State Regulations, which
specifies water quality criteria and monitoring requirement s for
discharges under the permit. Accordingly, under this option, sediment
would be removed in settling tanks and the discharges would be treated
on-site for hydrocarbons and metals. A treatability study would be
conducted prior to discharge to demonstrate that the treatment system
can successfully meet the discharge limitations.  The treated water
would be discharged through a stormwater swale or outfall pipe
downstream of Pump Station SDPS-5 (part of the Mission Bay South
separate stormwater system) shown on Figure 5.7-2. Regular influent and
effluent water quality monitoring would be conducted to demonstrate
permit compliance.


The combined option could include directing a portion of the initial
discharges to the Bay as described above until flows have subsided to the
point that they are within the capacity of the Mariposa pump station.
Discharges to both the Bay and the combined sewer system would be
subject to the same permitting requirements as described above. With
discharge to the combined sewer system in accordance with regulatory
requirements, or discharge to the Bay in accordance with the VOC and


[1]
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Fuel General NPDES permit, water quality impacts related to a violation of
water quality standards or degradation of water quality due to discharge
of groundwater produced during construction‐related dewatering would
be less than significant.


Does SFPUC have concerns regarding the accuracy or adequacy of this discussion for
CEQA purposes?
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Michael Tran (via Doodle) [mailto:mailer@doodle.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 8:07 AM
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Michael Tran invites you to participate in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1,
MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


<image001.jpg>


Hi there,
 
Michael Tran (mitran@sfwater.org) invites you to participate in
the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction
Dewatering."


Michael Tran says:


Please confirm which dates are best for you.


Participate now


<image002.jpg>What is Doodle? Doodle is a web service that helps Michael


Tran to find a suitable date for meeting with a group of people.


Learn more about how Doodle works.


You have received this e-mail because "Michael Tran" has invited you to participate
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in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


Doodle AG, Werdstrasse 21, 8021 Zürich


 


    Shipman, Dorinda and Kimbrel, Elizabeth, Langan Treadwell Rollo, 2015. Memorandum to Kate Aufhauser, Golden
State Warriors and Clarke Miller, Strada Investment Group regarding Construction Dewatering Discharge Options,
Golden State Warriors Arena, San Francisco, California. February 17, 2015.


    Ibid.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Davis, Michele"
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:05:00 AM


Sounds great.  After I finish up here please (may not be sleeping much in the meantime). Can bring
in the guys as well!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Davis, Michele [mailto:Michele.Davis@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
Thanks for the chuckle.
 
Congratulations on your pending move to Kaiser.  Sounds exciting.  Can we get together for a bite in
the not too distant future??
 
Michele
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
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Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
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   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: Revised Title
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:40:00 PM


Claudia – the new title for the GSW item is:
 
Workshop on the Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs and Event Management Plan for the
Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development on Blocks 29 to 32 in the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Project Area
 
Also, could you please help delete the 6/2/15 item for the GSW from the forward calendar?  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
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From: Winslow, David (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW event center design review comments
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 10:11:44 AM
Attachments: Block 30-32 GSW event center.doc


 
 
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
San Francisco Planning Department | Design Review | Urban Design
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 | San Francisco, California, 94103
T: (415) 575-9159
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May 8, 2015


Catherine Reilly


Project Manager 



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure



One South Van Ness 



San Francisco, CA 94103



Re: Golden State Warriors Event Center Schematic Design


General


In anticipation of the Golden State Warrior Arena, OCII and the Planning Department developed general design guidelines to ensure city goals and good urban design were balanced with the programmatic and functional needs of the project and the unique opportunities of the site. These, in addition to the MBS Design for Development standards and guidelines are the basis of the design review. This is a review of the Schematic Design submittal dated 5.5.15



1. Development Envelope


The development proposal does not fit within the Mission Bay South Design for Development standards and will need variances (Plan Amendments?) for the following:



Height limit: the allowed height limit on Blocks 30 and 32 is 90’. Due to the siting of the arena an amendment to the design for development will be requested.


16th Street setback:  The loading and parking entrance encroaches into a portion of the required 20’ setback along 16th street.


Exceptions to the Varas: Due to the size and siting of the arena an exception to the varas will be requested.


Exceptions to the corner and street wall frontage requirements:  The overall site concept seeks to create a central public open space that extends to the sidewalks and connects to the main points of access from 3rd Street. 


2.
 Site Plan/ Open Space 


The open space performs an important function of unifying the project. One of the fundamental design principles was that this appears open and public, and relates to the both the urban edges and the waterfront edge respectively. The guidelines speak to the public quality of the project and avoidance of overt theming that would diminish the sense of publicness. 


One of the central urban design features the D4D defines the use of varas to provide a consistent urban scale and provide openness to the blocks. The practicality of providing varas as specified in the D4D are infeasible, but alternative means of meeting the intent of the varas are being designed to visually connect Illinois and Bridgeview into the project site. 


The ‘Illinois moment’ needs to perform several important functions: 1) to break down the massing of site; 2) to distinguish the office from the arena; and 3) tie the overall site into the neighborhood.


Continue to explore the design of a significant, memorable, and useful termination to Illinois Street. 


The connection between the Illinois vara and the center plaza should be as visibly and physically open and public as possible.


The treatment at Bridgeview vara at South Street must also demonstrate an open and sculptural access into the site. The current proposal presents a blank garage entrance with a second story retail storefront above. This is not a satisfactory solution. Continue to develop the design in accordance with the design direction and intent of the D4D and specific guidelines. Specific design direction includes wide inviting stairs and landscaping flanking the garage entrance that align with the sidewalk zones of Bridgeview, and building massing that retains  open visual access to the podium level.


2. Streetscape 


Indicate the location of various transportation management features (bus loading, colored curbs, etc.) and their relationship to the streetscape plan.



Provide a streetscape plan that conforms to the Mission Bay Streetscape Plan. Street trees should be planted at regular intervals and avoid a discontinuities. Except for curb cut and corners, trees should be spaced at 20’ centers. Show trees at the plaza at Terry Francois Boulevard (southeast corner); midblock along 3rd street; mid-block along South Street; and mid-block along TFB.



16th Street setback: The portion of the required 20’ setback along 16th street is interrupted by the loading and parking entrance that provides a set of stairs to the podium level within the setback. As an exception to the setback this will need to demonstrate that the design is both functionally and aesthetically superior to a setback at grade. The setback is intended to provide a comfortable pedestrian area. In the case of the event center and the transportation plan, it is anticipated that 16th street will have large volumes of people walking, riding bikes and boarding buses. The setback should accommodate this function during events and provide an elegant and functional space during non-events. More design development is needed to demonstrate this is being achieved. The garage entrance encroaches into the setback but also aligns with the terminus of Illinois Street / vara. The combination of these two conditions will require exceptional spatial and architectural treatment.  The architecture and landscape design of the so-called ‘Illinois moment’ will continue to be developed.  (See above).


Continue to explore opportunities for the design of Terry Francois Boulevard, which may include raised and widened crosswalks at the corners to connect to the Park, and sidewalk widening.


Due to the anticipated high volume of pedestrians, and the generally wide garage access points, the curb cuts should be designed to alert motorists to presence of pedestrians, and provide visual continuity of the sidewalk. Incorporate special paving across the curb cut apron at the garage entrance to alert drivers of a transition from the street to sidewalk.


Sidewalk paving should be a clear and standard part of the public realm. Plaza paving that extends into the sidewalk and gives the sense of proprietarizing public space should be avoided.


3. Bike Parking. The location and access to the bike parking should facilitate the most convenient means of getting to and from the bike storage. Please provide bike parking to serve workers in the food hall and arena that is separate from the bike valet for event visitors. Demonstrate how the amount provided complies with the bike parking requirements per each building.


4. Architecture 



Office buildings


Provide dimensions indicating bulk requirements are met.


Provide data on how bike parking requirement is provided.(See above).


Retail Spaces


The storefront design is starting to express a consistent and well-modulated complement to the main open space of the plaza and street frontages. As the design continues to develop, ensure that the materials and detailing augment the human-scale while maintaining the open, transparent quality. Articulating the storefront with some solid architectural material, both vertically and horizontally (for example, bulkheads, transoms, and pilasters) would help ground the podium buildings at the corner and add scale elements. Additional intentionality about awnings, canopies, and signage would help the scale and consistency.


Continue to develop the design to strengthen and clarify the architectural delineation between retail and office uses.


Detailed review of material selection will focus on the how those materials comply the with the overall Design for Development guidelines and specific guidelines for this project, as well as how they support  the architecture that is appropriate to its use, setting, and relationship between the different buildings.


Towers


Exterior surfaces should be predominately light in color and highly reflective materials should be limited--continue working on this condition. Modulate and articulate tall buildings both horizontally and vertically. 


Market Hall



The architecture of the Market Hall along TFB starts to read as a well-modulated and scaled high-quality fabric that provides an active street frontage. Ultimate success will rely on the material and detailing of the systems that imparts the appropriate scale and quality.



Specifically, please consider integrating the guardrail system on podium above to read as an extension of the metal storefront glazing system; and design a unifying awning/ canopy system informed by and compatible with other façade components and materials. The awnings /canopies should be sized and located to provide a human-scale feature at the street. The material detailing of the solid frames, whether stone of concrete, should incorporate a scale feature.



Arena



There is a high expectation that the iconic sculptural quality of the arena will be matched by materiality and detailing as indicated by material samples as referenced, but not specifically defined in the schematics. Further design development will expect the material and detailing to provide a rich textured, finely scaled and detailed envelope. The massing forms of the arena should not be executed with flat, monotonous, and singular materials. The reference images of materials will continue to inform the final design expectations.


5. Public Open Space


Providing a variety of different sizes locations and uses for open spaces at various locations throughout the project is commendable. Public open space should appear public and inviting. The elevated Bayfront Terrace is an important publicly accessible open space providing an over view to the bay which should not require restrictions or requirements to enter. Access to the Bayfront Terrace should appear obvious and inviting to the public. 


Avoid overt theming in the design of lighting. 


6. 
General


While it is understood and appreciated that the complexity and magnitude of the various parts of the development are challenging on their own, the most important design challenge is that the parts fit together. A continued effort to coordinate the relationships between individual buildings and landscape will necessary for a successful design.
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From: Davis, Michele
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:53:26 AM


Thanks for the chuckle.
 
Congratulations on your pending move to Kaiser.  Sounds exciting.  Can we get together for a bite in
the not too distant future??
 
Michele
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
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1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Subject: Revised Title
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:40:00 PM


Claudia – the new title for the GSW item is:
 
Workshop on the Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs and Event Management Plan for the
Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development on Blocks 29 to 32 in the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Project Area
 
Also, could you please help delete the 6/2/15 item for the GSW from the forward calendar?  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
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From: Oerth, Sally (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: GSW inquiry
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 12:04:59 PM


Got the first call from the posting.  Will forward you the vm – can you call her back – in general, she
is asking what the project is – sounds like she couldn’t tell from posting what it was for.
 
_____________________________________
Sally Oerth
Deputy Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103


Phone: 415.749.2580
Fax: 415.749.2585
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao


(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Murphy, Mary G. (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:30:00 AM


Before I send correction #2 – could everyone please review everything closely in the paragraph so
there is nothing else that I have to fix.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
While we appreciate the extra time, you might want to correct the DSEIR publication date in your
message.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
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1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:27:00 AM


OK – I officially quit today………
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
While we appreciate the extra time, you might want to correct the DSEIR publication date in your
message.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor 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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Bridges, George (CII)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII)
Subject: RE: SBE Numbers for Memo
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:11:00 AM


Thanks for the clarification.  That makes more sense.  I will talk with Sally and Tiffany and give Clarke
a heads up he should be working on the data.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Bridges, George (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:11 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII)
Subject: Re: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Catherine
 
When Ray and I spoke with Clarke yesterday, he said that they did not feel comfortable providing
the information at this time because they are already getting a lot of sunshine request.  We told him
that Tiffany may require the details so be prepared to provide the consultant summary.  We also told
him that the other matter should be resolved by Friday and he said that was also his desire.


George


On May 6, 2015, at 9:13 PM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Will this fly?  If you haven’t already, we should double check with Sally/Tiffany to make
sure they are ok with this.  Even though we aren’t doing the approval, we are at the
stage as though they would be getting an approval in any other case, so I just want to
make sure that if we are waiting until the project is about to break ground before
sharing the stats, that the corner office is ok.


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


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Yes, we discussed sharing the detailed breakdown for the OCII Commission meeting
when approvals will be sought (i.e., September), but not for this Informational
Commission hearing.
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:06 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Thanks – have you provided a detailed breakdown of the SBEs?  Typically we include a
table like the attached for the SDs.  If you just give your raw data update to George and
Ray then they can summarize it for me.
 
Unless of course you had a different conversation with George and Ray (let’s see what
they say in the morning when they get 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/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:02 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Hi Catherine,
The updated memo is attached with changes highlighted in yellow on page 11. Let me
know if you, George, or Raymond have any questions.
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Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 4:40 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (ADM)'
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII)
Subject: RE: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Catherine,
I spoke to Ray and George and understand the updates that are required. I’ll forward
you the updated information this evening.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 5:16 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII)
Subject: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Another thing for your long list, Clarke.  We need updated numbers for the SBE
subconsultants.  Also, we’ll need that one issue sorted out as soon as possible.  Could
you please coordinate with Ray and George on the updated numbers? 


Thanks
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Anaya, Elena - (NorCal)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:19:57 AM


Thanks for the laugh this morning.  I totally understand how when it goes wrong, it goes
realllllly wrong….have a great day.
 
 
Elena Anaya │ Community Affairs Director, Northern California
Turner Construction Company │300 Frank H. Ogawa Plaza, Suite 510│ Oakland, CA 94612
direct 510.267.8241 │ cell 415.553.0371 | eanaya@tcco.com
website │ linkedin │ youtube
 
“Be ready at any moment to give up what you are for what you might become.”
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
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Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:20:33 AM


While we appreciate the extra time, you might want to correct the DSEIR publication date in your
message.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
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Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Springer, Matt (UCSF)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:58:55 AM


:)


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Springer, Matt" <Matt.Springer@ucsf.edu> 
Date: 05/07/2015 10:04 AM (GMT-08:00) 
To: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership
Development Project Notification 


you bet...   :-)


On May 7, 2015, at 8:49 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the
wrong century for when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact
report.  It will be this coming June 3, 2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but
not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
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Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in
the email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Mark Cavagnero"
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:09:00 AM


Someone pointed out it was a millennium difference.  I give up…..:)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Mark Cavagnero [mailto:mark@cavagnero.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:06 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
what's a hundred years in the life of the planet- a mere drop of water!
 
your brain is fine..fingers and small keys are the problem.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong
century for when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be
this coming June 3, 2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my
brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
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San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT
DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the
email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project
has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for
streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and I wanted to
assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed project, the Office of
Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to analyze the project in
accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act, including the
preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day opportunity for public review and
comment and public approval hearings on the document as any other non-certified project. 
The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 and we will be
sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
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1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49:39 AM


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
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Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Mark Cavagnero
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:08:53 AM


what's a hundred years in the life of the planet- a mere drop of water!
 
your brain is fine..fingers and small keys are the problem.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong
century for when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be
this coming June 3, 2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my
brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT
DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the
email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
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1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project
has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for
streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and I wanted to
assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed project, the Office of
Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to analyze the project in
accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act, including the
preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day opportunity for public review and
comment and public approval hearings on the document as any other non-certified project. 
The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 and we will be
sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Bridges, George (CII); Lee, Raymond (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW SBE participation to date summary
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 2:42:39 PM
Attachments: SBE Math_5 6 15 for OCII.xlsx


Here’s the doc In Excel. Let me know if you need anything else.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Bridges, George (CII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:17 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW SBE participation to date summary
 
Clarke
 
It would be ideal to send an excel version.
 
Thank you
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:16 PM
To: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW SBE participation to date summary
 
Ray, George, and Catherine,
 
Per my conversation with Catherine this morning, please see the attached summary of SBE
participation on the project for use in preparing for the OCII Commission hearing on 5/19. If you
have any questions, please call me at the number below.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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															SBE Goal (%)			50%


															SBE Participation (%)			50%


															MBE Participation (%)			30%


															WBE Participation (%)			23%


															100% SBE Role (#)			10


															Actual SBE (%)			21%








						Discipline			Proposal %			Prime Firm			SBE Firm			%SBE Fee			Certification			SBE Ethnicity


						AOR (Arena)			16.6%


Ben Draa: Ben Draa:
includes parking/plaza
CM: includes Acceleration, SBE mgmt fee, and Insurance discount			KHA						0%


						AOR (Office/Retail)			8.8%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
KHA amt is per Jeff Chiu spreadsheet on 4/16/15			KHA			TBD			35%			TBD			TBD


						Arena Design Architect			17.8%


Ben Draa: Ben Draa:
includes parking/plaza
			Manica						0%


						Arena Interiors 			2.7%			RichyWorks			 YamaMar			35%			MBE/WBE			Asian PAC


						Market Hall			1.7%			RichyWorks			TBD			35%			TBD			TBD


						Geotechnical Engineering 			2.1%


Ben Draa: CM:
per Dec. 19 '14 draft contract			Langan			Divis 			36%			SBE


						Environmental Engineering			1.3%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
per Dec. 19 '14 draft contract			Langan			Albion 			35%			SBE


						Survey			0.1%						 Martin Ron			100%			SBE


						Accessibility			0.2%			Ed Roether						0%


						Broadcast/Access Control/Video Surveillance/Teledata/Structural Cabling/AV/Acoustics (Arena) + Acoustics/IT/Structured Cabling (Office/Retail)


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
Acoustics folded into this discipline			2.6%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
Fees are per 4/3/15 spreadsheet.			WJHW 			SFMI


Ben Draa: Clarke Miller:
WJHW interviewed SFMI. Building Security and Office/Retail Acoustics/ITscope has been incorporated.			45%			SBE


						Acoustical/Audio-Visual/Lighting (Arena Theater)			0.2%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
Per Jan 8 '15 proposal for SDs only						


Ben Draa: Clarke Miller:
WJHW interviewed SFMI. Building Security and Office/Retail Acoustics/ITscope has been incorporated.			Theatre Project Consultants						0%


						BMS (All Buildings)			0.5%			SSR						0%


						Building Enclosure - Curtain Wall 			1.6%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
fee split is per Greg Otto email Dec 8 '14			Walter P. Moore			McClintock Façade Consulting			35%			WBE


						Building Enclosure - Waterproofing			0.6%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
fee split is per Greg Otto email Dec 8 '14			Walter P. Moore						0%


						Civil Engineering			1.2%


Ben Draa: Clarke Miller:
Includes Theater portion + 9/23/14 ASR			BKF			Telamon			35%			MBE/WBE			Asian PAC


						Code Consultant			0.4%						Howe Engineers			100%			SBE 


						Fire, Life Safety, and CFD Analysis (All Buildings)			0.3%						Howe Engineers			100%			SBE 


						Environmental/Branding Graphic Design & Code/Wayfinding			1.3%						Infinite Scale			100%			WBE


						Design Architect (Office/Retail)			4.5%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
per Aug. 29 '14 proposal			Pfau Long			AE3			35%			MBE			African American


						Food Service/Kitchen Equipment Design/Waste Management			0.5%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
per Aug 29 '14 proposal			SDI						0%


						Landscape Architect 			2.4%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
per Aug 29 '14 proposal			SWA			Merrill Morris			35%			WBE


						LEED Commissioning Agent			1.4%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
fees proposed 5/1/15 by WSP			TBD			TBD			35%			TBD			TBD


						Lighting Design (Arena/Site)			0.8%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
fees per 4.2.15 final proposal			Sean O'Connor Lighting						0%


						Lighting Design (Office/Retail)			0.6%						Pritchard Peck			100%			WBE


						MEP Engineering (Fire Protection/Fuel Oil/CA support for M+P)			6.5%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
per fee summary dated 4/21/15 submitted to OCII			SSR			SJ Engineers			35%			MBE			Asian PAC


						MEP Engineering (Fire Alarm/CA support for Electrical)			3.3%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
per fee spreadsheet submitted to OCII 4/21/15			SSR 			Meyers+ Engineers			51%			SBE


						MEP Engineering (Office/Retail MEP)			0.0%			SSR 						-


						Parking Design/Parking Controls			0.4%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
per Aug 29 '14 proposal			Walter P. Moore						0%


						Pedestrian/Vehicular Legion Modeling			0.3%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
per Aug 28 '14 proposal excluding Small Theater. Office fee not provided.			Momentum Transport Planning						0%


						Structural Engineeering (Arena/Parking/Plaza)			8.4%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
per MKA s/s March 9, '15			MKA						0%


						Structural Engineering (Office/Retail)			2.7%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
per MKA spreadsheet March 9 '15			MKA			OLMM			35%			MBE			SE Asian


						Sustainability 			1.7%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
final fees from 4/21/15 spreadsheet sent to OCII			SSR			EBS			41%			SBE


						Vertical Transportation (All Buildings)			0.2%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
per Nov. 13 '14 proposal			Persohn Hahn						0%


						Wind Engineering			0.3%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
based on Sept 10 '14 proposal			RWDI						0%


						Building Maintenance (All Buildings)			0.4%						 C.S. Caulkins			100%			SBE


						Design Consultant			2.7%			Snohetta						0%


						GROUP 2: TO BE AWARDED Q2 - Q4 2015


						Architectural Model Making			0.5%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
KHA amt is per Jeff Chiu spreadsheet on 4/16/15			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD


						Architectural Rendering Production			0.4%


Ben Draa: Ben Draa:
includes parking/plaza
			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD


						Graphic Reproduction			0.3%			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD


						Art Consultant			0.5%			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD


						MEP Peer Review			0.3%


Ben Draa: CM:
per Dec. 19 '14 draft contract			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD


						Structural Peer Review 			0.5%


Clarke Miller: Clarke Miller:
per Dec. 19 '14 draft contract			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD


						Testing & Inspection			0.3%			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD


						Risk Assessment			0.2%			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD			TBD


						TOTAL			100.0%














































From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Freeman, Craig (PUC); Eickman, Kent (CWP)
Cc: Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Reilly,


Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 4:28:48 PM
Importance: High


Hi Craig and Kent,
I may have lost track of this, but it looks like we still need a final memo or letter from SFPUC re the
Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station clarifying:


·         Whether any upgrades would be required for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station or
conveyance system upgrades would be needed to accommodate any flows from the
Warrior’s project


·         What the upgrades would entail
 
(see email string below for details)
 
This is urgent as we are finalizing the Draft SEIR for the Warriors project in the next few weeks.
Please contact with me or Mary Lucas McDonald directly if you need clarification.
Thanks!
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 8:08 AM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Cc: Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Michael,
Can you respond to Mary’s questions below? Please give me a call if you want to discuss.
Thanks
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Mary Lucas McDonald [mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 4:34 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: joyce@orionenvironment.com; Paul Mitchell
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Subject: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Chris,
 
This memo is essentially what we need for the purposes of the CEQA document. However, the
following two points need to be explicitly addressed:
 


·         Whether any upgrades would be required for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station or
conveyance system upgrades would be needed to accommodate any flows from the
Warrior’s project


·         What the upgrades would entail
 
Can the SFPUC either modify the memo to include this information or provide a separate letter?
 
Thanks,
 
Mary
 
 
Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
 
** Note: I will be out of the office from April 20 through May 6, 2015 with limited access to email.**
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:59 PM
To: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com);
Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Here’s the memo. Let me know if this does the job.
Thanks,
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:39 PM
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To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com);
Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
There was a memo issued on 02/26/15 for Mission Bay Sanitary (Click here to download
attachments.).  Please let me know if this will suffice.


Thanks
Michael
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:34 PM
To: Tran, Michael
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com);
Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Can you give me a status update re the memo I requested in my message below? Will SFPUC be able
to provide this by the end of this month or beginning of May (at the latest)?
Thanks!
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 1:53 PM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
The CEQA consultants agree that we don’t need volumetric testing for the EIR. However, we do
need a memo that we can cite in the DEIR documenting the capacity shortfall and required
improvements for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station (similar to the Feb 3, 2015 memo on the
Mariposa Pump Station). Is that doable by late April/early May?
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
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Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 11:05 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Freeman, Craig (PUC)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
Sorry I’m getting back to you late; this email must have gotten lost in my inbox.  I do not believe our
Operations and Pretreatment staff are currently OK with the volume of water proposed.  It is my
understanding the GSW team will reach out the regional board for a separate discharge directly to
the bay.
 
Also I want to clarify a few questions regarding SWPS #1 and SWPS #5.  SWPS #1 has been built ~12-
13 years ago but has not been accepted by the City for ownership/maintenance; this was discussed
in detail during our initial December 2014 meeting.  At that time, it was generally agreed that
volumetric testing is needed to verify the station’s performance because the City would not have
access to maintenance or performance data.  After our meeting with BKF/GSW this past Tuesday
3/24, they recall that the City requested for volumetric testing of SWPS #1 because there was
uncertainty if the station is performing as intended.  Is this still the case and does BKF/GSW need to
test SWPS #1 specifically for the EIR?
 
As for SWPS #5, it is currently under construction and will not be fully complete until after the EIR is
published.  I believe Planning Department is OK with using the assumed design numbers. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thanks,
Michael
 


From: Kern, Christopher (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 9:13 AM
To: Tran, Michael
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Thanks for keeping me in the loop on this, but I’m not sure if I need to attend this meeting. Can you
provide a bit more information re the agenda? The latest draft of the EIR addresses construction
dewatering as follows:


 


Construction dewatering is expected to last approximately nine months. The initial
estimated and peak water discharge rate is 1,850 gallons per minute (gpm) and
would last three to four days.  By the end of the first week, the discharge rate
would reduce to about 300 gpm, and by the end of the second week, to about 100


[1]
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gpm. By the end of the initial 45-day construction period, the discharge rate would
reduce to approximately 30 to 40 gpm, and this rate is expected to last the duration
of the dewatering period, approximately seven and a half months. The three
potential construction dewatering discharge options are: (1) directly discharging to
the City's combined sewer system; (2) installing an on-site dewatering treatment
system and discharging the treated water to the Bay if the capacity of the Mariposa
Pump Station would be exceeded with the discharge; and (3) a combination of the
first two options.


If discharged to the combined sewer system, the discharges would be subject to the
City’s Industrial Waste Ordinance, adopted in 1992. This ordinance is found in Article
4.1 of the Public Works Code, as supplemented by Order No. 158170, which regulates
the quantity and quality of discharges to the combined sewer system. In accordance
with Article 4.1 and Order No. 158170, the discharge permit would contain
appropriate discharge standards and may require installation of meters to measure
the volume of the discharge. Although the groundwater could contain contaminants
related to past site activities, as well as sediment and suspended solids, the
construction contractors would be required to treat the groundwater as necessary to
meet permit requirements prior to discharge, and discharge rates would be
controlled so that the capacity of the sewer system would not be exceeded.


If discharged directly to the Bay, the discharges would be subject to permitting
requirements of the RWQCB under the VOC and Fuel General NPDES permit,
described in Section 5.9.4.2, State Regulations, which specifies water quality criteria
and monitoring requirement s for discharges under the permit. Accordingly, under
this option, sediment would be removed in settling tanks and the discharges would
be treated on-site for hydrocarbons and metals. A treatability study would be
conducted prior to discharge to demonstrate that the treatment system can
successfully meet the discharge limitations.  The treated water would be discharged
through a stormwater swale or outfall pipe downstream of Pump Station SDPS-5
(part of the Mission Bay South separate stormwater system) shown on Figure 5.7-2.
Regular influent and effluent water quality monitoring would be conducted to
demonstrate permit compliance.


The combined option could include directing a portion of the initial discharges to the
Bay as described above until flows have subsided to the point that they are within
the capacity of the Mariposa pump station. Discharges to both the Bay and the
combined sewer system would be subject to the same permitting requirements as
described above. With discharge to the combined sewer system in accordance with
regulatory requirements, or discharge to the Bay in accordance with the VOC and
Fuel General NPDES permit, water quality impacts related to a violation of water
quality standards or degradation of water quality due to discharge of groundwater
produced during construction‐related dewatering would be less than significant.


Does SFPUC have concerns regarding the accuracy or adequacy of this discussion for CEQA
purposes?
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org


[2]
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Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Michael Tran (via Doodle) [mailto:mailer@doodle.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 8:07 AM
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Michael Tran invites you to participate in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary,
Construction Dewatering."


Hi there,
 
Michael Tran (mitran@sfwater.org) invites you to participate in
the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction
Dewatering."


Michael Tran says:


Please confirm which dates are best for you.


Participate now


What is Doodle? Doodle is a web service that helps Michael


Tran to find a suitable date for meeting with a group of people.


Learn more about how Doodle works.


You have received this e-mail because "Michael Tran" has invited you to participate
in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


Doodle AG, Werdstrasse 21, 8021 Zürich



http://www.sfplanning.org/

mailto:mailer@doodle.com

https://doodle.com/?tmail=poll_invitecontact_participant_invitation_with_message&tlink=logo

mailto:mitran@sfwater.org

https://doodle.com/r3v4y85accszmg46?tmail=poll_invitecontact_participant_invitation_with_message&tlink=pollbtn

https://doodle.com/main.html?tlink=checkOutLink&tmail=poll_invitecontact_participant_invitation_with_message





 


    Shipman, Dorinda and Kimbrel, Elizabeth, Langan Treadwell Rollo, 2015. Memorandum to Kate Aufhauser, Golden
State Warriors and Clarke Miller, Strada Investment Group regarding Construction Dewatering Discharge Options,
Golden State Warriors Arena, San Francisco, California. February 17, 2015.


    Ibid.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Terezia Nemeth"
Subject: RE: CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:43:00 AM


Do you have 5 minutes right now (I am at my desk)?  Otherwise will tomorrow work?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Terezia Nemeth [mailto:tnemeth@are.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:43 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Time to talk today?


Terezia Nemeth 
Consultant 
415-559-1732 
Tnemeth@are.com 


 
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 09:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification 
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



mailto:tnemeth@are.com
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mailto:Tnemeth@are.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Cathy Searby
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 2:37:58 PM


Is there another meeting scheduled about this subject?  Good luck in your new job and you
will be greatly missed!  Cathy
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor 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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49:37 AM


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under



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

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "joyce@orionenvironment.com"; Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Paul Mitchell


(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Murphy, Mary G. (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:43:00 AM


Thanks for checking.  I am just going to fix the 3015 since I already look like an idiot. My ego can only
take so much this early in the morning……..
 
OK – email #3. 
 
PS – Mary don’t hate me too much….
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Joyce Hsiao [mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:42 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Murphy, Mary G. (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Re: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hi Catherine,
"2015"  not  "3015" and you may want to expand "Event Center project" to "Event Center and
Mixed-use Development project"
Otherwise, it looks great!
Joyce


Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com
On 5/7/2015 8:30 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) wrote:


Before I send correction #2 – could everyone please review everything closely in the
paragraph so there is nothing else that I have to fix.  Thanks
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Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
While we appreciate the extra time, you might want to correct the DSEIR publication
date in your message.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in
the email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
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Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and I
wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Bagot-Lopez, Barbara"
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:05:00 AM


And someone pointed out that it was a difference in millennium vs. century.  Throwing in the towel
for today…..
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Bagot-Lopez, Barbara [mailto:Barbara.Bagot-Lopez@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:05 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
I thought you were just being a good planner ;-)


BB


On May 7, 2015, at 8:49 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the
wrong century for when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact
report.  It will be this coming June 3, 2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but
not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
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PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in
the email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
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1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW project square footages
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:04:06 PM
Attachments: Master Gross Floor Area Summary for OCII_050715.pdf


Catherine,
Please see the attached square footage summary and let me know if there’s anything further you
need.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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Entire Project at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)



Building Gross Floor 
Area (Sq. Ft.)



Basement / 
Cellar Space1



Mechanical 
Penthouse2



Intermediate 
Floor 



Mechanical / 
Operations3 



Parking/ Loading 
Area4



Outside 
Stairs5



Balconies / 
Decks / 



Terraces6



Ground Floor 
Circulation / 



Service7



Restaurants / 
Retail < 5k8



OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. 



Ft.)



COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL
Gatehouse Non-Retail 8,145 0 0 719 0 0 0 3,220 see below 4,206
Event Center 776,862 84,287 25,029 40,489 0 5,711 5,375 73,465 see below 542,506
South St Tower - Office 314,118 10,091 0 1,452 0 0 0 9,293 see below 293,282
16th St Tower - Office 272,168 10,445 0 1,452 0 0 0 7,676 see below 252,595
Parking/Loading 470,450 0 0 0 470,450 0 0 0 0 0
Commercial/Industrial Sub-Total 1,841,743 104,823 25,029 44,112 470,450 5,711 5,375 93,654 0 1,092,589



RETAIL
Gatehouse Retail 3,397 see above 3,005 392
Event Center Retail 2,222 see above 2,222 0
South St Tower - Retail 28,154 see above 11,635 16,519
16th St Tower - Retail 25,526 see above 7,956 17,570
Retail (Market Hall, South St., TFB) 46,172 8,658 24,925 12,589
Retail Sub-Total 105,471 0 0 0 0 0 0 8,658 49,743 47,070



1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #01 - Basement Spaces for Storage, Services, Operation or Maintenance
2 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #03 - Penthouses and Other Mechanical Equipment Located At Top Of Building
3 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #04 - Intermediate Level Areas Necessary for Operation and Maintenance of Building
4 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #05 - Outside Stairs or Fire Escapes at Face of Building
5 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #06 - Off-Street Parking, Loading, and Driveways
6 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #08 - Balconies, Porches, Roof Decks, Terraces or Similar 
7 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11 - Ground Floor Area Devoted to Building or Pedestrian Circulation and Building Service
8 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12 - Restaurants or Retail Sales of Goods, Not To Exceed 5,000 Occupied Square Feet Per Use



max allowable Retail is 50,471



max allowable Commercial/Industrial is 1,103,544



OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)













From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Myall, Hilde (CII)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:04:00 AM


Shit – I was going to double check my math was correct.  Throwing in the towel…..
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Myall, Hilde (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:04 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
At least you went big – not just the wrong century – you got us into the next millennium. That’s
forward thinking!
 
Hilde Myall
Senior Development Specialist
Real Estate & Development Services
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
  Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue - 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415.749.2468
hilde.myall@sfgov.org
http://www.sfocii.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:02 AM
To: Myall, Hilde (CII)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
OMG – what a start to the day.  Good think I am leaving!  Nice thing about having staffed that list
serve for so long, I have some street cred for not being a complete loon.
 
Catherine Reilly
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Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Myall, Hilde (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:01 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
Lucky for you, most of us in government don’t read our emails anyway.  ;)
 
Hilde Myall
Senior Development Specialist
Real Estate & Development Services
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
  Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue - 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415.749.2468
hilde.myall@sfgov.org
http://www.sfocii.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:hilde.myall@sfgov.org

http://www.sfocii.org/





415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Site Plan(s) for Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 9:20:28 AM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png


Understood. We’ll wrap something similar into our midday submittal (working on it now). Thank you
for the quick feedback!
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:59 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Clarke Miller; Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Site Plan(s) for Memo
 
Thanks – they look good (we don’t need a separate one with just the street names as along as the
basic site plan with all the labels also has the street names).  I am attaching an example of an open
space one that helped to orient people with what is going on.  I think that is the one piece that is
missing and probably should be a separate one (leave what you have on the site plan related to
labeling the open space areas, but too busy to add more details about what those labels mean (ie,
see the second page of this scan, which explains what’s going on in each of the areas). 
 
Between us, the packet did not do a great job of explaining what is going on with the landscaping,
which is all cool stuff.  Again, NO need to copy this one, but rather gives  sense of a method of
understanding easier what is being proposed by the landscaping/open space.  For the memo, I could
see having something like the first page, including the labels on the second page incorporated into
the first page.  For the actual BC/SD, they should do something like the third page – that zooms into
each of the areas to give more detail on the plazas, etc. (ideally, I would love to have that for the


memo for the 3rd Street Plaza and possibly the SE Plaza, but don’t think we have time).  Trying to
show the details on the architectural site plan is illegible and doesn’t explain what they are trying to
achieve.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:11 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: Site Plan(s) for Memo
Importance: High
 
Catherine,
 
Wanted to get you our latest and greatest site plans ASAP – please see the attached. I think together
these present the information you’d requested; we tried combining labels with entries and paths of
travel and the single image got far too busy to read well.
 
We’re pulling these together in an InDesign file along with materials images for you by midday.
Please let us know if any further edits are needed.
 
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: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Michael Keinath; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Catherine Mukai
Subject: Re: Anthony"s explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:59:53 PM


Thank you Michael, this is great.  


Jessica Range
Environmental Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, Ca 94103
E: Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
T: (415) 575-9018


From: Michael Keinath <mkeinath@environcorp.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2015 1:44 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Catherine Mukai
Subject: RE: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Jessica –
 
For your reference, here is a brief summary of the offset costs development in other districts.  No other district with an offsets program or
history of offsets use considers a capital recovery factor for purchasers.
 


·        In the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District, the off-site construction mitigation fee rate is $17,720 per ton of
excess NOx emissions as of 5/6/2015 (plus an administrative fee of 5%) and is based on the cost effectiveness formula established
in California's Carl Moyer Incentive Program (note they have not yet updated this for the new Carl Moyer value of $18,030). No
capital recovery factor is considered.


 
·        In the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, the Indirect Source Review (ISR) program requires that an offsite reduction


fee of $9,350/ton plus a 4% administration fee be applied for NOx emission reductions that cannot be achieved through onsite
emission reduction measures. This fee is based on the projected use of the ISR Funds towards the Heavy Duty Engine Emission
Reduction Program and the Reduce Motor Vehicle Emissions (REMOVE) Program. The cost effectiveness of these two programs is
based on the amount of NOx the project eliminates per dollar spent. The cost per ton for PM offsets is also about $9,000/ton.


 
With respect to the GSW project, below we present the emissions offsets required for both operation and mitigated construction cases on a
tons per year basis.   In both cases, offsets required for operational completely cover construction those required for construction.  This is not
evident from the tables in AQ chapter as construction emissions are reported in lbs/day for comparison to the threshold and the denominator
is days of construction (260 days per year) rather than calendar days (365 days).
 


Analysis Emission Offsets Required
(tons/year)*


Construction (Tier 4) 5.4


Construction (Tier 2 +ARB NOx VDECS) 14.3


Operation 17.0


*These are emissions above the threshold.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or would like to discuss further.  Thanks.
 
 
Yours sincerely
Michael Keinath, PE
 
Principal
 
D +1 415 7961934
M +1 510 8821734
mkeinath@environcorp.com
________________________________________
 
Ramboll Environ
201 California Street
Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA 94111
USA
www.ramboll-environ.com
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:34 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Michael Keinath; Catherine Mukai
Subject: FW: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Revised email from Alison.
 


From: Alison Kirk [mailto:AKirk@baaqmd.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:33 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
From Anthony’s email:
 
“I think I see how they calculated the mitigation amount, but they left out a factor in the analysis that results in an underestimate of how
much funding is needed to reduce these emissions.  The formula is listed below, and it looks like they used the total cost, and did not
include the capital recovery factor that annualizes the funding amount.
 


When you re-do the calculation with this factor, it looks like the amount needed to achieve 12.64 TPY of NOx and 4.46 TPY of ROG is
~$906k not $323,729.” 
 
Alison Kirk, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 
Tel. 415-749-5169
Fax 415-749-4741
 


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise protected by law from disclosure. It is
intended for the exclusive use of the Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the addressee, you
may not review, copy, distribute or disclose to anyone the message or any information contained within. If you have received
this message in error, please contact the sender by electronic reply to email@environcorp.com and immediately delete all
copies of the message.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Jesse Blout
Subject: FW: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:07:00 AM


FYI
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 



mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Myall, Hilde (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:03:42 AM


At least you went big – not just the wrong century – you got us into the next millennium. That’s
forward thinking!
 
Hilde Myall
Senior Development Specialist
Real Estate & Development Services
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
  Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue - 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415.749.2468
hilde.myall@sfgov.org
http://www.sfocii.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:02 AM
To: Myall, Hilde (CII)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
OMG – what a start to the day.  Good think I am leaving!  Nice thing about having staffed that list
serve for so long, I have some street cred for not being a complete loon.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Myall, Hilde (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:01 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
Lucky for you, most of us in government don’t read our emails anyway.  ;)
 
Hilde Myall
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Senior Development Specialist
Real Estate & Development Services
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
  Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue - 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415.749.2468
hilde.myall@sfgov.org
http://www.sfocii.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3,
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor 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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Bridges, George (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII)
Subject: Re: SBE Numbers for Memo
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:10:32 AM


Catherine


When Ray and I spoke with Clarke yesterday, he said that they did not feel
comfortable providing the information at this time because they are already getting a
lot of sunshine request.  We told him that Tiffany may require the details so be
prepared to provide the consultant summary.  We also told him that the other
matter should be resolved by Friday and he said that was also his desire.


George


On May 6, 2015, at 9:13 PM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Will this fly?  If you haven’t already, we should double check with Sally/Tiffany to make
sure they are ok with this.  Even though we aren’t doing the approval, we are at the
stage as though they would be getting an approval in any other case, so I just want to
make sure that if we are waiting until the project is about to break ground before
sharing the stats, that the corner office is ok.


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


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Yes, we discussed sharing the detailed breakdown for the OCII Commission meeting
when approvals will be sought (i.e., September), but not for this Informational
Commission hearing.
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
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Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:06 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Thanks – have you provided a detailed breakdown of the SBEs?  Typically we include a
table like the attached for the SDs.  If you just give your raw data update to George and
Ray then they can summarize it for me.
 
Unless of course you had a different conversation with George and Ray (let’s see what
they say in the morning when they get 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/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:02 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Hi Catherine,
The updated memo is attached with changes highlighted in yellow on page 11. Let me
know if you, George, or Raymond have any questions.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 4:40 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (ADM)'
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII)
Subject: RE: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Catherine,
I spoke to Ray and George and understand the updates that are required. I’ll forward
you the updated information this evening.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 5:16 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII)
Subject: SBE Numbers for Memo
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Another thing for your long list, Clarke.  We need updated numbers for the SBE
subconsultants.  Also, we’ll need that one issue sorted out as soon as possible.  Could
you please coordinate with Ray and George on the updated numbers? 


Thanks
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Michael Keinath; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Catherine Mukai
Subject: Re: Anthony"s explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:59:51 PM


Thank you Michael, this is great.  


Jessica Range
Environmental Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, Ca 94103
E: Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
T: (415) 575-9018


From: Michael Keinath <mkeinath@environcorp.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2015 1:44 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Catherine Mukai
Subject: RE: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Jessica –
 
For your reference, here is a brief summary of the offset costs development in other districts.  No other district with an offsets program or
history of offsets use considers a capital recovery factor for purchasers.
 


·        In the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District, the off-site construction mitigation fee rate is $17,720 per ton of
excess NOx emissions as of 5/6/2015 (plus an administrative fee of 5%) and is based on the cost effectiveness formula established
in California's Carl Moyer Incentive Program (note they have not yet updated this for the new Carl Moyer value of $18,030). No
capital recovery factor is considered.


 
·        In the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, the Indirect Source Review (ISR) program requires that an offsite reduction


fee of $9,350/ton plus a 4% administration fee be applied for NOx emission reductions that cannot be achieved through onsite
emission reduction measures. This fee is based on the projected use of the ISR Funds towards the Heavy Duty Engine Emission
Reduction Program and the Reduce Motor Vehicle Emissions (REMOVE) Program. The cost effectiveness of these two programs is
based on the amount of NOx the project eliminates per dollar spent. The cost per ton for PM offsets is also about $9,000/ton.


 
With respect to the GSW project, below we present the emissions offsets required for both operation and mitigated construction cases on a
tons per year basis.   In both cases, offsets required for operational completely cover construction those required for construction.  This is not
evident from the tables in AQ chapter as construction emissions are reported in lbs/day for comparison to the threshold and the denominator
is days of construction (260 days per year) rather than calendar days (365 days).
 


Analysis Emission Offsets Required
(tons/year)*


Construction (Tier 4) 5.4


Construction (Tier 2 +ARB NOx VDECS) 14.3


Operation 17.0


*These are emissions above the threshold.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or would like to discuss further.  Thanks.
 
 
Yours sincerely
Michael Keinath, PE
 
Principal
 
D +1 415 7961934
M +1 510 8821734
mkeinath@environcorp.com
________________________________________
 
Ramboll Environ
201 California Street
Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA 94111
USA
www.ramboll-environ.com
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:34 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Michael Keinath; Catherine Mukai
Subject: FW: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Revised email from Alison.
 


From: Alison Kirk [mailto:AKirk@baaqmd.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:33 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
From Anthony’s email:
 
“I think I see how they calculated the mitigation amount, but they left out a factor in the analysis that results in an underestimate of how
much funding is needed to reduce these emissions.  The formula is listed below, and it looks like they used the total cost, and did not
include the capital recovery factor that annualizes the funding amount.
 


When you re-do the calculation with this factor, it looks like the amount needed to achieve 12.64 TPY of NOx and 4.46 TPY of ROG is
~$906k not $323,729.” 
 
Alison Kirk, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 
Tel. 415-749-5169
Fax 415-749-4741
 


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: Bridges, George (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII)
Subject: Re: SBE Numbers for Memo
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:13:03 AM


Thanks!


On May 7, 2015, at 8:11 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks for the clarification.  That makes more sense.  I will talk with Sally and Tiffany
and give Clarke a heads up he should be working on the data.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Bridges, George (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:11 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII)
Subject: Re: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Catherine
 
When Ray and I spoke with Clarke yesterday, he said that they did not feel comfortable
providing the information at this time because they are already getting a lot of
sunshine request.  We told him that Tiffany may require the details so be prepared to
provide the consultant summary.  We also told him that the other matter should be
resolved by Friday and he said that was also his desire.


George


On May 6, 2015, at 9:13 PM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
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Will this fly?  If you haven’t already, we should double check with
Sally/Tiffany to make sure they are ok with this.  Even though we aren’t
doing the approval, we are at the stage as though they would be getting
an approval in any other case, so I just want to make sure that if we are
waiting until the project is about to break ground before sharing the
stats, that the corner office is ok.


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


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII); Julia Nunes
(jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Yes, we discussed sharing the detailed breakdown for the OCII
Commission meeting when approvals will be sought (i.e., September), but
not for this Informational Commission hearing.
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:06 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII); Julia Nunes
(jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Thanks – have you provided a detailed breakdown of the SBEs?  Typically
we include a table like the attached for the SDs.  If you just give your raw
data update to George and Ray then they can summarize it for me.
 
Unless of course you had a different conversation with George and Ray
(let’s see what they say in the morning when they get in).  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
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   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:02 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII); Julia Nunes
(jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Hi Catherine,
The updated memo is attached with changes highlighted in yellow on
page 11. Let me know if you, George, or Raymond have any questions.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 4:40 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (ADM)'
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII)
Subject: RE: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Catherine,
I spoke to Ray and George and understand the updates that are required.
I’ll forward you the updated information this evening.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 5:16 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII)
Subject: SBE Numbers for Memo
 
Another thing for your long list, Clarke.  We need updated numbers for
the SBE subconsultants.  Also, we’ll need that one issue sorted out as
soon as possible.  Could you please coordinate with Ray and George on
the updated numbers? 


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



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






San Francisco
Business Times (blog)


From: Google Alerts
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Google Alert - warriors arena san francisco
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 9:00:27 AM


warriors arena san francisco
Daily update ·  May 8, 2015


NEWS


3 unexpected ways the Warriors could prevail in battle
over arena
San Francisco Business Times (blog)
Most recently, Mayor Ed Lee came to the arena's defense last night: “We will
get the Warriors arena in San Francisco. No threats will stop the city from ...


Flag as irrelevant


Warriors face new arena foe: UCSF
Arena Digest
A proposed Golden State Warriors arena at San Francisco's Mission Bay has run into some
powerful opposition in the form of UCSF donors who want ...


Flag as irrelevant


You have received this email because you have subscribed to Google Alerts.
Unsubscribe


 Receive this alert as RSS feed


Send Feedback
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From: Al Casciato
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:29:37 AM


Catherine


Take a deep breath and slow down. All will be better. Take it from a senior citizen. 


Best Regards


Al Casciato 


Sent from my iPhone


On May 7, 2015, at 8:49 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the
wrong century for when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact
report.  It will be this coming June 3, 2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but
not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in
the email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
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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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Dennis Hong
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Jones, Sarah (CPC); Kim, Jane (BOS)
Subject: Re: Automatic reply: Case 2014.1441E - Mission Bay Block29-32
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 4:50:04 PM


 
Good afternoon Brett, thanks for the quick response.  When it's published can you send me a copy or have it on
the 4th floor pick up box for me? Either way let me know. Best, Dennis 


On Wednesday, May 6, 2015 2:23 PM, "Bollinger, Brett (CPC)" <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:


Nothing new since November. The Draft SEIR is expected to be published in about a
month.
 
From: Dennis Hong [mailto:dennisj.gov88@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 1:25 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Jones, Sarah (CPC); Kim, Jane (BOS)
Subject: Fw: Automatic reply: Case 2014.1441E - Mission Bay Block29-32
 
 
Good morning Brett, I se that this prject is starting to resurface. Other than the news media, is there anything
newer that what you sent me last November?
I had also reviewed UCSF's current mater plan. Thanks.
 
Best regards,
 
Dennis Hong


On Monday, November 24, 2014 3:45 PM, "Jones, Sarah (CPC)" <sarah.b.jones@sfgov.org> wrote:
 


I will be out of the office until Monday, December 1.  I will be checking email on a very
occasional basis.  If you have an issue that needs to be addressed in a timely way,
please contact Deputy ERO Viktoriya Wise at viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org or (415) 575-
9049.  Thank you.
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From: Miche
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:04:59 AM


So what will be your next great adventure?


Miche Price (dropping Weinberg)


***************************************
And the trouble is, if you don't risk anything, you risk even more.  -- Erica Jong


On May 7, 2015, at 8:49 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the
wrong century for when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact
report.  It will be this coming June 3, 2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but
not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in
the email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Springer, Matt
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:04:21 AM


you bet...   :-)


On May 7, 2015, at 8:49 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> 
wrote:


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the 
wrong century for when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  
It will be this coming June 3, 2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not 
that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING 
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER 
THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project 
Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in 
the email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required 
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center 
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development 
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the 
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and 
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed 
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to 
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California 
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the 
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings 
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is 
anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 and we will be sending out a formal notice 
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Hard Copy of GSW SEIR Transportation Section
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 10:44:23 AM


Chris:
 
FYI, I fed-exed a hard copy of the SEIR Transportation section to you today (for Sarah), for your
receipt Monday.
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; "Mallory Shure"; Sean Bailey; David Carlock;


Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 9:39:18 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Catherine, when do you need comments back? (other than ASAP, which I’m sure is the real answer!)
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:32 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David
Carlock; Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: Draft Memo
 
Here is the draft memo for folks to review and help fill in blanks.  I have not let this sit overnight, so
certain there will be typos.  We have several people that will be reviewing this, so expect changes. 
Also, provide all comments in redline.  I would appreciate if someone from the GSW team could pull
together all the team’s comments so that I don’t end up with 10 docs to merge in.
 
Thanks
 
PS – I have some meetings today and will look at the site plans when I get back. 
 
(Curses – forgot to hit send on this last night)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:pedro.arce@sfgov.org

mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:lweingartner@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:woods@pfaulong.com

mailto:shure@pfaulong.com

mailto:bailey@pfaulong.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:richyworks@mac.com

mailto:jwinters@swagroup.com

mailto:MOmotayo@walterpmoore.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

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/








From: Kevin Simons
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:27:04 AM


My god I'm going to miss working with you.  You have no idea...


From: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2015 8:49 AM
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong
century for when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be
this coming June 3, 2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my
brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT
DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the
email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment 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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project
has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for
streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and I wanted to
assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed project, the Office
of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to analyze the project in
accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act, including
the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day opportunity for public review
and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any other non-certified
project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 and we will
be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Bagot-Lopez, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:05:06 AM


I thought you were just being a good planner ;-)


BB


On May 7, 2015, at 8:49 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the
wrong century for when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact
report.  It will be this coming June 3, 2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but
not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in
the email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor 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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Andrew Detsch
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:55:56 AM


Hello Catherine,


Thank you for the amusing email. Nice to find humor in these communications.
Best wishes with your new position. I will miss your emails


Regards,
Drew


From: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Thursday, May 7, 2015 8:49 AM
To: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Subject: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project 
Notification


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the wrong century for 
when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3, 
2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE 
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email 
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
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Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification 
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as 
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under 
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical 
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for 
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will 
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California 
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day 
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any 
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Cory Weinberg
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:51:35 AM


Awww :(


I've had these days 


Sent from my iPhone


On May 7, 2015, at 8:49 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails had the
wrong century for when we are going to be releasing the environmental impact
report.  It will be this coming June 3, 2015 NOT in 3015.  Government may be slow, but
not that slow……my brain on the other hand…..
 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).
 
(email corrected below)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in
the email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco



mailto:cweinberg@bizjournals.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; "Mallory Shure"; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke Miller;


richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo; Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 5:53:00 PM
Attachments: MBS GSW SD Workshop Memo2.docx


image001.png


Thanks all for the work.  I didn’t have a chance to review all of the attachments, but the definitely looked like they were
heading in the right direction, so included them in the memo I gave Tiffany to review over the weekend.  Attached is a
redline of the memo based on the changes that came back from the GSW (so, OCII and OEWD changes back).  The
biggest change was adding a couple new areas to work on. 


Monday I will give more detail instructions on the attachments and we should set up a time to talk later in the week
about the presentation to the OCII Commission.  Plan on 30 minutes total for the entire design.  Adam will be doing the
Event Management and needs 16 minutes.  I’ll start out with a similar intro as the last go around, but will be talking
much less since I won’t be going over the TMP.  All, in all, a 50 minute MAX presentation is what we are aiming for. 
Since we have so much to cover, I’d like to get all the folks doing the actual presentation on the phone later in the week
once there is a draft PPT to review to go over things.  I apologize ahead of time, but we will not be able to have every
design team member have a speaking part, though will make sure to recognize everyone.
 
Have a great weekend and more to come 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:33 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Apparently neither of my emails w/ the materials listed below went through (file size). Please use the links below to
access the relevant items:
 
Memo comment:
https://www.dropbox.com/s/s1g5myv97qed50w/2015.05.08_MBS%20GSW%20SD%20Workshop%20Memo_Draft_GSW-
Combined-Comment.docx?dl=0
 
Gatehouse narrative: https://www.dropbox.com/s/1v2itpx32pynvt8/2015.05.06_GATEHOUSE%20NARRATIVE.docx?dl=0
 
Exhibits: https://www.dropbox.com/s/q4ep39tl3we228h/2015.05.08_Commissions_Book_PartI_ForOCII.pdf?dl=0
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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INFORMATIONAL MEMORANDUM





TO:	Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure





FROM:	Tiffany Bohee


	Executive Director





SUBJECT:	Workshop on the Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs and Event Management Plan for the Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development on Blocks 29 to 32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area








EXECUTIVE SUMMARY





GSW Arena LLC (“GSW”), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC, which owns and operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association (“NBA”) team, proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and a variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open space and structured parking (“GSW Project”) on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco. The project site is bounded by South Street on the north, Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, and by the future planned realigned Terry A. François Boulevard on the east. GSW has entered into an agreement to purchase the project site from the current site owner, an affiliate of salesforce.com.





The GSW has submitted Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs for Blocks 29-32 (“Schematic Designs”), pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement. The Schematic Designs address the design of the 18,064-seat state-of-the-art Event Center; two office/retail buildings at South and 16th Streets with about 500520,000 leasable square feet of office/lab and two 160-foot towers; up to 6150,000 square feet of retail uses in the Food Hall at South Street and Terry Francois Boulevard, along South Street and along Terry Francois Boulevard, in the office buildings, and in the Gatehouse at the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza; open space and landscaping, including an open space plaza of civic importance along 3rd Street; and associated bike and vehicle parking and loading to serve the project.  





Since the Mission Bay South Design for Development (“Design for Development”) regulations for Blocks 29-32, which control the design of the site, were focused on office and retail uses versus an event center’s unique design requirements, the Design for Development will require amendments by the Commission to allow the proposed GSW Project.  The proposed Design for Development Amendments principally relate to height of the event center, building massing, number of towers, tower separation, and bulk. In no case will the GSW Project exceed the 160’ height limit or otherwise be inconsistent with the standards set forth in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.   





The City is coordinating City services outside the site including public transit service, traffic management, public safety, event coordination and neighborhood quality of life concerns.  A draft Events Management Plan has been prepared to address these issues, including the identification of a number of capital and operating improvements to meet the project’s anticipated transportation demand. The Events Management Plan complements a Transportation Management Plan prepared by GSW to designate curb management zones, address intersection signalization and control by Parking Control Officers (PCO’s), and plan for safe separation of modes (including pedestrians) to minimize conflict and maximize safety and convenience.


  


The Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee (“CAC”) has discussed the GSW Project, and related topics, at 10 meetings since May 2014, including two meetings in March and April 2015 to discuss the Schematic Designs and a May meeting to discuss Event Management.  In addition to meeting with the CAC, the GSW and OCII/City staff have also held numerous meetings with other stakeholders. Comments received to date focused on primarily design, traffic congestion/parking, events management, and construction impacts.  Overall, the Mission Bay CAC and community have responded positively to the design of the GSW Project.





The Planning Commission will be holding an informational workshop on the Schematic Designs at its May 28, 2015 meeting.  Once both Commissions have provided comments on the Schematic Designs, the GSW will move into the next stage of design with the Design Development and Construction Drawings.  No official actions can be made related to the GSW Project until further environmental impact review is completed and certified by the OCII Commission, anticipated to occur in early fall 2015. 








BACKGROUND





Golden State Warriors Project 





GSW Arena LLC (“GSW”), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC, which owns and operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association (“NBA”) team, proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and a variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open space and structured parking (“GSW Project”) on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco (see Exhibit A for a location map). The project site is bounded by South Street on the north, Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, and by the future planned realigned Terry A. François Boulevard on the east. The project site is across Third Street from the University of California, San Francisco (“UCSF”) research campus and near the future UCSF Medical Center.  The San Francisco Bay and the future public park Park P22 are located across Terry A. Francois Boulevard from the development site.  GSW has entered into an agreement to purchase the project site from the current site owner, an affiliate of salesforce.com.





The GSW Project will include an 18,064-seat state-of-the-art Event Center and two prominent office buildings with about 500520,000 leasable square feet of office/lab space, surrounding an open space plaza of civic importance.  In addition to the event center and office space, the project will include up to 6150,000 leasable square feet of retail (including a Food Hall), automobile and bicycle parking, service and loading areas and a series of smaller open spaces.  












Previous Major Phase Review





The Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (“OPA”) between OCII and FOCIL-MB and the Interagency Cooperation Agreement (“ICA”) between OCII and City departments establish the protocols for development approvals in Mission Bay South. As specified in the OPA, the first stage of development approval is the preparation of a Major Phase submission, which provides information on proposed land uses and intensities of development, height, bulk, and massing of future buildings, location and general design of open space, and the subdivision of blocks into building parcels. The next stage after a Major Phase is the preparation of Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs for individual buildings and major open spaces.  A draft Major Phase for the GSW Project was prepared and presented to the Commission on January 6, 2015.  








DISCUSSION





The GSW Project provides for the development of an 18,064-seat event center, about over half a million leasable square feet of office/lab space, between 50,470 and 61,10050,000 leasable square feet of new retail space, and a series publicly accessible open spaces, as well as 1,082 parking spaces (950 of which would be on Blocks 29-32, with the other 132 spaces located in an existing South Street garage) and ancillary service and circulation areas.  The mix of uses is designed to ensure that the site is active not only during an event, but also at all other times through the inclusion of office and retail uses and activated public open spaces to provide employment and retail opportunities for the surrounding neighborhood and larger San Francisco community. The project would be designed to Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED®) Gold standards using a campus approach, whereby each individual proposed structure as well as the overall site would qualify for individual Gold ratings.  The land use program is summarized in Table 1.





Exhibits B and C depict the site plan for the GSW Project and identify the primary components of the GSW Project.  The site is broken into the following components:  the 18,064-seat Event Center, the XXX 300,000 square foot South Street Building, the XXX 255,000 square foot 16th Street Building, the Food Hall and retail buildings along Terry Francois Boulevard and South Street, the Gatehouse, the underlying parking podium, and the surrounding open space and landscaping (including the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza).  The GSW have drafted Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs for each of these components (“Schematic Designs”), as described in more detail below. 





The design team for the GSW Project consists of:


· Event Center/Gatehouse - MANICA Architecture


· South and 16th Street Buildings – Pfau Long Architecture/AE3 Partners (Joint Venture Association)


· Retail/Food Hall - Richyworks


· Open Space/Landscaping – SWA Group and Merrill Morris Partners


· Parking – Walter P. Moore


· Façade – Walter P. Moore


· Architect of Record – Kendall Heaton Associates


· Structural Engineering – Magnusson Klemencic Associates


· MEP Engineering – Smith Seckman Reid, Inc. 












[bookmark: _Toc400381583][bookmark: _Toc398564756][bookmark: _Toc402188557]TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF PROPOSED GSW PROJECT 


			Project Component


			Characteristic





			Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity


			18,064 seats 





			Size 


			Total LSFa





			Event Center


South and 16th Street Office Space


Retail Space - Total


Total Building Area


			506,500486,000





503,900520,000


   50,470-61,100b50,000


1,061,900-1,071,500056,000 LSF





			Height/Levels 


Event Center 


South and 16th Street Office/Retail Building






Food Hall and TFB Retail 


Gatehouse


			


135 feet


160 feet (11 stories) total [90-foot (6-story) podiums with 70-foot (5story) towers above]; retail uses within street level and plaza-level floors 


41 feet 


34 feet 





			Parking/Loading Spaces


			Blocks 29-32:


950 parking stalls below-grade or at-grade (concealed by Third Street Plaza)


13 truck docks below-grade


Existing off-site at 450 South Street Parking Garage:


132 parking stalls





			Vehicular Access 


			Access point for autos and all large trucks on 16th Street at Illinois Street


Access point for autos on South Street at Bridgeview Way





			Open Space


			3.2 acres








NOTES:


LSF = leasable square feet. 





a	The maximum commercial and retail square footage allowed under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan is tracked by leasable square footage.  


b	The GSW are negotiating with UCSF to purchase the rights to develop additional retail square footage on-site.  As a result, there is a range of the amount of retail square footage that is being proposed, with the lower range being the amount that would be developed if the GSW is unable to obtain the additional retail rights.








GSW Schematic Design Overview





The following describes the Schematic Designs in more detail.  Exhibits D-AA depict the schematic designs for all the various sections of the GSW Project and proposed building and planting materials and site furnishing.





Event Center


The approximately 560486,000-leasable square foot, 18,064-seat Event Center is located on the eastside of the site, overlooking Park P22 and the San Francisco Bay and has a maximum height of 135 feet at the middle of the rooftop.  In addition to the event floor and seating bowl, it will contain guest amenity areas (clubs and suites), food vendors, back-of-house support (staff locker rooms, production kitchens for food and beverage, equipment storage), building operations areas (mechanical and utility rooms, loading and receiving areas), and GSW practice facility and team headquarters. Back of house areas will not be visible to patrons and members of the public except where purposefully designed (for instance, a show kitchen), and many are located below grade or on restricted-access building levels.





The building’s two primary entries are located at its northwest (“Main Entrance”) and southeast (“Theater Entrance”) corners. Both entries lead to a publicly accessible grand building lobby prior to patron ticketing areas. The Theater Entrance, in particular, is demarcated by the dramatic proscenium archway, designed to reinforce a sense of entry as patrons walk underneath the gatewaylike structure. The proscenium also enhances outdoor programming opportunities for the Southeast Plaza by framing the space.





The Bayfront Terrace is located on the northern façade of the Event Center and includes both an event center amenity space (lower level) and a view terrace and interior space (upper level). The latter is accessible at all times, including nonevent hours, via two distinct building entries (accessible from Terry Francois Boulevard and the pedestrian path/Food Hall) and a dedicated elevator. The Bayfront Terrace’s levels will provide views into the Event Center seating bowl and a dramatic panorama of the San Francisco skyline, Bay, Bay Bridge and planned Park P22. The Terrace’s height, below that of the Event Center itself, also helps step the building’s scale down towards the park and the water.





Pedestrians and patrons may walk from one Event Center entry to another via the pedestrian path that curves along the Event Center’s northern side, bringing patrons past retail and potential art or lighting installations as they rise from an elevation of approximately 10 feet to 26 feet above grade along a gentle slope. Additional access around the building includes a walk along the 16th Street sidewalk and landscaped setback area, and passage through the walkway connecting 16th Street midblock with the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza along Third 3rd Street. Both the walkway and the pedestrian path terminate at the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza to the northwest, and the Southeast Plaza to the southeast, thereby creating a continuous network of programmed or passive public spaces. 





The Event Center’s façade system will include three primary materials. First, glass glazing systems will be used at the main entry plaza (west side) and southeast lobby. Second, metal panels will encase a significant portion of the building enclosure. These panels will include perforated patterns that add depth, motion, and opportunities for creative lighting to the building façade. Finally, a durable and low-maintenance-free building material, such as patterned Glass Fiber Reinforced Concrete (GRFC) or precast concrete, will encase the building’s base, grounding the structure and providing accents through careful use of texture and/or color. Terra Cotta may also be introduced at the building’s base.





South Street and 16th Street Office/Retail Buildings


Two office/lab and retail buildings would be located on the west side of the project site, at the corner of Third Street and South Street (“South Street Building”) and at the corner of Third Street and 16th Street (“16th Street Building”).  Both buildings are aboutThe South Street Building XX 300,000 leasable square feet in size, which includes about XX 255,000 leasable square feet of retail.  They each combine a 6-story (90-foot) mixed-use podium and an 11-story (160-foot) office tower for each building, with retail along the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza at the podium level to help activate the plaza area. The design for the tower on each building is tear-dropped in plan, which will complement the Event Center’s curvilinear aesthetic and that of the other structures on-site without mimicking it. Projected and shaped aluminum sunshade blades add texture to the sleek, curved glass form. The tower will be differentiated from its context in Mission Bay by its warmth, color, irregularity, and curves.





The buildings’ podiums wrap into the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza with a welcoming curved gestural form, drawing pedestrians and event patrons into the plaza along sloped walkways and bordered by active retail uses on the east side. The primary office lobby entrance for the South Street Building will be located on the corner of South Street and 3rd Streets, with an additional entrance off of the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza. The primary office lobby entrance for the 16th Street Building will be located on the corner of 16th Street and 3rd Streets, with an additional entrance off of the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza.





The skin of both buildings will include a variety of cladding types including outside glazed low-E unitized curtain wall system, fritted spandrel glazing and resin coated wood accent panels and soffits to add warmth. A serrated curtainwall system will round the corner into the main plaza, further breaking down the scale of the building at the podium and adding contrasting visual interest to the curved form of the building.





The roofs of the podiums for each building will include a partially occupiable green roof with integrated stormwater treatment. This will be both an amenity for tower tenants, and a highly visible feature of the development from neighboring buildings.  Mechanical systems on the tower roofs will be fully screened by painted metal screenwall and laid out with visibility from nearby neighborhoods in mind. Podium rooftop equipment will be incorporated into landscape elements wherever possible. 





Food Hall/Eastside Retail/Gatehouse


Retail uses are planned to occupy several areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the South and 16th Street Buildings; 41-foot high retail buildings along Terry A. François Boulevard and South Street, the “Food Hall,” a retail concept similar to the Ferry Building; and the “Gatehouse” building located in the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza, which has a height of approximately 34 feet, located along Third Street. 





Food Hall/Eastside Retail: The Food Hall is located at the corner of South Street and Terry François Boulevard and consists of a roughly triangular structure.  It is accessible at grade from an entry plaza, partially occupied by street furniture from neighboring retail tenants, and from the elevated pedestrian path 26 feet above grade. It is designed to accommodate a number of small, local vendors and producers of artisan goods, in combination with prepared food and sit-down dining areas. A retail tenant such as a food and beer garden will likely occupy the Food Hall roof, accessible from the pedestrian path or from Terry Francois Boulevard (via vertical circulation elements including stairwells, lifts, and the food hall interior).  Standalone retail also lines Terry Francois Boulevard at grade, as well as additional standalone retail at the podium level on South Street (also accessible from the Pedestrian Path). These spaces are envisioned as centers for high-quality food and beverage, wellness, and community. 





The Food Hall/Eastside Retail elements are comprised of a system of vertical and horizontal divisions in industrial-inspired materials, which lend a consistent architectural language to the street frontage. Within this framework, individual tenants will have freedom to customize storefronts to create a diverse, varied, and urban feel.  Taking advantage of the views of Park P22 and the Bay, open doorways and wide windows will create a porous ground level, terraces and programmed rooftops will provide views from above, and the Food Hall and nearby retail elevations will “step down” to the water to create a comfortable scale.





Gatehouse:  The XX2,500-leasable square foot Gatehouse is located on the western edge of the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza, mid-point on 3rd Street, helping to activate the plaza area, provide a formal entry from 3rd Street and provide wind protection.  The two-level building will house elevators connected to parking facilities and a small amount of retail.  The second floor of the building will also provide staging space for broadcasts of events held at the Events Center, as well as for other special events in the 3rd Street Plaza.  The primary material for the Gatehouse will be glass, to create a transparent character for the building.Within the gatehouse, the roof will be supported by an iconic lattice-like cantilevered structure resembling a basketball net.  Within the net is a spiral stair connecting all floors from grade level up to the broadcast mezzanine. Beneath this structure, the top-most floor acts as a broadcast platform for gameday broadcast crews to film live on site with the arena as a backdrop. A retractable glass wall will open to the plaza to further connect these broadcasts to the gameday atmosphere in the plaza. At plaza and grade levels a mix of dining and retail will be accessible to the public. On grade level public restrooms will be available, as well as a direct connection to grade level parking. All parking levels will access the plaza and grade level through stairs and an elevator within the gatehouse.





The exterior of the gatehouse consist of a simple palate: a glass curtain wall to match that of the office/lab buildings; a gray fascia circling the top of the façade, matching the columns on the office towers; retractable glass panels to open the top floor to the public plaza; and a sedum green roof.








Public Open Space 


The GSW Project will include approximately 3.2 acres of publically accessible open space areas that will be comprised of two primary plazas (one along 3rd Street and one at the southeast corner of the site) and additional paved or landscaped areas.  The main XX-square foot, 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza is raised eight feet above the Third Street sidewalk (sloping imperceptibly up to the Event Center Main Entrance) and will be roughly equivalent in area to the central flat plaza area at Union Square and the main plaza at Rockefeller Center.  The plaza will be programmed to activate it on a daily basis in conjunction with the activity generated by the fronting retail uses at the base of the surrounding buildings.  The 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza has been designed with flexibility in mind to accommodate the range of programming, and as a result, the design includes large-scale moveable occupiable planters that can be rearranged.  The center oval shaped lawn area is designed to be similarly flexible and the center lawn can be replaced with wood, ice, and other surfaces to accommodate events.





The smaller 25,000-square foot Southeast Plaza at the corner of Terry Francois and 16th Street leads into the secondary entrance to the Event Center and will be used as the primary entrance for event center “theater” (cut-down configuration) events with reduced attendance.  A 300-space bicycle valet facility is located on this plaza, and an additional overflow, temporary bicycle corral could be located in this plaza for events anticipated to attract a larger number of bicycle riders. A similar overflow bicycle corral could be provided on other plaza areas throughout the site as needed.





In addition to the plazas, there are private green roofs on top of the two office buildings and public walkways that wrap around the exterior of the north and eastern-sides of the Event Center to connect the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza to the Food Hall, bayfront overlook, main concourse entry, Bayfront Terrace exterior entry, and 16th Street. 





The open spaces will also serve to move people to and from the Event Center events in an organized manner, allowing for adequate staging areas to avoid spilling of pedestrians onto the surrounding streets.  The corners at 3rd Street and 16th and South Streets have been expanded to allow for pedestrian staging for transit and passenger loading for taxis, rideshare, or personal vehicles. A linear lighting element eimbedded in the paving ties the entire site together by guiding visitors from 3rd Street into the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza, and then around the Event Center to the Southeast Plaza at the Theater Entrance.  Finally, the landscaping also will serve for on-site stormwater treatment using the green roofs, rain gardens and a continuous green ring on top of the Event Center.  





Circulation, Transit and Automobile and Bicycle Parking


All parking and loading for the site is located below ground, or concealed at grade, (two below grade, and one concealed at street level) and is accessed through two garage entries, one at the intersection of 16th and Illinois Streets and the other mid-block along South Street, between 3rd Street and Terry Francois Boulevard.  Truck loading will only take place at the 16th Street entrance, with the retail parking using the South Street entrance.  The GSW Project is proposing 950 underground parking spaces within Blocks 29-32, with an additional 132 parking spaces located in an existing garage at 450 South Street, for a total of 1,082 spaces to serve the GSW Project.  13 loading docks, and five additional below-grade trash compactor locations, will be provided to serve the site.  While determining the appropriate number of on-site parking spaces, opportunities for sharing parking between the daytime office uses and the larger night/weekend event center uses wass assumed.  In addition, the Event Management Plan (discussed below) is being developed to encourage people to utilize transit and other alternative modes of transportation to minimize the need for vehicle parking and minimize the traffic impacts surrounding the site. 





The GSW Project is incorporating bicycle facilities to encourage bicycling to and from the site and to take advantage of the dedicated bike lanes planned or existing on 16th Street, Illinois St. and Terry Francois Boulevard.  In addition to enclosed bicycle storage for the office/retail buildings (111 spaces) and bicycle racks on the sidewalks surrounding the site (75 spaces), the GSW Project will include a secure permanent bike valet for approximately 300 bicycles which will likely be operated on a valet basis during major events.  The bike valet will be located at the corner of 16th Street or Terry Francois Boulevard at the Theater Entrance to the Event Center, where the bicycle lanes serving the site are also located. The GSW Project landscaping plan includes space within the plaza areas to allow for occasional temporary bike corrals with a capacity of 50-100 additional spaces for larger events anticipated to attract higher numbers of bicycle riders.  Appropriate locations for the City’s Bike Share pods are being explored to connect the event center to the city system.





The GSW Project will be well-served by local transit.  The site sits on the Third Street Light Rail line (T 3rd Street), which will see increased service with completion of the Central Subway.  The 55-16th Street motor coach provides service to Mission Bay from the 16th Street BART station, with the extension of the 22 Fillmore trolley coach planned to follow.  Both lines will travel north along Third Street in front of the site.  The Caltrain station is located less than a half-mile north from the site at 4th and King, with another Caltrain station located to the south at 22nd Street.  The Event Management Plan proposes to provide special bus shuttles to connect event attendees with BART, ferry and other regional transit systems.





The GSW are also planning to institute a robust set of Travel Demand (TDM) strategies for Event Center patrons and others on-site to encourage and facilitate the choice of transit, biking, or other alternative modes in lieu of private vehicle access to the project site. 





Public Art


The GSW Project will be required to comply with the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Art Requirement that requires any development with 25,000 gross square feet or more of retail and commercial uses to install art on-site or pay a fee to OCII for use for art in public park, in an amount equal to 1% of the hard costs of initial construction of projects.  A project can include a combination of on-site art and off-site fees to meet the 1% requirement. The GSW will be hiring an arts consultant as part of its professional services team to help develop a public arts program for the project and will outreach to local artists to encourage their participation in the GSW Project.












Proposed Amendments to the Design for Development Standards





In Mission Bay South, the design of development is regulated by the Design for Development.  Since the Design for Development regulations for Blocks 29-32 were focused on office and retail uses, versus an event center, the Design for Development will require amendments to allow the proposed GSW Project.  Exhibit BB summarizes the amendments to the Design for Development that would be needed to allow the proposed GSW Project (“Design for Development Amendments”). The proposed Design for Development Amendments principally relate to height of the event center, building massing, number of towers, tower separation, and bulk. In no case will the GSW Project exceed the 160-foot height limit or otherwise be inconsistent with the standards set forth in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.  The proposed Design for Development Amendments would be adopted prior to approval of the Schematic Designs, anticipated in early fall 2015. 





Events Management Plan





The San Francisco Office of Economic and Workforce Development (“OEWD”) has taken the lead in coordinating City services outside the site including public transit service, traffic management, public safety, event coordination and neighborhood quality of life concerns.   In addition to design, massing and construction impacts, these topics have generated the most discussion within the Mission Bay community.  





On top of the major transportation improvements already in planning or construction to serve Mission Bay (completion of the street grid, Central Subway, Caltrain modernization, etc.), the City proposes a number of capital and operating improvements to meet the project’s anticipated transportation demand (“Event Management Plan”):  





· Transit: The City proposes to purchase four additional light rail vehicles and improve the capacity and frequency of the T-Third line; extend the existing boarding platform at Third and South Streets; run three special event shuttles to regional transit stations; complete the 16th Street Bus Rapid Transit lane and increase bus service along 16th; and coordinate with both the Mission Bay shuttle program and regional transit operators such as Caltrain, Bay Area Rapid Transit (“BART”), Water Emergency Transportation Authority (“WETA”) and Golden Gate to provide increased special event service. 


 


· Vehicular Access: The City proposes to deploy up to 21 parking control officers to control key intersections and neighborhood circulation by overriding traffic lights, preventing lane and driveway blockages, creating local access only corridors and protecting emergency vehicle access to the UCSF Mission Bay campus; install changeable message signs along key access routes to direct traffic; signalize three intersections to prevent modal conflicts and protect bicycle and pedestrian safety; and utilize mobile technology to facilitate pre-purchase of parking spaces to reduce circling.  





· Transportation Demand Management: The project site will implement aggressive demand management strategies such as limiting on-site parking to 950 spaces; providing space for over 500 bicycles on-site and sponsoring a bikeshare station; promoting alternative transportation modes through wayfinding, promotional incentives and event ads, tickets websites or mobile applications; and creating performance standards that, for instance, protect pedestrian safety, facilitate transit and limit auto mode share.





· Public Safety and Neighborhood Quality of Life:  Depending on the event type and size, the City proposes up to 14 police officers to patrol the neighborhoods surrounding the event center, along major access corridors and in support of UCSF campus security and adjacent business private security.  The GSW will maintain their own property, will provide or contract with a qualified contractor to provide similar services to surrounding areas impacted by event patrons, and will create a Good Neighbor Policy to address everything from illegal vendors to meeting all applicable noise ordinances and creating a central point of contact for resolving any complaints.  





The City has focused specific consideration on event center events that overlap with events at AT&T Park and proposes several strategies to employ, where commercially reasonable, to mitigate their impact on the neighborhood. They may include coordinating schedules to avoid conflicts, staggering start times of private events if they cannot be rescheduled, and developing overflow parking lots south of the Event Center to accommodate any overflow parking.  Exhibit CC includes a more detailed summary of the proposed Events Management Plan, which was presented at the April 30, 2015 Mission Bay CAC meeting.





The City further proposes to use project-generated tax revenues to cover the estimated $6.6 million in City costs required to fund these improvements.  An independent, peer-reviewed fiscal analysis by Economic & Planning Systems, Inc. (“EPS”) estimates that the Event Center project will generate $14.11 million dollars in annual tax revenue.  This figure is net of all OCII revenues dedicated to Mission Bay infrastructure and affordable housing.  A complete copy of the EPS report is included as Exhibit DD.  









Citizens Advisory Committee and Community Outreach Program





The Mission Bay CAC is the official community group leading the community process for the GSW Project.  The CAC has discussed the GSW Project, and related topics, at its May, August, September, October, November and December 2014 meetings, as well as three other meetings in March and April 2015.  The Schematic Designs were discussed by the Mission Bay CAC at the March and April 2015 meetings. Overall the Mission Bay CAC was supportive of the Schematic Designs.  Most of the requests related to the Schematic Designs were to retain the simplicity and grace of the Event Center design, clarify some of the operational features, and ensure that environmental conditions, such as wind, are taken into consideration with the open space design. The community was also concerned about ensuring that the retail is designed to be successful and contribute to the overall neighborhood as both a destination and a catalyst for further growth.





In addition to meeting with the CAC, the GSW and OCII/City staff have also outreached to other stakeholders, including:





· Mission Bay life science community


· Neighborhood leaders from: South Beach, Rincon Hill, Mission Bay, Dogpatch, and Potrero Hill


· UCSF


· San Francisco Giants


· San Francisco Bicycle Coalition


· San Francisco Walk


· Local residents and business/merchants





The Schematic Designs addressed the design comments Comments received from the CAC and larger community during the GSW Major Phase design phase, which focused onfall within the following main categories:





1) Design and Massing (Major Phase)


· Bayfront terrace reducing the height/size and design


· Height and setback along the pedestrian edge of site and throughout buildings


· Local wind patterns


· High quality of design and creation of needed open space


· Excitement about an active area with commercial (food) retail options


· Understanding of great need for more office/lab space in area





The Mission Bay CAC and community meetings also included discussion on the following issues.  OCII and City staff will continue to work with the GSE and community on these issues:





2) Traffic Congestion and Parking


· Access to hospital, residents, and businesses during events


· Adequate transit to serve the site


· Location of parking (on-site, locally, and satellite)


· Traffic control


· AT&T Park and GSW events on the same day


· Street closures and local access


· Adequate bicycle parking and infrastructure


· Congestion on the 4th Street bridge





3) Event Management


· Crowd control and security


· Trash and physical impacts on adjacent properties





4) Construction Impacts


· Noise, dust control, traffic, and vibration





In addition, at the end of April, a newly formed 501c(4) named the Mission Bay Alliance came out in opposition to the GSW Project based on concerns about the impact of the project on the new UCSF Medical Center in Mission Bay.  There have been many newspaper articles including statements from the Mission Bay Alliance expressing their concerns related to traffic and parking impacts on the Mission Bay Medical Center, as well as expressing the group’s desire to expand future UCSF facilities onto the project site.  A representative from the Mission Bay Alliance attended the April 30, 2015 Mission Bay CAC meeting to express the group’s concerns.  According to the official statement from UCSF, UCSF is not affiliated with any group related to or formally opposing the GSW Project (see Exhibit EE). 








Equal Opportunity Program and Compliance with OCII Policies





The GSW shall comply with the OCII’s Nondiscrimination in Contracts, Minimum Compensation and Health Care Accountability policies and has worked closely with contract compliance staff to comply with the Small Business Enterprise (“SBE”) Program on this development.  The GSW have undertaken an extensive outreach process to identify opportunities for SBE participation in the project.  To offer opportunities to the greatest extent possible to small businesses and ensure their maximum participation, the GSW made deliberate efforts to divide scopes of work, including those for partnership opportunities with prime consultants. The GSW identified approximately 40 professional services opportunities and undertook a multi-stage solicitation effort.  Requests for qualifications (“RFQ”) were issued first to allow small businesses a quick and easy way to submit interests and qualifications. This was followed by issuance of request for proposals (“RFP”) to shortlisted firms to ascertain, in further detail, firm qualifications, approaches to the requested scope of work, and costs.  Interviews were conducted to ensure the best possible selection and, in some instances, connect small businesses for teaming arrangements.  





Due to the extensive process needed to screen and select firms, the GSW are proceeding to build its design and consultant team in a two phase approach: firms with disciplines that are needed immediately, such as architects, are being selected in the first phase (currently in progress), while disciplines that are not needed until a later date, such as testing and inspection, are being selected in the second phase, which is anticipated to occur mid- to late this year. To date the GSW have shortlisted, obtained proposals, and interviewed about 80% of the disciplines needed for this project, with efforts continuing.  The GSW have awarded 34 of the disciplines thus far, approximately 50% of which is going to SBEs. For informational purposes, GSW projects approximately 30% minority-owned business participation and 23% women-owned business participation, reflecting the diversity of the City and County of San Francisco in its team.  Exhibit FF provides a list of the proposed team.  





During the construction phase of this project, the GSW have expressed their commitment to meeting OCII's requirements and goals, which include the 50% SBE construction subcontracting participation goal, payment of prevailing wages and the 50% local construction workforce hiring goal. Additionally, permanent hiring will be subject to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement in accordance with the City’s First Source Hiring Program, which will ensure that San Francisco residents are given first consideration for the project’s permanent entry-level employment, with a 50% goal of the entry-level positions being filled by San Francisco residents.





CEQA Environmental Review





As part of its actions on September 17, 1998 establishing the Mission Bay Redevelopment Project Areas, the former Redevelopment Commission certified the project’s Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”), adopted California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) findings, adopted a series of mitigation measures, and established a comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring. The Board of Supervisors, the Planning Commission, and various City departments adopted similar findings and mitigation monitoring plans. This FSEIR includes by reference a number of addenda. 





The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 1518.  The Mission Bay FSEIR analyzed the environmental impacts associated with the development program proposed for the entire plan area, including the program under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, which includes Blocks 29-32. Thus, under CEQA, the proposed GSW Project is considered a subsequent activity under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment program.  However, the FSEIR did not anticipate the development of an event center on Blocks 29-32, so a focused EIR is being prepared to analyze the difference in impacts identified for the proposed project from those disclosed in 1998; the focused EIR will be a Subsequent EIR (“SEIR”) per CEQA Guidelines Section 15162.  OCII is considered the lead agency under CEQA for the SEIR, and the Commission will be responsible for certification of the SEIR.  The Draft SEIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015, with a public hearing held on the Draft SEIR with the Commission on June 30, 2015.





On April 30, 2015, Governor Brown certified that the GSW Project qualifies as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act (Assembly Bill 900), Public Resources Code 21184.  A newspaper notification, pursuant to the requirements of the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act was published on May 7, 2015, along with on-site notification and mailing and emailing notifications to neighbors. 





No official actions can be made related to the GSW Project until the SEIR has been certified by the Commission, anticipated to occur in early fall 2015.  As a result, no action on the GSW Project can be made at this time, but it will return to the Commission for official action once the SEIR has been certified.





Next Steps 





On May 28, 2105, the Schematic Designs will also be presented to the San Francisco Planning Commission for review and comment.  The GSW will then use all the comments on the Schematic Designs to begin working on the Design Development and Construction Drawings.  The Draft SEIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 for a 45-day review period, pursuant to CEQA.  A public hearing on the Draft SEIR will be held in front of the Commission on June 30, 2015.  Once the 45-day review period Draft SEIR is completed, a Final SEIR will be prepared for Commission review and certification in early fall 2015.





It is anticipated that all of the Commission actions would occur at the same meeting as the certification of Final SEIR.  The GSW are planning on completing the project for the start of the 2018 basketball season.









The following is a summary of the anticipated schedule for review and approval of the GSW Project:





· Planning Commission Review of Schematic Designs – May 28, 2015


· Release of Draft SEIR – June 3, 2015


· OCII Commission Certification of Final SEIR - early fall 2015


· OCII Commission Approval of Design for Development Amendments, GSW Major Phase, and Schematic Designs - early fall 2015


· Planning Commission Approval of Schematic Designs for Office Buildings - early fall 2015





OCII Commission Review


Once the Commission certifies the Final SEIR, then it can approve all the actions needed to allow the GSW Project, including the Design for Development Amendments, Major Phase, and Schematic Designs.  It is anticipated that the Final SEIR will be ready for certification in early fall 2015 with project approval occurring at around the same time.  There may also be amendments to other documents, such as the Mission Bay South Signage Plan, which that will be finalized once the Commission has provided comments on the Schematic Designs.





Planning Commission Review


While the Planning Commission does not have approval authority under the Mission Bay Plan for the GSW Major Phase or Design for Development Amendments, the Planning Commission does have oversight over the office allocation for the office components of the project, so the Schematic Designs for the Prop M office buildings included in the GSW Project will require Planning Commission final approval. (While the office space for this project has already been allocated and deducted from the City’s cumulative office cap according to prior approvals granted to Alexandria Real Estate Equities, the former owner of the project site, the allocation was conditioned on subsequent Planning Commission review of actual building designs as has been the protocol throughout Mission Bay.)  As with the Commission, the Planning Commission will not be able take final action on the schematic designs until directly after the OCII Commission has certified the Final SEIR.  





Ongoing Design Review


The Schematic Designs will continue to be refined and improved during the Design Development review, consistent with the Schematic Designs presented in this memorandum.  Typically, as part of the Schematic Design review and approval by the Commission, conditions of approval would be included to identify areas that warrant additional design focus going forward.  Since the Commission will not be approving the Schematic Designs at this stage, the following provides a list of areas that staff will continue to work on with the GSW design team going forward.  Comments provided by the Commission will also be added to this list, as well as public comments on the design.  OCII staff will continue to work with Planning Department, SFMTA and OEWD staff on the design review.





· Pedestrian Realm:  Ensure the portions of the GSW Project that abut the pedestrian realm (sidewalks and other public spaces) are made to be as active and visually interesting as possible. 


· Entrances:  Refine the various pedestrian entrances to ensure that they are easily identifiable and the vehicular entrances to maximize a visually interesting and safe design.


· 


· Bayfront Terrace:  Ensure Bayfront Terrace is accessible to visitors via separate well defined, exterior entries, so the space can be used during no-event times by general members of the public.


· View Terminations:  Ensure that the points of the project that are at the termination of public streets and view corridors, such as Illinois Street, Bridgeview Way, and Nelson Rising Way are continue to be designed recognizing their importance of terminating the view point.


· Retail Uses:  Refine the retail spaces to ensure a lively environment to activate the project site during non-event times.


· Open Space/Landscaping:  Refine the open space plan to ensure that the plazas are activated and flexible in their use and ensure that the sidewalks ares designed to allow safe and comfortable pedestrian movement.


· Materials and Colors:  Refine the color and materials palate to ensure a visually attractive project.


· Signage/Lighting:  Develop a signage and lighting plan that addresses the unique signage and lighting requirements of the Event Center, including lighting, wayfinding, and building identification, while being integrated into the surrounding community.








(Originated by Catherine Reilly, Project Manager)














Tiffany Bohee


Executive Director









[bookmark: _GoBack](Sally – the highlights are my notes to the design team – will remove)


Exhibit A: 		Mission Bay Location Map 


Exhibit B: 	GSW Project Site Plan (this is the new one with everything labeled) 


Exhibit C:	Open Space Site Plan (if the Exhibit B is not detailed enough, need a site plan that clearly shows what the open space plan is and have it all detailed, include the green roofs on this as well)


Exhibit D:	Aerial View of Event Center Facing West (pretty rendering from previous presentations – not in the SDs currently)


Exhibit E:	Bird’s Eye View Facing Southeast (page 50 of OS/Parking SD – wasn’t there a nicer rendering done before?)


Exhibit F:	Event Center Southeast Theater Entrance (Page 38 Event Center SD)


Exhibit G:	Aerial View of Event Center and Food Hall Facing Southwest (Figure 3 in the Event Center SD)


Exhibit H:	Food Hall Entrance (page 42)


Exhibit I:	Event Center Main Entrance (Page 50 of Event Center SD)


Exhibit J:	Event Center Interior (Page 57 of Event Center SD)


Exhibit K:	Event Center Cross Section (Figure 27 of Event Center SD)


Exhibit L:	South Street Office/Retail Building Facing Southeast (page 51 OS SD)


Exhibit M:	16th Street Office/Retail Building Facing Northeast (page 04.2)


Exhibit N:	Northwest Plaza Entry at 3rd and South Streets (Page 53 of OS SD)


Exhibit O:	Northern 3rd Street Approach to Plaza (Page 04.4 of So St SD)


Exhibit P:	3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza Facing East (Page 56 from OS SD)


Exhibit Q:	3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza and Retail (page 59 of OS SD)


Exhibit R:	Event Center Materials (Pages 30-32 – could these be combined into a single page?)


Exhibits S-U:	Office/Retail Building Materials (pages 05.1 to 05.03 – can they be combined into 1-2 pages?)


Exhibit V:	Food Hall/Eastside Retail Materials (Pages 17-20 – can these be combined into 1-2 pages?)


Exhibit W:	Gatehouse Materials (Page 45)


Exhibit X:	Landscaping Materials: Softscape (can pages 34-39 be combined into one or two pages with smaller pictures?)	


Exhibits Y-Z:	Landscaping Materials: Hardscape (pages 40 and 41)


Exhibit AA:	Landscaping Furniture and Lighting (can you combine Page 42 and Page 43?)


Exhibit BB:	Draft Design for Development Amendment Summary 


Exhibit CC:	Event Management Plan Overview


Exhibit DD:	Fiscal Impact Study


Exhibit EE:	UCSF Letter on GSW Project


Exhibit FF:	Professional Services Subconsultants
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From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:18 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (ADM)'; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Catherine:
 
- Memo comments from GSW (+design teams) are attached.  I am also including the text of the Gatehouse Design
Narrative that will be rolled into the next full BC/SD submission – just in case you want to use any of this additional
description to augment what you already have. Clarke will respond directly re: the square footage numbers you have
highlighted here (I have corrected a few other figures and stats but all SF info is getting streamlined through him).
 
- The first round of exhibits (site plans and materials) en route in 5 – taking longer than anticipated to export. Once it
goes through let me know if there are edits required and our design team will coordinate on those ASAP.  The 3D
concept images/renderings will come in Monday midday, as discussed.
 
Thanks!
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:32 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: Draft Memo
 
Here is the draft memo for folks to review and help fill in blanks.  I have not let this sit overnight, so certain there will be
typos.  We have several people that will be reviewing this, so expect changes.  Also, provide all comments in redline.  I
would appreciate if someone from the GSW team could pull together all the team’s comments so that I don’t end up
with 10 docs to merge in.
 
Thanks
 
PS – I have some meetings today and will look at the site plans when I get back. 
 
(Curses – forgot to hit send on this last night)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
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From: Joyce Hsiao
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com);


Murphy, Mary G. (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Re: CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:42:16 AM


Hi Catherine,
"2015"  not  "3015" and you may want to expand "Event Center project" to "Event
Center and Mixed-use Development project"
Otherwise, it looks great!
Joyce


Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com
On 5/7/2015 8:30 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) wrote:


Before I send correction #2 – could everyone please review everything closely in the
paragraph so there is nothing else that I have to fix.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
While we appreciate the extra time, you might want to correct the DSEIR publication
date in your message.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
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Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in
the email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:22:50 AM
Attachments: GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Chronicle that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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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 
Miguel Bustos 
Manily Mondejar 
Darshan Singh 



Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director 



PUBLIC NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
LEADERSHIP DEVELOPMENT PROJECT (ELDP) 



Date: 
	



May 4, 2015 



Case No.: 
	



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII): 
ER 2014-919-97 



Planning Department: 2014.1441E 



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



Zoning: 	MB-RA; Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan — 
Commercial/Industrial/ Retail Designation; Design for 
Development for the Mission Bay South Project Area Height 
Zone 5 



Block/Lot: 	Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Blocks 29-32; Assessor's 
Block 8722, Lots 001 and 008 



Blocks Size: 
	



Mission Bay Blocks 29-32: Approximately 11 acres 



Project Sponsor/ 



Applicant: 
	



GSW Arena LLC 



David Kelly 
(510) 986-2200 
dkelly@warriors.com  



Lead Agency: OCII 



Staff Contact: 	Sally Oerth, OCII — (415) 749-2580 
sally.oerth@sfgov.org  



THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING 
WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, 
AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE 
CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED IN 
THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 
21186, INCLUSIVE, OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS 
INCLUDED BELOW. 











PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE — PRC 
Division 13. ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY [21000 — 21189.3] 



(Division 13 added by Stats. 1970, Ch. 1433.) 



Chapter 6.5: Jobs and Economic Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act of 
2011 



§21178. 
The Legislature finds and declares all of the following: 
(a) The overall unemployment rate in California is 12 percent, and in certain regions of the state 



that rate exceeds 13 percent. 
(b) The California Environmental Quality Act (Division 13 (commencing with Section 21000) of 



the Public Resources Code) requires that the environmental impacts of development projects 
be identified and mitigated. 



(c) The act also guarantees the public an opportunity to review and comment on the 
environmental impacts of a project and to participate meaningfully in the development of 
mitigation measures for potentially significant environmental impacts. 



(d) There are large projects under consideration in various regions of the state that would replace 
old and outmoded facilities with new job-creating facilities to meet those regions' needs while 
also establishing new, cutting-edge environmental benefits to those regions. 



(e) These projects are privately financed or financed from revenues generated from the projects 
themselves and do not require taxpayer financing. 



(f) These projects further will generate thousands of full-time jobs during construction and 
thousands of additional permanent jobs once they are constructed and operating. 



(g) These projects also present an unprecedented opportunity to implement nation-leading 
innovative measures that will significantly reduce traffic, air quality, and other significant 
environmental impacts, and fully mitigate the greenhouse gas emissions resulting from 
passenger vehicle trips attributed to the project. 



(h)These pollution reductions will be the best in the nation compared to other comparable projects 
in the United States. 



(i) The purpose of this act is to provide unique and unprecedented streamlining benefits under the 
California Environmental Quality Act for projects that provide the benefits described above 
for a limited period of time to put people to work as soon as possible. 



§21180. 
For the purposes of this chapter, the following terms shall have the following meanings: 
(a) "Applicant" means a public or private entity or its affiliates, or a person or entity that 



undertakes a public works project, that proposes a project and its successors, heirs, and 
assignees. 



(b) "Environmental leadership development project," "leadership project," or "project" means a 
project as described in Section 21065 that is one the following: 
(1) A residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, entertainment, or recreational use 



project that is certified as LEED silver or better by the United States Green Building 
Council and, where applicable, that achieves a 10-percent greater standard for 
transportation efficiency than for comparable projects. These projects must be located on 
an infill site. For a project that is within a metropolitan planning organization for which a 
sustainable communities strategy or alternative planning strategy is in effect, the infill 
project shall be 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. 
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(2) A clean renewable energy project that generates electricity exclusively through wind or 
solar, but not including waste incineration or conversion. 



(3) A clean energy manufacturing project that manufactures products, equipment, or 
components used for renewable energy generation, energy efficiency, or for the 
production of clean alternative fuel vehicles. 



(c) "Transportation efficiency" means the number of vehicle trips by employees, visitors, or 
customers of the residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, entertainment, or recreational 
use project divided by the total number of employees, visitors, and customers. 



§21181. 
This chapter does not apply to a project if the Governor does not certify a project as an 
environmental leadership development project eligible for streamlining provided pursuant to this 
chapter prior to January 1, 2016. 



§21182. 
A person proposing to construct a leadership project may apply to the Governor for certification 
that the leadership project is eligible for streamlining provided by this chapter. The person shall 
supply evidence and materials that the Governor deems necessary to make a decision on the 
application. Any evidence or materials shall be made available to the public at least 15 days before 
the Governor certifies a project pursuant to this chapter. 



§21183. 
The Governor may certify a leadership project for streamlining pursuant to this chapter if all the 
following conditions are met: 
(a) The project will result in a minimum investment of one hundred million dollars 



($100,000,000) in California upon completion of construction. 
(b) The project creates high-wage, highly skilled jobs that pay prevailing wages and living wages 



and provide construction jobs and permanent jobs for Californians, and helps reduce 
unemployment. For purposes of this subdivision, "jobs that pay prevailing wages" means that 
all construction workers employed in the execution of the project will receive at least the 
general prevailing rate of per diem wages for the type of work and geographic area, as 
determined by the Director of Industrial Relations pursuant to Sections 1773 and 1773.9 of the 
Labor Code. If the project is certified for streamlining, the project applicant shall include this 
requirement in all contracts for the performance of the work. 



(c) 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 with Section 38500) of the Health 
and Safety Code. 



(d) The project applicant has entered into a binding and enforceable agreement that all mitigation 
measures required pursuant to this division to certify the project under this chapter shall be 
conditions of approval of the project, and those conditions will be fully enforceable by the 
lead agency or another agency designated by the lead agency. In the case of environmental 
mitigation measures, the applicant agrees, as an ongoing obligation, that those measures will 
be monitored and enforced by the lead agency for the life of the obligation. 



(e) The project applicant 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 subdivision (f) of 
Section 21185. 



(f) The project applicant agrees to pay the costs of preparing the administrative record for the 
project concurrent with review and consideration of the project pursuant to this division, in a 
form and manner specified by the lead agency for the project. 
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§21184. 
(a) The Governor may certify a project for streamlining pursuant to this chapter if it complies 



with the conditions specified in Section 21183. 
(b) (1) Prior to certifying a project, the Governor shall make a determination that each of the 



conditions specified in Section 21183 has been met. These findings are not subject to 
judicial review. 



(2) (A) If the Governor determines that a leadership project is eligible for streamlining 
pursuant to this chapter, he or she shall submit that determination, and any supporting 
information, to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee for review and concurrence or 
nonconcurrence. 



(B)Within 30 days of receiving the determination, the Joint Legislative Budget 
Committee shall concur or nonconcur in writing on the determination. 



(C)If the Joint Legislative Budget Committee fails to concur or nonconcur on a 
determination by the Governor within 30 days of the submittal, the leadership project 
is deemed to be certified. 



(c) The Governor may issue guidelines regarding application and certification of projects 
pursuant to this chapter. Any guidelines issued pursuant to this subdivision are not subject to 
the rulemaking provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act (Chapter 3.5 (commencing 
with Section 11340) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government Code). 



§21185. 
On or before July 1, 2014, the Judicial Council shall adopt a rule of court to establish procedures 
applicable to actions or proceedings brought to attack, review, set aside, void, or annul the 
certification of the environmental impact report for an environmental leadership development 
project certified by the Governor pursuant to this chapter or the granting of any project approvals 
that require the actions or proceedings, including any potential appeals therefrom, be resolved, 
within 270 days of certification of the record of proceedings pursuant to Section 21186. 



§21186. 
Notwithstanding any other law, the preparation and certification of the administrative record for a 
leadership project certified by the Governor shall be performed in the following manner: 
(a) The lead agency for the project shall prepare the administrative record pursuant to this 



division concurrently with the administrative process. 
(b) All documents and other materials placed in the administrative record shall be posted on, and 



be downloadable from, an Internet Web site maintained by the lead agency commencing with 
the date of the release of the draft environmental impact report. 



(c) The lead agency shall make available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format 
the draft environmental impact report and all other documents submitted to, or relied on by, 
the lead agency in the preparation of the draft environmental impact report. 



(d) A document prepared by the lead agency or submitted by the applicant after the date of the 
release of the draft environmental impact report that is a part of the record of the proceedings 
shall be made available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format within five 
business days after the document is released or received by the lead agency. 



(e) The lead agency shall encourage written comments on the project to be submitted in a readily 
accessible electronic format, and shall make any comment available to the public in a readily 
accessible electronic format within five days of its receipt. 



(f) Within seven business days after the receipt of any comment that is not in an electronic 
format, the lead agency shall convert that comment into a readily accessible electronic format 
and make it available to the public in that format. 



(g) Notwithstanding paragraphs (b) to (f), inclusive, documents submitted to or relied on by the 
lead agency that were not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are 
not required to be made readily accessible in an electronic format. For those copyright- 
protected documents, the lead agency shall make an index of these documents available in an 
electronic format no later than the date of the release of the draft environmental impact report, 
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or within five business days if the document is received or relied on by the lead agency after 
the release of the draft environmental impact report. The index must specify the libraries or 
lead agency offices in which hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public 
review. 



(h) The lead agency shall certify the final administrative record within five days of its approval of 
the project. 



(i) Any dispute arising from the administrative record shall be resolved by the superior court. 
Unless the superior court directs otherwise, a party disputing the content of the record shall 
file a motion to augment the record at the time it files its initial brief. 



(j) The contents of the record of proceedings shall be as set forth in subdivision (e) of Section 
21167.6. 



§21187. 
Within 10 days of the Governor certifying an environmental leadership development project 
pursuant to this section, the lead agency shall, at the applicant's expense, issue a public notice in no 
less than 12-point type stating the following: 



"THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH 
PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING 
THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED 
IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 
21186, INCLUSIVE, OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS 
INCLUDED BELOW." 



The public notice shall be distributed by the lead agency as required for public notices issued 
pursuant to paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of Section 21092. 



§21188. 
The provisions of this chapter are severable. If any provision of this chapter or its application is 
held to be invalid, that invalidity shall not affect any other provision or application that can be 
given effect without the invalid provision or application. 



§21189. 
Except as otherwise provided expressly in this chapter, nothing in this chapter affects the duty of 
any party to comply with this division. 



§21189.1. 
If, prior to January 1, 2016, a lead agency fails to approve a project certified by the Governor 
pursuant to this chapter, then the certification expires and is no longer valid. 



§21189.2. 
The Judicial Council shall report to the Legislature on or before January 1, 2017, on the effects of 
this chapter on the administration of justice. 



§21189.3 
This chapter shall remain in effect until January 1, 2017, and as of that date is repealed unless a 
later enacted statute extends or repeals that date. 



Date 	 Tiff 



s-- 
e, Executive Director 
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:22:49 AM
Attachments: GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Chronicle that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



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

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






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 
Miguel Bustos 
Manily Mondejar 
Darshan Singh 



Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director 



PUBLIC NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
LEADERSHIP DEVELOPMENT PROJECT (ELDP) 



Date: 
	



May 4, 2015 



Case No.: 
	



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII): 
ER 2014-919-97 



Planning Department: 2014.1441E 



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



Zoning: 	MB-RA; Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan — 
Commercial/Industrial/ Retail Designation; Design for 
Development for the Mission Bay South Project Area Height 
Zone 5 



Block/Lot: 	Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Blocks 29-32; Assessor's 
Block 8722, Lots 001 and 008 



Blocks Size: 
	



Mission Bay Blocks 29-32: Approximately 11 acres 



Project Sponsor/ 



Applicant: 
	



GSW Arena LLC 



David Kelly 
(510) 986-2200 
dkelly@warriors.com  



Lead Agency: OCII 



Staff Contact: 	Sally Oerth, OCII — (415) 749-2580 
sally.oerth@sfgov.org  



THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING 
WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, 
AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE 
CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED IN 
THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 
21186, INCLUSIVE, OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS 
INCLUDED BELOW. 











PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE — PRC 
Division 13. ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY [21000 — 21189.3] 



(Division 13 added by Stats. 1970, Ch. 1433.) 



Chapter 6.5: Jobs and Economic Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act of 
2011 



§21178. 
The Legislature finds and declares all of the following: 
(a) The overall unemployment rate in California is 12 percent, and in certain regions of the state 



that rate exceeds 13 percent. 
(b) The California Environmental Quality Act (Division 13 (commencing with Section 21000) of 



the Public Resources Code) requires that the environmental impacts of development projects 
be identified and mitigated. 



(c) The act also guarantees the public an opportunity to review and comment on the 
environmental impacts of a project and to participate meaningfully in the development of 
mitigation measures for potentially significant environmental impacts. 



(d) There are large projects under consideration in various regions of the state that would replace 
old and outmoded facilities with new job-creating facilities to meet those regions' needs while 
also establishing new, cutting-edge environmental benefits to those regions. 



(e) These projects are privately financed or financed from revenues generated from the projects 
themselves and do not require taxpayer financing. 



(f) These projects further will generate thousands of full-time jobs during construction and 
thousands of additional permanent jobs once they are constructed and operating. 



(g) These projects also present an unprecedented opportunity to implement nation-leading 
innovative measures that will significantly reduce traffic, air quality, and other significant 
environmental impacts, and fully mitigate the greenhouse gas emissions resulting from 
passenger vehicle trips attributed to the project. 



(h)These pollution reductions will be the best in the nation compared to other comparable projects 
in the United States. 



(i) The purpose of this act is to provide unique and unprecedented streamlining benefits under the 
California Environmental Quality Act for projects that provide the benefits described above 
for a limited period of time to put people to work as soon as possible. 



§21180. 
For the purposes of this chapter, the following terms shall have the following meanings: 
(a) "Applicant" means a public or private entity or its affiliates, or a person or entity that 



undertakes a public works project, that proposes a project and its successors, heirs, and 
assignees. 



(b) "Environmental leadership development project," "leadership project," or "project" means a 
project as described in Section 21065 that is one the following: 
(1) A residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, entertainment, or recreational use 



project that is certified as LEED silver or better by the United States Green Building 
Council and, where applicable, that achieves a 10-percent greater standard for 
transportation efficiency than for comparable projects. These projects must be located on 
an infill site. For a project that is within a metropolitan planning organization for which a 
sustainable communities strategy or alternative planning strategy is in effect, the infill 
project shall be 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. 
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(2) A clean renewable energy project that generates electricity exclusively through wind or 
solar, but not including waste incineration or conversion. 



(3) A clean energy manufacturing project that manufactures products, equipment, or 
components used for renewable energy generation, energy efficiency, or for the 
production of clean alternative fuel vehicles. 



(c) "Transportation efficiency" means the number of vehicle trips by employees, visitors, or 
customers of the residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, entertainment, or recreational 
use project divided by the total number of employees, visitors, and customers. 



§21181. 
This chapter does not apply to a project if the Governor does not certify a project as an 
environmental leadership development project eligible for streamlining provided pursuant to this 
chapter prior to January 1, 2016. 



§21182. 
A person proposing to construct a leadership project may apply to the Governor for certification 
that the leadership project is eligible for streamlining provided by this chapter. The person shall 
supply evidence and materials that the Governor deems necessary to make a decision on the 
application. Any evidence or materials shall be made available to the public at least 15 days before 
the Governor certifies a project pursuant to this chapter. 



§21183. 
The Governor may certify a leadership project for streamlining pursuant to this chapter if all the 
following conditions are met: 
(a) The project will result in a minimum investment of one hundred million dollars 



($100,000,000) in California upon completion of construction. 
(b) The project creates high-wage, highly skilled jobs that pay prevailing wages and living wages 



and provide construction jobs and permanent jobs for Californians, and helps reduce 
unemployment. For purposes of this subdivision, "jobs that pay prevailing wages" means that 
all construction workers employed in the execution of the project will receive at least the 
general prevailing rate of per diem wages for the type of work and geographic area, as 
determined by the Director of Industrial Relations pursuant to Sections 1773 and 1773.9 of the 
Labor Code. If the project is certified for streamlining, the project applicant shall include this 
requirement in all contracts for the performance of the work. 



(c) 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 with Section 38500) of the Health 
and Safety Code. 



(d) The project applicant has entered into a binding and enforceable agreement that all mitigation 
measures required pursuant to this division to certify the project under this chapter shall be 
conditions of approval of the project, and those conditions will be fully enforceable by the 
lead agency or another agency designated by the lead agency. In the case of environmental 
mitigation measures, the applicant agrees, as an ongoing obligation, that those measures will 
be monitored and enforced by the lead agency for the life of the obligation. 



(e) The project applicant 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 subdivision (f) of 
Section 21185. 



(f) The project applicant agrees to pay the costs of preparing the administrative record for the 
project concurrent with review and consideration of the project pursuant to this division, in a 
form and manner specified by the lead agency for the project. 
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§21184. 
(a) The Governor may certify a project for streamlining pursuant to this chapter if it complies 



with the conditions specified in Section 21183. 
(b) (1) Prior to certifying a project, the Governor shall make a determination that each of the 



conditions specified in Section 21183 has been met. These findings are not subject to 
judicial review. 



(2) (A) If the Governor determines that a leadership project is eligible for streamlining 
pursuant to this chapter, he or she shall submit that determination, and any supporting 
information, to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee for review and concurrence or 
nonconcurrence. 



(B)Within 30 days of receiving the determination, the Joint Legislative Budget 
Committee shall concur or nonconcur in writing on the determination. 



(C)If the Joint Legislative Budget Committee fails to concur or nonconcur on a 
determination by the Governor within 30 days of the submittal, the leadership project 
is deemed to be certified. 



(c) The Governor may issue guidelines regarding application and certification of projects 
pursuant to this chapter. Any guidelines issued pursuant to this subdivision are not subject to 
the rulemaking provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act (Chapter 3.5 (commencing 
with Section 11340) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government Code). 



§21185. 
On or before July 1, 2014, the Judicial Council shall adopt a rule of court to establish procedures 
applicable to actions or proceedings brought to attack, review, set aside, void, or annul the 
certification of the environmental impact report for an environmental leadership development 
project certified by the Governor pursuant to this chapter or the granting of any project approvals 
that require the actions or proceedings, including any potential appeals therefrom, be resolved, 
within 270 days of certification of the record of proceedings pursuant to Section 21186. 



§21186. 
Notwithstanding any other law, the preparation and certification of the administrative record for a 
leadership project certified by the Governor shall be performed in the following manner: 
(a) The lead agency for the project shall prepare the administrative record pursuant to this 



division concurrently with the administrative process. 
(b) All documents and other materials placed in the administrative record shall be posted on, and 



be downloadable from, an Internet Web site maintained by the lead agency commencing with 
the date of the release of the draft environmental impact report. 



(c) The lead agency shall make available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format 
the draft environmental impact report and all other documents submitted to, or relied on by, 
the lead agency in the preparation of the draft environmental impact report. 



(d) A document prepared by the lead agency or submitted by the applicant after the date of the 
release of the draft environmental impact report that is a part of the record of the proceedings 
shall be made available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format within five 
business days after the document is released or received by the lead agency. 



(e) The lead agency shall encourage written comments on the project to be submitted in a readily 
accessible electronic format, and shall make any comment available to the public in a readily 
accessible electronic format within five days of its receipt. 



(f) Within seven business days after the receipt of any comment that is not in an electronic 
format, the lead agency shall convert that comment into a readily accessible electronic format 
and make it available to the public in that format. 



(g) Notwithstanding paragraphs (b) to (f), inclusive, documents submitted to or relied on by the 
lead agency that were not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are 
not required to be made readily accessible in an electronic format. For those copyright- 
protected documents, the lead agency shall make an index of these documents available in an 
electronic format no later than the date of the release of the draft environmental impact report, 
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or within five business days if the document is received or relied on by the lead agency after 
the release of the draft environmental impact report. The index must specify the libraries or 
lead agency offices in which hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public 
review. 



(h) The lead agency shall certify the final administrative record within five days of its approval of 
the project. 



(i) Any dispute arising from the administrative record shall be resolved by the superior court. 
Unless the superior court directs otherwise, a party disputing the content of the record shall 
file a motion to augment the record at the time it files its initial brief. 



(j) The contents of the record of proceedings shall be as set forth in subdivision (e) of Section 
21167.6. 



§21187. 
Within 10 days of the Governor certifying an environmental leadership development project 
pursuant to this section, the lead agency shall, at the applicant's expense, issue a public notice in no 
less than 12-point type stating the following: 



"THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH 
PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING 
THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED 
IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 
21186, INCLUSIVE, OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS 
INCLUDED BELOW." 



The public notice shall be distributed by the lead agency as required for public notices issued 
pursuant to paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of Section 21092. 



§21188. 
The provisions of this chapter are severable. If any provision of this chapter or its application is 
held to be invalid, that invalidity shall not affect any other provision or application that can be 
given effect without the invalid provision or application. 



§21189. 
Except as otherwise provided expressly in this chapter, nothing in this chapter affects the duty of 
any party to comply with this division. 



§21189.1. 
If, prior to January 1, 2016, a lead agency fails to approve a project certified by the Governor 
pursuant to this chapter, then the certification expires and is no longer valid. 



§21189.2. 
The Judicial Council shall report to the Legislature on or before January 1, 2017, on the effects of 
this chapter on the administration of justice. 



§21189.3 
This chapter shall remain in effect until January 1, 2017, and as of that date is repealed unless a 
later enacted statute extends or repeals that date. 



Date 	 Tiff 



s-- 
e, Executive Director 
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 5:53:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Sounds good.  Why don’t you and I get on the phone Monday to look over the deck and decide the best approach.  I am
going to move onto the EIR for the weekend, so won’t be looking at the memo stuff, so hold onto things and we can run
over at once.  Other email to come in a minute with more instructions.  Hope you get some time off over the weekend!
 
Thanks for all the corralling of cats!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 5:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Catherine – I’m starting to drop in some renderings as they come in, and realizing there may be a more logical way to
order them than the way they are currently listed in the Exhibits List at the end of your memo. Would you object to my
re-ordering and re-naming accordingly before Monday morning?
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (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: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:33 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (ADM)'; 'Arce, Pedro (CII)'; 'Winslow, David (CPC)'
Cc: 'Van de Water, Adam (ECN)'; 'Lauren Weingartner'; 'Emily Woods'; 'Mallory Shure'; 'Sean Bailey'; 'David Carlock'; 'Clarke
Miller'; 'richyworks@mac.com'; 'jwinters@swagroup.com'; 'Marlena Omotayo'
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Apparently neither of my emails w/ the materials listed below went through (file size). Please use the links below to
access the relevant items:
 
Memo comment:
https://www.dropbox.com/s/s1g5myv97qed50w/2015.05.08_MBS%20GSW%20SD%20Workshop%20Memo_Draft_GSW-
Combined-Comment.docx?dl=0
 
Gatehouse narrative: https://www.dropbox.com/s/1v2itpx32pynvt8/2015.05.06_GATEHOUSE%20NARRATIVE.docx?dl=0
 



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

https://www.dropbox.com/s/s1g5myv97qed50w/2015.05.08_MBS%20GSW%20SD%20Workshop%20Memo_Draft_GSW-Combined-Comment.docx?dl=0

https://www.dropbox.com/s/s1g5myv97qed50w/2015.05.08_MBS%20GSW%20SD%20Workshop%20Memo_Draft_GSW-Combined-Comment.docx?dl=0

https://www.dropbox.com/s/1v2itpx32pynvt8/2015.05.06_GATEHOUSE%20NARRATIVE.docx?dl=0







Exhibits: https://www.dropbox.com/s/q4ep39tl3we228h/2015.05.08_Commissions_Book_PartI_ForOCII.pdf?dl=0
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:18 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (ADM)'; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Catherine:
 
- Memo comments from GSW (+design teams) are attached.  I am also including the text of the Gatehouse Design
Narrative that will be rolled into the next full BC/SD submission – just in case you want to use any of this additional
description to augment what you already have. Clarke will respond directly re: the square footage numbers you have
highlighted here (I have corrected a few other figures and stats but all SF info is getting streamlined through him).
 
- The first round of exhibits (site plans and materials) en route in 5 – taking longer than anticipated to export. Once it
goes through let me know if there are edits required and our design team will coordinate on those ASAP.  The 3D
concept images/renderings will come in Monday midday, as discussed.
 
Thanks!
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:32 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: Draft Memo
 
Here is the draft memo for folks to review and help fill in blanks.  I have not let this sit overnight, so certain there will be
typos.  We have several people that will be reviewing this, so expect changes.  Also, provide all comments in redline.  I
would appreciate if someone from the GSW team could pull together all the team’s comments so that I don’t end up
with 10 docs to merge in.
 
Thanks
 
PS – I have some meetings today and will look at the site plans when I get back. 
 
(Curses – forgot to hit send on this last night)
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Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Springer, Matt
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 11:26:32 AM


So what is the reason for you leaving the project, which you never got around to 
mentioning?  Is it the weariness at having been involved for a millennium?


On May 7, 2015, at 10:58 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> 
wrote:


:)


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Springer, Matt" <Matt.Springer@ucsf.edu> 
Date: 05/07/2015 10:04 AM (GMT-08:00) 
To: "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Re: SECOND CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership 
Development Project Notification 


you bet...   :-)


On May 7, 2015, at 8:49 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


OK – I will admit, this is not my day.  Please note that the previous emails 
had the wrong century for when we are going to be releasing the 
environmental impact report.  It will be this coming June 3, 2015 NOT in 
3015.  Government may be slow, but not that slow……my brain on the 
other hand…..


 
Hope you all have a great day (and a good laugh at my expense).


 
(email corrected below)


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


 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY 
OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT 
INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE


 
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31 AM
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development 
Project Notification


 
The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have 
corrected in the email below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.


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


 
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project 
Notification


 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors 
posted required notification (attached to this email as well) in the 
Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as eligible as 
an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined 
judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and 
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute 
and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving 
this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and 
Investment (OCII) will continue to analyze the project in accordance with 
the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act, including 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day opportunity for 
public review and comment and public approval hearings on the 
document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is 
anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015 and we will be sending out a 
formal notice when it is available for review.


 
Thank you


 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San 
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; "Mallory Shure"; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke Miller;


richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo; Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 5:53:00 PM
Attachments: MBS GSW SD Workshop Memo2.docx


image001.png


Thanks all for the work.  I didn’t have a chance to review all of the attachments, but the definitely looked like they were
heading in the right direction, so included them in the memo I gave Tiffany to review over the weekend.  Attached is a
redline of the memo based on the changes that came back from the GSW (so, OCII and OEWD changes back).  The
biggest change was adding a couple new areas to work on. 


Monday I will give more detail instructions on the attachments and we should set up a time to talk later in the week
about the presentation to the OCII Commission.  Plan on 30 minutes total for the entire design.  Adam will be doing the
Event Management and needs 16 minutes.  I’ll start out with a similar intro as the last go around, but will be talking
much less since I won’t be going over the TMP.  All, in all, a 50 minute MAX presentation is what we are aiming for. 
Since we have so much to cover, I’d like to get all the folks doing the actual presentation on the phone later in the week
once there is a draft PPT to review to go over things.  I apologize ahead of time, but we will not be able to have every
design team member have a speaking part, though will make sure to recognize everyone.
 
Have a great weekend and more to come 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:33 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Apparently neither of my emails w/ the materials listed below went through (file size). Please use the links below to
access the relevant items:
 
Memo comment:
https://www.dropbox.com/s/s1g5myv97qed50w/2015.05.08_MBS%20GSW%20SD%20Workshop%20Memo_Draft_GSW-
Combined-Comment.docx?dl=0
 
Gatehouse narrative: https://www.dropbox.com/s/1v2itpx32pynvt8/2015.05.06_GATEHOUSE%20NARRATIVE.docx?dl=0
 
Exhibits: https://www.dropbox.com/s/q4ep39tl3we228h/2015.05.08_Commissions_Book_PartI_ForOCII.pdf?dl=0
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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INFORMATIONAL MEMORANDUM





TO:	Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure





FROM:	Tiffany Bohee


	Executive Director





SUBJECT:	Workshop on the Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs and Event Management Plan for the Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development on Blocks 29 to 32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area








EXECUTIVE SUMMARY





GSW Arena LLC (“GSW”), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC, which owns and operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association (“NBA”) team, proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and a variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open space and structured parking (“GSW Project”) on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco. The project site is bounded by South Street on the north, Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, and by the future planned realigned Terry A. François Boulevard on the east. GSW has entered into an agreement to purchase the project site from the current site owner, an affiliate of salesforce.com.





The GSW has submitted Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs for Blocks 29-32 (“Schematic Designs”), pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement. The Schematic Designs address the design of the 18,064-seat state-of-the-art Event Center; two office/retail buildings at South and 16th Streets with about 500520,000 leasable square feet of office/lab and two 160-foot towers; up to 6150,000 square feet of retail uses in the Food Hall at South Street and Terry Francois Boulevard, along South Street and along Terry Francois Boulevard, in the office buildings, and in the Gatehouse at the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza; open space and landscaping, including an open space plaza of civic importance along 3rd Street; and associated bike and vehicle parking and loading to serve the project.  





Since the Mission Bay South Design for Development (“Design for Development”) regulations for Blocks 29-32, which control the design of the site, were focused on office and retail uses versus an event center’s unique design requirements, the Design for Development will require amendments by the Commission to allow the proposed GSW Project.  The proposed Design for Development Amendments principally relate to height of the event center, building massing, number of towers, tower separation, and bulk. In no case will the GSW Project exceed the 160’ height limit or otherwise be inconsistent with the standards set forth in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.   





The City is coordinating City services outside the site including public transit service, traffic management, public safety, event coordination and neighborhood quality of life concerns.  A draft Events Management Plan has been prepared to address these issues, including the identification of a number of capital and operating improvements to meet the project’s anticipated transportation demand. The Events Management Plan complements a Transportation Management Plan prepared by GSW to designate curb management zones, address intersection signalization and control by Parking Control Officers (PCO’s), and plan for safe separation of modes (including pedestrians) to minimize conflict and maximize safety and convenience.


  


The Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee (“CAC”) has discussed the GSW Project, and related topics, at 10 meetings since May 2014, including two meetings in March and April 2015 to discuss the Schematic Designs and a May meeting to discuss Event Management.  In addition to meeting with the CAC, the GSW and OCII/City staff have also held numerous meetings with other stakeholders. Comments received to date focused on primarily design, traffic congestion/parking, events management, and construction impacts.  Overall, the Mission Bay CAC and community have responded positively to the design of the GSW Project.





The Planning Commission will be holding an informational workshop on the Schematic Designs at its May 28, 2015 meeting.  Once both Commissions have provided comments on the Schematic Designs, the GSW will move into the next stage of design with the Design Development and Construction Drawings.  No official actions can be made related to the GSW Project until further environmental impact review is completed and certified by the OCII Commission, anticipated to occur in early fall 2015. 








BACKGROUND





Golden State Warriors Project 





GSW Arena LLC (“GSW”), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC, which owns and operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association (“NBA”) team, proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and a variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open space and structured parking (“GSW Project”) on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco (see Exhibit A for a location map). The project site is bounded by South Street on the north, Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, and by the future planned realigned Terry A. François Boulevard on the east. The project site is across Third Street from the University of California, San Francisco (“UCSF”) research campus and near the future UCSF Medical Center.  The San Francisco Bay and the future public park Park P22 are located across Terry A. Francois Boulevard from the development site.  GSW has entered into an agreement to purchase the project site from the current site owner, an affiliate of salesforce.com.





The GSW Project will include an 18,064-seat state-of-the-art Event Center and two prominent office buildings with about 500520,000 leasable square feet of office/lab space, surrounding an open space plaza of civic importance.  In addition to the event center and office space, the project will include up to 6150,000 leasable square feet of retail (including a Food Hall), automobile and bicycle parking, service and loading areas and a series of smaller open spaces.  












Previous Major Phase Review





The Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (“OPA”) between OCII and FOCIL-MB and the Interagency Cooperation Agreement (“ICA”) between OCII and City departments establish the protocols for development approvals in Mission Bay South. As specified in the OPA, the first stage of development approval is the preparation of a Major Phase submission, which provides information on proposed land uses and intensities of development, height, bulk, and massing of future buildings, location and general design of open space, and the subdivision of blocks into building parcels. The next stage after a Major Phase is the preparation of Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs for individual buildings and major open spaces.  A draft Major Phase for the GSW Project was prepared and presented to the Commission on January 6, 2015.  








DISCUSSION





The GSW Project provides for the development of an 18,064-seat event center, about over half a million leasable square feet of office/lab space, between 50,470 and 61,10050,000 leasable square feet of new retail space, and a series publicly accessible open spaces, as well as 1,082 parking spaces (950 of which would be on Blocks 29-32, with the other 132 spaces located in an existing South Street garage) and ancillary service and circulation areas.  The mix of uses is designed to ensure that the site is active not only during an event, but also at all other times through the inclusion of office and retail uses and activated public open spaces to provide employment and retail opportunities for the surrounding neighborhood and larger San Francisco community. The project would be designed to Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED®) Gold standards using a campus approach, whereby each individual proposed structure as well as the overall site would qualify for individual Gold ratings.  The land use program is summarized in Table 1.





Exhibits B and C depict the site plan for the GSW Project and identify the primary components of the GSW Project.  The site is broken into the following components:  the 18,064-seat Event Center, the XXX 300,000 square foot South Street Building, the XXX 255,000 square foot 16th Street Building, the Food Hall and retail buildings along Terry Francois Boulevard and South Street, the Gatehouse, the underlying parking podium, and the surrounding open space and landscaping (including the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza).  The GSW have drafted Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs for each of these components (“Schematic Designs”), as described in more detail below. 





The design team for the GSW Project consists of:


· Event Center/Gatehouse - MANICA Architecture


· South and 16th Street Buildings – Pfau Long Architecture/AE3 Partners (Joint Venture Association)


· Retail/Food Hall - Richyworks


· Open Space/Landscaping – SWA Group and Merrill Morris Partners


· Parking – Walter P. Moore


· Façade – Walter P. Moore


· Architect of Record – Kendall Heaton Associates


· Structural Engineering – Magnusson Klemencic Associates


· MEP Engineering – Smith Seckman Reid, Inc. 












[bookmark: _Toc400381583][bookmark: _Toc398564756][bookmark: _Toc402188557]TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF PROPOSED GSW PROJECT 


			Project Component


			Characteristic





			Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity


			18,064 seats 





			Size 


			Total LSFa





			Event Center


South and 16th Street Office Space


Retail Space - Total


Total Building Area


			506,500486,000





503,900520,000


   50,470-61,100b50,000


1,061,900-1,071,500056,000 LSF





			Height/Levels 


Event Center 


South and 16th Street Office/Retail Building






Food Hall and TFB Retail 


Gatehouse


			


135 feet


160 feet (11 stories) total [90-foot (6-story) podiums with 70-foot (5story) towers above]; retail uses within street level and plaza-level floors 


41 feet 


34 feet 





			Parking/Loading Spaces


			Blocks 29-32:


950 parking stalls below-grade or at-grade (concealed by Third Street Plaza)


13 truck docks below-grade


Existing off-site at 450 South Street Parking Garage:


132 parking stalls





			Vehicular Access 


			Access point for autos and all large trucks on 16th Street at Illinois Street


Access point for autos on South Street at Bridgeview Way





			Open Space


			3.2 acres








NOTES:


LSF = leasable square feet. 





a	The maximum commercial and retail square footage allowed under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan is tracked by leasable square footage.  


b	The GSW are negotiating with UCSF to purchase the rights to develop additional retail square footage on-site.  As a result, there is a range of the amount of retail square footage that is being proposed, with the lower range being the amount that would be developed if the GSW is unable to obtain the additional retail rights.








GSW Schematic Design Overview





The following describes the Schematic Designs in more detail.  Exhibits D-AA depict the schematic designs for all the various sections of the GSW Project and proposed building and planting materials and site furnishing.





Event Center


The approximately 560486,000-leasable square foot, 18,064-seat Event Center is located on the eastside of the site, overlooking Park P22 and the San Francisco Bay and has a maximum height of 135 feet at the middle of the rooftop.  In addition to the event floor and seating bowl, it will contain guest amenity areas (clubs and suites), food vendors, back-of-house support (staff locker rooms, production kitchens for food and beverage, equipment storage), building operations areas (mechanical and utility rooms, loading and receiving areas), and GSW practice facility and team headquarters. Back of house areas will not be visible to patrons and members of the public except where purposefully designed (for instance, a show kitchen), and many are located below grade or on restricted-access building levels.





The building’s two primary entries are located at its northwest (“Main Entrance”) and southeast (“Theater Entrance”) corners. Both entries lead to a publicly accessible grand building lobby prior to patron ticketing areas. The Theater Entrance, in particular, is demarcated by the dramatic proscenium archway, designed to reinforce a sense of entry as patrons walk underneath the gatewaylike structure. The proscenium also enhances outdoor programming opportunities for the Southeast Plaza by framing the space.





The Bayfront Terrace is located on the northern façade of the Event Center and includes both an event center amenity space (lower level) and a view terrace and interior space (upper level). The latter is accessible at all times, including nonevent hours, via two distinct building entries (accessible from Terry Francois Boulevard and the pedestrian path/Food Hall) and a dedicated elevator. The Bayfront Terrace’s levels will provide views into the Event Center seating bowl and a dramatic panorama of the San Francisco skyline, Bay, Bay Bridge and planned Park P22. The Terrace’s height, below that of the Event Center itself, also helps step the building’s scale down towards the park and the water.





Pedestrians and patrons may walk from one Event Center entry to another via the pedestrian path that curves along the Event Center’s northern side, bringing patrons past retail and potential art or lighting installations as they rise from an elevation of approximately 10 feet to 26 feet above grade along a gentle slope. Additional access around the building includes a walk along the 16th Street sidewalk and landscaped setback area, and passage through the walkway connecting 16th Street midblock with the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza along Third 3rd Street. Both the walkway and the pedestrian path terminate at the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza to the northwest, and the Southeast Plaza to the southeast, thereby creating a continuous network of programmed or passive public spaces. 





The Event Center’s façade system will include three primary materials. First, glass glazing systems will be used at the main entry plaza (west side) and southeast lobby. Second, metal panels will encase a significant portion of the building enclosure. These panels will include perforated patterns that add depth, motion, and opportunities for creative lighting to the building façade. Finally, a durable and low-maintenance-free building material, such as patterned Glass Fiber Reinforced Concrete (GRFC) or precast concrete, will encase the building’s base, grounding the structure and providing accents through careful use of texture and/or color. Terra Cotta may also be introduced at the building’s base.





South Street and 16th Street Office/Retail Buildings


Two office/lab and retail buildings would be located on the west side of the project site, at the corner of Third Street and South Street (“South Street Building”) and at the corner of Third Street and 16th Street (“16th Street Building”).  Both buildings are aboutThe South Street Building XX 300,000 leasable square feet in size, which includes about XX 255,000 leasable square feet of retail.  They each combine a 6-story (90-foot) mixed-use podium and an 11-story (160-foot) office tower for each building, with retail along the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza at the podium level to help activate the plaza area. The design for the tower on each building is tear-dropped in plan, which will complement the Event Center’s curvilinear aesthetic and that of the other structures on-site without mimicking it. Projected and shaped aluminum sunshade blades add texture to the sleek, curved glass form. The tower will be differentiated from its context in Mission Bay by its warmth, color, irregularity, and curves.





The buildings’ podiums wrap into the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza with a welcoming curved gestural form, drawing pedestrians and event patrons into the plaza along sloped walkways and bordered by active retail uses on the east side. The primary office lobby entrance for the South Street Building will be located on the corner of South Street and 3rd Streets, with an additional entrance off of the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza. The primary office lobby entrance for the 16th Street Building will be located on the corner of 16th Street and 3rd Streets, with an additional entrance off of the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza.





The skin of both buildings will include a variety of cladding types including outside glazed low-E unitized curtain wall system, fritted spandrel glazing and resin coated wood accent panels and soffits to add warmth. A serrated curtainwall system will round the corner into the main plaza, further breaking down the scale of the building at the podium and adding contrasting visual interest to the curved form of the building.





The roofs of the podiums for each building will include a partially occupiable green roof with integrated stormwater treatment. This will be both an amenity for tower tenants, and a highly visible feature of the development from neighboring buildings.  Mechanical systems on the tower roofs will be fully screened by painted metal screenwall and laid out with visibility from nearby neighborhoods in mind. Podium rooftop equipment will be incorporated into landscape elements wherever possible. 





Food Hall/Eastside Retail/Gatehouse


Retail uses are planned to occupy several areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the South and 16th Street Buildings; 41-foot high retail buildings along Terry A. François Boulevard and South Street, the “Food Hall,” a retail concept similar to the Ferry Building; and the “Gatehouse” building located in the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza, which has a height of approximately 34 feet, located along Third Street. 





Food Hall/Eastside Retail: The Food Hall is located at the corner of South Street and Terry François Boulevard and consists of a roughly triangular structure.  It is accessible at grade from an entry plaza, partially occupied by street furniture from neighboring retail tenants, and from the elevated pedestrian path 26 feet above grade. It is designed to accommodate a number of small, local vendors and producers of artisan goods, in combination with prepared food and sit-down dining areas. A retail tenant such as a food and beer garden will likely occupy the Food Hall roof, accessible from the pedestrian path or from Terry Francois Boulevard (via vertical circulation elements including stairwells, lifts, and the food hall interior).  Standalone retail also lines Terry Francois Boulevard at grade, as well as additional standalone retail at the podium level on South Street (also accessible from the Pedestrian Path). These spaces are envisioned as centers for high-quality food and beverage, wellness, and community. 





The Food Hall/Eastside Retail elements are comprised of a system of vertical and horizontal divisions in industrial-inspired materials, which lend a consistent architectural language to the street frontage. Within this framework, individual tenants will have freedom to customize storefronts to create a diverse, varied, and urban feel.  Taking advantage of the views of Park P22 and the Bay, open doorways and wide windows will create a porous ground level, terraces and programmed rooftops will provide views from above, and the Food Hall and nearby retail elevations will “step down” to the water to create a comfortable scale.





Gatehouse:  The XX2,500-leasable square foot Gatehouse is located on the western edge of the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza, mid-point on 3rd Street, helping to activate the plaza area, provide a formal entry from 3rd Street and provide wind protection.  The two-level building will house elevators connected to parking facilities and a small amount of retail.  The second floor of the building will also provide staging space for broadcasts of events held at the Events Center, as well as for other special events in the 3rd Street Plaza.  The primary material for the Gatehouse will be glass, to create a transparent character for the building.Within the gatehouse, the roof will be supported by an iconic lattice-like cantilevered structure resembling a basketball net.  Within the net is a spiral stair connecting all floors from grade level up to the broadcast mezzanine. Beneath this structure, the top-most floor acts as a broadcast platform for gameday broadcast crews to film live on site with the arena as a backdrop. A retractable glass wall will open to the plaza to further connect these broadcasts to the gameday atmosphere in the plaza. At plaza and grade levels a mix of dining and retail will be accessible to the public. On grade level public restrooms will be available, as well as a direct connection to grade level parking. All parking levels will access the plaza and grade level through stairs and an elevator within the gatehouse.





The exterior of the gatehouse consist of a simple palate: a glass curtain wall to match that of the office/lab buildings; a gray fascia circling the top of the façade, matching the columns on the office towers; retractable glass panels to open the top floor to the public plaza; and a sedum green roof.








Public Open Space 


The GSW Project will include approximately 3.2 acres of publically accessible open space areas that will be comprised of two primary plazas (one along 3rd Street and one at the southeast corner of the site) and additional paved or landscaped areas.  The main XX-square foot, 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza is raised eight feet above the Third Street sidewalk (sloping imperceptibly up to the Event Center Main Entrance) and will be roughly equivalent in area to the central flat plaza area at Union Square and the main plaza at Rockefeller Center.  The plaza will be programmed to activate it on a daily basis in conjunction with the activity generated by the fronting retail uses at the base of the surrounding buildings.  The 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza has been designed with flexibility in mind to accommodate the range of programming, and as a result, the design includes large-scale moveable occupiable planters that can be rearranged.  The center oval shaped lawn area is designed to be similarly flexible and the center lawn can be replaced with wood, ice, and other surfaces to accommodate events.





The smaller 25,000-square foot Southeast Plaza at the corner of Terry Francois and 16th Street leads into the secondary entrance to the Event Center and will be used as the primary entrance for event center “theater” (cut-down configuration) events with reduced attendance.  A 300-space bicycle valet facility is located on this plaza, and an additional overflow, temporary bicycle corral could be located in this plaza for events anticipated to attract a larger number of bicycle riders. A similar overflow bicycle corral could be provided on other plaza areas throughout the site as needed.





In addition to the plazas, there are private green roofs on top of the two office buildings and public walkways that wrap around the exterior of the north and eastern-sides of the Event Center to connect the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza to the Food Hall, bayfront overlook, main concourse entry, Bayfront Terrace exterior entry, and 16th Street. 





The open spaces will also serve to move people to and from the Event Center events in an organized manner, allowing for adequate staging areas to avoid spilling of pedestrians onto the surrounding streets.  The corners at 3rd Street and 16th and South Streets have been expanded to allow for pedestrian staging for transit and passenger loading for taxis, rideshare, or personal vehicles. A linear lighting element eimbedded in the paving ties the entire site together by guiding visitors from 3rd Street into the 3rd Street PlazaMain Plaza, and then around the Event Center to the Southeast Plaza at the Theater Entrance.  Finally, the landscaping also will serve for on-site stormwater treatment using the green roofs, rain gardens and a continuous green ring on top of the Event Center.  





Circulation, Transit and Automobile and Bicycle Parking


All parking and loading for the site is located below ground, or concealed at grade, (two below grade, and one concealed at street level) and is accessed through two garage entries, one at the intersection of 16th and Illinois Streets and the other mid-block along South Street, between 3rd Street and Terry Francois Boulevard.  Truck loading will only take place at the 16th Street entrance, with the retail parking using the South Street entrance.  The GSW Project is proposing 950 underground parking spaces within Blocks 29-32, with an additional 132 parking spaces located in an existing garage at 450 South Street, for a total of 1,082 spaces to serve the GSW Project.  13 loading docks, and five additional below-grade trash compactor locations, will be provided to serve the site.  While determining the appropriate number of on-site parking spaces, opportunities for sharing parking between the daytime office uses and the larger night/weekend event center uses wass assumed.  In addition, the Event Management Plan (discussed below) is being developed to encourage people to utilize transit and other alternative modes of transportation to minimize the need for vehicle parking and minimize the traffic impacts surrounding the site. 





The GSW Project is incorporating bicycle facilities to encourage bicycling to and from the site and to take advantage of the dedicated bike lanes planned or existing on 16th Street, Illinois St. and Terry Francois Boulevard.  In addition to enclosed bicycle storage for the office/retail buildings (111 spaces) and bicycle racks on the sidewalks surrounding the site (75 spaces), the GSW Project will include a secure permanent bike valet for approximately 300 bicycles which will likely be operated on a valet basis during major events.  The bike valet will be located at the corner of 16th Street or Terry Francois Boulevard at the Theater Entrance to the Event Center, where the bicycle lanes serving the site are also located. The GSW Project landscaping plan includes space within the plaza areas to allow for occasional temporary bike corrals with a capacity of 50-100 additional spaces for larger events anticipated to attract higher numbers of bicycle riders.  Appropriate locations for the City’s Bike Share pods are being explored to connect the event center to the city system.





The GSW Project will be well-served by local transit.  The site sits on the Third Street Light Rail line (T 3rd Street), which will see increased service with completion of the Central Subway.  The 55-16th Street motor coach provides service to Mission Bay from the 16th Street BART station, with the extension of the 22 Fillmore trolley coach planned to follow.  Both lines will travel north along Third Street in front of the site.  The Caltrain station is located less than a half-mile north from the site at 4th and King, with another Caltrain station located to the south at 22nd Street.  The Event Management Plan proposes to provide special bus shuttles to connect event attendees with BART, ferry and other regional transit systems.





The GSW are also planning to institute a robust set of Travel Demand (TDM) strategies for Event Center patrons and others on-site to encourage and facilitate the choice of transit, biking, or other alternative modes in lieu of private vehicle access to the project site. 





Public Art


The GSW Project will be required to comply with the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Art Requirement that requires any development with 25,000 gross square feet or more of retail and commercial uses to install art on-site or pay a fee to OCII for use for art in public park, in an amount equal to 1% of the hard costs of initial construction of projects.  A project can include a combination of on-site art and off-site fees to meet the 1% requirement. The GSW will be hiring an arts consultant as part of its professional services team to help develop a public arts program for the project and will outreach to local artists to encourage their participation in the GSW Project.












Proposed Amendments to the Design for Development Standards





In Mission Bay South, the design of development is regulated by the Design for Development.  Since the Design for Development regulations for Blocks 29-32 were focused on office and retail uses, versus an event center, the Design for Development will require amendments to allow the proposed GSW Project.  Exhibit BB summarizes the amendments to the Design for Development that would be needed to allow the proposed GSW Project (“Design for Development Amendments”). The proposed Design for Development Amendments principally relate to height of the event center, building massing, number of towers, tower separation, and bulk. In no case will the GSW Project exceed the 160-foot height limit or otherwise be inconsistent with the standards set forth in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.  The proposed Design for Development Amendments would be adopted prior to approval of the Schematic Designs, anticipated in early fall 2015. 





Events Management Plan





The San Francisco Office of Economic and Workforce Development (“OEWD”) has taken the lead in coordinating City services outside the site including public transit service, traffic management, public safety, event coordination and neighborhood quality of life concerns.   In addition to design, massing and construction impacts, these topics have generated the most discussion within the Mission Bay community.  





On top of the major transportation improvements already in planning or construction to serve Mission Bay (completion of the street grid, Central Subway, Caltrain modernization, etc.), the City proposes a number of capital and operating improvements to meet the project’s anticipated transportation demand (“Event Management Plan”):  





· Transit: The City proposes to purchase four additional light rail vehicles and improve the capacity and frequency of the T-Third line; extend the existing boarding platform at Third and South Streets; run three special event shuttles to regional transit stations; complete the 16th Street Bus Rapid Transit lane and increase bus service along 16th; and coordinate with both the Mission Bay shuttle program and regional transit operators such as Caltrain, Bay Area Rapid Transit (“BART”), Water Emergency Transportation Authority (“WETA”) and Golden Gate to provide increased special event service. 


 


· Vehicular Access: The City proposes to deploy up to 21 parking control officers to control key intersections and neighborhood circulation by overriding traffic lights, preventing lane and driveway blockages, creating local access only corridors and protecting emergency vehicle access to the UCSF Mission Bay campus; install changeable message signs along key access routes to direct traffic; signalize three intersections to prevent modal conflicts and protect bicycle and pedestrian safety; and utilize mobile technology to facilitate pre-purchase of parking spaces to reduce circling.  





· Transportation Demand Management: The project site will implement aggressive demand management strategies such as limiting on-site parking to 950 spaces; providing space for over 500 bicycles on-site and sponsoring a bikeshare station; promoting alternative transportation modes through wayfinding, promotional incentives and event ads, tickets websites or mobile applications; and creating performance standards that, for instance, protect pedestrian safety, facilitate transit and limit auto mode share.





· Public Safety and Neighborhood Quality of Life:  Depending on the event type and size, the City proposes up to 14 police officers to patrol the neighborhoods surrounding the event center, along major access corridors and in support of UCSF campus security and adjacent business private security.  The GSW will maintain their own property, will provide or contract with a qualified contractor to provide similar services to surrounding areas impacted by event patrons, and will create a Good Neighbor Policy to address everything from illegal vendors to meeting all applicable noise ordinances and creating a central point of contact for resolving any complaints.  





The City has focused specific consideration on event center events that overlap with events at AT&T Park and proposes several strategies to employ, where commercially reasonable, to mitigate their impact on the neighborhood. They may include coordinating schedules to avoid conflicts, staggering start times of private events if they cannot be rescheduled, and developing overflow parking lots south of the Event Center to accommodate any overflow parking.  Exhibit CC includes a more detailed summary of the proposed Events Management Plan, which was presented at the April 30, 2015 Mission Bay CAC meeting.





The City further proposes to use project-generated tax revenues to cover the estimated $6.6 million in City costs required to fund these improvements.  An independent, peer-reviewed fiscal analysis by Economic & Planning Systems, Inc. (“EPS”) estimates that the Event Center project will generate $14.11 million dollars in annual tax revenue.  This figure is net of all OCII revenues dedicated to Mission Bay infrastructure and affordable housing.  A complete copy of the EPS report is included as Exhibit DD.  









Citizens Advisory Committee and Community Outreach Program





The Mission Bay CAC is the official community group leading the community process for the GSW Project.  The CAC has discussed the GSW Project, and related topics, at its May, August, September, October, November and December 2014 meetings, as well as three other meetings in March and April 2015.  The Schematic Designs were discussed by the Mission Bay CAC at the March and April 2015 meetings. Overall the Mission Bay CAC was supportive of the Schematic Designs.  Most of the requests related to the Schematic Designs were to retain the simplicity and grace of the Event Center design, clarify some of the operational features, and ensure that environmental conditions, such as wind, are taken into consideration with the open space design. The community was also concerned about ensuring that the retail is designed to be successful and contribute to the overall neighborhood as both a destination and a catalyst for further growth.





In addition to meeting with the CAC, the GSW and OCII/City staff have also outreached to other stakeholders, including:





· Mission Bay life science community


· Neighborhood leaders from: South Beach, Rincon Hill, Mission Bay, Dogpatch, and Potrero Hill


· UCSF


· San Francisco Giants


· San Francisco Bicycle Coalition


· San Francisco Walk


· Local residents and business/merchants





The Schematic Designs addressed the design comments Comments received from the CAC and larger community during the GSW Major Phase design phase, which focused onfall within the following main categories:





1) Design and Massing (Major Phase)


· Bayfront terrace reducing the height/size and design


· Height and setback along the pedestrian edge of site and throughout buildings


· Local wind patterns


· High quality of design and creation of needed open space


· Excitement about an active area with commercial (food) retail options


· Understanding of great need for more office/lab space in area





The Mission Bay CAC and community meetings also included discussion on the following issues.  OCII and City staff will continue to work with the GSE and community on these issues:





2) Traffic Congestion and Parking


· Access to hospital, residents, and businesses during events


· Adequate transit to serve the site


· Location of parking (on-site, locally, and satellite)


· Traffic control


· AT&T Park and GSW events on the same day


· Street closures and local access


· Adequate bicycle parking and infrastructure


· Congestion on the 4th Street bridge





3) Event Management


· Crowd control and security


· Trash and physical impacts on adjacent properties





4) Construction Impacts


· Noise, dust control, traffic, and vibration





In addition, at the end of April, a newly formed 501c(4) named the Mission Bay Alliance came out in opposition to the GSW Project based on concerns about the impact of the project on the new UCSF Medical Center in Mission Bay.  There have been many newspaper articles including statements from the Mission Bay Alliance expressing their concerns related to traffic and parking impacts on the Mission Bay Medical Center, as well as expressing the group’s desire to expand future UCSF facilities onto the project site.  A representative from the Mission Bay Alliance attended the April 30, 2015 Mission Bay CAC meeting to express the group’s concerns.  According to the official statement from UCSF, UCSF is not affiliated with any group related to or formally opposing the GSW Project (see Exhibit EE). 








Equal Opportunity Program and Compliance with OCII Policies





The GSW shall comply with the OCII’s Nondiscrimination in Contracts, Minimum Compensation and Health Care Accountability policies and has worked closely with contract compliance staff to comply with the Small Business Enterprise (“SBE”) Program on this development.  The GSW have undertaken an extensive outreach process to identify opportunities for SBE participation in the project.  To offer opportunities to the greatest extent possible to small businesses and ensure their maximum participation, the GSW made deliberate efforts to divide scopes of work, including those for partnership opportunities with prime consultants. The GSW identified approximately 40 professional services opportunities and undertook a multi-stage solicitation effort.  Requests for qualifications (“RFQ”) were issued first to allow small businesses a quick and easy way to submit interests and qualifications. This was followed by issuance of request for proposals (“RFP”) to shortlisted firms to ascertain, in further detail, firm qualifications, approaches to the requested scope of work, and costs.  Interviews were conducted to ensure the best possible selection and, in some instances, connect small businesses for teaming arrangements.  





Due to the extensive process needed to screen and select firms, the GSW are proceeding to build its design and consultant team in a two phase approach: firms with disciplines that are needed immediately, such as architects, are being selected in the first phase (currently in progress), while disciplines that are not needed until a later date, such as testing and inspection, are being selected in the second phase, which is anticipated to occur mid- to late this year. To date the GSW have shortlisted, obtained proposals, and interviewed about 80% of the disciplines needed for this project, with efforts continuing.  The GSW have awarded 34 of the disciplines thus far, approximately 50% of which is going to SBEs. For informational purposes, GSW projects approximately 30% minority-owned business participation and 23% women-owned business participation, reflecting the diversity of the City and County of San Francisco in its team.  Exhibit FF provides a list of the proposed team.  





During the construction phase of this project, the GSW have expressed their commitment to meeting OCII's requirements and goals, which include the 50% SBE construction subcontracting participation goal, payment of prevailing wages and the 50% local construction workforce hiring goal. Additionally, permanent hiring will be subject to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement in accordance with the City’s First Source Hiring Program, which will ensure that San Francisco residents are given first consideration for the project’s permanent entry-level employment, with a 50% goal of the entry-level positions being filled by San Francisco residents.





CEQA Environmental Review





As part of its actions on September 17, 1998 establishing the Mission Bay Redevelopment Project Areas, the former Redevelopment Commission certified the project’s Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”), adopted California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) findings, adopted a series of mitigation measures, and established a comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring. The Board of Supervisors, the Planning Commission, and various City departments adopted similar findings and mitigation monitoring plans. This FSEIR includes by reference a number of addenda. 





The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 1518.  The Mission Bay FSEIR analyzed the environmental impacts associated with the development program proposed for the entire plan area, including the program under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, which includes Blocks 29-32. Thus, under CEQA, the proposed GSW Project is considered a subsequent activity under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment program.  However, the FSEIR did not anticipate the development of an event center on Blocks 29-32, so a focused EIR is being prepared to analyze the difference in impacts identified for the proposed project from those disclosed in 1998; the focused EIR will be a Subsequent EIR (“SEIR”) per CEQA Guidelines Section 15162.  OCII is considered the lead agency under CEQA for the SEIR, and the Commission will be responsible for certification of the SEIR.  The Draft SEIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015, with a public hearing held on the Draft SEIR with the Commission on June 30, 2015.





On April 30, 2015, Governor Brown certified that the GSW Project qualifies as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act (Assembly Bill 900), Public Resources Code 21184.  A newspaper notification, pursuant to the requirements of the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act was published on May 7, 2015, along with on-site notification and mailing and emailing notifications to neighbors. 





No official actions can be made related to the GSW Project until the SEIR has been certified by the Commission, anticipated to occur in early fall 2015.  As a result, no action on the GSW Project can be made at this time, but it will return to the Commission for official action once the SEIR has been certified.





Next Steps 





On May 28, 2105, the Schematic Designs will also be presented to the San Francisco Planning Commission for review and comment.  The GSW will then use all the comments on the Schematic Designs to begin working on the Design Development and Construction Drawings.  The Draft SEIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 for a 45-day review period, pursuant to CEQA.  A public hearing on the Draft SEIR will be held in front of the Commission on June 30, 2015.  Once the 45-day review period Draft SEIR is completed, a Final SEIR will be prepared for Commission review and certification in early fall 2015.





It is anticipated that all of the Commission actions would occur at the same meeting as the certification of Final SEIR.  The GSW are planning on completing the project for the start of the 2018 basketball season.









The following is a summary of the anticipated schedule for review and approval of the GSW Project:





· Planning Commission Review of Schematic Designs – May 28, 2015


· Release of Draft SEIR – June 3, 2015


· OCII Commission Certification of Final SEIR - early fall 2015


· OCII Commission Approval of Design for Development Amendments, GSW Major Phase, and Schematic Designs - early fall 2015


· Planning Commission Approval of Schematic Designs for Office Buildings - early fall 2015





OCII Commission Review


Once the Commission certifies the Final SEIR, then it can approve all the actions needed to allow the GSW Project, including the Design for Development Amendments, Major Phase, and Schematic Designs.  It is anticipated that the Final SEIR will be ready for certification in early fall 2015 with project approval occurring at around the same time.  There may also be amendments to other documents, such as the Mission Bay South Signage Plan, which that will be finalized once the Commission has provided comments on the Schematic Designs.





Planning Commission Review


While the Planning Commission does not have approval authority under the Mission Bay Plan for the GSW Major Phase or Design for Development Amendments, the Planning Commission does have oversight over the office allocation for the office components of the project, so the Schematic Designs for the Prop M office buildings included in the GSW Project will require Planning Commission final approval. (While the office space for this project has already been allocated and deducted from the City’s cumulative office cap according to prior approvals granted to Alexandria Real Estate Equities, the former owner of the project site, the allocation was conditioned on subsequent Planning Commission review of actual building designs as has been the protocol throughout Mission Bay.)  As with the Commission, the Planning Commission will not be able take final action on the schematic designs until directly after the OCII Commission has certified the Final SEIR.  





Ongoing Design Review


The Schematic Designs will continue to be refined and improved during the Design Development review, consistent with the Schematic Designs presented in this memorandum.  Typically, as part of the Schematic Design review and approval by the Commission, conditions of approval would be included to identify areas that warrant additional design focus going forward.  Since the Commission will not be approving the Schematic Designs at this stage, the following provides a list of areas that staff will continue to work on with the GSW design team going forward.  Comments provided by the Commission will also be added to this list, as well as public comments on the design.  OCII staff will continue to work with Planning Department, SFMTA and OEWD staff on the design review.





· Pedestrian Realm:  Ensure the portions of the GSW Project that abut the pedestrian realm (sidewalks and other public spaces) are made to be as active and visually interesting as possible. 


· Entrances:  Refine the various pedestrian entrances to ensure that they are easily identifiable and the vehicular entrances to maximize a visually interesting and safe design.


· 


· Bayfront Terrace:  Ensure Bayfront Terrace is accessible to visitors via separate well defined, exterior entries, so the space can be used during no-event times by general members of the public.


· View Terminations:  Ensure that the points of the project that are at the termination of public streets and view corridors, such as Illinois Street, Bridgeview Way, and Nelson Rising Way are continue to be designed recognizing their importance of terminating the view point.


· Retail Uses:  Refine the retail spaces to ensure a lively environment to activate the project site during non-event times.


· Open Space/Landscaping:  Refine the open space plan to ensure that the plazas are activated and flexible in their use and ensure that the sidewalks ares designed to allow safe and comfortable pedestrian movement.


· Materials and Colors:  Refine the color and materials palate to ensure a visually attractive project.


· Signage/Lighting:  Develop a signage and lighting plan that addresses the unique signage and lighting requirements of the Event Center, including lighting, wayfinding, and building identification, while being integrated into the surrounding community.








(Originated by Catherine Reilly, Project Manager)














Tiffany Bohee


Executive Director
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From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:18 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (ADM)'; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Catherine:
 
- Memo comments from GSW (+design teams) are attached.  I am also including the text of the Gatehouse Design
Narrative that will be rolled into the next full BC/SD submission – just in case you want to use any of this additional
description to augment what you already have. Clarke will respond directly re: the square footage numbers you have
highlighted here (I have corrected a few other figures and stats but all SF info is getting streamlined through him).
 
- The first round of exhibits (site plans and materials) en route in 5 – taking longer than anticipated to export. Once it
goes through let me know if there are edits required and our design team will coordinate on those ASAP.  The 3D
concept images/renderings will come in Monday midday, as discussed.
 
Thanks!
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:32 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: Draft Memo
 
Here is the draft memo for folks to review and help fill in blanks.  I have not let this sit overnight, so certain there will be
typos.  We have several people that will be reviewing this, so expect changes.  Also, provide all comments in redline.  I
would appreciate if someone from the GSW team could pull together all the team’s comments so that I don’t end up
with 10 docs to merge in.
 
Thanks
 
PS – I have some meetings today and will look at the site plans when I get back. 
 
(Curses – forgot to hit send on this last night)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor 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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PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 5:53:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Sounds good.  Why don’t you and I get on the phone Monday to look over the deck and decide the best approach.  I am
going to move onto the EIR for the weekend, so won’t be looking at the memo stuff, so hold onto things and we can run
over at once.  Other email to come in a minute with more instructions.  Hope you get some time off over the weekend!
 
Thanks for all the corralling of cats!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 5:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Catherine – I’m starting to drop in some renderings as they come in, and realizing there may be a more logical way to
order them than the way they are currently listed in the Exhibits List at the end of your memo. Would you object to my
re-ordering and re-naming accordingly before Monday morning?
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (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: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:33 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (ADM)'; 'Arce, Pedro (CII)'; 'Winslow, David (CPC)'
Cc: 'Van de Water, Adam (ECN)'; 'Lauren Weingartner'; 'Emily Woods'; 'Mallory Shure'; 'Sean Bailey'; 'David Carlock'; 'Clarke
Miller'; 'richyworks@mac.com'; 'jwinters@swagroup.com'; 'Marlena Omotayo'
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Apparently neither of my emails w/ the materials listed below went through (file size). Please use the links below to
access the relevant items:
 
Memo comment:
https://www.dropbox.com/s/s1g5myv97qed50w/2015.05.08_MBS%20GSW%20SD%20Workshop%20Memo_Draft_GSW-
Combined-Comment.docx?dl=0
 
Gatehouse narrative: https://www.dropbox.com/s/1v2itpx32pynvt8/2015.05.06_GATEHOUSE%20NARRATIVE.docx?dl=0
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Exhibits: https://www.dropbox.com/s/q4ep39tl3we228h/2015.05.08_Commissions_Book_PartI_ForOCII.pdf?dl=0
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:18 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (ADM)'; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Catherine:
 
- Memo comments from GSW (+design teams) are attached.  I am also including the text of the Gatehouse Design
Narrative that will be rolled into the next full BC/SD submission – just in case you want to use any of this additional
description to augment what you already have. Clarke will respond directly re: the square footage numbers you have
highlighted here (I have corrected a few other figures and stats but all SF info is getting streamlined through him).
 
- The first round of exhibits (site plans and materials) en route in 5 – taking longer than anticipated to export. Once it
goes through let me know if there are edits required and our design team will coordinate on those ASAP.  The 3D
concept images/renderings will come in Monday midday, as discussed.
 
Thanks!
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:32 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: Draft Memo
 
Here is the draft memo for folks to review and help fill in blanks.  I have not let this sit overnight, so certain there will be
typos.  We have several people that will be reviewing this, so expect changes.  Also, provide all comments in redline.  I
would appreciate if someone from the GSW team could pull together all the team’s comments so that I don’t end up
with 10 docs to merge in.
 
Thanks
 
PS – I have some meetings today and will look at the site plans when I get back. 
 
(Curses – forgot to hit send on this last night)
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Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Lee, Raymond (CII)
To: Bridges, George (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: McKinney, Kasheica (CII)
Subject: Warriors
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 10:22:51 AM


Catherine, George,
 
FYI, Clarke just called me and said Warriors are moving ahead with MEI. He also mentioned that
Jesse and Tiffany had a conversation yesterday and explained that they needed to give MEI
additional consideration because there was a misstep in the process by Kendall Heaton. It’s my
understanding that Tiffany is okay with the Warriors proceeding with MEI. Clarke didn’t make any
guarantees but stated they’re going to try to get additional work for AE3 such as the Market Hall.
He’s going to contact AE3 and MEI sometime today to let them know.
 
Ray
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Kent @ PUC
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 3:51:48 PM
Attachments: Eickman Kent.vcf


 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com



BEGIN:VCARD
VERSION:2.1
N;LANGUAGE=en-us:Eickman;Kent
FN:Eickman, Kent
ORG:SF PUC
TITLE:Waste Water Enterprise - Collection System Division
TEL;WORK;VOICE:(415) 298-9071
X-MS-OL-DEFAULT-POSTAL-ADDRESS:0
EMAIL;PREF;INTERNET:keickman@sfwater.org
X-MS-OL-DESIGN;CHARSET=utf-8:<card xmlns="http://schemas.microsoft.com/office/outlook/12/electronicbusinesscards" ver="1.0" layout="left" bgcolor="ffffff"><img xmlns="" align="fit" area="16" use="cardpicture"/><fld xmlns="" prop="name" align="left" dir="ltr" style="b" color="000000" size="10"/><fld xmlns="" prop="org" align="left" dir="ltr" color="000000" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="title" align="left" dir="ltr" color="000000" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="telwork" align="left" dir="ltr" color="000000" size="8"><label align="right" color="626262">Work</label></fld><fld xmlns="" prop="email" align="left" dir="ltr" color="000000" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/></card>
REV:20150507T225131Z
END:VCARD








From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; "Mallory Shure"; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke Miller;


richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:33:23 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png


Apparently neither of my emails w/ the materials listed below went through (file size). Please use the links below to
access the relevant items:
 
Memo comment:
https://www.dropbox.com/s/s1g5myv97qed50w/2015.05.08_MBS%20GSW%20SD%20Workshop%20Memo_Draft_GSW-
Combined-Comment.docx?dl=0
 
Gatehouse narrative: https://www.dropbox.com/s/1v2itpx32pynvt8/2015.05.06_GATEHOUSE%20NARRATIVE.docx?dl=0
 
Exhibits: https://www.dropbox.com/s/q4ep39tl3we228h/2015.05.08_Commissions_Book_PartI_ForOCII.pdf?dl=0
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:18 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (ADM)'; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Catherine:
 
- Memo comments from GSW (+design teams) are attached.  I am also including the text of the Gatehouse Design
Narrative that will be rolled into the next full BC/SD submission – just in case you want to use any of this additional
description to augment what you already have. Clarke will respond directly re: the square footage numbers you have
highlighted here (I have corrected a few other figures and stats but all SF info is getting streamlined through him).
 
- The first round of exhibits (site plans and materials) en route in 5 – taking longer than anticipated to export. Once it
goes through let me know if there are edits required and our design team will coordinate on those ASAP.  The 3D
concept images/renderings will come in Monday midday, as discussed.
 
Thanks!
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 



mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:pedro.arce@sfgov.org

mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:lweingartner@manicaarchitecture.com

mailto:woods@pfaulong.com

mailto:shure@pfaulong.com

mailto:bailey@pfaulong.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:richyworks@mac.com

mailto:jwinters@swagroup.com

mailto:MOmotayo@walterpmoore.com

https://www.dropbox.com/s/s1g5myv97qed50w/2015.05.08_MBS%20GSW%20SD%20Workshop%20Memo_Draft_GSW-Combined-Comment.docx?dl=0

https://www.dropbox.com/s/s1g5myv97qed50w/2015.05.08_MBS%20GSW%20SD%20Workshop%20Memo_Draft_GSW-Combined-Comment.docx?dl=0

https://www.dropbox.com/s/1v2itpx32pynvt8/2015.05.06_GATEHOUSE%20NARRATIVE.docx?dl=0

https://www.dropbox.com/s/q4ep39tl3we228h/2015.05.08_Commissions_Book_PartI_ForOCII.pdf?dl=0

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: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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:32 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: Draft Memo
 
Here is the draft memo for folks to review and help fill in blanks.  I have not let this sit overnight, so certain there will be
typos.  We have several people that will be reviewing this, so expect changes.  Also, provide all comments in redline.  I
would appreciate if someone from the GSW team could pull together all the team’s comments so that I don’t end up
with 10 docs to merge in.
 
Thanks
 
PS – I have some meetings today and will look at the site plans when I get back. 
 
(Curses – forgot to hit send on this last night)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 5:51:58 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png


Catherine – I’m starting to drop in some renderings as they come in, and realizing there may be a more logical way to
order them than the way they are currently listed in the Exhibits List at the end of your memo. Would you object to my
re-ordering and re-naming accordingly before Monday morning?
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (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: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:33 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (ADM)'; 'Arce, Pedro (CII)'; 'Winslow, David (CPC)'
Cc: 'Van de Water, Adam (ECN)'; 'Lauren Weingartner'; 'Emily Woods'; 'Mallory Shure'; 'Sean Bailey'; 'David Carlock'; 'Clarke
Miller'; 'richyworks@mac.com'; 'jwinters@swagroup.com'; 'Marlena Omotayo'
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Apparently neither of my emails w/ the materials listed below went through (file size). Please use the links below to
access the relevant items:
 
Memo comment:
https://www.dropbox.com/s/s1g5myv97qed50w/2015.05.08_MBS%20GSW%20SD%20Workshop%20Memo_Draft_GSW-
Combined-Comment.docx?dl=0
 
Gatehouse narrative: https://www.dropbox.com/s/1v2itpx32pynvt8/2015.05.06_GATEHOUSE%20NARRATIVE.docx?dl=0
 
Exhibits: https://www.dropbox.com/s/q4ep39tl3we228h/2015.05.08_Commissions_Book_PartI_ForOCII.pdf?dl=0
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:18 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (ADM)'; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Catherine:
 
- Memo comments from GSW (+design teams) are attached.  I am also including the text of the Gatehouse Design
Narrative that will be rolled into the next full BC/SD submission – just in case you want to use any of this additional
description to augment what you already have. Clarke will respond directly re: the square footage numbers you have
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highlighted here (I have corrected a few other figures and stats but all SF info is getting streamlined through him).
 
- The first round of exhibits (site plans and materials) en route in 5 – taking longer than anticipated to export. Once it
goes through let me know if there are edits required and our design team will coordinate on those ASAP.  The 3D
concept images/renderings will come in Monday midday, as discussed.
 
Thanks!
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:32 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David Carlock; Clarke
Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: Draft Memo
 
Here is the draft memo for folks to review and help fill in blanks.  I have not let this sit overnight, so certain there will be
typos.  We have several people that will be reviewing this, so expect changes.  Also, provide all comments in redline.  I
would appreciate if someone from the GSW team could pull together all the team’s comments so that I don’t end up
with 10 docs to merge in.
 
Thanks
 
PS – I have some meetings today and will look at the site plans when I get back. 
 
(Curses – forgot to hit send on this last night)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; "Mallory Shure"; Sean Bailey; David Carlock;


Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:18:33 PM
Attachments: image003.png


2015.05.06_GATEHOUSE NARRATIVE.docx
2015.05.08_MBS GSW SD Workshop Memo_Draft_GSW-Combined-Comment.docx


Catherine:
 
- Memo comments from GSW (+design teams) are attached.  I am also including the text of the
Gatehouse Design Narrative that will be rolled into the next full BC/SD submission – just in case you
want to use any of this additional description to augment what you already have. Clarke will respond
directly re: the square footage numbers you have highlighted here (I have corrected a few other
figures and stats but all SF info is getting streamlined through him).
 
- The first round of exhibits (site plans and materials) en route in 5 – taking longer than anticipated
to export. Once it goes through let me know if there are edits required and our design team will
coordinate on those ASAP.  The 3D concept images/renderings will come in Monday midday, as
discussed.
 
Thanks!
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:32 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David
Carlock; Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: Draft Memo
 
Here is the draft memo for folks to review and help fill in blanks.  I have not let this sit overnight, so
certain there will be typos.  We have several people that will be reviewing this, so expect changes. 
Also, provide all comments in redline.  I would appreciate if someone from the GSW team could pull
together all the team’s comments so that I don’t end up with 10 docs to merge in.
 
Thanks
 
PS – I have some meetings today and will look at the site plans when I get back. 
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GATEHOUSE NARRATIVE:


The gatehouse is located along 3rd Street, midway between South Street and 16th Street. It acts as formal entry from 3rd Street, and up from the on-site parking garage, into the public plaza that unifies the project’s retail, office towers, and arena. This smaller, free standing structure brings the surrounding structures down to a more pedestrian scale at the plaza entry, making it more approachable for visitors. Centered on the open, west end of the public plaza, the gatehouse also creates shelter for those within the plaza, providing an increased sense of intimacy and separation from street traffic and wind.


Within the gatehouse, the roof will be supported by an iconic lattice-like cantilevered structure resembling a basketball net. This structure will be visible in a soaring open atrium, connecting all above-grade levels.  Within the net is a spiral stair connecting all floors from grade level up to the broadcast mezzanine. Beneath this structure, the top-most floor acts as a broadcast platform for gameday broadcast crews to film live on site with the arena as a backdrop. A retractable glass wall will open to the plaza to further connect these broadcasts to the gameday atmosphere in the plaza. At plaza and grade levels a mix of dining and retail will be accessible to the public. On grade level public restrooms will be available, as well as a direct connection to grade level parking. All parking levels will access the plaza and grade level through stairs and an elevator within the gatehouse.


The exterior of the gatehouse consist of a simple palate: a glass curtain wall to match that of the office towers; a gray fascia circling the top of the façade, matching the columns on the office towers; retractable glass panels to open the top floor to the public plaza; and a sedum green roof.


[bookmark: _GoBack]The gatehouse structure will consist of structural steel framing comprised of pipe or tube columns supporting a combination of built-up and wide flange steel beams. The gatehouse structure will be supported off the at-grade and plaza level reinforced concrete structure.  The supporting structure will be locally thickened as needed to transfer the forces from the gatehouse to the reinforced concrete structure below.
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INFORMATIONAL MEMORANDUM





TO:	Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure





FROM:	Tiffany Bohee


	Executive Director





SUBJECT:	Workshop on the Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs and Event Management Plan for the Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development on Blocks 29 to 32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area








EXECUTIVE SUMMARY





GSW Arena LLC (“GSW”), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC, which owns and operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association (“NBA”) team, proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and a variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open space and structured parking (“GSW Project”) on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco. The project site is bounded by South Street on the north, Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, and by the future planned realigned Terry A. François Boulevard on the east. GSW has entered into an agreement to purchase the project site from the current site owner, an affiliate of salesforce.com.





The GSW has submitted Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs for Blocks 29-32 (“Schematic Designs”), pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement. The Schematic Designs address the design of the 18,064-seat state-of-the-art Event Center; two office/retail buildings at South and 16th Streets with about 500,000 leasable square feet of office/lab and two 160-foot towers; up to 61,000 square feet of retail uses in the Food Hall at South Street and Terry Francois Boulevard, along South Street and along Terry Francois Boulevard, in the office buildings, and in the Gatehouse at the 3rd Street Plaza; open space and landscaping, including an open space plaza of civic importance along 3rd Street; as well as theand associated bike and vehicle parking and loading to serve the project.  	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Global comment: Please refer to these as “office/lab”	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: There are three retail areas at the northeastern side of the site	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Global comment: our site plan lists this as “Main Plaza.” Would you prefer to edit in this memo or have us re-label the graphic for consistency? Pls advise. 





Since the Mission Bay South Design for Development (“Design for Development”) regulations for Blocks 29-32, which control the design of the site, for Blocks 29-32 were focused on office and retail uses versus an event center’s unique design requirements, the Design for Development will require amendments by the Commission to allow the proposed GSW Project.  The proposed Design for Development Amendments principally relate to height of the event center, building massing, number of towers, tower separation, and bulk. In no case will the GSW Project exceed the 160’ height limit or otherwise be inconsistent with the standards set forth in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.   





The City is coordinating City services outside the site including public transit service, traffic management, public safety, event coordination and neighborhood quality of life concerns.  A draft Events Management Plan has been prepared to address these issues, including the identification of a number of capital and operating improvements to meet the project’s anticipated transportation demand. The Events Management Plan complements a Transportation Management Plan prepared by GSW to designate curb management zones, address intersection signalization and control by Parking Control Officers (PCO’s), and plan for safe separation of modes (including pedestrians) to minimize conflict and maximize safety and convenience.


  


The Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee (“CAC”) has discussed the GSW Project, and related topics, at 10 meetings since May 2014, including two meetings in March and April 2015 to discuss the Schematic Designs.  In addition to meeting with the CAC, the GSW and OCII/City staff have also held numerous meetings with other stakeholders. Comments received to date focused on primarily design, traffic congestion/parking, events management, and construction impacts.  Overall, the Mission Bay CAC and community have responded positively to the design of the GSW Project.





The Planning Commission will be holding an informational workshop on the Schematic Designs at its May 28, 2015 meeting.  Once both Commissions have provided comments on the Schematic Designs, the GSW will move into the next stage of design with the Design Development and Construction Drawings.  No official actions can be made related to the GSW Project until further environmental impact review is completed and certified by the OCII Commission, anticipated to occur in early fall 2015. 








BACKGROUND





Golden State Warriors Project 





GSW Arena LLC (“GSW”), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC, which owns and operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association (“NBA”) team, proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and a variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open space and structured parking (“GSW Project”) on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco (see Exhibit A for a location map). The project site is bounded by South Street on the north, Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, and by the future planned realigned Terry A. François Boulevard on the east. The project site is across Third Street from the University of California, San Francisco (“UCSF”) research campus and near the future UCSF Medical Center.  The San Francisco Bay and the future public park Park P22 are located across Terry A. Francois Boulevard from the development site.  GSW has entered into an agreement to purchase the project site from the current site owner, an affiliate of salesforce.com.





The GSW Project will include an 18,064-seat state-of-the-art Event Center and two prominent office buildings with about 500,000 leasable square feet of office space, surrounding an open space plaza of civic importance.  In addition to the event center and office space, the project will include up to 61,000 leasable square feet of retail (including a Food Hall), automobile and bicycle parking, service and loading areas and a series of smaller open spaces.  





Previous Major Phase Review





The Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (“OPA”) between OCII and FOCIL-MB and the Interagency Cooperation Agreement (“ICA”) between OCII and City departments establish the protocols for development approvals in Mission Bay South. As specified in the OPA, the first stage of development approval is the preparation of a Major Phase submission, which provides information on proposed land uses and intensities of development, height, bulk, and massing of future buildings, location and general design of open space, and the subdivision of blocks into building parcels. The next stage after a Major Phase, is the preparation of Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs for individual buildings and major open spaces.  A draft Major Phase for the GSW Project was prepared and presented to the Commission on January 6, 2015.  








DISCUSSION





The GSW Project provides for the development of an 18,064-seat event center, about half a million leasable square feet of office space, between 50,470 and 61,100 leasable square feet of new retail space, and a series publicly accessible open spaces, as well as 1,082 parking spaces (950 of which would be on Blocks 29-32, with and the other 132 spaces located in an existing South Street garage) and ancillary service and circulation areas.  The mix of uses is designed to ensure that the site is active not only during an event, but also at all other times as well through the inclusion of office and retail uses and activated public open spaces to provide employment and retail opportunities for the surrounding neighborhood and larger San Francisco community. The project would be designed to Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED®) Gold standards using a campus approach, whereby each individual proposed structure as well as the overall site would qualify for individual Gold ratings.  The land use program is summarized in Table 1.





Exhibits B and C depicts the site plan for the GSW Project and identifies identify the primary components of the GSW Project.  The site is broken into the following components:  the 18,064-seat Event Center, the XXX square foot South Street Building, the XXX square foot 16th Street Building, the Food Hall and retail buildings along Terry Francois Boulevard and South Street/Eastside Retail, the Gatehouse, the underlying parking podium, and the surrounding open space and landscaping,  (including the 3rd Street Plaza).  The GSW have drafted Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs for each of these components (“Schematic Designs”), as described in more detail below. 





The design team for the GSW Project consists of:


· Event Center/Gatehouse - MANICA Architecture


· South and 16th Street Buildings – Pfau Long Architecture/AE3 Partners (Joint Venture Association)	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Correct.


· Retail/Food Hall - Richyworks


· Open Space/Landscaping – SWA Group and Merrill Morris Partners


· Parking – Walter P. Moore


· Façade – Walter P. Moore


· Architect of Record – Kendall Heaton Associates


· Structural Engineering – Magnusson Klemencic Associates


· MEP Engineering – Smith Seckman Reid, Inc. 












[bookmark: _Toc400381583][bookmark: _Toc398564756][bookmark: _Toc402188557]TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF PROPOSED GSW PROJECT 


			Project Component


			Characteristic





			Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity


			18,064 seats 





			Size 


			Total LSFa





			Event Center


South and 16th Street Office Space


Retail Space - Total


Total Building Area


			506,500


503,900


50,470-61,100b


1,061,900-1,071,500 LSF





			Height/Levels 


Event Center 


South and 16th Street Office/Retail Building






Food Hall and TFB Retail 


Gatehouse


			


135 feet


160 feet (11 stories) total [90-foot (6-story) podiums with 70-foot (5story) towers above]; retail uses within street level and plaza-level floors 


41 feet 	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Correct


348 feet 





			Parking/Loading Spaces


			Blocks 29-32:


950 parking stalls below-grade or at-grade (concealed by Third Street Plaza)


13 truck docks below-grade


Existing off-site at 450 South Street Parking Garage:


132 parking stalls





			Vehicular Access 


			Access point for autos and all large trucks on 16th Street at Illinois Street


Access point for autos and small trucks on South Street at Bridgeview Way





			Open Space


			3.2 acres








NOTES:


LSF = leasable square feet. 





a	The maximum commercial and retail square footage allowed under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan is tracked by leasable square footage.  


b	The GSW are negotiating with UCSF to purchase the rights to develop additional retail square footage on-site.  As a result, there is a range of the amount of retail square footage that is being proposed, with the lower range being the amount that would be developed if the GSW is unable to obtain the additional retail rights.








GSW Schematic Design Overview





The following describes the Schematic Designs in more detail.  Exhibits D-AA depict the schematic designs for all the various sections of the GSW Project and proposed building and planting materials and site furnishing.





Event Center


The approximately 560,000-leasable square foot, 18,064-seat Event Center is located on the eastside of the site, overlooking Park P22 and the San Francisco Bay and has a maximum height of 135 feet at the middle of the rooftop.  In addition to the event floor and seating bowl, it will contain guest amenity areas (clubs and suites), food vendors, back-of-house support (staff locker rooms, production kitchens for food and beverage, equipment storage), building operations areas (mechanical and utility rooms, loading and receiving areas), and GSW practice facility and team headquarters. Back of house areas will not be visible to patrons and members of the public except where purposefully designed (for instance, a show kitchen), and many are located below grade or on restricted-access building levels.





The building’s two primary entries are located at its northwest (“Main Entrance”) and southeast (“Theater Entrance”) corners. Both entries lead to a publicly accessible grand building lobby prior to ticketing patronspatron ticketing areas. The Theater Entrance, in particular, is demarcated by the dramatic proscenium archway, designed to reinforce a sense of entry as patrons walk underneath the gatewaylike structure. The proscenium also enhances outdoor programming opportunities for the Southeast Plaza by framing the space.





The Bayfront Terrace is located on the northern façade of the Event Center and includes both an arena event center amenity space (lower level) and a view terrace and interior space (upper level). The latter is accessible at all times, including nonevent hours, via two distinct building entries (on accessible from Terry Francois Boulevard and the pedestrian path/Food Hall) and a dedicated elevator. The Bayfront Terrace’s levels will provide views into the Event Center seating bowl and a dramatic panorama of the San Francisco skyline, Bay, Bay Bridge and planned Park P22. The Terrace’s height, below that of the Event Center itself, also helps step the building’s scale down towards the park and the water.





Pedestrians and patrons may walk from one Event Center entry to another via the pedestrian path that curves along the Event Center’s northern side, bringing patrons past retail and potential art or lighting installations as they rise from an elevation of approximately 10 feet to 26 feet above grade along a gentle slope. Additional access around the building includes a walk along the 16th Street sidewalk and landscaped setback area, and passage through the atrium walkway connecting 16th Street midblock with the 3rd Street Plaza along Third Street. Both the atrium walkway and the pedestrian path terminate at the 3rd Street Plaza to the northwest, and the Southeast Plaza to the southeast, thereby creating a continuous network of programmed or passive public spaces. 	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Is there a difference driving the use of “3rd” vs. “Third”?





The Event Center’s façade system will include three primary materials. First, glass glazing systems will be used at the main entry plaza (west side) and southeast lobby. Second, metal panels will encase a significant portion of the building enclosure. These panels will include perforated patterns that add depth, motion, and opportunities for creative lighting to the building façade. Finally, a durable and maintenance-free building material, such as patterned Glass Fiber Reinforced Concrete (GRFC) or precast concrete, will encase the building’s base, grounding the structure and providing accents through careful use of texture and/or color. Terra Cotta may also be introduced at the building’s base.	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Maintenance-free or low-maintenance?





South Street and 16th Street Office/Retail Buildings


Two office and retail buildings would be located on the west side of the project site, at the corner of Third Street and South Street (“South Street Building”) and at the corner of Third Street and 16th Street (“16th Street Building”).  Both buildings are about XX leasable square feet in size, which includes about XX leasable square feet of retail.  They each combine a 6-story (90-foot) mixed-use podium and an 11-story (160-foot) office tower for each building, with retail along the 3rd Street Plaza at the podium level to help activate the plaza area. The design for the tower on each building is tear-dropped in plan, which will complement the Event Center’s curvilinear aesthetic and that of the other structures on-site without mimicking it. Projected and shaped aluminum sunshade blades add texture to the sleek, curved glass form. The tower will be differentiated from its context in Mission Bay by its warmth, color, irregularity, and curves.





The buildings’ podiums wrap into the 3rd Street Plaza with a welcoming curved gestural form, drawing pedestrians and event patrons into the plaza along sloped walkways below, along an active retail use.and bordered by active retail uses on the east side. The primary office lobby entrance for the South Street Building will be located on the corner of South Street and 3rd Streets, with an additional entrance off of the 3rd Street Plaza. The primary office lobby entrance for the 16th Street Building will be located on the corner of 16th Street and 3rd Streets, with an additional entrance off of the 3rd Street Plaza.





The skin of both buildings will include a variety of cladding types including outside glazed low-E unitized curtain wall system, fritted spandrel glazing and resin coated wood accent panels and soffits to add warmth. A serrated curtainwall system will round the corner into the main plaza, further breaking down the scale of the building at the podium and adding contrasting visual interest to the curved form of the building.





The roofs of the podiums for each building will include an a partially occupiable green roof with integrated stormwater treatment. This will be both an amenity for tower tenants, and a highly visible feature of the development from neighboring buildings.  Mechanical systems on the tower roofs will be fully screened by painted metal screenwall and laid out with visibility from nearby neighborhoods in mind. Podium rooftop equipment will be incorporated into landscape elements wherever possible. 





Food Hall/Eastside Retail/Gatehouse


Retail uses are planned to occupy several areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the South and 16th Street Buildings; 41-foot high retail buildings along Terry A. François Boulevard and South Street, which would contain the “Food Hall,” a retail concept similar to the Ferry Building; and the “Gatehouse” building located in the 3rd Street Plaza, which has a sloping height of approximately 34 feet, from 28 to 32 feet, located along Third Street. 	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Again, just working to clarify that there are 3 total structures in question, including the Food Hall. 





Food Hall/Eastside Retail: The Food Hall is located at the corner of South Street and Terry François Boulevard and consists of a roughly triangular structure.  It is accessible at grade from an entry plaza, partially occupied by street furniture from neighboring retail tenants, and from the elevated pedestrian path 26 feet above grade. It is designed to accommodate a number of small, local vendors and producers of artisan goods, in combination with prepared food and sit-down dining areas. A retail tenant such as a food and beer garden will likely occupy the Food Hall roof, accessible from the pedestrian path or from Terry Francois Boulevard (via vertical circulation elements including stairwells, lifts, and the food hall interior).  Standalone retail also lines Terry Francois Boulevard at grade, as well as additional standalone retail at the podium level on South Street (also accessible from the Pedestrian Path). These spaces are envisioned as centers for high-quality food and beverage, wellness, and community. 





The Food Hall/Eastside Retail elements are comprised for of a system of vertical and horizontal divisions in industrial-inspired materials, which lend a consistent architectural language to the street frontage. Within this framework, individual tenants will have freedom to customize storefronts to create a diverse, varied, and urban feel.  Taking advantage of the views of Park P22 and the Bay, open doorways and wide windows will create a porous ground level, terraces and programmed rooftops will provide views from above, and the Food Hall and nearby retail elevations will “step down” to the water to create a comfortable scale.





Gatehouse:  The XX-leasable square foot Gatehouse is located on the western edge of the 3rd Street Plaza, helping to activate the plaza area and provide wind protection.  The two-level building will house elevators connected to parking facilities and a small amount of retail.  The second floor of the building will also provide staging space for broadcasts of events held at the Events Center, as well as for other special events in the 3rd Street Plaza.  The primary material for the Gatehouse will be glass, to create a transparent character for the building.	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Note we have provided a more substantial gatehouse narrative (separate attachment) for you to draw from as desired. 





Public Open Space 


The GSW Project will include approximately 3.2 acres of publically accessible open space areas that will be comprised of two primary plazas (one along 3rd Street and one at the southeast corner of the site) and additional paved or landscaped areas.  The main XX-square foot, 3rd Street Plaza is raised eight feet above the Third Street sidewalk (sloping imperceptibly up to the Event Center Main Entrance) and will be roughly equivalent in area to the central flat plaza area at Union Square and the main plaza at Rockefeller Center.  The plaza will be programmed to activate it on a daily basis in conjunction with the activity generated by the fronting retail uses at the base of the surrounding buildings.  The 3rd Street Plaza has been designed with flexibility in mind to accommodate the range of programming, and as a result, the design includes large-scale moveable occupiable planters that can be rearranged.  The center oval shaped lawn area is designed to be similarly flexible and the center lawn can be replaced with wood, ice, and other surfaces to accommodate events.





The smaller 25,000-square foot Southeast Plaza at the corner of Terry Francois and 16th Street leads into the secondary entrance to the Event Center and will be used as the primary entrance for event center “theater” (cut-down configuration) events with reduced attendence.  A 300-space bicycle valet facility is located on this plaza, and an additional overflow, temporary bicycle corral could be located in the this plaza for events anticipating anticipated to attract a larger number of bicycle riders. A similar overflow bicycle corral could be provided on other plaza areas throughout the site as needed.	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Correct





In addition to the plazas, there is are private green roofs on top of the two office buildings and public walkways that wrap around the exterior of the north and eastern-sides of the Event Center to connect the 3rd Street Plaza to the Food Hall, bayfront overlook, main concourse entry, Bayfront Terrace exterior entry, and 16th Street. 





The open spaces will also serve to move people to and from the Event Center events in an organized manner, allowing for adequate staging areas to avoid spilling of pedestrians onto the surrounding sidewalks and streets.  The corners at 3rd Street and 16th and South Streets have been expanded to allow for pedestrian staging for transit and passenger loading for taxis, rideshare, or personal vehicles. A linear lighting element imbedded in the paving ties the entire site together by guiding visitors from 3rd Street into the 3rd Street Plaza, and then around the Event Center to the Southeast Plaza at the Theater Entrance.  Finally, the landscaping also will serve for on-site stormwater treatment using the green roofs, rain gardens and a continuous green ring on top of the Event Center.  





Circulation, Transit and Automobile and Bicycle Parking


All parking and loading for the site is located below ground, or concealed at grade, (two below grade, and one concealed at street level) and is accessed through two garage entries, one at the intersection of 16th and Illinois Streets and the other mid-block along South Street, between 3rd Street and Terry Francois Boulevard.  Truck loading will only take place at the 16th Street entrance, with the retail parking using the South Street entrance.  The GSW Project is proposing 950 underground parking spaces within Blocks 29-32, with an additional 132 parking spaces located in an existing garage at 450 South Street, for a total of 1,082 spaces to serve the GSW Project.  XX loading 13 loading docks, and five additional below-grade trash compactor locations,  will be provided to serve the site.  While determining the appropriate number of on-site parking spaces, opportunities for sharing parking between the daytime office uses and the larger night/weekend event center uses wasis assumed.  In addition, the Event Management Plan (discussed below) is being developed to encourage people to utilize transit and other alternative modes of transportation to minimize the need for vehicle parking and minimize the traffic impacts surrounding the site. 





The GSW Project is incorporating bicycle facilities to encourage bicycling to and from the site and to take advantage of the dedicated bike lanes planned or existing on 16th Street, Illinois St. and Terry Francois Boulevard.  In addition to enclosed bicycle storage for the office/retail buildings (111 spaces) and bicycle racks on the sidewalks surrounding the site (75 spaces), the GSW Project will include a secure permanent bike valet for approximately 300 bicycles which will likely be operated on a valet basis during major events.  The bike valet will be located at the corner of 16th Street or Terry Francois Boulevard at the Theater Entrance to the Event Center, where the bicycle lanes serving the site are also located. The GSW Project landscaping plan includes space within the plaza areas to allow for occasional temporary bike corrals with a capacity of at least additional 50-100 additional spaces for larger events anticipated to attract higher numbers of bicycle riders.  Appropriate locations for the City’s Bike Share pods are being explored to connect the event center to the city system.	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Correct. 





The GSW Project will be well-served by local transit.  The site sits on the Third Street Light Rail line (T 3rd Street), which will see increased service with completion of the Central Subway.  The 55-16th Street motor coach provides service to Mission Bay from the 16th Street BART station, with the extension of the 22 Fillmore trolley coach followingplanned to follow.  Both lines will travel north along Third Street in front of the site.  The Caltrain station is located less than a half-mile north from the site at 4th and King, with another Caltrain station located to the south at 22nd Street.  The Event Management Plan proposes to provide special bus shuttles to connect event attendees with BART, ferry and other regional transit systems.





The GSW are also planning to institute a robust set of Travel Demand (TDM) strategies for Event Center patrons and others on-site to encourage and facilitate the choice of transit, biking, or other alternative modes in lieu of private vehicle access to the project site. 





Public Art


The GSW Project will be required to comply with the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Art Requirement that requires any development with 25,000 gross square feet or more of retail and commercial uses to install art on-site or pay a fee to OCII for use for art in public park, in an amount equal to 1% of the hard costs of initial construction of projects.  A project can include a combination of on-site art and off-site fees to meet the 1% requirement. The GSW will be hiring an arts consultant as part of its professional services team to help develop a public arts program for the project and will outreach to local artists to encourage their participation in the GSW Project.	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Correct.












Proposed Amendments to the Design for Development Standards





In Mission Bay South, the design of development is regulated by the Design for Development.  Since the Design for Development regulations for Blocks 29-32 were focused on office and retail uses, versus an event center, the Design for Development will require amendments to allow the proposed GSW Project.  Exhibit BB summarizes the amendments to the Design for Development that would be needed to allow the proposed GSW Project (“Design for Development Amendments”). The proposed Design for Development Amendments principally relate to height of the event center, building massing, number of towers, tower separation, and bulk. In no case will the GSW Project exceed the 160-foot height limit or otherwise be inconsistent with the standards set forth in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.  The proposed Design for Development Amendments would be adopted prior to approval of the Schematic Designs, anticipated in early fall 2015. 





Events Management Plan





The San Francisco Office of Economic and Workforce Development (“OEWD”) has taken the lead in coordinating City services outside the site including public transit service, traffic management, public safety, event coordination and neighborhood quality of life concerns.   In addition to design, massing and construction impacts, these topics have generated the most discussion within the Mission Bay community.  





On top of the major transportation improvements already in planning or construction to serve Mission Bay (completion of the street grid, Central Subway, Caltrain modernization, etc.), the City proposes a number of capital and operating improvements to meet the project’s anticipated transportation demand (“Event Management Plan”):  





· Transit: The City proposes to purchase four additional light rail vehicles and improve the capacity and frequency of the T-Third line; extend the existing boarding platform at Third and South Streets; run three special event shuttles to regional transit stations; complete the 16th Street Bus Rapid Transit lane and increase bus service along 16th; and coordinate with both the Mission Bay shuttle program and regional transit operators such as Caltrain, Bay Area Rapid Transit (“BART”), Water Emergency Transportation Authority (“WETA”) and Golden Gate to provide increased special event service. 


 


· Vehicular Access: The City proposes to deploy up to 21 parking control officers to control key intersections and neighborhood circulation by overriding traffic lights, preventing lane and driveway blockages, creating local access only corridors and protecting emergency vehicle access to the UCSF Mission Bay campus; install changeable message signs along key access routes to direct traffic; signalize three intersections to prevent modal conflicts and protect bicycle and pedestrian safety; and utilize mobile technology to facilitate pre-purchase of parking spaces to reduce circling.  





· Transportation Demand Management: The project site will implement aggressive demand management strategies such as limiting on-site parking to 950 spaces; providing space for over 500 bicycles on-site and sponsoring a bikeshare station; promoting alternative transportation modes through wayfinding, promotional incentives and event ads, tickets websites or mobile applications; and creating performance standards that, for instance, protect pedestrian safety, facilitate transit and limit auto mode share.





· Public Safety and Neighborhood Quality of Life:  Depending on the event type and size, the City proposes up to 14 police officers to patrol the neighborhoods surrounding the event center, along major access corridors and in support of UCSF campus security and adjacent business private security.  The GSW will maintain their own property, will provide or contract with a qualified contractor to provide similar services to surrounding areas impacted by event patrons, and will create a Good Neighbor Policy to address everything from illegal vendors to meeting all applicable noise ordinances and creating a central point of contact for resolving any complaints.  





The City has focused specific consideration on arena event center events that overlap with events at AT&T Park and proposes several strategies to employ, where commercially reasonable, to mitigate their impact on the neighborhood including . They may include coordinating schedules to avoid conflicts, staggering start times of private events if they cannot be rescheduled, and developing overflow parking lots south of the arena event center to accommodate any overflow parking.  Exhibit CC includes a more detailed summary of the proposed Events Management Plan, which was presented at the April 30, 2015 Mission Bay CAC meeting.





[bookmark: _GoBack]The City further proposes to use project-generated tax revenues to cover the estimated $6.6 million in City costs required to fund these improvements.  An independent, peer-reviewed fiscal analysis by Economic & Planning Systems, Inc. (“EPS”) estimates that the arena event center project will generate $14.11 million dollars in annual tax revenue.  This figure is net of all OCII revenues dedicated to Mission Bay infrastructure and affordable housing.  A complete copy of the EPS report is included as Exhibit DD.  





Citizens Advisory Committee and Community Outreach Program





The Mission Bay CAC is the official community group leading the community process for the GSW Project.  The CAC has discussed the GSW Project, and related topics, at its May, August, September, October, November and December 2014 meetings, as well as three other meetings in March and April 2015.  The Schematic Designs were discussed by the Mission Bay CAC at the March and April 2015 meetings. Overall the Mission Bay CAC was supportive of the Schematic Designs.  Most of the comments requests related to the Schematic Designs were to retain the simplicity and grace of the Event Center design, clarify some of the operational features, and ensure that environmental conditions, such as wind, are taken into consideration with the open space design. The community was also concerned about ensuring that the retail is designed to be successful and contribute to the overall neighborhood as both a destination and a catalyst for further growth.





In addition to meeting with the CAC, the GSW and OCII/City staff have also outreached to other stakeholders, including:





· Mission Bay life science community


· Neighborhood leaders from: South Beach, Rincon Hill, Mission Bay, Dogpatch, and Potrero Hill


· UCSF


· San Francisco Giants


· San Francisco Bicycle Coalition


· San Francisco Walk


· Local residents and business/merchants





Comments received from the CAC and larger community fall within the following main categories:





1) Design and Massing (Major Phase)


· Bayfront terrace height and design


· Height and setback along the pedestrian edge of site and throughout buildings


· Local wind patterns


· High quality of design and creation of needed open space


· Excitement about an active area with commercial (food) retail options


· Understanding of great need for more office/lab space in area





2) Traffic Congestion and Parking


· Access to hospital, residents, and businesses during events


· Adequate transit to serve the site


· Location of parking


· Traffic control


· AT&T Park and GSW events on the same day


· Street closures and local access


· Adequate bicycle parking and infrastructure


· Congestion on the 4th Street bridge





3) Event Management


· Crowd control and security


· Trash and physical impacts on adjacent properties





4) Construction Impacts


· Noise, dust control, traffic, and vibration





In addition, at the end of April, a newly formed 501c(4) named the Mission Bay Alliance came out in opposition to the GSW Project stating based on concerns for about the impact of the project on the new UCSF Medical Center in Mission Bay.  There have been many newspaper articles including statements from the Mission Bay Alliance expressing their concerns they have related to traffic and parking impacts on the Mission Bay Medical Center, as well as expressing the group’s desire to expand future UCSF facilities onto the project site.  A representative from the Mission Bay Alliance attended the April 30, 2015 Mission Bay CAC meeting to express the group’s concerns.  According to the official statement from UCSF, UCSF is not affiliated with any group related to or formally opposing the GSW Project (see Exhibit EE). 








Equal Opportunity Program and Compliance with OCII Policies





The GSW shall comply with the OCII’s Nondiscrimination in Contracts, Minimum Compensation and Health Care Accountability policies and has worked closely with contract compliance staff to comply with the Small Business Enterprise (“SBE”) Program on this development.  The GSW have undertaken an extensive outreach process to identify opportunities for SBE participation in the project.  To offer opportunities to the greatest extent possible to small businesses and ensure their maximum participation, the GSW made deliberate efforts to divide scopes of work, including those for partnership opportunities with prime consultants. The GSW identified approximately 40 professional services opportunities and undertook a multi-stage solicitation effort.  Requests for qualifications (“RFQ”) were issued first to allow small businesses a quick and easy way to submit interests and qualifications. This was followed by issuance of request for proposals (“RFP”) to shortlisted firms to ascertain, in further detail, firm qualifications, approaches to the requested scope of work, and costs.  Interviews were conducted to ensure the best possible selection and, in some instances, connect small businesses for teaming arrangements.  





Due to the extensive process needed to screen and select firms, the GSW are proceeding to build its design and consultant team in a two phase approach: firms with disciplines that are needed immediately, such as architects, are being selected in the first phase (currently in progress), while disciplines that are not needed until a later date, such as testing and inspection, are being selected in the second phase, which is anticipated to occur mid- to late this year. To date the GSW have shortlisted, obtained proposals, and interviewed about 80% of the disciplines needed for this project, with efforts continuing.  The GSW have awarded 34 of the disciplines thus far, approximately 50% of which is going to SBEs. For informational purposes, GSW projects approximately 30% minority-owned business participation and 23% women-owned business participation, reflecting the diversity of the City and County of San Francisco in its team.  Exhibit FF provides a list of the proposed team.  





During the construction phase of this project, the GSW have expressed its their commitment to meeting OCII's requirements and goals, which include the 50% SBE construction subcontracting participation goal, payment of prevailing wages and the 50% local construction workforce hiring goal. Additionally, permanent hiring will be subject to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement in accordance with the City’s First Source Hiring Program, which will ensure that San Francisco residents are given first consideration for the project’s permanent entry-level employment, with a 50% goal of the entry-level positions being filled by San Francisco residents.





CEQA Environmental Review





As part of its actions on September 17, 1998 establishing the Mission Bay Redevelopment Project Areas, the former Redevelopment Commission certified the project’s Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”), adopted California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) findings, adopted a series of mitigation measures, and established a comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring. The Board of Supervisors, the Planning Commission, and various City departments adopted similar findings and mitigation monitoring plans. This FSEIR includes by reference a number of addenda. 





The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 1518.  The Mission Bay FSEIR analyzed the environmental impacts associated with the development program proposed for the entire plan area, including the program under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, which includes Blocks 29-32. Thus, under CEQA, the proposed GSW Project is considered a subsequent activity under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment program.  However, the FSEIR did not anticipate the development of an event center on Blocks 29-32, so a focused EIR is being prepared to analyze the difference in impacts identified for the proposed project from those disclosed in 1998; the focused EIR will be a Subsequent EIR (“SEIR”) per CEQA Guidelines Section 15162.  OCII is considered the lead agency under CEQA for the SEIR, and the Commission will be responsible for certification of the SEIR.  The Draft SEIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015, with a public hearing held on the Draft SEIR with the Commission on June 30, 2015.





On April 30, 2015, Governor Brown certified that the GSW Project qualifies as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act (Assembly Bill 900), Public Resources Code 21184.  A newspaper notification, pursuant to the requirements of the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act was published on May 7, 2015, along with on-site notification and mailing and emailing notifications to neighbors. 





No official actions can be made related to the GSW Project until the SEIR has been certified by the Commission, anticipated to occur in early fall 2015.  As a result, no action on the GSW Project can be made at this time, but it will return to the Commission for official action once the SEIR has been certified.





Next Steps 





On May 28, 2105, the Schematic Designs will also be presented to the San Francisco Planning Commission for review and comment.  The GSW will then takeuse all the comments on the Schematic Designs and to begin working on the Design Development and Construction Drawings.  The Draft SEIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 for a 45-day review period, pursuant to CEQA.  A public hearing on the Draft SEIR will be held in front of the Commission on June 30, 2015.  Once the 45-day review period Draft SEIR is completed, a Final SEIR will be prepared for Commission review and certification in early Fall fall 2015.





It is anticipated that all of the Commission actions would occur at the same meeting as the certification of Final SEIR.  The GSW are planning on completing the project for the start of the 2018 basketball season.









The following is a summary of the anticipated schedule for review and approval of the GSW Project:





· Planning Commission Review of Schematic Designs – May 28, 2015


· Release of Draft SEIR – June 3, 2015


· OCII Commission Certification of Final SEIR - early fall 2015


· OCII Commission Approval of Design for Development Amendments, GSW Major Phase, and Schematic Designs - early fall 2015


· Planning Commission Approval of Schematic Designs for Office Buildings - early fall 2015





OCII Commission Review


Once the Commission certifies the Final SEIR, then it can approve all the actions needed to allow the GSW Project, including the Design for Development Amendments, Major Phase, and Schematic Designs.  It is anticipated that the Final SEIR will be ready for certification in early fall 2015 with project approval occurring at the same time.  There may also be amendments to other documents, such as the Mission Bay South Signage Plan, which will be finalized once the Commission has provided comments on the Schematic Designs.	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Directly afterwards/at the same meeting? May want to clarify. 





Planning Commission Review


While the Planning Commission does not have approval authority under the Mission Bay Plan for the GSW Major Phase or Design for Development Amendments, the Planning Commission does have oversight over the office allocation for the office components of the project, so the Schematic Designs for the Prop M office buildings included in the GSW Project will require Planning Commission final approval. (While the office space for this project has already been allocated and deducted from the City’s cumulative office cap according to prior approvals granted to Alexandria Real Estate Equities, the former owner of the project site, the allocation was conditioned on subsequent Planning Commission review of actual building designs as has been the protocol throughout Mission Bay.)  As with the Commission, the Planning Commission will not be able take final action on the schematic designs until directly after the OCII Commission has certified the Final SEIR.  





Ongoing Design Review


The Schematic Designs will continue to be refined and improved during the Design Development review, consistent with the Schematic Designs presented in this memorandum.  Typically, as part of the Schematic Design review and approval by the Commission, conditions of approval would be included as part of the approval process to identify areas that warrant additional design focus going forward.  Since the Commission will not be approving the Schematic Designs at this stage, the following provides a list of areas that staff will continue to work on with the GSW design team going forward.  Comments provided by the Commission will also be added to this list, as well as public comments on the design.  OCII staff will continue to work with Planning Department, SFMTA and OEWD staff on the design review.





· Pedestrian Realm:  Ensure the portions of the GSW Project that abut the pedestrian realm (sidewalks and other public spaces) are made to be as active and visually interesting as possible. 


· Entrances:  Refine the various pedestrian entrances to ensure that they are easily identifiable and in the case of the vehicular entrances, the entrances are designed to be to maximize a visually interesting and safe design.


· Retail Uses:  Refine the retail spaces to ensure a lively environment to activate the project site during none- event times.


· Open Space/Landscaping:  Refine the open space plan to ensure that the plazas are activated and flexible in their use and ensure that the sidewalks as designed to allow safe and comfortable pedestrian movement.


· Materials and Colors:  Refine the color and materials palate to ensure a visually attractive project.


· Signage/Lighting:  Develop a signage and lighting plan that addresses the unique signage and lighting requirements of the Event Center, including lighting, wayfinding, and building identification, while being integrated into the surrounding community.








(Originated by Catherine Reilly, Project Manager)














Tiffany Bohee


Executive Director





(Sally – the highlights are my notes to the design team – will remove)


Exhibit A: 		Mission Bay Location Map 	Comment by Kate Aufhauser: Catherine, as discussed:

You will provide Exhibits A, CC, DD, EE, FF
 We have provided the redline for Exhibit BB (do you need anything else?)
We are providing today, via separate attachment, Exhibits B, C, R-Z and AA. 
 Other exhibits (3D views/concept images) forthcoming by Monday midday. 

Please call me (Kate) with any questions about the above. Thank you!


Exhibit B: 	GSW Project Site Plan (this is the new one with everything labeled) 


Exhibit C:	Open Space Site Plan (if the Exhibit B is not detailed enough, need a site plan that clearly shows what the open space plan is and have it all detailed, include the green roofs on this as well)


Exhibit D:	Aerial View of Event Center Facing West (pretty rendering from previous presentations – not in the SDs currently)


Exhibit E:	Bird’s Eye View Facing Southeast (page 50 of OS/Parking SD – wasn’t there a nicer rendering done before?)


Exhibit F:	Event Center Southeast Theater Entrance (Page 38 Event Center SD)


Exhibit G:	Aerial View of Event Center and Food Hall Facing Southwest (Figure 3 in the Event Center SD)


Exhibit H:	Food Hall Entrance (page 42)


Exhibit I:	Event Center Main Entrance (Page 50 of Event Center SD)


Exhibit J:	Event Center Interior (Page 57 of Event Center SD)


Exhibit K:	Event Center Cross Section (Figure 27 of Event Center SD)


Exhibit L:	South Street Office/Retail Building Facing Southeast (page 51 OS SD)


Exhibit M:	16th Street Office/Retail Building Facing Northeast (page 04.2)


Exhibit N:	Northwest Plaza Entry at 3rd and South Streets (Page 53 of OS SD)


Exhibit O:	Northern 3rd Street Approach to Plaza (Page 04.4 of So St SD)


Exhibit P:	3rd Street Plaza Facing East (Page 56 from OS SD)


Exhibit Q:	3rd Street Plaza and Retail (page 59 of OS SD)


Exhibit R:	Event Center Materials (Pages 30-32 – could these be combined into a single page?)


Exhibits S-U:	Office/Retail Building Materials (pages 05.1 to 05.03 – can they be combined into 1-2 pages?)


Exhibit V:	Food Hall/Eastside Retail Materials (Pages 17-20 – can these be combined into 1-2 pages?)


Exhibit W:	Gatehouse Materials (Page 45)


Exhibit X:	Landscaping Materials: Softscape (can pages 34-39 be combined into one or two pages with smaller pictures?)	


Exhibits Y-Z:	Landscaping Materials: Hardscape (pages 40 and 41)


Exhibit AA:	Landscaping Furniture and Lighting (can you combine Page 42 and Page 43?)


Exhibit BB:	Draft Design for Development Amendment Summary 


Exhibit CC:	Event Management Plan Overview


Exhibit DD:	Fiscal Impact Study


Exhibit EE:	UCSF Letter on GSW Project


Exhibit FF:	Professional Services Subconsultants
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GSW Arena LLC (“GSW”), an af




filiate of Golden State Warriors, LLC, which owns and 
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construct a multi
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space and 
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within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco. The project site is 
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The 




City is 




coordinating City services outside the site includin




g public transit service, traffic 




management, public safety,




 




event coordination and neighborhood quality of life concerns. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 



 



GSW Arena LLC (“GSW”), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC, which owns and 



operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association (“NBA”) team, proposes to 



construct a multi-purpose event center and a variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open 



space and structured parking (“GSW Project”) on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) 



within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco. The project site is 



bounded by South Street on the north, Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, and by 



the future planned realigned Terry A. François Boulevard on the east. GSW has entered into an 



agreement to purchase the project site from the current site owner, an affiliate of salesforce.com. 



 



The GSW has submitted Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs for Blocks 29-32 



(“Schematic Designs”), pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement. The 



Schematic Designs address the design of the 18,064-seat state-of-the-art Event Center; two 



office/retail buildings at South and 16



th



 Streets with about 500,000 leasable square feet of 



office/lab and two 160-foot towers; up to 61,000 square feet of retail uses in the Food Hall at 



South Street and Terry Francois Boulevard, along South Street and along Terry Francois 



Boulevard, in the office buildings, and in the Gatehouse at the 3



rd



 Street Plaza; open space and 



landscaping, including an open space plaza of civic importance along 3



rd



 Street; and associated 



bike and vehicle parking and loading to serve the project.   



 



Since the Mission Bay South Design for Development (“Design for Development”) regulations 



for Blocks 29-32, which control the design of the site, were focused on office and retail uses 



versus an event center’s unique design requirements, the Design for Development will require 



amendments by the Commission to allow the proposed GSW Project.  The proposed Design for 



Development Amendments principally relate to height of the event center, building massing, 



number of towers, tower separation, and bulk. In no case will the GSW Project exceed the 160’ 



height limit or otherwise be inconsistent with the standards set forth in the Mission Bay South 



Redevelopment Plan.    



 



The City is coordinating City services outside the site including public transit service, traffic 



management, public safety, event coordination and neighborhood quality of life concerns.  A 



draft Events Management Plan has been prepared to address these issues, including the 







 
(Curses – forgot to hit send on this last night)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Clarke Miller
To: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; "Mallory Shure"; Sean Bailey; David Carlock;


richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo; Beau Beashore;
dkelman@manicaarchitecture.com; John DiGregorio (jdig@studiotag.net)


Subject: RE: Draft Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:43:29 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Master Gross Floor Area Summary vFinal to OCII 050815.xlsx


Catherine,
 
The square footages spreadsheet is attached for your review and incorporation into your memo.
Please note there are separate tabs for OCII D4D Adjusted Gross Square Feet and for BOMA
Leasable Square Feet. Please feel free to reach out with any questions.
 
We’re working on an accompanying document with color-coded floor plans to illustrate each of the
exclusions that we should be able to share with you next week.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:31 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David
Carlock; Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Exhibits, round I
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (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: Friday, May 08, 2015 3:18 PM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (ADM)'; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David
Carlock; Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Catherine:
 
- Memo comments from GSW (+design teams) are attached.  I am also including the text of the
Gatehouse Design Narrative that will be rolled into the next full BC/SD submission – just in case you
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Summary - D4D Adjusted


						Entire Project at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Building			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Basement / Cellar Space1			Mechanical Penthouse2			Intermediate Floor Mechanical / Operations3 			Parking/ Loading Area4			Outside Stairs5			Balconies / Decks / Terraces6			Ground Floor Circulation / Service7			Restaurants / Retail < 5k8			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL


						Gatehouse Non-Retail			8,145			0			0			719			0			0			0			3,220			see below			4,206


						Event Center			776,862			84,287			25,029			40,489			0			5,711			5,375			73,465			see below			542,506


						South St Tower - Office			314,118			10,091			0			1,452			0			0			0			9,293			see below			293,282


						16th St Tower - Office			272,168			10,445			0			1,452			0			0			0			7,676			see below			252,595


						Parking/Loading			470,450			0			0			0			470,450			0			0			0			0			0


						Commercial/Industrial Sub-Total			1,841,743			104,823			25,029			44,112			470,450			5,711			5,375			93,654			0			1,092,589


																											max allowable Commercial/Industrial OCII Gross is 1,103,544


						RETAIL


						Gatehouse Retail			3,397																					see above			3,005			392


						Event Center Retail			3,463																					see above			3,463			0


						South St Tower - Retail			28,154																					see above			8,438			19,716


						16th St Tower - Retail			25,526																					see above			7,955			17,571


						Food Hall - Retail			31,833																					9,230			9,850			12,753


						South St. - Retail			8,712																					0			8,712			0


						TFB - Retail			6,093																					0			6,093			0


						Retail Sub-Total			107,178			0			0			0			0			0			0			9,230			47,516			50,432


																														max allowable BOMA Leasable Retail is 50,471





						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #01 - Basement Spaces for Storage, Services, Operation or Maintenance


						2 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #03 - Penthouses and Other Mechanical Equipment Located At Top Of Building


						3 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #04 - Intermediate Level Areas Necessary for Operation and Maintenance of Building


						4 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #05 - Outside Stairs or Fire Escapes at Face of Building


						5 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #06 - Off-Street Parking, Loading, and Driveways


						6 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #08 - Balconies, Porches, Roof Decks, Terraces or Similar 


						7 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11 - Ground Floor Area Devoted to Building or Pedestrian Circulation and Building Service


						8 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12 - Restaurants or Retail Sales of Goods, Not To Exceed 5,000 Occupied Square Feet Per Use























Summary - BOMA


						Entire Project at Blocks 29-32 - Leasable Floor Area Summary (BOMA)





						Building			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Total OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)1			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			BOMA Leasable Exclusions (Sq. Ft.)2			BOMA Leasable Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL


						Gatehouse Non-Retail			8,145			3,939			4,206			1,724			2,482


						Event Center			776,862			234,356			542,506			56,200			486,306


						South St Tower - Office			314,118			20,836			293,282			13,737			279,545


						16th St Tower - Office			272,168			19,573			252,595			14,431			238,164


						Parking/Loading			470,450			470,450			0			0			0


						Commercial/Industrial Sub-Total			1,841,743			749,154			1,092,589			86,092			1,006,497


												max allowable Commercial/Industrial BOMA Leasable is 1,044,636


						RETAIL


						Gatehouse Retail			3,397			3,005			392			337			55


						Event Center Retail			3,463			3,463			0			0			0


						South St Tower - Retail			28,154			8,438			19,716			0			19,716


						16th St Tower - Retail			25,526			7,955			17,571			0			17,571


						Food Hall - Retail			31,833			19,080			12,753			1,007			11,746


						South St. - Retail			8,712			8,712			0			0			0


						TFB - Retail			6,093			6,093			0			0			0


						Retail Sub-Total			107,178			56,746			50,432			1,344			49,088


												max allowable BOMA Leasable Retail is 50,471





						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusions #01 - #12


						2 Area listed is excluded per the 1996 BOMA publication, "Standard Method For Measuring Floor Area in Office Buildings"





























Gatehouse


						Gatehouse at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Intermediate Floor Mechanical / Operations1 			Ground Floor Circulation / Service2			Restaurants / Retail < 5k3			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			BOMA Deductions			BOMA Leasable Area


						B100			430			0			147			0			283			283			0


						0			430			0			147			0			283			283			0


						50			4,963			457			2,443			1,412			651			651			0


						100			3,237			262			483			1,593			899			507			392


						200			2,482			0			0			0			2,482			337			2,145


						TOTAL			11,542			719			3,220			3,005			4,598			2,061			2,537


						Notes-


						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #04 - Intermediate Level Areas Necessary for Operation and Maintenance of Building


						2 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11 - Ground Floor Area Devoted to Building or Pedestrian Circulation and Building Service


						3 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12 - Restaurants or Retail Sales of Goods, Not To Exceed 5,000 Occupied Square Feet Per Use








						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Retail			Retail (Excluded)			Commercial/ Industrial			Commercial/ Industrial (Excluded)


						B100			430			0			0			283			147


						0			430			0			0			283			147


						50			4,963			0			1,412			651			2,900


						100			3,237			392			1,593			507			745


						200			2,482			0			0			2,482			0


						TOTAL			11,542			392			3,005			4,206			3,939








Event Center


						Event Center at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Basement / Cellar Space1			Mechanical Penthouse2			Intermediate Floor Mechanical / Operations3 			Outside Stairs4			Balconies / Decks / Terraces5			Ground Floor Circulation / Service6			Restaurants / Retail < 5k7			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						0			213,313			84,287			0			0			0			0			0			0			129,026


						50			23,949			0			0			359			1,450			0			9,572			0			12,568


						100			103,128			0			0			20,468			2,713			286			13,422			741			65,498


						200			149,022			0			0			2,431			1,548			0			50,471			2,722			91,850


						300			76,362			0			0			4,559			0			0			0			0			71,803


						400			36,734			0			0			5,166			0			0			0			0			31,568


						500			123,221			0			0			6,908			0			0			0			0			116,313


						600			13,438			0			0			223			0			1,241			0			0			11,974


						650			25,029			0			25,029			0			0			0			0			0			0


						700			16,129			0			0			375			0			3,848			0			0			11,906


						TOTAL			780,325			84,287			25,029			40,489			5,711			5,375			73,465			3,463			542,506


						Notes-


						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #01 - Basement Spaces for Storage, Services, Operation or Maintenance


						2 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #03 - Penthouses and Other Mechanical Equipment Located At Top Of Building


						3 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #04 - Intermediate Level Areas Necessary for Operation and Maintenance of Building


						4 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #05 - Outside Stairs or Fire Escapes at Face of Building


						5 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #08 - Balconies, Porches, Roof Decks, Terraces or Similar 


						6 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11 - Ground Floor Area Devoted to Building or Pedestrian Circulation and Building Service


						7 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12 - Restaurants or Retail Sales of Goods, Not To Exceed 5,000 Occupied Square Feet Per Use











South St. office


						South Street Office / Office/Lab Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII D4D Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.) (A)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			#1: Basement/ Cellar Space			#4: Intermediate Floor Mechanical  / Ops			#11: Ground Floor Circulation & Service			#12: Restaurants and Retail under 5,000 Sq. Ft.			OCII D4D Adjusted Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						LOWER LEVEL 2 (SUBGRADE PARKING) (A)			5,138			5,138			0			0			0			0


						LOWER LEVEL 1 (EVENT LEVEL) (B)			4,953			4,953			0			0			0			0


						LEVEL 1 (GRADE)			19,289			0			132			7,773			3,439			7,945


						LEVEL 2 (PLAZA)			33,812			0			132			1,520			3,032			29,128


						LEVEL 3			42,867			0			132			0			1,967			40,768


						LEVEL 4			45,401			0			132			0			0			45,269


						LEVEL 5			45,401			0			132			0			0			45,269


						LEVEL 6			45,911			0			132			0			0			45,779


						LEVEL 7			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 8			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 9			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 10			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 11			19,500			0			132			0			0			19,368


						SUBTOTAL COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL 			314,118			10,091			1,452			9,293						293,282


						SUBTOTAL RETAIL			28,154												8,438			19,716


						TOTAL			342,272			20,182			2,904			18,586			8,438			312,998


						Notes-


						A) Refer to Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion section for detailed descriptions fof categories  #1-12


						B) For sub-grade parking areas not contained within office cores, refer to Open Space / Parking package under separate cover











16th St. office


						16TH Street Office / Office/Lab Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII D4D Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.) (A)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			#1: Basement/ Cellar Space			#4: Intermediate Floor Mechanical  / Ops			#11: Ground Floor Circulation & Service			#12: Restaurants and Retail under 5,000 Sq. Ft.			OCII D4D Adjusted Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						LOWER LEVEL 2 (SUBGRADE PARKING) (B)			5,275			5,275			0			0			0			0


						LOWER LEVEL 1 (EVENT LEVEL) (B)			5,170			5,170			0			0			0			0


						LEVEL 1 (GRADE)			17,548			0			132			5,317			2,956			9,143


						LEVEL 2 (PLAZA)			24,747			0			132			2,359			2,817			19,439


						LEVEL 3			28,208			0			132			0			2,182			25,894


						LEVEL 4			38,951			0			132			0			0			38,819


						LEVEL 5			38,951			0			132			0			0			38,819


						LEVEL 6			39,344			0			132			0			0			39,212


						LEVEL 7			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 8			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 9			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 10			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 11			19,500			0			132			0			0			19,368


						SUBTOTAL COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL 			272,168			10,445			1,452			7,676						252,595


						SUBTOTAL RETAIL			25,526												7,955			17,571


						TOTAL			297,694			10,445			1,452			7,676			7,955			270,166


						Notes-


						A) Refer to Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion section for detailed descriptions fof categories  #1-12


						B) For sub-grade parking areas not contained within office cores, refer to Open Space / Parking package under separate cover











Retail


						Food Hall Retail at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Ground Floor Circulation / Service1			Restaurants / Retail < 5k2			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			 Leasable Deductions			BOMA Leasable


						000			86			0			0			86			86			0


						100			15,658			9,230			1,783			4,645			210			4,435


						200			10,771			0			3,212			7,559			369			7,190


						300			5,318			0			4,855			463			342			121


						TOTAL			31,833			9,230			9,850			12,753			1,007			11,746


						Notes-


						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11 - Ground Floor Area Devoted to Building or Pedestrian Circulation and Building Service


						2 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12 - Restaurants or Retail Sales of Goods, Not To Exceed 5,000 Occupied Square Feet Per Use





						South St Retail at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Ground Floor Circulation / Service1			Restaurants / Retail < 5k2			OCII Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			 Leasable Deductions			BOMA Leasable


						100			0			0			0			0			0			0


						200			0			0			0			0			0			0


						300			8,712			0			8,712			0			0			0


						TOTAL			8,712			0			8,712			0			0			0


						Notes-


						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11 - Ground Floor Area Devoted to Building or Pedestrian Circulation and Building Service


						2 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12 - Restaurants or Retail Sales of Goods, Not To Exceed 5,000 Occupied Square Feet Per Use





						TFB Retail at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Ground Floor Circulation / Service1			Restaurants / Retail < 5k2			OCII Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			 Leasable Deductions			BOMA Leasable


						100			6,093			0			6,093			0			0			0


						200			0			0			0			0			0			0


						300			0			0			0			0			0			0


						TOTAL			6,093			0			6,093			0			0			0


						Notes-


						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11 - Ground Floor Area Devoted to Building or Pedestrian Circulation and Building Service


						2 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12 - Restaurants or Retail Sales of Goods, Not To Exceed 5,000 Occupied Square Feet Per Use


						Combined Retail at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Ground Floor Circulation / Service1			Restaurants / Retail < 5k2			OCII Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			 Leasable Deductions			BOMA Leasable


						0			86			0			0			86			86			0


						100			21,751			9,230			7,876			4,645			210			4,435


						200			10,771			0			3,212			7,559			369			7,190


						300			14,030			0			13,567			463			342			121


						TOTAL			46,638			9,230			24,655			12,753			1,007			11,746








Parking Loading


						Parking/Loading at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Parking/ Loading Area1			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						P3			173,054			173,054			0


						P2			228,590			228,590			0


						P1			68,806			68,806			0


						TOTAL			470,450			470,450			0


						Notes-


						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #6 - Off-Street Parking, Loading, and Driveways





























Salesforce


						Salesforce Block 32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Childcare Area 6						Restaurant & Retail Area 1						Ground Floor Circulation Area 2						Service Area 3, 4, 5			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						B1			18,009			0						0						0						13,802			4,207


						1			46,369			6,000						3,624						5,672						3,006			28,067


						2			45,011			0						0						0						781			44,230


						3			41,445			0						0						0						781			40,664


						4			40,024			0						0						0						781			39,243


						5			35,050			0						0						0						781			34,269


						6			33,371			0						0						0						781			32,590


						7			145			0						0						0						145			0


						TOTAL			259,424			6,000						3,624						5,672						20,858			223,270


						Notes-


						1) Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12- Personal Service, Restaurants and Retail establishments under


						5,000 sq. ft.. Note: The Total Area of Reastaurants and Retail will be broken down so as each area will be less than 5,000 sq. ft. per D4D Exclusion.


						2) Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development, Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11- Ground Floor Pedestrian Circulation .


						3) Basement level area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #   Basement Spaces for Building Storage, Services, Operation or Maintenance and Area Exclusion #6- Accessory Off-Street Loading and D veways .


						4) Penthouse level area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #3- Penthouses and Other Roof Spaces for Maintenance or Operation of Building .


						5) Intermediate Floor mechanical areas (at levels 2-10) listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #4- Mechanical Equipment, Appurtenances and Areas Necessary to the Operation or Maintenance of


						the Building Itself.


						6) Child Care Facility area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor


						Area Exclusion #14- Floor area devoted to child care facilities.












want to use any of this additional description to augment what you already have. Clarke will respond
directly re: the square footage numbers you have highlighted here (I have corrected a few other
figures and stats but all SF info is getting streamlined through him).
 
- The first round of exhibits (site plans and materials) en route in 5 – taking longer than anticipated
to export. Once it goes through let me know if there are edits required and our design team will
coordinate on those ASAP.  The 3D concept images/renderings will come in Monday midday, as
discussed.
 
Thanks!
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:32 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David
Carlock; Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: Draft Memo
 
Here is the draft memo for folks to review and help fill in blanks.  I have not let this sit overnight, so
certain there will be typos.  We have several people that will be reviewing this, so expect changes. 
Also, provide all comments in redline.  I would appreciate if someone from the GSW team could pull
together all the team’s comments so that I don’t end up with 10 docs to merge in.
 
Thanks
 
PS – I have some meetings today and will look at the site plans when I get back. 
 
(Curses – forgot to hit send on this last night)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
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MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE








From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; "Mallory Shure"; Sean Bailey; David Carlock;


Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 12:20:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


The memo is routing internally.  I am hoping to get changes back from my supervisor today to be
able to pass the memo up to my Executive Director for the weekend. So, it would be great if I could
get as much of the clean-up done by the mid-afternoon, with a few things being dealt with on
Monday.  No changes post-Monday.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 9:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David
Carlock; Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Catherine, when do you need comments back? (other than ASAP, which I’m sure is the real answer!)
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:32 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David
Carlock; Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: Draft Memo
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Here is the draft memo for folks to review and help fill in blanks.  I have not let this sit overnight, so
certain there will be typos.  We have several people that will be reviewing this, so expect changes. 
Also, provide all comments in redline.  I would appreciate if someone from the GSW team could pull
together all the team’s comments so that I don’t end up with 10 docs to merge in.
 
Thanks
 
PS – I have some meetings today and will look at the site plans when I get back. 
 
(Curses – forgot to hit send on this last night)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 3:30:29 PM


Ok, I will work to get the leasable numbers tomorrow morning. The thumbnail plans refers to the
color-coded floor plans which depict the excluded areas. Those will take more time for the
architects to create, and I’d like to keep them focused on your list of Exhibits for the packets that
will be mailed next Wednesday, so I’d like to see if we can deliver them to you later next week. I can
explain why/how we’re compliant with the various exclusions if you have questions before then.
And yes, the ‘other Retail’ is compliant because we have multiple, distinct buildings with those
exclusions. We’ve updated the narrative to properly highlight that these are distinct buildings, per
your suggestion.
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 3:26 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
 
I am still working on the memo (taking me much longer than it should).  I will probably just put in the
gross numbers for number and highlight to switch out to the leasable once you have them finalized. 
I would love to have them in before I get to Tiffany, who will probably review over the weekend.  So,
short answer, tomorrow morning please.
 
What thumbnails are you referring to?  Brain dead so not figuring that one out.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
 
Eagle eyes! Yes, there was an over-reach on the Retail in the South tower, nice catch. I’m working
with the architects to clean it up now and will send you the updated spreadsheet by end of day.
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I believe your staff memo may have already been circulated, so I wanted to check on when you need
the leasable numbers and the thumbnails. Trying to set the right priorities for the team.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
 
Thanks – I still need leasable calculations and the map showing what the various areas are since you
have retail exclusions in a single building (South Street Tower) that exceed the 5K retail and 5K
restaurant and you have 24K exclusions for the “other retail”, so need to be able to confirm that we
are talking different buildings since over the excludable amount for one building.
 
I will use these numbers for now, but we need to know for certain before the packet goes out that
we can provide documentation on all of the calculations so support what is in the public document. 
Ideally, I’d like to have a revised square footage submittal as you prepared for the Major Phase so
that we have an updated detailed document to reference if requested.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:04 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW project square footages
 
Catherine,
Please see the attached square footage summary and let me know if there’s anything further you
need.
Thanks,
Clarke
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Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; "Mallory Shure"; Sean Bailey; David Carlock;


Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 12:20:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


The memo is routing internally.  I am hoping to get changes back from my supervisor today to be
able to pass the memo up to my Executive Director for the weekend. So, it would be great if I could
get as much of the clean-up done by the mid-afternoon, with a few things being dealt with on
Monday.  No changes post-Monday.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 9:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David
Carlock; Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: RE: Draft Memo
 
Catherine, when do you need comments back? (other than ASAP, which I’m sure is the real answer!)
 
Kate Aufhauser
Project Analyst
510.986.5419 (office) | 202.230.2642 (cell)
kaufhauser@warriors.com


website | tickets | app | social | find us


SBJ's 2014 Sports Team of the Year
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:32 AM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; 'Mallory Shure'; Sean Bailey; David
Carlock; Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: Draft Memo
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Here is the draft memo for folks to review and help fill in blanks.  I have not let this sit overnight, so
certain there will be typos.  We have several people that will be reviewing this, so expect changes. 
Also, provide all comments in redline.  I would appreciate if someone from the GSW team could pull
together all the team’s comments so that I don’t end up with 10 docs to merge in.
 
Thanks
 
PS – I have some meetings today and will look at the site plans when I get back. 
 
(Curses – forgot to hit send on this last night)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
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From: Freeman, Craig
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Eickman, Kent (CWP)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs - connection to placeholder cite
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:34:04 PM


Chris,
 
I just left you a voicemail connecting the bullets below to reference 14 (page 5.7-14).
 
Can you confirm that in my message I made the correct connection between the bullets and the
placeholder reference?
 
Thx
Craig
 
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:20 PM
To: Kern, Chris
Cc: Freeman, Craig; Eickman, Kent; Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Thank you Chris.  
 
Craig and Kent, let me know if meeting this deadline requires any reprioritization of your
time in the next few weeks.  I'm happy to reach out to the PUC Executive Team on behalf of
the Mayor as a priority project of his if you think this would be helpful.
 
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
 


On May 7, 2015, at 4:28 PM, Kern, Chris (CPC) <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Craig and Kent,
I may have lost track of this, but it looks like we still need a final memo or letter from
SFPUC re the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station clarifying:


·        Whether any upgrades would be required for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump
Station or conveyance system upgrades would be needed to accommodate any
flows from the Warrior’s project
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·        What the upgrades would entail
 
(see email string below for details)
 
This is urgent as we are finalizing the Draft SEIR for the Warriors project in the next few
weeks. Please contact with me or Mary Lucas McDonald directly if you need
clarification.
Thanks!
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 8:08 AM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Cc: Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Michael,
Can you respond to Mary’s questions below? Please give me a call if you want to
discuss.
Thanks
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Mary Lucas McDonald [mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 4:34 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: joyce@orionenvironment.com; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Chris,
 
This memo is essentially what we need for the purposes of the CEQA document.
However, the following two points need to be explicitly addressed:
 


·        Whether any upgrades would be required for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump
Station or conveyance system upgrades would be needed to accommodate any
flows from the Warrior’s project
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·        What the upgrades would entail
 
Can the SFPUC either modify the memo to include this information or provide a
separate letter?
 
Thanks,
 
Mary
 
 
Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
 
** Note: I will be out of the office from April 20 through May 6, 2015 with limited access to
email.**
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:59 PM
To: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Here’s the memo. Let me know if this does the job.
Thanks,
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:39 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
There was a memo issued on 02/26/15 for Mission Bay Sanitary (Click here to
download attachments.).  Please let me know if this will suffice.
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Thanks
Michael
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:34 PM
To: Tran, Michael
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Can you give me a status update re the memo I requested in my message below? Will
SFPUC be able to provide this by the end of this month or beginning of May (at the
latest)?
Thanks!
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 1:53 PM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
The CEQA consultants agree that we don’t need volumetric testing for the EIR.
However, we do need a memo that we can cite in the DEIR documenting the capacity
shortfall and required improvements for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station (similar
to the Feb 3, 2015 memo on the Mariposa Pump Station). Is that doable by late
April/early May?
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 11:05 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Freeman, Craig (PUC)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
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Hi Chris,
 
Sorry I’m getting back to you late; this email must have gotten lost in my inbox.  I do
not believe our Operations and Pretreatment staff are currently OK with the volume of
water proposed.  It is my understanding the GSW team will reach out the regional
board for a separate discharge directly to the bay.
 
Also I want to clarify a few questions regarding SWPS #1 and SWPS #5.  SWPS #1 has
been built ~12-13 years ago but has not been accepted by the City for
ownership/maintenance; this was discussed in detail during our initial December 2014
meeting.  At that time, it was generally agreed that volumetric testing is needed to
verify the station’s performance because the City would not have access to
maintenance or performance data.  After our meeting with BKF/GSW this past Tuesday
3/24, they recall that the City requested for volumetric testing of SWPS #1 because
there was uncertainty if the station is performing as intended.  Is this still the case and
does BKF/GSW need to test SWPS #1 specifically for the EIR?
 
As for SWPS #5, it is currently under construction and will not be fully complete until
after the EIR is published.  I believe Planning Department is OK with using the assumed
design numbers. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thanks,
Michael
 


From: Kern, Christopher (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 9:13 AM
To: Tran, Michael
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Thanks for keeping me in the loop on this, but I’m not sure if I need to attend this
meeting. Can you provide a bit more information re the agenda? The latest draft of the
EIR addresses construction dewatering as follows:


 


Construction dewatering is expected to last approximately nine months.
The initial estimated and peak water discharge rate is 1,850 gallons per
minute (gpm) and would last three to four days.  By the end of the first
week, the discharge rate would reduce to about 300 gpm, and by the
end of the second week, to about 100 gpm. By the end of the initial 45-
day construction period, the discharge rate would reduce to
approximately 30 to 40 gpm, and this rate is expected to last the
duration of the dewatering period, approximately seven and a half
months. The three potential construction dewatering discharge options
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are: (1) directly discharging to the City's combined sewer system; (2)
installing an on-site dewatering treatment system and discharging the
treated water to the Bay if the capacity of the Mariposa Pump Station
would be exceeded with the discharge; and (3) a combination of the first
two options.


If discharged to the combined sewer system, the discharges would be
subject to the City’s Industrial Waste Ordinance, adopted in 1992. This
ordinance is found in Article 4.1 of the Public Works Code, as
supplemented by Order No. 158170, which regulates the quantity and
quality of discharges to the combined sewer system. In accordance with
Article 4.1 and Order No. 158170, the discharge permit would contain
appropriate discharge standards and may require installation of meters to
measure the volume of the discharge. Although the groundwater could
contain contaminants related to past site activities, as well as sediment
and suspended solids, the construction contractors would be required to
treat the groundwater as necessary to meet permit requirements prior to
discharge, and discharge rates would be controlled so that the capacity
of the sewer system would not be exceeded.


If discharged directly to the Bay, the discharges would be subject to
permitting requirements of the RWQCB under the VOC and Fuel General
NPDES permit, described in Section 5.9.4.2, State Regulations, which
specifies water quality criteria and monitoring requirement s for
discharges under the permit. Accordingly, under this option, sediment
would be removed in settling tanks and the discharges would be treated
on-site for hydrocarbons and metals. A treatability study would be
conducted prior to discharge to demonstrate that the treatment system
can successfully meet the discharge limitations.  The treated water
would be discharged through a stormwater swale or outfall pipe
downstream of Pump Station SDPS-5 (part of the Mission Bay South
separate stormwater system) shown on Figure 5.7-2. Regular influent and
effluent water quality monitoring would be conducted to demonstrate
permit compliance.


The combined option could include directing a portion of the initial
discharges to the Bay as described above until flows have subsided to the
point that they are within the capacity of the Mariposa pump station.
Discharges to both the Bay and the combined sewer system would be
subject to the same permitting requirements as described above. With
discharge to the combined sewer system in accordance with regulatory
requirements, or discharge to the Bay in accordance with the VOC and
Fuel General NPDES permit, water quality impacts related to a violation of
water quality standards or degradation of water quality due to discharge
of groundwater produced during construction‐related dewatering would
be less than significant.


Does SFPUC have concerns regarding the accuracy or adequacy of this discussion for
CEQA purposes?
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
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Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Michael Tran (via Doodle) [mailto:mailer@doodle.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 8:07 AM
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Michael Tran invites you to participate in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1,
MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


<image001.jpg>


Hi there,
 
Michael Tran (mitran@sfwater.org) invites you to participate in
the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction
Dewatering."


Michael Tran says:


Please confirm which dates are best for you.


Participate now


<image002.jpg>What is Doodle? Doodle is a web service that helps Michael


Tran to find a suitable date for meeting with a group of people.


Learn more about how Doodle works.


You have received this e-mail because "Michael Tran" has invited you to participate
in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


Doodle AG, Werdstrasse 21, 8021 Zürich
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    Shipman, Dorinda and Kimbrel, Elizabeth, Langan Treadwell Rollo, 2015. Memorandum to Kate Aufhauser, Golden
State Warriors and Clarke Miller, Strada Investment Group regarding Construction Dewatering Discharge Options,
Golden State Warriors Arena, San Francisco, California. February 17, 2015.


    Ibid.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 3:26:00 PM


I am still working on the memo (taking me much longer than it should).  I will probably just put in the
gross numbers for number and highlight to switch out to the leasable once you have them finalized. 
I would love to have them in before I get to Tiffany, who will probably review over the weekend.  So,
short answer, tomorrow morning please.
 
What thumbnails are you referring to?  Brain dead so not figuring that one out.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
 
Eagle eyes! Yes, there was an over-reach on the Retail in the South tower, nice catch. I’m working
with the architects to clean it up now and will send you the updated spreadsheet by end of day.
 
I believe your staff memo may have already been circulated, so I wanted to check on when you need
the leasable numbers and the thumbnails. Trying to set the right priorities for the team.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
 
Thanks – I still need leasable calculations and the map showing what the various areas are since you
have retail exclusions in a single building (South Street Tower) that exceed the 5K retail and 5K
restaurant and you have 24K exclusions for the “other retail”, so need to be able to confirm that we
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are talking different buildings since over the excludable amount for one building.
 
I will use these numbers for now, but we need to know for certain before the packet goes out that
we can provide documentation on all of the calculations so support what is in the public document. 
Ideally, I’d like to have a revised square footage submittal as you prepared for the Major Phase so
that we have an updated detailed document to reference if requested.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:04 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW project square footages
 
Catherine,
Please see the attached square footage summary and let me know if there’s anything further you
need.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Freeman, Craig
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs - connection to placeholder cite - never mind
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 6:22:28 PM


I spoke with Mary M.
 


From: Freeman, Craig 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:34 PM
To: Kern, Chris
Cc: Eickman, Kent
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs - connection to placeholder cite
 
Chris,
 
I just left you a voicemail connecting the bullets below to reference 14 (page 5.7-14).
 
Can you confirm that in my message I made the correct connection between the bullets and the
placeholder reference?
 
Thx
Craig
 
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:20 PM
To: Kern, Chris
Cc: Freeman, Craig; Eickman, Kent; Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Thank you Chris.  
 
Craig and Kent, let me know if meeting this deadline requires any reprioritization of your
time in the next few weeks.  I'm happy to reach out to the PUC Executive Team on behalf of
the Mayor as a priority project of his if you think this would be helpful.
 
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
 


On May 7, 2015, at 4:28 PM, Kern, Chris (CPC) <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:
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Hi Craig and Kent,
I may have lost track of this, but it looks like we still need a final memo or letter from
SFPUC re the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station clarifying:


·        Whether any upgrades would be required for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump
Station or conveyance system upgrades would be needed to accommodate any
flows from the Warrior’s project


·        What the upgrades would entail
 
(see email string below for details)
 
This is urgent as we are finalizing the Draft SEIR for the Warriors project in the next few
weeks. Please contact with me or Mary Lucas McDonald directly if you need
clarification.
Thanks!
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 8:08 AM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Cc: Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Michael,
Can you respond to Mary’s questions below? Please give me a call if you want to
discuss.
Thanks
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Mary Lucas McDonald [mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 4:34 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: joyce@orionenvironment.com; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Chris,
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This memo is essentially what we need for the purposes of the CEQA document.
However, the following two points need to be explicitly addressed:
 


·        Whether any upgrades would be required for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump
Station or conveyance system upgrades would be needed to accommodate any
flows from the Warrior’s project


·        What the upgrades would entail
 
Can the SFPUC either modify the memo to include this information or provide a
separate letter?
 
Thanks,
 
Mary
 
 
Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
 
** Note: I will be out of the office from April 20 through May 6, 2015 with limited access to
email.**
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:59 PM
To: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Here’s the memo. Let me know if this does the job.
Thanks,
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:39 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
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Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
There was a memo issued on 02/26/15 for Mission Bay Sanitary (Click here to
download attachments.).  Please let me know if this will suffice.


Thanks
Michael
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:34 PM
To: Tran, Michael
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Can you give me a status update re the memo I requested in my message below? Will
SFPUC be able to provide this by the end of this month or beginning of May (at the
latest)?
Thanks!
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 1:53 PM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
The CEQA consultants agree that we don’t need volumetric testing for the EIR.
However, we do need a memo that we can cite in the DEIR documenting the capacity
shortfall and required improvements for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station (similar
to the Feb 3, 2015 memo on the Mariposa Pump Station). Is that doable by late
April/early May?
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
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Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 11:05 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Freeman, Craig (PUC)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
Sorry I’m getting back to you late; this email must have gotten lost in my inbox.  I do
not believe our Operations and Pretreatment staff are currently OK with the volume of
water proposed.  It is my understanding the GSW team will reach out the regional
board for a separate discharge directly to the bay.
 
Also I want to clarify a few questions regarding SWPS #1 and SWPS #5.  SWPS #1 has
been built ~12-13 years ago but has not been accepted by the City for
ownership/maintenance; this was discussed in detail during our initial December 2014
meeting.  At that time, it was generally agreed that volumetric testing is needed to
verify the station’s performance because the City would not have access to
maintenance or performance data.  After our meeting with BKF/GSW this past Tuesday
3/24, they recall that the City requested for volumetric testing of SWPS #1 because
there was uncertainty if the station is performing as intended.  Is this still the case and
does BKF/GSW need to test SWPS #1 specifically for the EIR?
 
As for SWPS #5, it is currently under construction and will not be fully complete until
after the EIR is published.  I believe Planning Department is OK with using the assumed
design numbers. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thanks,
Michael
 


From: Kern, Christopher (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 9:13 AM
To: Tran, Michael
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Thanks for keeping me in the loop on this, but I’m not sure if I need to attend this
meeting. Can you provide a bit more information re the agenda? The latest draft of the
EIR addresses construction dewatering as follows:


 


Construction dewatering is expected to last approximately nine months.
The initial estimated and peak water discharge rate is 1,850 gallons per
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minute (gpm) and would last three to four days.  By the end of the first
week, the discharge rate would reduce to about 300 gpm, and by the
end of the second week, to about 100 gpm. By the end of the initial 45-
day construction period, the discharge rate would reduce to
approximately 30 to 40 gpm, and this rate is expected to last the
duration of the dewatering period, approximately seven and a half
months. The three potential construction dewatering discharge options
are: (1) directly discharging to the City's combined sewer system; (2)
installing an on-site dewatering treatment system and discharging the
treated water to the Bay if the capacity of the Mariposa Pump Station
would be exceeded with the discharge; and (3) a combination of the first
two options.


If discharged to the combined sewer system, the discharges would be
subject to the City’s Industrial Waste Ordinance, adopted in 1992. This
ordinance is found in Article 4.1 of the Public Works Code, as
supplemented by Order No. 158170, which regulates the quantity and
quality of discharges to the combined sewer system. In accordance with
Article 4.1 and Order No. 158170, the discharge permit would contain
appropriate discharge standards and may require installation of meters to
measure the volume of the discharge. Although the groundwater could
contain contaminants related to past site activities, as well as sediment
and suspended solids, the construction contractors would be required to
treat the groundwater as necessary to meet permit requirements prior to
discharge, and discharge rates would be controlled so that the capacity
of the sewer system would not be exceeded.


If discharged directly to the Bay, the discharges would be subject to
permitting requirements of the RWQCB under the VOC and Fuel General
NPDES permit, described in Section 5.9.4.2, State Regulations, which
specifies water quality criteria and monitoring requirement s for
discharges under the permit. Accordingly, under this option, sediment
would be removed in settling tanks and the discharges would be treated
on-site for hydrocarbons and metals. A treatability study would be
conducted prior to discharge to demonstrate that the treatment system
can successfully meet the discharge limitations.  The treated water
would be discharged through a stormwater swale or outfall pipe
downstream of Pump Station SDPS-5 (part of the Mission Bay South
separate stormwater system) shown on Figure 5.7-2. Regular influent and
effluent water quality monitoring would be conducted to demonstrate
permit compliance.


The combined option could include directing a portion of the initial
discharges to the Bay as described above until flows have subsided to the
point that they are within the capacity of the Mariposa pump station.
Discharges to both the Bay and the combined sewer system would be
subject to the same permitting requirements as described above. With
discharge to the combined sewer system in accordance with regulatory
requirements, or discharge to the Bay in accordance with the VOC and
Fuel General NPDES permit, water quality impacts related to a violation of
water quality standards or degradation of water quality due to discharge
of groundwater produced during construction‐related dewatering would
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be less than significant.


Does SFPUC have concerns regarding the accuracy or adequacy of this discussion for
CEQA purposes?
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Michael Tran (via Doodle) [mailto:mailer@doodle.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 8:07 AM
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Michael Tran invites you to participate in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1,
MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


<image001.jpg>


Hi there,
 
Michael Tran (mitran@sfwater.org) invites you to participate in
the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction
Dewatering."


Michael Tran says:


Please confirm which dates are best for you.


Participate now


<image002.jpg>What is Doodle? Doodle is a web service that helps Michael


Tran to find a suitable date for meeting with a group of people.


Learn more about how Doodle works.


You have received this e-mail because "Michael Tran" has invited you to participate
in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."
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Doodle AG, Werdstrasse 21, 8021 Zürich


 


    Shipman, Dorinda and Kimbrel, Elizabeth, Langan Treadwell Rollo, 2015. Memorandum to Kate Aufhauser, Golden
State Warriors and Clarke Miller, Strada Investment Group regarding Construction Dewatering Discharge Options,
Golden State Warriors Arena, San Francisco, California. February 17, 2015.


    Ibid.
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From: wyckowilliam@comcast.net
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce Hsiao; Jose Farran; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Re: GSW - Alternative at Piers 30-32
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:20:36 PM


Luba & Jose,


Based on the just-concluded conversation about this alternative, please verify that the
numbers in your attached table are reasonably accurate.  If so, please share with
ESA so that they can do air quality and noise work.


Unless the cumulative traffic results are readily available, use of the results in this
table should be sufficient to tell the traffic story for this alternative.


Because the traffic impacts of this alternative would be greater than for the current
project, it is essential to present some findings regarding other transportation impacts.
 We should identify the extent of crowding aboard transit for this alternative.  While
the impacts on regional carriers may be similar, the localized impacts on MUNI are
likely to be different. For example, impacts to T service should be considerably less
because of its inland, tunnel location.  Greater proximity to Market and Mission
Streets as well as the Transbay Terminal seem likely to increase the extent of transit
trips combined with walk trips with less reliance on transit trips directly to this
alternative site.  In addition to transit, some substantive discussion (not necessarily
LOS) of pedestrian conditions for this alternative should be presented.


It seems likely that the general narrative may be that while this alternative would have
more adverse traffic impacts, conditions relative to transit crowding and pedestrians
may be more favorable than for the current project.


Please call me to discuss, as needed.  I'm mostly accessible tomorrow and Saturday
but not Sunday through Tuesday.


Bill Wycko


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: "Chris Kern (CPC)" <Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>, wyckowilliam@comcast.net, "Brett
Bollinger" <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, "Joyce Hsiao"
<joyce@orionenvironment.com>
Cc: "Jose Farran" <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, "Paul Mitchell"
<PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2015 2:05:48 PM
Subject: GSW - Alternative at Piers 30-32


Hi all
I dug up a table from the previous effort and am trying to reacquaint myself with
where we left off. I am checking with F&P to make sure this was the latest, and want
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to confirm that the Existing plus Project in the table refers to the basketball game.


Our analysis scenarios are a bit different, and we added the weekday evening peak
hour.


At the bottom of the table I added up the number of intersections operating at LOS E
or LOS F
Identified the obvious impacts - LOS D or better to LOS E or LOS F, and LOS E to
LOS F
Left rows for eventually adding in whether or not the project would contribute to the
existing LOS E or LOS F.


As you can see, the Piers 30-32 area is in a much more congested part of town.


So.. for Existing plus Project without an overlapping SF Giants Game:
For the Piers 30-32 site for the various scenarios in the table, there would be project-
specific impacts at 16 intersections, and there would likely be a few more due to
 contributions to existing LOS E or LOS F.


Compared to Mission Bay Blocks 29-30, where under existing plus project conditions
for the various scenarios, there would be project-specific impacts at 7 intersections,
and no contributions to existing LOS E or LOS F.


I may not be able to make the call later today, but can call in tomorrow morning.
Luba


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








From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 3:26:00 PM


I am still working on the memo (taking me much longer than it should).  I will probably just put in the
gross numbers for number and highlight to switch out to the leasable once you have them finalized. 
I would love to have them in before I get to Tiffany, who will probably review over the weekend.  So,
short answer, tomorrow morning please.
 
What thumbnails are you referring to?  Brain dead so not figuring that one out.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 3:24 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
 
Eagle eyes! Yes, there was an over-reach on the Retail in the South tower, nice catch. I’m working
with the architects to clean it up now and will send you the updated spreadsheet by end of day.
 
I believe your staff memo may have already been circulated, so I wanted to check on when you need
the leasable numbers and the thumbnails. Trying to set the right priorities for the team.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
 
Thanks – I still need leasable calculations and the map showing what the various areas are since you
have retail exclusions in a single building (South Street Tower) that exceed the 5K retail and 5K
restaurant and you have 24K exclusions for the “other retail”, so need to be able to confirm that we



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com





are talking different buildings since over the excludable amount for one building.
 
I will use these numbers for now, but we need to know for certain before the packet goes out that
we can provide documentation on all of the calculations so support what is in the public document. 
Ideally, I’d like to have a revised square footage submittal as you prepared for the Major Phase so
that we have an updated detailed document to reference if requested.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:04 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW project square footages
 
Catherine,
Please see the attached square footage summary and let me know if there’s anything further you
need.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Mary Lucas McDonald
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Freeman, Craig (PUC); "Joyce Hsiao"
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 7:35:47 AM


Hi Chris,
 
Craig and I talked last night and I provided him with additional info. He is meeting with DPW today
and I can be available by phone for any assistance.
 
Craig- we just need enough detail to support the statements we discussed in the EIR text – a
statement that flows from the project could exceed the capacity of the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump
Station and examples of the types of improvements that could be required. Call if you need anything
more, I’m in all morning.
 
Thanks,
 
Mary
 
Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
 
** Note: I will be out of the office from April 20 through May 6, 2015 with limited access to email.**
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 7:26 AM
To: Freeman, Craig (PUC); Mary Lucas McDonald; Joyce Hsiao
Subject: Fwd: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Can one of you work with Kent on this?
Thanks!
 
Sent from my Verizon 4G LTE Smartphone
 
----- Forwarded message -----
From: "Eickman, Kent" <keickman@sfwater.org>
To: "Van de Water, Adam (ECN)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris (CPC)"
<chris.kern@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Freeman, Craig (PUC)" <cfreeman@sfwater.org>, "Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com)" <mary@orionenvironment.com>, "Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com)" <joyce@orionenvironment.com>, "Reilly, Catherine (ADM)"
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<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Subject: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
Date: Fri, May 8, 2015 6:57 AM
 
Adam and Chris, we are investigating the modifications to the collection system and the pump
station. How much detail do you need for the SEIR? Pipe sizes? Costs?
Thanks, Kent


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:20 PM
To: Kern, Chris
Cc: Freeman, Craig; Eickman, Kent; Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Thank you Chris.  
 
Craig and Kent, let me know if meeting this deadline requires any reprioritization of your
time in the next few weeks.  I'm happy to reach out to the PUC Executive Team on behalf of
the Mayor as a priority project of his if you think this would be helpful.
 
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
 


On May 7, 2015, at 4:28 PM, Kern, Chris (CPC) <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Craig and Kent,
I may have lost track of this, but it looks like we still need a final memo or letter from
SFPUC re the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station clarifying:


·         Whether any upgrades would be required for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump
Station or conveyance system upgrades would be needed to accommodate any
flows from the Warrior’s project


·         What the upgrades would entail
 
(see email string below for details)
 
This is urgent as we are finalizing the Draft SEIR for the Warriors project in the next few
weeks. Please contact with me or Mary Lucas McDonald directly if you need
clarification.
Thanks!
 
Chris Kern
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Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 8:08 AM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Cc: Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Michael,
Can you respond to Mary’s questions below? Please give me a call if you want to
discuss.
Thanks
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Mary Lucas McDonald [mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 4:34 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: joyce@orionenvironment.com; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Chris,
 
This memo is essentially what we need for the purposes of the CEQA document.
However, the following two points need to be explicitly addressed:
 


·         Whether any upgrades would be required for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump
Station or conveyance system upgrades would be needed to accommodate any
flows from the Warrior’s project


·         What the upgrades would entail
 
Can the SFPUC either modify the memo to include this information or provide a
separate letter?
 
Thanks,
 
Mary
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Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
 
** Note: I will be out of the office from April 20 through May 6, 2015 with limited access to
email.**
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:59 PM
To: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Here’s the memo. Let me know if this does the job.
Thanks,
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:39 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
There was a memo issued on 02/26/15 for Mission Bay Sanitary (Click here to
download attachments.).  Please let me know if this will suffice.


Thanks
Michael
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:34 PM
To: Tran, Michael
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
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Can you give me a status update re the memo I requested in my message below? Will
SFPUC be able to provide this by the end of this month or beginning of May (at the
latest)?
Thanks!
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 1:53 PM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
The CEQA consultants agree that we don’t need volumetric testing for the EIR.
However, we do need a memo that we can cite in the DEIR documenting the capacity
shortfall and required improvements for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station (similar
to the Feb 3, 2015 memo on the Mariposa Pump Station). Is that doable by late
April/early May?
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 11:05 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Freeman, Craig (PUC)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
Sorry I’m getting back to you late; this email must have gotten lost in my inbox.  I do
not believe our Operations and Pretreatment staff are currently OK with the volume of
water proposed.  It is my understanding the GSW team will reach out the regional
board for a separate discharge directly to the bay.
 
Also I want to clarify a few questions regarding SWPS #1 and SWPS #5.  SWPS #1 has
been built ~12-13 years ago but has not been accepted by the City for
ownership/maintenance; this was discussed in detail during our initial December 2014



mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/

mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org





meeting.  At that time, it was generally agreed that volumetric testing is needed to
verify the station’s performance because the City would not have access to
maintenance or performance data.  After our meeting with BKF/GSW this past Tuesday
3/24, they recall that the City requested for volumetric testing of SWPS #1 because
there was uncertainty if the station is performing as intended.  Is this still the case and
does BKF/GSW need to test SWPS #1 specifically for the EIR?
 
As for SWPS #5, it is currently under construction and will not be fully complete until
after the EIR is published.  I believe Planning Department is OK with using the assumed
design numbers. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thanks,
Michael
 


From: Kern, Christopher (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 9:13 AM
To: Tran, Michael
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Thanks for keeping me in the loop on this, but I’m not sure if I need to attend this
meeting. Can you provide a bit more information re the agenda? The latest draft of the
EIR addresses construction dewatering as follows:


 


Construction dewatering is expected to last approximately nine months.
The initial estimated and peak water discharge rate is 1,850 gallons per
minute (gpm) and would last three to four days.[1] By the end of the first
week, the discharge rate would reduce to about 300 gpm, and by the
end of the second week, to about 100 gpm. By the end of the initial 45-
day construction period, the discharge rate would reduce to
approximately 30 to 40 gpm, and this rate is expected to last the
duration of the dewatering period, approximately seven and a half
months. The three potential construction dewatering discharge options
are: (1) directly discharging to the City's combined sewer system; (2)
installing an on-site dewatering treatment system and discharging the
treated water to the Bay if the capacity of the Mariposa Pump Station
would be exceeded with the discharge; and (3) a combination of the first
two options.


If discharged to the combined sewer system, the discharges would be
subject to the City’s Industrial Waste Ordinance, adopted in 1992. This
ordinance is found in Article 4.1 of the Public Works Code, as
supplemented by Order No. 158170, which regulates the quantity and
quality of discharges to the combined sewer system. In accordance with
Article 4.1 and Order No. 158170, the discharge permit would contain
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appropriate discharge standards and may require installation of meters to
measure the volume of the discharge. Although the groundwater could
contain contaminants related to past site activities, as well as sediment
and suspended solids, the construction contractors would be required to
treat the groundwater as necessary to meet permit requirements prior to
discharge, and discharge rates would be controlled so that the capacity
of the sewer system would not be exceeded.


If discharged directly to the Bay, the discharges would be subject to
permitting requirements of the RWQCB under the VOC and Fuel General
NPDES permit, described in Section 5.9.4.2, State Regulations, which
specifies water quality criteria and monitoring requirement s for
discharges under the permit. Accordingly, under this option, sediment
would be removed in settling tanks and the discharges would be treated
on-site for hydrocarbons and metals. A treatability study would be
conducted prior to discharge to demonstrate that the treatment system
can successfully meet the discharge limitations.[2] The treated water
would be discharged through a stormwater swale or outfall pipe
downstream of Pump Station SDPS-5 (part of the Mission Bay South
separate stormwater system) shown on Figure 5.7-2. Regular influent and
effluent water quality monitoring would be conducted to demonstrate
permit compliance.


The combined option could include directing a portion of the initial
discharges to the Bay as described above until flows have subsided to the
point that they are within the capacity of the Mariposa pump station.
Discharges to both the Bay and the combined sewer system would be
subject to the same permitting requirements as described above. With
discharge to the combined sewer system in accordance with regulatory
requirements, or discharge to the Bay in accordance with the VOC and
Fuel General NPDES permit, water quality impacts related to a violation of
water quality standards or degradation of water quality due to discharge
of groundwater produced during construction‐related dewatering would
be less than significant.


Does SFPUC have concerns regarding the accuracy or adequacy of this discussion for
CEQA purposes?
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Michael Tran (via Doodle) [mailto:mailer@doodle.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 8:07 AM
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Michael Tran invites you to participate in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1,
MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."



mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/

mailto:mailer@doodle.com





<image001.jpg>


Hi there,
 
Michael Tran (mitran@sfwater.org) invites you to participate in
the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction
Dewatering."


Michael Tran says:


Please confirm which dates are best for you.


Participate now


<image002.jpg>What is Doodle? Doodle is a web service that helps Michael


Tran to find a suitable date for meeting with a group of people.


Learn more about how Doodle works.


You have received this e-mail because "Michael Tran" has invited you to participate
in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


Doodle AG, Werdstrasse 21, 8021 Zürich



https://doodle.com/?tmail=poll_invitecontact_participant_invitation_with_message&tlink=logo
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[1]    Shipman, Dorinda and Kimbrel, Elizabeth, Langan Treadwell Rollo, 2015. Memorandum to Kate Aufhauser, Golden
State Warriors and Clarke Miller, Strada Investment Group regarding Construction Dewatering Discharge Options,
Golden State Warriors Arena, San Francisco, California. February 17, 2015.


[2]    Ibid.








From: wyckowilliam@comcast.net
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce Hsiao; Jose Farran; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Re: GSW - Alternative at Piers 30-32
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:20:35 PM


Luba & Jose,


Based on the just-concluded conversation about this alternative, please verify that the
numbers in your attached table are reasonably accurate.  If so, please share with
ESA so that they can do air quality and noise work.


Unless the cumulative traffic results are readily available, use of the results in this
table should be sufficient to tell the traffic story for this alternative.


Because the traffic impacts of this alternative would be greater than for the current
project, it is essential to present some findings regarding other transportation impacts.
 We should identify the extent of crowding aboard transit for this alternative.  While
the impacts on regional carriers may be similar, the localized impacts on MUNI are
likely to be different. For example, impacts to T service should be considerably less
because of its inland, tunnel location.  Greater proximity to Market and Mission
Streets as well as the Transbay Terminal seem likely to increase the extent of transit
trips combined with walk trips with less reliance on transit trips directly to this
alternative site.  In addition to transit, some substantive discussion (not necessarily
LOS) of pedestrian conditions for this alternative should be presented.


It seems likely that the general narrative may be that while this alternative would have
more adverse traffic impacts, conditions relative to transit crowding and pedestrians
may be more favorable than for the current project.


Please call me to discuss, as needed.  I'm mostly accessible tomorrow and Saturday
but not Sunday through Tuesday.


Bill Wycko


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: "Chris Kern (CPC)" <Chris.Kern@sfgov.org>, wyckowilliam@comcast.net, "Brett
Bollinger" <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, "Joyce Hsiao"
<joyce@orionenvironment.com>
Cc: "Jose Farran" <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, "Paul Mitchell"
<PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2015 2:05:48 PM
Subject: GSW - Alternative at Piers 30-32


Hi all
I dug up a table from the previous effort and am trying to reacquaint myself with
where we left off. I am checking with F&P to make sure this was the latest, and want
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to confirm that the Existing plus Project in the table refers to the basketball game.


Our analysis scenarios are a bit different, and we added the weekday evening peak
hour.


At the bottom of the table I added up the number of intersections operating at LOS E
or LOS F
Identified the obvious impacts - LOS D or better to LOS E or LOS F, and LOS E to
LOS F
Left rows for eventually adding in whether or not the project would contribute to the
existing LOS E or LOS F.


As you can see, the Piers 30-32 area is in a much more congested part of town.


So.. for Existing plus Project without an overlapping SF Giants Game:
For the Piers 30-32 site for the various scenarios in the table, there would be project-
specific impacts at 16 intersections, and there would likely be a few more due to
 contributions to existing LOS E or LOS F.


Compared to Mission Bay Blocks 29-30, where under existing plus project conditions
for the various scenarios, there would be project-specific impacts at 7 intersections,
and no contributions to existing LOS E or LOS F.


I may not be able to make the call later today, but can call in tomorrow morning.
Luba


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








From: Eickman, Kent
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Freeman, Craig (PUC); Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao


(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 6:57:12 AM


Adam and Chris, we are investigating the modifications to the collection system and the pump
station. How much detail do you need for the SEIR? Pipe sizes? Costs?
Thanks, Kent


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 5:20 PM
To: Kern, Chris
Cc: Freeman, Craig; Eickman, Kent; Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Thank you Chris.  
 
Craig and Kent, let me know if meeting this deadline requires any reprioritization of your
time in the next few weeks.  I'm happy to reach out to the PUC Executive Team on behalf of
the Mayor as a priority project of his if you think this would be helpful.
 
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
 


On May 7, 2015, at 4:28 PM, Kern, Chris (CPC) <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Craig and Kent,
I may have lost track of this, but it looks like we still need a final memo or letter from
SFPUC re the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station clarifying:


·         Whether any upgrades would be required for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump
Station or conveyance system upgrades would be needed to accommodate any
flows from the Warrior’s project


·         What the upgrades would entail
 
(see email string below for details)
 
This is urgent as we are finalizing the Draft SEIR for the Warriors project in the next few
weeks. Please contact with me or Mary Lucas McDonald directly if you need
clarification.
Thanks!
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Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 8:08 AM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Cc: Mary Lucas McDonald (mary@orionenvironment.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Michael,
Can you respond to Mary’s questions below? Please give me a call if you want to
discuss.
Thanks
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Mary Lucas McDonald [mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 4:34 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: joyce@orionenvironment.com; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Info Needs
 
Hi Chris,
 
This memo is essentially what we need for the purposes of the CEQA document.
However, the following two points need to be explicitly addressed:
 


·         Whether any upgrades would be required for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump
Station or conveyance system upgrades would be needed to accommodate any
flows from the Warrior’s project


·         What the upgrades would entail
 
Can the SFPUC either modify the memo to include this information or provide a
separate letter?
 
Thanks,
 
Mary
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Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
 
** Note: I will be out of the office from April 20 through May 6, 2015 with limited access to
email.**
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:59 PM
To: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Here’s the memo. Let me know if this does the job.
Thanks,
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:39 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
There was a memo issued on 02/26/15 for Mission Bay Sanitary (Click here to
download attachments.).  Please let me know if this will suffice.


Thanks
Michael
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 2:34 PM
To: Tran, Michael
Cc: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Mary Lucas McDonald
(mary@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
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Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Can you give me a status update re the memo I requested in my message below? Will
SFPUC be able to provide this by the end of this month or beginning of May (at the
latest)?
Thanks!
Chris
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 1:53 PM
To: Tran, Michael (CWP)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
The CEQA consultants agree that we don’t need volumetric testing for the EIR.
However, we do need a memo that we can cite in the DEIR documenting the capacity
shortfall and required improvements for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station (similar
to the Feb 3, 2015 memo on the Mariposa Pump Station). Is that doable by late
April/early May?
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Tran, Michael [mailto:MiTran@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2015 11:05 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Freeman, Craig (PUC)
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Chris,
 
Sorry I’m getting back to you late; this email must have gotten lost in my inbox.  I do
not believe our Operations and Pretreatment staff are currently OK with the volume of
water proposed.  It is my understanding the GSW team will reach out the regional
board for a separate discharge directly to the bay.
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Also I want to clarify a few questions regarding SWPS #1 and SWPS #5.  SWPS #1 has
been built ~12-13 years ago but has not been accepted by the City for
ownership/maintenance; this was discussed in detail during our initial December 2014
meeting.  At that time, it was generally agreed that volumetric testing is needed to
verify the station’s performance because the City would not have access to
maintenance or performance data.  After our meeting with BKF/GSW this past Tuesday
3/24, they recall that the City requested for volumetric testing of SWPS #1 because
there was uncertainty if the station is performing as intended.  Is this still the case and
does BKF/GSW need to test SWPS #1 specifically for the EIR?
 
As for SWPS #5, it is currently under construction and will not be fully complete until
after the EIR is published.  I believe Planning Department is OK with using the assumed
design numbers. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thanks,
Michael
 


From: Kern, Christopher (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 9:13 AM
To: Tran, Michael
Subject: RE: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering
 
Hi Michael,
Thanks for keeping me in the loop on this, but I’m not sure if I need to attend this
meeting. Can you provide a bit more information re the agenda? The latest draft of the
EIR addresses construction dewatering as follows:


 


Construction dewatering is expected to last approximately nine months.
The initial estimated and peak water discharge rate is 1,850 gallons per
minute (gpm) and would last three to four days.  By the end of the first
week, the discharge rate would reduce to about 300 gpm, and by the
end of the second week, to about 100 gpm. By the end of the initial 45-
day construction period, the discharge rate would reduce to
approximately 30 to 40 gpm, and this rate is expected to last the
duration of the dewatering period, approximately seven and a half
months. The three potential construction dewatering discharge options
are: (1) directly discharging to the City's combined sewer system; (2)
installing an on-site dewatering treatment system and discharging the
treated water to the Bay if the capacity of the Mariposa Pump Station
would be exceeded with the discharge; and (3) a combination of the first
two options.


If discharged to the combined sewer system, the discharges would be
subject to the City’s Industrial Waste Ordinance, adopted in 1992. This
ordinance is found in Article 4.1 of the Public Works Code, as


[1]
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supplemented by Order No. 158170, which regulates the quantity and
quality of discharges to the combined sewer system. In accordance with
Article 4.1 and Order No. 158170, the discharge permit would contain
appropriate discharge standards and may require installation of meters to
measure the volume of the discharge. Although the groundwater could
contain contaminants related to past site activities, as well as sediment
and suspended solids, the construction contractors would be required to
treat the groundwater as necessary to meet permit requirements prior to
discharge, and discharge rates would be controlled so that the capacity
of the sewer system would not be exceeded.


If discharged directly to the Bay, the discharges would be subject to
permitting requirements of the RWQCB under the VOC and Fuel General
NPDES permit, described in Section 5.9.4.2, State Regulations, which
specifies water quality criteria and monitoring requirement s for
discharges under the permit. Accordingly, under this option, sediment
would be removed in settling tanks and the discharges would be treated
on-site for hydrocarbons and metals. A treatability study would be
conducted prior to discharge to demonstrate that the treatment system
can successfully meet the discharge limitations.  The treated water
would be discharged through a stormwater swale or outfall pipe
downstream of Pump Station SDPS-5 (part of the Mission Bay South
separate stormwater system) shown on Figure 5.7-2. Regular influent and
effluent water quality monitoring would be conducted to demonstrate
permit compliance.


The combined option could include directing a portion of the initial
discharges to the Bay as described above until flows have subsided to the
point that they are within the capacity of the Mariposa pump station.
Discharges to both the Bay and the combined sewer system would be
subject to the same permitting requirements as described above. With
discharge to the combined sewer system in accordance with regulatory
requirements, or discharge to the Bay in accordance with the VOC and
Fuel General NPDES permit, water quality impacts related to a violation of
water quality standards or degradation of water quality due to discharge
of groundwater produced during construction‐related dewatering would
be less than significant.


Does SFPUC have concerns regarding the accuracy or adequacy of this discussion for
CEQA purposes?
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Michael Tran (via Doodle) [mailto:mailer@doodle.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 8:07 AM
To: Kern, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering


[2]
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Michael Tran invites you to participate in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1,
MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


<image001.jpg>


Hi there,
 
Michael Tran (mitran@sfwater.org) invites you to participate in
the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction
Dewatering."


Michael Tran says:


Please confirm which dates are best for you.


Participate now


<image002.jpg>What is Doodle? Doodle is a web service that helps Michael


Tran to find a suitable date for meeting with a group of people.


Learn more about how Doodle works.


You have received this e-mail because "Michael Tran" has invited you to participate
in the Doodle poll "GSW - SWPS #1, MB Sanitary, Construction Dewatering."


Doodle AG, Werdstrasse 21, 8021 Zürich



https://doodle.com/?tmail=poll_invitecontact_participant_invitation_with_message&tlink=logo
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https://doodle.com/main.html?tlink=checkOutLink&tmail=poll_invitecontact_participant_invitation_with_message





 


    Shipman, Dorinda and Kimbrel, Elizabeth, Langan Treadwell Rollo, 2015. Memorandum to Kate Aufhauser, Golden
State Warriors and Clarke Miller, Strada Investment Group regarding Construction Dewatering Discharge Options,
Golden State Warriors Arena, San Francisco, California. February 17, 2015.


    Ibid.
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 3:24:13 PM


Eagle eyes! Yes, there was an over-reach on the Retail in the South tower, nice catch. I’m working
with the architects to clean it up now and will send you the updated spreadsheet by end of day.
 
I believe your staff memo may have already been circulated, so I wanted to check on when you need
the leasable numbers and the thumbnails. Trying to set the right priorities for the team.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
 
Thanks – I still need leasable calculations and the map showing what the various areas are since you
have retail exclusions in a single building (South Street Tower) that exceed the 5K retail and 5K
restaurant and you have 24K exclusions for the “other retail”, so need to be able to confirm that we
are talking different buildings since over the excludable amount for one building.
 
I will use these numbers for now, but we need to know for certain before the packet goes out that
we can provide documentation on all of the calculations so support what is in the public document. 
Ideally, I’d like to have a revised square footage submittal as you prepared for the Major Phase so
that we have an updated detailed document to reference if requested.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:04 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
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Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW project square footages
 
Catherine,
Please see the attached square footage summary and let me know if there’s anything further you
need.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com on behalf of Lawrence Stokus lvstokus@att.net
[SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn]


To: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com
Subject: [SBRMBNA] IMPORTANT SURVEY
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 2:19:00 PM


Take the Survey - Pass It Along to Your Friends
& Associates


IMPORTANT SURVEY!!!


---------------------------------------


You are giving an opinion on whether Mission Bay can handle the additional  parking and traffic for:


1.  BOTH the Warriors' Arena project on the Salesforce site AND the Giants'  ten high-rises project on Lot A (a.k.a. Lot 337).


or


2.  ONLY ONE of the two projects but NOT BOTH.


or


3.  NONE of the two projects.  Parking and traffic has reached a saturation point.


or


4.  I am totally confused and don’t know.


---------------------------------------


NO CHEATING OR PADDING THE SURVEY
RESULTS


We want a honest reading on what people think will  be the affect on Mission Bay of the planned Warriors and Giants developments.


---------------------------------------


Please take the survey and pass it along to your friends and associates.  We want as many people to participate in
the survey as possible.


Link to survey:


http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/pulse/poll/is-mission-bay-big-enough-for-both-the-warriors-and-the-giants/17180911 


---------------------------------------


__._,_.___


Posted by: Lawrence Stokus <lvstokus@att.net>


Reply via web
post


• Reply to
sender


• Reply to
group


• Start a New
Topic


• Messages in this topic
(3)
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Oerth, Sally (CII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Switch Over Status
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:08:00 AM


I have a 10.30 that I need to go to, but am going to try and cut out as quickly as I can.  May not be
back until 11.30.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Oerth, Sally (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Switch Over Status
 
Let’s discuss so we can look at which one’s are critical for you specifically to attend. – can we talk at
11 briefly?
 
_____________________________________
Sally Oerth
Deputy Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103


Phone: 415.749.2580
Fax: 415.749.2585


 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:51 AM
To: Oerth, Sally (CII)
Cc: Maher, Christine (ADM)
Subject: Mission Bay Switch Over Status
 
I just found out that I have six all day off-site meetings for the GSW EIR the last two weeks I am in
the office (including the last three days I am supposed to be here).  I have let them know that I may
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not be able to make all of those, but basically, it looks like after next week I am going to be really off-
line.
 
As a result, I am thinking that I focus on trying to transition as much as I can next week to folks, with
a few meetings the following two weeks that we cannot schedule for next week.  Then I can be
available as backup for questions as Hilde becomes the face for the two weeks.  I’ll use a day on the
Memorial Day weekend to try and clear off as much of the small one-offs that I can from my desk, as
well as continue to organize the office the next few weekends.  This weekend I need to review the
GSW EIR so won’t be able to work on anything else.
 
I will get Natasha to help set up the transitional meetings that have to happen for next week.  My
grand idea of multiple MB transition meetings is not going to happen – I am thinking one meeting
where I can do as much of a brain dump as I can at that time.  We can do a recording as I walk
around the office and show where files and such are if helpful.  I don’t think I will be able to write up
as much as I’d like (ie, let me know what written transition summary you want me to focus on,
otherwise I will set aside a couple hours and do the best I can).
 
Alternatively, if I am told that the priority is to back off of GSW and focus more on the non-GSW
stuff, I will start backing off of that.  Let me know.
 
Thanks
 
PS – Have included Christine on the email since I will be needing to grab a lot of Hilde’s time 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:28:00 PM
Attachments: Master Gross Floor Area Summary for OCII_050715.pdf


Thanks – I still need leasable calculations and the map showing what the various areas are since you
have retail exclusions in a single building (South Street Tower) that exceed the 5K retail and 5K
restaurant and you have 24K exclusions for the “other retail”, so need to be able to confirm that we
are talking different buildings since over the excludable amount for one building.
 
I will use these numbers for now, but we need to know for certain before the packet goes out that
we can provide documentation on all of the calculations so support what is in the public document. 
Ideally, I’d like to have a revised square footage submittal as you prepared for the Major Phase so
that we have an updated detailed document to reference if requested.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:04 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW project square footages
 
Catherine,
Please see the attached square footage summary and let me know if there’s anything further you
need.
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

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com
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Entire Project at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)



Building Gross Floor 
Area (Sq. Ft.)



Basement / 
Cellar Space1



Mechanical 
Penthouse2



Intermediate 
Floor 



Mechanical / 
Operations3 



Parking/ Loading 
Area4



Outside 
Stairs5



Balconies / 
Decks / 



Terraces6



Ground Floor 
Circulation / 



Service7



Restaurants / 
Retail < 5k8



OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. 



Ft.)



COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL
Gatehouse Non-Retail 8,145 0 0 719 0 0 0 3,220 see below 4,206
Event Center 776,862 84,287 25,029 40,489 0 5,711 5,375 73,465 see below 542,506
South St Tower - Office 314,118 10,091 0 1,452 0 0 0 9,293 see below 293,282
16th St Tower - Office 272,168 10,445 0 1,452 0 0 0 7,676 see below 252,595
Parking/Loading 470,450 0 0 0 470,450 0 0 0 0 0
Commercial/Industrial Sub-Total 1,841,743 104,823 25,029 44,112 470,450 5,711 5,375 93,654 0 1,092,589



RETAIL
Gatehouse Retail 3,397 see above 3,005 392
Event Center Retail 2,222 see above 2,222 0
South St Tower - Retail 28,154 see above 11,635 16,519
16th St Tower - Retail 25,526 see above 7,956 17,570
Retail (Market Hall, South St., TFB) 46,172 8,658 24,925 12,589
Retail Sub-Total 105,471 0 0 0 0 0 0 8,658 49,743 47,070



1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #01 - Basement Spaces for Storage, Services, Operation or Maintenance
2 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #03 - Penthouses and Other Mechanical Equipment Located At Top Of Building
3 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #04 - Intermediate Level Areas Necessary for Operation and Maintenance of Building
4 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #05 - Outside Stairs or Fire Escapes at Face of Building
5 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #06 - Off-Street Parking, Loading, and Driveways
6 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #08 - Balconies, Porches, Roof Decks, Terraces or Similar 
7 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11 - Ground Floor Area Devoted to Building or Pedestrian Circulation and Building Service
8 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12 - Restaurants or Retail Sales of Goods, Not To Exceed 5,000 Occupied Square Feet Per Use



max allowable Retail is 50,471



max allowable Commercial/Industrial is 1,103,544



OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)













From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31:32 AM
Attachments: GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf


The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY
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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 
Miguel Bustos 
Manily Mondejar 
Darshan Singh 



Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director 



PUBLIC NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
LEADERSHIP DEVELOPMENT PROJECT (ELDP) 



Date: 
	



May 4, 2015 



Case No.: 
	



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII): 
ER 2014-919-97 



Planning Department: 2014.1441E 



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



Zoning: 	MB-RA; Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan — 
Commercial/Industrial/ Retail Designation; Design for 
Development for the Mission Bay South Project Area Height 
Zone 5 



Block/Lot: 	Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Blocks 29-32; Assessor's 
Block 8722, Lots 001 and 008 



Blocks Size: 
	



Mission Bay Blocks 29-32: Approximately 11 acres 



Project Sponsor/ 



Applicant: 
	



GSW Arena LLC 



David Kelly 
(510) 986-2200 
dkelly@warriors.com  



Lead Agency: OCII 



Staff Contact: 	Sally Oerth, OCII — (415) 749-2580 
sally.oerth@sfgov.org  



THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING 
WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, 
AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE 
CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED IN 
THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 
21186, INCLUSIVE, OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS 
INCLUDED BELOW. 











PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE — PRC 
Division 13. ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY [21000 — 21189.3] 



(Division 13 added by Stats. 1970, Ch. 1433.) 



Chapter 6.5: Jobs and Economic Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act of 
2011 



§21178. 
The Legislature finds and declares all of the following: 
(a) The overall unemployment rate in California is 12 percent, and in certain regions of the state 



that rate exceeds 13 percent. 
(b) The California Environmental Quality Act (Division 13 (commencing with Section 21000) of 



the Public Resources Code) requires that the environmental impacts of development projects 
be identified and mitigated. 



(c) The act also guarantees the public an opportunity to review and comment on the 
environmental impacts of a project and to participate meaningfully in the development of 
mitigation measures for potentially significant environmental impacts. 



(d) There are large projects under consideration in various regions of the state that would replace 
old and outmoded facilities with new job-creating facilities to meet those regions' needs while 
also establishing new, cutting-edge environmental benefits to those regions. 



(e) These projects are privately financed or financed from revenues generated from the projects 
themselves and do not require taxpayer financing. 



(f) These projects further will generate thousands of full-time jobs during construction and 
thousands of additional permanent jobs once they are constructed and operating. 



(g) These projects also present an unprecedented opportunity to implement nation-leading 
innovative measures that will significantly reduce traffic, air quality, and other significant 
environmental impacts, and fully mitigate the greenhouse gas emissions resulting from 
passenger vehicle trips attributed to the project. 



(h)These pollution reductions will be the best in the nation compared to other comparable projects 
in the United States. 



(i) The purpose of this act is to provide unique and unprecedented streamlining benefits under the 
California Environmental Quality Act for projects that provide the benefits described above 
for a limited period of time to put people to work as soon as possible. 



§21180. 
For the purposes of this chapter, the following terms shall have the following meanings: 
(a) "Applicant" means a public or private entity or its affiliates, or a person or entity that 



undertakes a public works project, that proposes a project and its successors, heirs, and 
assignees. 



(b) "Environmental leadership development project," "leadership project," or "project" means a 
project as described in Section 21065 that is one the following: 
(1) A residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, entertainment, or recreational use 



project that is certified as LEED silver or better by the United States Green Building 
Council and, where applicable, that achieves a 10-percent greater standard for 
transportation efficiency than for comparable projects. These projects must be located on 
an infill site. For a project that is within a metropolitan planning organization for which a 
sustainable communities strategy or alternative planning strategy is in effect, the infill 
project shall be 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. 
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(2) A clean renewable energy project that generates electricity exclusively through wind or 
solar, but not including waste incineration or conversion. 



(3) A clean energy manufacturing project that manufactures products, equipment, or 
components used for renewable energy generation, energy efficiency, or for the 
production of clean alternative fuel vehicles. 



(c) "Transportation efficiency" means the number of vehicle trips by employees, visitors, or 
customers of the residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, entertainment, or recreational 
use project divided by the total number of employees, visitors, and customers. 



§21181. 
This chapter does not apply to a project if the Governor does not certify a project as an 
environmental leadership development project eligible for streamlining provided pursuant to this 
chapter prior to January 1, 2016. 



§21182. 
A person proposing to construct a leadership project may apply to the Governor for certification 
that the leadership project is eligible for streamlining provided by this chapter. The person shall 
supply evidence and materials that the Governor deems necessary to make a decision on the 
application. Any evidence or materials shall be made available to the public at least 15 days before 
the Governor certifies a project pursuant to this chapter. 



§21183. 
The Governor may certify a leadership project for streamlining pursuant to this chapter if all the 
following conditions are met: 
(a) The project will result in a minimum investment of one hundred million dollars 



($100,000,000) in California upon completion of construction. 
(b) The project creates high-wage, highly skilled jobs that pay prevailing wages and living wages 



and provide construction jobs and permanent jobs for Californians, and helps reduce 
unemployment. For purposes of this subdivision, "jobs that pay prevailing wages" means that 
all construction workers employed in the execution of the project will receive at least the 
general prevailing rate of per diem wages for the type of work and geographic area, as 
determined by the Director of Industrial Relations pursuant to Sections 1773 and 1773.9 of the 
Labor Code. If the project is certified for streamlining, the project applicant shall include this 
requirement in all contracts for the performance of the work. 



(c) 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 with Section 38500) of the Health 
and Safety Code. 



(d) The project applicant has entered into a binding and enforceable agreement that all mitigation 
measures required pursuant to this division to certify the project under this chapter shall be 
conditions of approval of the project, and those conditions will be fully enforceable by the 
lead agency or another agency designated by the lead agency. In the case of environmental 
mitigation measures, the applicant agrees, as an ongoing obligation, that those measures will 
be monitored and enforced by the lead agency for the life of the obligation. 



(e) The project applicant 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 subdivision (f) of 
Section 21185. 



(f) The project applicant agrees to pay the costs of preparing the administrative record for the 
project concurrent with review and consideration of the project pursuant to this division, in a 
form and manner specified by the lead agency for the project. 
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§21184. 
(a) The Governor may certify a project for streamlining pursuant to this chapter if it complies 



with the conditions specified in Section 21183. 
(b) (1) Prior to certifying a project, the Governor shall make a determination that each of the 



conditions specified in Section 21183 has been met. These findings are not subject to 
judicial review. 



(2) (A) If the Governor determines that a leadership project is eligible for streamlining 
pursuant to this chapter, he or she shall submit that determination, and any supporting 
information, to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee for review and concurrence or 
nonconcurrence. 



(B)Within 30 days of receiving the determination, the Joint Legislative Budget 
Committee shall concur or nonconcur in writing on the determination. 



(C)If the Joint Legislative Budget Committee fails to concur or nonconcur on a 
determination by the Governor within 30 days of the submittal, the leadership project 
is deemed to be certified. 



(c) The Governor may issue guidelines regarding application and certification of projects 
pursuant to this chapter. Any guidelines issued pursuant to this subdivision are not subject to 
the rulemaking provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act (Chapter 3.5 (commencing 
with Section 11340) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government Code). 



§21185. 
On or before July 1, 2014, the Judicial Council shall adopt a rule of court to establish procedures 
applicable to actions or proceedings brought to attack, review, set aside, void, or annul the 
certification of the environmental impact report for an environmental leadership development 
project certified by the Governor pursuant to this chapter or the granting of any project approvals 
that require the actions or proceedings, including any potential appeals therefrom, be resolved, 
within 270 days of certification of the record of proceedings pursuant to Section 21186. 



§21186. 
Notwithstanding any other law, the preparation and certification of the administrative record for a 
leadership project certified by the Governor shall be performed in the following manner: 
(a) The lead agency for the project shall prepare the administrative record pursuant to this 



division concurrently with the administrative process. 
(b) All documents and other materials placed in the administrative record shall be posted on, and 



be downloadable from, an Internet Web site maintained by the lead agency commencing with 
the date of the release of the draft environmental impact report. 



(c) The lead agency shall make available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format 
the draft environmental impact report and all other documents submitted to, or relied on by, 
the lead agency in the preparation of the draft environmental impact report. 



(d) A document prepared by the lead agency or submitted by the applicant after the date of the 
release of the draft environmental impact report that is a part of the record of the proceedings 
shall be made available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format within five 
business days after the document is released or received by the lead agency. 



(e) The lead agency shall encourage written comments on the project to be submitted in a readily 
accessible electronic format, and shall make any comment available to the public in a readily 
accessible electronic format within five days of its receipt. 



(f) Within seven business days after the receipt of any comment that is not in an electronic 
format, the lead agency shall convert that comment into a readily accessible electronic format 
and make it available to the public in that format. 



(g) Notwithstanding paragraphs (b) to (f), inclusive, documents submitted to or relied on by the 
lead agency that were not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are 
not required to be made readily accessible in an electronic format. For those copyright- 
protected documents, the lead agency shall make an index of these documents available in an 
electronic format no later than the date of the release of the draft environmental impact report, 
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or within five business days if the document is received or relied on by the lead agency after 
the release of the draft environmental impact report. The index must specify the libraries or 
lead agency offices in which hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public 
review. 



(h) The lead agency shall certify the final administrative record within five days of its approval of 
the project. 



(i) Any dispute arising from the administrative record shall be resolved by the superior court. 
Unless the superior court directs otherwise, a party disputing the content of the record shall 
file a motion to augment the record at the time it files its initial brief. 



(j) The contents of the record of proceedings shall be as set forth in subdivision (e) of Section 
21167.6. 



§21187. 
Within 10 days of the Governor certifying an environmental leadership development project 
pursuant to this section, the lead agency shall, at the applicant's expense, issue a public notice in no 
less than 12-point type stating the following: 



"THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH 
PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING 
THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED 
IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 
21186, INCLUSIVE, OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS 
INCLUDED BELOW." 



The public notice shall be distributed by the lead agency as required for public notices issued 
pursuant to paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of Section 21092. 



§21188. 
The provisions of this chapter are severable. If any provision of this chapter or its application is 
held to be invalid, that invalidity shall not affect any other provision or application that can be 
given effect without the invalid provision or application. 



§21189. 
Except as otherwise provided expressly in this chapter, nothing in this chapter affects the duty of 
any party to comply with this division. 



§21189.1. 
If, prior to January 1, 2016, a lead agency fails to approve a project certified by the Governor 
pursuant to this chapter, then the certification expires and is no longer valid. 



§21189.2. 
The Judicial Council shall report to the Legislature on or before January 1, 2017, on the effects of 
this chapter on the administration of justice. 



§21189.3 
This chapter shall remain in effect until January 1, 2017, and as of that date is repealed unless a 
later enacted statute extends or repeals that date. 



Date 	 Tiff 



s-- 
e, Executive Director 
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From: Sharpe, Catherine
To: Jason Beck; Terry Hermiston (terry.hermiston@bayer.com); DJ Zaziski (dzaziski@siluriatech.com); Dorian Hirth


(dhirth@nektar.com); Davis, Jim; Paul Bianchi (pbianchi@illumina.com); Stephen Richardson
(srichardson@are.com); "Sedrick Spencer (Celgene)"; Bacci, Robert; Rick Lindberg ; David Worley
(david.worley@bayer.com); Kevin Beauchamp (KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu); Cantor David
(dcantor@mbaydevelopment.com); Niraj Nath (niraj.nath@medivation.com)


Cc: Keenan, Meichiel; Kosor, Ginny; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Gavin, John (ECN);
"Jesse Blout"; Theo Ellington; Mann, Greg; Corinnewoods@cs.com


Subject: FW: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:33:20 AM
Attachments: GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf


Warriors Events Management Presentation April 30 2015.pdf


FYI.  We can discuss more about the implications of Environmental Leadership designation next
Thursday.  Also attached is the deck on Event Management as presented to the CAC last Thursday. 
Adam will present a truncated version to us and then open for discussion.
 
Looking forward to seeing all of you next week.  If you’ve not yet RSVP’d to the Thursday meeting
(1:00 to 2:30 Thursday, 14 at FibroGen), please do so. 
Thanks
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Chronicle that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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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 
Miguel Bustos 
Manily Mondejar 
Darshan Singh 



Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director 



PUBLIC NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
LEADERSHIP DEVELOPMENT PROJECT (ELDP) 



Date: 
	



May 4, 2015 



Case No.: 
	



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII): 
ER 2014-919-97 



Planning Department: 2014.1441E 



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



Zoning: 	MB-RA; Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan — 
Commercial/Industrial/ Retail Designation; Design for 
Development for the Mission Bay South Project Area Height 
Zone 5 



Block/Lot: 	Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Blocks 29-32; Assessor's 
Block 8722, Lots 001 and 008 



Blocks Size: 
	



Mission Bay Blocks 29-32: Approximately 11 acres 



Project Sponsor/ 



Applicant: 
	



GSW Arena LLC 



David Kelly 
(510) 986-2200 
dkelly@warriors.com  



Lead Agency: OCII 



Staff Contact: 	Sally Oerth, OCII — (415) 749-2580 
sally.oerth@sfgov.org  



THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING 
WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, 
AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE 
CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED IN 
THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 
21186, INCLUSIVE, OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS 
INCLUDED BELOW. 











PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE — PRC 
Division 13. ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY [21000 — 21189.3] 



(Division 13 added by Stats. 1970, Ch. 1433.) 



Chapter 6.5: Jobs and Economic Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act of 
2011 



§21178. 
The Legislature finds and declares all of the following: 
(a) The overall unemployment rate in California is 12 percent, and in certain regions of the state 



that rate exceeds 13 percent. 
(b) The California Environmental Quality Act (Division 13 (commencing with Section 21000) of 



the Public Resources Code) requires that the environmental impacts of development projects 
be identified and mitigated. 



(c) The act also guarantees the public an opportunity to review and comment on the 
environmental impacts of a project and to participate meaningfully in the development of 
mitigation measures for potentially significant environmental impacts. 



(d) There are large projects under consideration in various regions of the state that would replace 
old and outmoded facilities with new job-creating facilities to meet those regions' needs while 
also establishing new, cutting-edge environmental benefits to those regions. 



(e) These projects are privately financed or financed from revenues generated from the projects 
themselves and do not require taxpayer financing. 



(f) These projects further will generate thousands of full-time jobs during construction and 
thousands of additional permanent jobs once they are constructed and operating. 



(g) These projects also present an unprecedented opportunity to implement nation-leading 
innovative measures that will significantly reduce traffic, air quality, and other significant 
environmental impacts, and fully mitigate the greenhouse gas emissions resulting from 
passenger vehicle trips attributed to the project. 



(h)These pollution reductions will be the best in the nation compared to other comparable projects 
in the United States. 



(i) The purpose of this act is to provide unique and unprecedented streamlining benefits under the 
California Environmental Quality Act for projects that provide the benefits described above 
for a limited period of time to put people to work as soon as possible. 



§21180. 
For the purposes of this chapter, the following terms shall have the following meanings: 
(a) "Applicant" means a public or private entity or its affiliates, or a person or entity that 



undertakes a public works project, that proposes a project and its successors, heirs, and 
assignees. 



(b) "Environmental leadership development project," "leadership project," or "project" means a 
project as described in Section 21065 that is one the following: 
(1) A residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, entertainment, or recreational use 



project that is certified as LEED silver or better by the United States Green Building 
Council and, where applicable, that achieves a 10-percent greater standard for 
transportation efficiency than for comparable projects. These projects must be located on 
an infill site. For a project that is within a metropolitan planning organization for which a 
sustainable communities strategy or alternative planning strategy is in effect, the infill 
project shall be 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. 
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(2) A clean renewable energy project that generates electricity exclusively through wind or 
solar, but not including waste incineration or conversion. 



(3) A clean energy manufacturing project that manufactures products, equipment, or 
components used for renewable energy generation, energy efficiency, or for the 
production of clean alternative fuel vehicles. 



(c) "Transportation efficiency" means the number of vehicle trips by employees, visitors, or 
customers of the residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, entertainment, or recreational 
use project divided by the total number of employees, visitors, and customers. 



§21181. 
This chapter does not apply to a project if the Governor does not certify a project as an 
environmental leadership development project eligible for streamlining provided pursuant to this 
chapter prior to January 1, 2016. 



§21182. 
A person proposing to construct a leadership project may apply to the Governor for certification 
that the leadership project is eligible for streamlining provided by this chapter. The person shall 
supply evidence and materials that the Governor deems necessary to make a decision on the 
application. Any evidence or materials shall be made available to the public at least 15 days before 
the Governor certifies a project pursuant to this chapter. 



§21183. 
The Governor may certify a leadership project for streamlining pursuant to this chapter if all the 
following conditions are met: 
(a) The project will result in a minimum investment of one hundred million dollars 



($100,000,000) in California upon completion of construction. 
(b) The project creates high-wage, highly skilled jobs that pay prevailing wages and living wages 



and provide construction jobs and permanent jobs for Californians, and helps reduce 
unemployment. For purposes of this subdivision, "jobs that pay prevailing wages" means that 
all construction workers employed in the execution of the project will receive at least the 
general prevailing rate of per diem wages for the type of work and geographic area, as 
determined by the Director of Industrial Relations pursuant to Sections 1773 and 1773.9 of the 
Labor Code. If the project is certified for streamlining, the project applicant shall include this 
requirement in all contracts for the performance of the work. 



(c) 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 with Section 38500) of the Health 
and Safety Code. 



(d) The project applicant has entered into a binding and enforceable agreement that all mitigation 
measures required pursuant to this division to certify the project under this chapter shall be 
conditions of approval of the project, and those conditions will be fully enforceable by the 
lead agency or another agency designated by the lead agency. In the case of environmental 
mitigation measures, the applicant agrees, as an ongoing obligation, that those measures will 
be monitored and enforced by the lead agency for the life of the obligation. 



(e) The project applicant 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 subdivision (f) of 
Section 21185. 



(f) The project applicant agrees to pay the costs of preparing the administrative record for the 
project concurrent with review and consideration of the project pursuant to this division, in a 
form and manner specified by the lead agency for the project. 



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure 	 3 











§21184. 
(a) The Governor may certify a project for streamlining pursuant to this chapter if it complies 



with the conditions specified in Section 21183. 
(b) (1) Prior to certifying a project, the Governor shall make a determination that each of the 



conditions specified in Section 21183 has been met. These findings are not subject to 
judicial review. 



(2) (A) If the Governor determines that a leadership project is eligible for streamlining 
pursuant to this chapter, he or she shall submit that determination, and any supporting 
information, to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee for review and concurrence or 
nonconcurrence. 



(B)Within 30 days of receiving the determination, the Joint Legislative Budget 
Committee shall concur or nonconcur in writing on the determination. 



(C)If the Joint Legislative Budget Committee fails to concur or nonconcur on a 
determination by the Governor within 30 days of the submittal, the leadership project 
is deemed to be certified. 



(c) The Governor may issue guidelines regarding application and certification of projects 
pursuant to this chapter. Any guidelines issued pursuant to this subdivision are not subject to 
the rulemaking provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act (Chapter 3.5 (commencing 
with Section 11340) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government Code). 



§21185. 
On or before July 1, 2014, the Judicial Council shall adopt a rule of court to establish procedures 
applicable to actions or proceedings brought to attack, review, set aside, void, or annul the 
certification of the environmental impact report for an environmental leadership development 
project certified by the Governor pursuant to this chapter or the granting of any project approvals 
that require the actions or proceedings, including any potential appeals therefrom, be resolved, 
within 270 days of certification of the record of proceedings pursuant to Section 21186. 



§21186. 
Notwithstanding any other law, the preparation and certification of the administrative record for a 
leadership project certified by the Governor shall be performed in the following manner: 
(a) The lead agency for the project shall prepare the administrative record pursuant to this 



division concurrently with the administrative process. 
(b) All documents and other materials placed in the administrative record shall be posted on, and 



be downloadable from, an Internet Web site maintained by the lead agency commencing with 
the date of the release of the draft environmental impact report. 



(c) The lead agency shall make available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format 
the draft environmental impact report and all other documents submitted to, or relied on by, 
the lead agency in the preparation of the draft environmental impact report. 



(d) A document prepared by the lead agency or submitted by the applicant after the date of the 
release of the draft environmental impact report that is a part of the record of the proceedings 
shall be made available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format within five 
business days after the document is released or received by the lead agency. 



(e) The lead agency shall encourage written comments on the project to be submitted in a readily 
accessible electronic format, and shall make any comment available to the public in a readily 
accessible electronic format within five days of its receipt. 



(f) Within seven business days after the receipt of any comment that is not in an electronic 
format, the lead agency shall convert that comment into a readily accessible electronic format 
and make it available to the public in that format. 



(g) Notwithstanding paragraphs (b) to (f), inclusive, documents submitted to or relied on by the 
lead agency that were not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are 
not required to be made readily accessible in an electronic format. For those copyright- 
protected documents, the lead agency shall make an index of these documents available in an 
electronic format no later than the date of the release of the draft environmental impact report, 
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or within five business days if the document is received or relied on by the lead agency after 
the release of the draft environmental impact report. The index must specify the libraries or 
lead agency offices in which hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public 
review. 



(h) The lead agency shall certify the final administrative record within five days of its approval of 
the project. 



(i) Any dispute arising from the administrative record shall be resolved by the superior court. 
Unless the superior court directs otherwise, a party disputing the content of the record shall 
file a motion to augment the record at the time it files its initial brief. 



(j) The contents of the record of proceedings shall be as set forth in subdivision (e) of Section 
21167.6. 



§21187. 
Within 10 days of the Governor certifying an environmental leadership development project 
pursuant to this section, the lead agency shall, at the applicant's expense, issue a public notice in no 
less than 12-point type stating the following: 



"THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH 
PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING 
THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED 
IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 
21186, INCLUSIVE, OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS 
INCLUDED BELOW." 



The public notice shall be distributed by the lead agency as required for public notices issued 
pursuant to paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of Section 21092. 



§21188. 
The provisions of this chapter are severable. If any provision of this chapter or its application is 
held to be invalid, that invalidity shall not affect any other provision or application that can be 
given effect without the invalid provision or application. 



§21189. 
Except as otherwise provided expressly in this chapter, nothing in this chapter affects the duty of 
any party to comply with this division. 



§21189.1. 
If, prior to January 1, 2016, a lead agency fails to approve a project certified by the Governor 
pursuant to this chapter, then the certification expires and is no longer valid. 



§21189.2. 
The Judicial Council shall report to the Legislature on or before January 1, 2017, on the effects of 
this chapter on the administration of justice. 



§21189.3 
This chapter shall remain in effect until January 1, 2017, and as of that date is repealed unless a 
later enacted statute extends or repeals that date. 



Date 	 Tiff 



s-- 
e, Executive Director 
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From: Oerth, Sally (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Switch Over Status
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:08:16 AM


Let’s discuss so we can look at which one’s are critical for you specifically to attend. – can we talk at
11 briefly?
 
_____________________________________
Sally Oerth
Deputy Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103


Phone: 415.749.2580
Fax: 415.749.2585


 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:51 AM
To: Oerth, Sally (CII)
Cc: Maher, Christine (ADM)
Subject: Mission Bay Switch Over Status
 
I just found out that I have six all day off-site meetings for the GSW EIR the last two weeks I am in
the office (including the last three days I am supposed to be here).  I have let them know that I may
not be able to make all of those, but basically, it looks like after next week I am going to be really off-
line.
 
As a result, I am thinking that I focus on trying to transition as much as I can next week to folks, with
a few meetings the following two weeks that we cannot schedule for next week.  Then I can be
available as backup for questions as Hilde becomes the face for the two weeks.  I’ll use a day on the
Memorial Day weekend to try and clear off as much of the small one-offs that I can from my desk, as
well as continue to organize the office the next few weekends.  This weekend I need to review the
GSW EIR so won’t be able to work on anything else.
 
I will get Natasha to help set up the transitional meetings that have to happen for next week.  My
grand idea of multiple MB transition meetings is not going to happen – I am thinking one meeting
where I can do as much of a brain dump as I can at that time.  We can do a recording as I walk
around the office and show where files and such are if helpful.  I don’t think I will be able to write up
as much as I’d like (ie, let me know what written transition summary you want me to focus on,
otherwise I will set aside a couple hours and do the best I can).
 
Alternatively, if I am told that the priority is to back off of GSW and focus more on the non-GSW
stuff, I will start backing off of that.  Let me know.



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=3FD4E174DA5F491FA6F18CE6DE9CE813-SALLY OERTH

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





 
Thanks
 
PS – Have included Christine on the email since I will be needing to grab a lot of Hilde’s time 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: CORRECTION Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:31:31 AM
Attachments: GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf


The notice was actually posted in the Examiner, not the Chronicle (I have corrected in the email
below).  Apologies for the duplicate email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:23 AM
Subject: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required notification
(attached to this email as well) in the Examiners that the Event Center project has been certified as
eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will
continue to analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day
opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015
and we will be sending out a formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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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 
Miguel Bustos 
Manily Mondejar 
Darshan Singh 



Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director 



PUBLIC NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
LEADERSHIP DEVELOPMENT PROJECT (ELDP) 



Date: 
	



May 4, 2015 



Case No.: 
	



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII): 
ER 2014-919-97 



Planning Department: 2014.1441E 



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



Zoning: 	MB-RA; Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan — 
Commercial/Industrial/ Retail Designation; Design for 
Development for the Mission Bay South Project Area Height 
Zone 5 



Block/Lot: 	Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Blocks 29-32; Assessor's 
Block 8722, Lots 001 and 008 



Blocks Size: 
	



Mission Bay Blocks 29-32: Approximately 11 acres 



Project Sponsor/ 



Applicant: 
	



GSW Arena LLC 



David Kelly 
(510) 986-2200 
dkelly@warriors.com  



Lead Agency: OCII 



Staff Contact: 	Sally Oerth, OCII — (415) 749-2580 
sally.oerth@sfgov.org  



THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING 
WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, 
AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE 
CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED IN 
THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 
21186, INCLUSIVE, OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS 
INCLUDED BELOW. 











PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE — PRC 
Division 13. ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY [21000 — 21189.3] 



(Division 13 added by Stats. 1970, Ch. 1433.) 



Chapter 6.5: Jobs and Economic Improvement through Environmental Leadership Act of 
2011 



§21178. 
The Legislature finds and declares all of the following: 
(a) The overall unemployment rate in California is 12 percent, and in certain regions of the state 



that rate exceeds 13 percent. 
(b) The California Environmental Quality Act (Division 13 (commencing with Section 21000) of 



the Public Resources Code) requires that the environmental impacts of development projects 
be identified and mitigated. 



(c) The act also guarantees the public an opportunity to review and comment on the 
environmental impacts of a project and to participate meaningfully in the development of 
mitigation measures for potentially significant environmental impacts. 



(d) There are large projects under consideration in various regions of the state that would replace 
old and outmoded facilities with new job-creating facilities to meet those regions' needs while 
also establishing new, cutting-edge environmental benefits to those regions. 



(e) These projects are privately financed or financed from revenues generated from the projects 
themselves and do not require taxpayer financing. 



(f) These projects further will generate thousands of full-time jobs during construction and 
thousands of additional permanent jobs once they are constructed and operating. 



(g) These projects also present an unprecedented opportunity to implement nation-leading 
innovative measures that will significantly reduce traffic, air quality, and other significant 
environmental impacts, and fully mitigate the greenhouse gas emissions resulting from 
passenger vehicle trips attributed to the project. 



(h)These pollution reductions will be the best in the nation compared to other comparable projects 
in the United States. 



(i) The purpose of this act is to provide unique and unprecedented streamlining benefits under the 
California Environmental Quality Act for projects that provide the benefits described above 
for a limited period of time to put people to work as soon as possible. 



§21180. 
For the purposes of this chapter, the following terms shall have the following meanings: 
(a) "Applicant" means a public or private entity or its affiliates, or a person or entity that 



undertakes a public works project, that proposes a project and its successors, heirs, and 
assignees. 



(b) "Environmental leadership development project," "leadership project," or "project" means a 
project as described in Section 21065 that is one the following: 
(1) A residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, entertainment, or recreational use 



project that is certified as LEED silver or better by the United States Green Building 
Council and, where applicable, that achieves a 10-percent greater standard for 
transportation efficiency than for comparable projects. These projects must be located on 
an infill site. For a project that is within a metropolitan planning organization for which a 
sustainable communities strategy or alternative planning strategy is in effect, the infill 
project shall be 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. 
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(2) A clean renewable energy project that generates electricity exclusively through wind or 
solar, but not including waste incineration or conversion. 



(3) A clean energy manufacturing project that manufactures products, equipment, or 
components used for renewable energy generation, energy efficiency, or for the 
production of clean alternative fuel vehicles. 



(c) "Transportation efficiency" means the number of vehicle trips by employees, visitors, or 
customers of the residential, retail, commercial, sports, cultural, entertainment, or recreational 
use project divided by the total number of employees, visitors, and customers. 



§21181. 
This chapter does not apply to a project if the Governor does not certify a project as an 
environmental leadership development project eligible for streamlining provided pursuant to this 
chapter prior to January 1, 2016. 



§21182. 
A person proposing to construct a leadership project may apply to the Governor for certification 
that the leadership project is eligible for streamlining provided by this chapter. The person shall 
supply evidence and materials that the Governor deems necessary to make a decision on the 
application. Any evidence or materials shall be made available to the public at least 15 days before 
the Governor certifies a project pursuant to this chapter. 



§21183. 
The Governor may certify a leadership project for streamlining pursuant to this chapter if all the 
following conditions are met: 
(a) The project will result in a minimum investment of one hundred million dollars 



($100,000,000) in California upon completion of construction. 
(b) The project creates high-wage, highly skilled jobs that pay prevailing wages and living wages 



and provide construction jobs and permanent jobs for Californians, and helps reduce 
unemployment. For purposes of this subdivision, "jobs that pay prevailing wages" means that 
all construction workers employed in the execution of the project will receive at least the 
general prevailing rate of per diem wages for the type of work and geographic area, as 
determined by the Director of Industrial Relations pursuant to Sections 1773 and 1773.9 of the 
Labor Code. If the project is certified for streamlining, the project applicant shall include this 
requirement in all contracts for the performance of the work. 



(c) 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 with Section 38500) of the Health 
and Safety Code. 



(d) The project applicant has entered into a binding and enforceable agreement that all mitigation 
measures required pursuant to this division to certify the project under this chapter shall be 
conditions of approval of the project, and those conditions will be fully enforceable by the 
lead agency or another agency designated by the lead agency. In the case of environmental 
mitigation measures, the applicant agrees, as an ongoing obligation, that those measures will 
be monitored and enforced by the lead agency for the life of the obligation. 



(e) The project applicant 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 subdivision (f) of 
Section 21185. 



(f) The project applicant agrees to pay the costs of preparing the administrative record for the 
project concurrent with review and consideration of the project pursuant to this division, in a 
form and manner specified by the lead agency for the project. 
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§21184. 
(a) The Governor may certify a project for streamlining pursuant to this chapter if it complies 



with the conditions specified in Section 21183. 
(b) (1) Prior to certifying a project, the Governor shall make a determination that each of the 



conditions specified in Section 21183 has been met. These findings are not subject to 
judicial review. 



(2) (A) If the Governor determines that a leadership project is eligible for streamlining 
pursuant to this chapter, he or she shall submit that determination, and any supporting 
information, to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee for review and concurrence or 
nonconcurrence. 



(B)Within 30 days of receiving the determination, the Joint Legislative Budget 
Committee shall concur or nonconcur in writing on the determination. 



(C)If the Joint Legislative Budget Committee fails to concur or nonconcur on a 
determination by the Governor within 30 days of the submittal, the leadership project 
is deemed to be certified. 



(c) The Governor may issue guidelines regarding application and certification of projects 
pursuant to this chapter. Any guidelines issued pursuant to this subdivision are not subject to 
the rulemaking provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act (Chapter 3.5 (commencing 
with Section 11340) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government Code). 



§21185. 
On or before July 1, 2014, the Judicial Council shall adopt a rule of court to establish procedures 
applicable to actions or proceedings brought to attack, review, set aside, void, or annul the 
certification of the environmental impact report for an environmental leadership development 
project certified by the Governor pursuant to this chapter or the granting of any project approvals 
that require the actions or proceedings, including any potential appeals therefrom, be resolved, 
within 270 days of certification of the record of proceedings pursuant to Section 21186. 



§21186. 
Notwithstanding any other law, the preparation and certification of the administrative record for a 
leadership project certified by the Governor shall be performed in the following manner: 
(a) The lead agency for the project shall prepare the administrative record pursuant to this 



division concurrently with the administrative process. 
(b) All documents and other materials placed in the administrative record shall be posted on, and 



be downloadable from, an Internet Web site maintained by the lead agency commencing with 
the date of the release of the draft environmental impact report. 



(c) The lead agency shall make available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format 
the draft environmental impact report and all other documents submitted to, or relied on by, 
the lead agency in the preparation of the draft environmental impact report. 



(d) A document prepared by the lead agency or submitted by the applicant after the date of the 
release of the draft environmental impact report that is a part of the record of the proceedings 
shall be made available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format within five 
business days after the document is released or received by the lead agency. 



(e) The lead agency shall encourage written comments on the project to be submitted in a readily 
accessible electronic format, and shall make any comment available to the public in a readily 
accessible electronic format within five days of its receipt. 



(f) Within seven business days after the receipt of any comment that is not in an electronic 
format, the lead agency shall convert that comment into a readily accessible electronic format 
and make it available to the public in that format. 



(g) Notwithstanding paragraphs (b) to (f), inclusive, documents submitted to or relied on by the 
lead agency that were not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are 
not required to be made readily accessible in an electronic format. For those copyright- 
protected documents, the lead agency shall make an index of these documents available in an 
electronic format no later than the date of the release of the draft environmental impact report, 
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or within five business days if the document is received or relied on by the lead agency after 
the release of the draft environmental impact report. The index must specify the libraries or 
lead agency offices in which hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public 
review. 



(h) The lead agency shall certify the final administrative record within five days of its approval of 
the project. 



(i) Any dispute arising from the administrative record shall be resolved by the superior court. 
Unless the superior court directs otherwise, a party disputing the content of the record shall 
file a motion to augment the record at the time it files its initial brief. 



(j) The contents of the record of proceedings shall be as set forth in subdivision (e) of Section 
21167.6. 



§21187. 
Within 10 days of the Governor certifying an environmental leadership development project 
pursuant to this section, the lead agency shall, at the applicant's expense, issue a public notice in no 
less than 12-point type stating the following: 



"THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH 
PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING 
THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED 
IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 
21186, INCLUSIVE, OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS 
INCLUDED BELOW." 



The public notice shall be distributed by the lead agency as required for public notices issued 
pursuant to paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of Section 21092. 



§21188. 
The provisions of this chapter are severable. If any provision of this chapter or its application is 
held to be invalid, that invalidity shall not affect any other provision or application that can be 
given effect without the invalid provision or application. 



§21189. 
Except as otherwise provided expressly in this chapter, nothing in this chapter affects the duty of 
any party to comply with this division. 



§21189.1. 
If, prior to January 1, 2016, a lead agency fails to approve a project certified by the Governor 
pursuant to this chapter, then the certification expires and is no longer valid. 



§21189.2. 
The Judicial Council shall report to the Legislature on or before January 1, 2017, on the effects of 
this chapter on the administration of justice. 



§21189.3 
This chapter shall remain in effect until January 1, 2017, and as of that date is repealed unless a 
later enacted statute extends or repeals that date. 



Date 	 Tiff 



s-- 
e, Executive Director 



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure 	 5 
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From: Mary Lucas McDonald
To: Freeman, Craig (PUC)
Cc: joyce@orionenvironment.com; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 6:13:52 PM
Attachments: Mission_Bay_SanitaryPS_22515_Signed.pdf


Hi Craig –
 
As we just discussed, attached is the DPW Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station Memo. This is a good
analysis of the pump station capacity, but for CEQA we need the memo to explicitly state:
 


·         Whether any upgrades would be required for the Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station or
conveyance system to accommodate any flows from the Warrior’s project


·         What the upgrades would entail
 
The easiest would be to have a paragraph added to this memo. Other than that, a separate memo
could also work. If DPW is only willing to give us an email, that may also work, but Chris should
weigh in on whether an email would be a sufficient citation for the capacity issues and required
upgrades.
 
Thanks, and I’ll be around until 3:30 tomorrow if you need any further input for your meeting with
DPW.
 
Mary
 
Mary Lucas McDonald, PG, QSP, QSD, LEED Green Associate
Senior Geologist
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Direct Line (510) 705-8892
mary@orionenvironment.com
 
** Note: I will be out of the office from April 20 through May 6, 2015 with limited access to email.**
 



mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com

mailto:cfreeman@sfwater.org

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:mary@orionenvironment.com
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Technical Memorandum  



To:    Manfred Wong – SFPUC                     



            Bessie Tam – SFPUC 
 



Thru:    Wallis Lee – DPW Hydraulic Section   
 
From:    Bassam Aldhafari – DPW Hydraulic Section 
 
Date:       February 25, 2015   
 
Subject:   Hydraulic Assessment of Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station 



 



Executive Summary: 



The Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station (MBSPS) was constructed in year 2011 within 



block P15. The original design flow (full build‐out) to the station accounted for 2 MGD and 



6 MGD average and peak flow respectively in a study by Olivia Chen Consultants (Dated 



December 2000). Included in the study was a projection of 66 GPM (Average) and 200 



GPM (Peak) for blocks 29 and 30 combined (see Attachment 1 for location). According to 



UCSF Long Range Development Plan Entitlement Increase Analysis (Dated May 2013), the 



current average and peak flow projections to MBSPS are 2.1 MGD and 6.63 MGD 



respectively at full build‐out.   



 



A flow meter was installed by the SFPUC to measure diurnal flows in the 33‐inch influent 



sewer that connects to the wet well at MBSPS. Current flow entering the station is 



approximately 2.2 MGD average and 3.3 MGD peak during dry weather conditions.  



 



Enclosed Attachments: 



Attachment 1: Aerial Image and Major Drainage Elements 



Attachment 2: Plan of Influent Sewer, Station, and Discharge Force main 



Attachment 3: Plan and Profile of 33‐inch Influent Sewer (Flow Meter Location) 



Attachment 4: Profile of Wet Well and Pump Performance Curve at MBSPS 



Attachment 5: Average and Peak Flow Projections from December 2000 Report by Olivia  



                           Chen Consultants  



Attachment 6: Average and Peak Flow Projections from August 2004 Report by Winzler  



                           & Kelly Consultants  



Attachment 7: Peak Sanitary Flow Projection Exhibit from May 2013 UCSF LRDP 



Attachment 8: Exhibit of Average and Peak Flow Projections from New Warriors Arena 



Attachment 9: Pump Curve of Proposed MBSPS Upgrade by F&L from 2013 UCSF LRDP  
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Background: 



The Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station was constructed within Block P15 part of the Mission Bay Development 



area and bounded by Mission Bay Blvd South, Mission Bay Blvd North, Third St East, and Fourth Street West (see 



Attachment 1 for reference). The station was originally designed to collect sanitary flow from Mission Bay South 



of the Channel (Labeled System “2” in previous study by Olivia Chen Consultants, 2000). The originally projected 



average and peak flow that would enter the new station was estimated to be 2 MGD and 6 MGD respectively in 



December 2000. The UCSF Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Entitlement Increase Analysis dated May 17, 



2013 states that the pump station was later designed to accommodate an average and peak flow rate of 2.1 



MGD and 6.4 MGD respectively based on a sanitary sewer analysis prepared by Winzler & Kelly dated August 



2005 (see Attachment 6). Additionally the LRDP states that in‐situ pump performance testing was performed in 



May 2010 by Winzler & Kelly, showing the pump station discharged at a rate of 6.7 MGD.  The station pumping 



capacity will need to be retested as the original test conducted capacity test of each pump individually and not 



all pumps simultaneously, which is needed to determine total peak flow capacity of the station. According to the 



LRDP, UCSF estimates an increase of 0.23 MGD to previously projected flow of 6.4 MGD resulting in a need to 



accommodate a total of 6.63 MGD at MBSPS. The LRDP recommends replacing the existing pumps will increase 



the pumping capacity to 7.34 MGD (see Attachment 9 for Pump Performance Curve). This recommendation was 



assembled without the participation of SFPUC and has not been approved as an adequate methodology to 



increase the station’s overall pumping capacity.  



To estimate the amount of flow discharged by parcel users to the pump station, the SFPUC installed a flow 



monitor within the 33‐inch influent sewer connecting to the station wet well. Based on measured data from 



beginning to mid January of 2015, the pump station receives an average flow rate of 1500 GPM (2.2 MGD) and a 



peak flow rate of 2300 GPM (3.3 MGD) under normal dry weather conditions (See Figure 1 below).    



 



Figure 1: Flow Meter Data from 33‐Inch Influent Sewer to Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station (Normal Dry Weather Conditions) 
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Under wet weather conditions, the peak flow entering the station can reach a peak flow rate of 3700 GPM (5.3 



MGD) and an average flow increasing to 2000 GPM (2.9 MGD) compared to average dry weather conditions (see 



Figure 2 below). The increase in average and peak flow during storm events is largely due to contribution from 



storm runoff and groundwater entering the sewer system through sewer joints, manholes, or possible cross 



connections from storm laterals to sewer mains.  



 



 
Figure 2: Flow Meter Data from 33‐Inch Influent Sewer to Mission Bay Sanitary Pump Station (Wet Weather Conditions) 



Summary of Findings: 



Based on collected flow meter data, and data obtained from the City’s DCS for Mission Bay Sanitary Pump 



Station, the existing station is receiving 2.2 MGD Average and 3.3 MGD Peak flow under normal dry weather 



conditions. Based on pump a pump test conducted in 2010, the station had capacity to pump 6.7 MGD, testing 



each of the three pumps individually. A new test should be conducted to validate current pumping capacity. 



Based on current meter data, the station is has not reached the pump design capacity at current build‐out. 



Continued monitoring of flow meter data and pump station is recommended as development continues within 



the remaining parcels to assess pump station performance.  



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



SFPUC:  Tony Flores        George Engel     Michael Tran    Brian Carlomagno   Ed Ho    Kent Eickman  



               Leslie Webster   Lori Regler  
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Mission Bay Proiect Separated Sanitary Sewer Anaivsis 



Table 2 Distribution of Sanitary Flow in System "2" 



Pipe Segment Contributing Parcels Average Max 
U/S D/S Total Total Inflow 



node node Inflow 



Name Perc. Name Perc. Name Perc. (gpm) (gpm) 
B63 B64 41 50% 21B 100% 42 125 



B64 B65 21A 100% 0 0 



B65 B66 18A 100% 42 100% 18B 100% 40 121 



B66 B67 43 100% 31 94 



B67 B68 14 100% 12 35 



B59 B60 12 100% 48 143 



B60 B61 



B61 B62 



B62 B68 



B68 B69 



B69 B70 



B70 B71 15A 100% -17 51 



B71 B72 15B 100% 17 50 



B72 B73 16A 100% 26 78 



B73 B 4 16B 100% 15 45 



B I B2 23A 100% 22 100% 18 54 



B2 B3 20A 100% 19B 100% 31.1 93.4 



B3 B4 19A 100% 17A/B 100% 66.4 199.2 



B42 B43 13 100% 40.9 122.6 



B43 B44 



B44 B45 



B45 B46 



B46 B47 



B47 B51 



B48 B49 5 50% 12.0 35.9 



B49 B50 



B50 B51 



B51 B52 



B41 B52 3 100% 28.4 85.1 



B52 B7 



B 7 B 6 4 100% 33.8 101.4 



B53 B54 11 100% 25 74 



B54 B55 



B55 B 6 5 50% 12 36 



B40 B 6 



B6 B5 



B56 B57 



B57 B58 6 100% 34 101 



Olivia Chen Consultants, Inc 
LACae«us\1259W RBponsa}iJC-Q0U?epoiTiRepon2-rev5 Dec 2000 (Joe PageS 











Mission Bay Proiect Separated Sanitary Sewer Analysis 



Pipe Segment Contributing Parcels Average 
Total 



Inflow 



Max 
Total Inflow U/S 



node 
D/S 
node 



Contributing Parcels Average 
Total 



Inflow 



Max 
Total Inflow U/S 



node 
D/S 
node 



Name Perc. Name Perc. Name Perc. (gpm) (gpm) 
B58 B5 



B39 B5 ? 100% 33.8 101.4 



B5 B 4 



B 4 B12 



B13 B14 30 100% 27.9 83.6 



B14 B16 



B16 B17 



B17 B9 27 100% 30.4 91.3 



B8 B 8 B 29 100% 23B 100% 36.8 110.5 



B 8 B B9 



B 9 BIO 



BIO B i l 20B 100% 0.0 0.0 



B15 B19 28 100% B a y l 100% 23.0 69.1 



B19 B20 26A 100% Pier 54 100% 9.2 27.6 



B20 B21 



B21 B22 



B22 B i l 26 100% 30.4 91.3 



B33 B34 2 100% 27.4 82.2 



B34 B35 1 100% SWL337 50% 242.8 728.4 



B32 B36 



S W L 
337 50% 183.8 551.3 



B30 B31 



Pier 



48 100% Pier 50 100% 109.1 327.2 



B31 B36 9 100% 14.2 42.6 



B36 B37 8 100% 4.3 13.0 



B26 B27 9 A 100% 9.0 27.1 



B27 B28 



B28 B29 



B29 B37 10 100% 28.5 85.5 



B37 B38 



B23 B24 10A 100% 14.8 44.4 



B24 B25 



B25 B38 



B38 B i l 



B i l B12 



B12 P U M P 17C 100% 15.0 45.1 



Total (MGD) 2.00 6.00 



a — Olivia Chen Consultants, Inc 
HCate«us\ 125B105 Reports\Dec-OtJiRef!Ofi\Report2-rev5 Dec 2O00 tfoc Page 9 
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MISSION BAY SANITARY SEWER PUMP STATION #3 
Basis of Design Report 



DRAFT - 4 - 



Table 2 – Flow Projection Comparison 
INFLOW CONTRIBUTION (GPM) 



OC Sewer Analysis 2000 W&K Sewer Analysis 2005 
Block ADF  MDF ADF MDF 



1 59.0 177.1 56.1 178.1 
2 27.4 82.2 38.9 116.7 
3 28.4 85.1 31.9 95.7 
4 33.8 101.4 37.8 113.5 
5 24.0 71.9 24.6 73.7 
6 34.0 101.0 31.0 92.9 
7 33.8 101.4 36.5 109.5 
8 4.3 13.0 6.2 18.6 
9 14.2 42.6 11.6 34.7 



9A 9.0 27.1 7.3 22.0 
10 28.5 85.5 38.7 116.1 



10A 14.8 44.4 11.6 34.7 
11 25.0 74.0 25.0 74.0 
12 48.0 143.0 48.0 143.0 
13 40.9 122.6 48.8 146.4 
14 12.0 35.0 12.0 35.0 



15A 17.0 51.0 17.0 51.0 
15B 17.0 50.0 17.0 50.0 
16A 26.0 78.0 26.0 78.0 
16B 15.0 45.0 15.0 45.0 



17A/B 40.0 121.0 24.2 72.5 
17C 15.0 45.1 19.6 58.7 
18A 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
18B 3.0 9.0 3.0 9.0 
19A 26.0 78.0 29.0 87.0 
19B 17.0 51.0 20.7 62.0 
20A 16.5 49.5 
20B 40.3 120.9 51.5 154.4 



21A 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
21B 22.0 64.0 19.2 57.6 
22 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 



23A 18.0 54.0 18.0 54.0 
23B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
26 30.4 91.3 42.8 128.3 



26A 4.0 13.0 28.1 84.4 
27 30.4 91.3 42.8 128.3 
28 22.0 65.0 28.7 86.1 
29 39.0 117.0 15.5 46.4 
30 27.9 83.6 31.1 93.2 
41 20.0 61.0 
42 37.0 111.0 
43 31.0 94.0 



73.0 219.1 



BAY 1 1.4 4.0 1.4 4.0 
PIER 48 40.0 118.0 40.0 118.0 
PIER 50 70.0 209.0 70.0 209.0 
PIER 54 5.0 15.0 5.0 15.0 
SWL 337 367.6 1102.6 367.6 1102.6 



TOTAL (MGD) 2.1 6.2 2.1 6.4 
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Chart 1 ‐ SSPS Pump Upgrade
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:28:00 PM
Attachments: Master Gross Floor Area Summary for OCII_050715.pdf


Thanks – I still need leasable calculations and the map showing what the various areas are since you
have retail exclusions in a single building (South Street Tower) that exceed the 5K retail and 5K
restaurant and you have 24K exclusions for the “other retail”, so need to be able to confirm that we
are talking different buildings since over the excludable amount for one building.
 
I will use these numbers for now, but we need to know for certain before the packet goes out that
we can provide documentation on all of the calculations so support what is in the public document. 
Ideally, I’d like to have a revised square footage submittal as you prepared for the Major Phase so
that we have an updated detailed document to reference if requested.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:04 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW project square footages
 
Catherine,
Please see the attached square footage summary and let me know if there’s anything further you
need.
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

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com






Entire Project at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)



Building Gross Floor 
Area (Sq. Ft.)



Basement / 
Cellar Space1



Mechanical 
Penthouse2



Intermediate 
Floor 



Mechanical / 
Operations3 



Parking/ Loading 
Area4



Outside 
Stairs5



Balconies / 
Decks / 



Terraces6



Ground Floor 
Circulation / 



Service7



Restaurants / 
Retail < 5k8



OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. 



Ft.)



COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL
Gatehouse Non-Retail 8,145 0 0 719 0 0 0 3,220 see below 4,206
Event Center 776,862 84,287 25,029 40,489 0 5,711 5,375 73,465 see below 542,506
South St Tower - Office 314,118 10,091 0 1,452 0 0 0 9,293 see below 293,282
16th St Tower - Office 272,168 10,445 0 1,452 0 0 0 7,676 see below 252,595
Parking/Loading 470,450 0 0 0 470,450 0 0 0 0 0
Commercial/Industrial Sub-Total 1,841,743 104,823 25,029 44,112 470,450 5,711 5,375 93,654 0 1,092,589



RETAIL
Gatehouse Retail 3,397 see above 3,005 392
Event Center Retail 2,222 see above 2,222 0
South St Tower - Retail 28,154 see above 11,635 16,519
16th St Tower - Retail 25,526 see above 7,956 17,570
Retail (Market Hall, South St., TFB) 46,172 8,658 24,925 12,589
Retail Sub-Total 105,471 0 0 0 0 0 0 8,658 49,743 47,070



1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #01 - Basement Spaces for Storage, Services, Operation or Maintenance
2 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #03 - Penthouses and Other Mechanical Equipment Located At Top Of Building
3 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #04 - Intermediate Level Areas Necessary for Operation and Maintenance of Building
4 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #05 - Outside Stairs or Fire Escapes at Face of Building
5 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #06 - Off-Street Parking, Loading, and Driveways
6 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #08 - Balconies, Porches, Roof Decks, Terraces or Similar 
7 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11 - Ground Floor Area Devoted to Building or Pedestrian Circulation and Building Service
8 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12 - Restaurants or Retail Sales of Goods, Not To Exceed 5,000 Occupied Square Feet Per Use



max allowable Retail is 50,471



max allowable Commercial/Industrial is 1,103,544



OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)













From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Oerth, Sally (CII)
Cc: Maher, Christine (ADM)
Subject: Mission Bay Switch Over Status
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:50:00 AM


I just found out that I have six all day off-site meetings for the GSW EIR the last two weeks I am in
the office (including the last three days I am supposed to be here).  I have let them know that I may
not be able to make all of those, but basically, it looks like after next week I am going to be really off-
line.
 
As a result, I am thinking that I focus on trying to transition as much as I can next week to folks, with
a few meetings the following two weeks that we cannot schedule for next week.  Then I can be
available as backup for questions as Hilde becomes the face for the two weeks.  I’ll use a day on the
Memorial Day weekend to try and clear off as much of the small one-offs that I can from my desk, as
well as continue to organize the office the next few weekends.  This weekend I need to review the
GSW EIR so won’t be able to work on anything else.
 
I will get Natasha to help set up the transitional meetings that have to happen for next week.  My
grand idea of multiple MB transition meetings is not going to happen – I am thinking one meeting
where I can do as much of a brain dump as I can at that time.  We can do a recording as I walk
around the office and show where files and such are if helpful.  I don’t think I will be able to write up
as much as I’d like (ie, let me know what written transition summary you want me to focus on,
otherwise I will set aside a couple hours and do the best I can).
 
Alternatively, if I am told that the priority is to back off of GSW and focus more on the non-GSW
stuff, I will start backing off of that.  Let me know.
 
Thanks
 
PS – Have included Christine on the email since I will be needing to grab a lot of Hilde’s time 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 



mailto:sally.oerth@sfgov.org

mailto:christine.maher@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:26:02 PM
Attachments: Master Gross Floor Area Summary v2.xlsx


Catherine,
Please see attached for the updated square footage spreadsheet with both OCII D4D Adjusted
square footages (first tab) and BOMA Leasable square footages (second tab). As we discussed earlier
this evening, I have calls in the morning with Neil and with Pfau Long to confirm the BOMA numbers
highlighted in yellow on the second tab of the spreadsheet. I’ll forward the confirmed numbers as
soon as I receive them in the morning. In the meantime, feel free to let me know if you have any
questions.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
Subject: RE: GSW project square footages
 
Thanks – I still need leasable calculations and the map showing what the various areas are since you
have retail exclusions in a single building (South Street Tower) that exceed the 5K retail and 5K
restaurant and you have 24K exclusions for the “other retail”, so need to be able to confirm that we
are talking different buildings since over the excludable amount for one building.
 
I will use these numbers for now, but we need to know for certain before the packet goes out that
we can provide documentation on all of the calculations so support what is in the public document. 
Ideally, I’d like to have a revised square footage submittal as you prepared for the Major Phase so
that we have an updated detailed document to reference if requested.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:[mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]



Summary - D4D Adjusted


						Entire Project at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Building			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Basement / Cellar Space1			Mechanical Penthouse2			Intermediate Floor Mechanical / Operations3 			Parking/ Loading Area4			Outside Stairs5			Balconies / Decks / Terraces6			Ground Floor Circulation / Service7			Restaurants / Retail < 5k8			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL


						Gatehouse Non-Retail			8,145			0			0			719			0			0			0			3,220			see below			4,206


						Event Center			776,862			84,287			25,029			40,489			0			5,711			5,375			73,465			see below			542,506


						South St Tower - Office			314,118			10,091			0			1,452			0			0			0			9,293			see below			293,282


						16th St Tower - Office			272,168			10,445			0			1,452			0			0			0			7,676			see below			252,595


						Parking/Loading			470,450			0			0			0			470,450			0			0			0			0			0


						Commercial/Industrial Sub-Total			1,841,743			104,823			25,029			44,112			470,450			5,711			5,375			93,654			0			1,092,589


																											max allowable Commercial/Industrial OCII Gross is 1,103,544


						RETAIL


						Gatehouse Retail			3,397																					see above			3,005			392


						Event Center Retail			2,222																					see above			2,222			0


						South St Tower - Retail			28,154																					see above			8,438			19,716


						16th St Tower - Retail			25,526																					see above			7,955			17,571


						Retail (Market Hall, South St., TFB)			46,172																					8,658			24,925			12,589


						Retail Sub-Total			105,471			0			0			0			0			0			0			8,658			46,545			50,268


																														max allowable OCII Gross Retail is 50,471





						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #01 - Basement Spaces for Storage, Services, Operation or Maintenance


						2 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #03 - Penthouses and Other Mechanical Equipment Located At Top Of Building


						3 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #04 - Intermediate Level Areas Necessary for Operation and Maintenance of Building


						4 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #05 - Outside Stairs or Fire Escapes at Face of Building


						5 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #06 - Off-Street Parking, Loading, and Driveways


						6 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #08 - Balconies, Porches, Roof Decks, Terraces or Similar 


						7 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11 - Ground Floor Area Devoted to Building or Pedestrian Circulation and Building Service


						8 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12 - Restaurants or Retail Sales of Goods, Not To Exceed 5,000 Occupied Square Feet Per Use























Summary - BOMA


						Entire Project at Blocks 29-32 - Leasable Floor Area Summary (BOMA)





						Building			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Total OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)1			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			BOMA Leasable Exclusions (Sq. Ft.)2			BOMA Leasable Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL


						Gatehouse Non-Retail			8,145			3,939			4,206			0			4,206


						Event Center			776,862			234,356			542,506			56,200			486,306


						South St Tower - Office			314,118			20,836			293,282			16,300			276,982						to be confirmed


						16th St Tower - Office			272,168			19,573			252,595			16,500			236,095


						Parking/Loading			470,450			470,450			0			0			0


						Commercial/Industrial Sub-Total			1,841,743			749,154			1,092,589			89,000			1,003,589


												max allowable Commercial/Industrial BOMA Leasable is 1,044,636


						RETAIL


						Gatehouse Retail			3,397			3,005			392			0			392


						Event Center Retail			2,222			2,222			0			0			0


						South St Tower - Retail			28,154			8,438			19,716			0			19,716


						16th St Tower - Retail			25,526			7,955			17,571			0			17,571


						Retail (Market Hall, South St., TFB)			46,172			33,583			12,589			0			12,589


						Retail Sub-Total			105,471			55,203			50,268			0			50,268


												max allowable BOMA Leasable Retail is 50,471





						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusions #01 - #12


						2 Area listed is excluded per the 1996 BOMA publication, "Standard Method For Measuring Floor Area in Office Buildings"





























Gatehouse


						Gatehouse at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Intermediate Floor Mechanical / Operations1 			Ground Floor Circulation / Service2			Restaurants / Retail < 5k3			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						B100			430			0			147			0			283


						0			430			0			147			0			283


						50			4,963			457			2,443			1,412			651


						100			3,237			262			483			1,593			899


						200			2,482			0			0			0			2,482


						TOTAL			11,542			719			3,220			3,005			4,598


						Notes-


						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #04 - Intermediate Level Areas Necessary for Operation and Maintenance of Building


						2 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11 - Ground Floor Area Devoted to Building or Pedestrian Circulation and Building Service


						3 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12 - Restaurants or Retail Sales of Goods, Not To Exceed 5,000 Occupied Square Feet Per Use








						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Retail			Retail (Excluded)			Commercial/ Industrial			Commercial/ Industrial (Excluded)


						B100			430			0			0			283			147


						0			430			0			0			283			147


						50			4,963			0			1,412			651			2,900


						100			3,237			392			1,593			507			745


						200			2,482			0			0			2,482			0


						TOTAL			11,542			392			3,005			4,206			3,939








Event Center


						Event Center at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Basement / Cellar Space1			Mechanical Penthouse2			Intermediate Floor Mechanical / Operations3 			Outside Stairs4			Balconies / Decks / Terraces5			Ground Floor Circulation / Service6			Restaurants / Retail < 5k7			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						0			213,313			84,287			0			0			0			0			0			0			129,026


						50			23,949			0			0			359			1,450			0			9,572			0			12,568


						100			103,128			0			0			20,468			2,713			286			13,422			741			65,498


						200			147,781			0			0			2,431			1,548			0			50,471			1,481			91,850


						300			76,362			0			0			4,559			0			0			0			0			71,803


						400			36,734			0			0			5,166			0			0			0			0			31,568


						500			123,221			0			0			6,908			0			0			0			0			116,313


						600			13,438			0			0			223			0			1,241			0			0			11,974


						650			25,029			0			25,029			0			0			0			0			0			0


						700			16,129			0			0			375			0			3,848			0			0			11,906


						TOTAL			779,084			84,287			25,029			40,489			5,711			5,375			73,465			2,222			542,506


						Notes-


						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #01 - Basement Spaces for Storage, Services, Operation or Maintenance


						2 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #03 - Penthouses and Other Mechanical Equipment Located At Top Of Building


						3 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #04 - Intermediate Level Areas Necessary for Operation and Maintenance of Building


						4 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #05 - Outside Stairs or Fire Escapes at Face of Building


						5 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #08 - Balconies, Porches, Roof Decks, Terraces or Similar 


						6 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11 - Ground Floor Area Devoted to Building or Pedestrian Circulation and Building Service


						7 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12 - Restaurants or Retail Sales of Goods, Not To Exceed 5,000 Occupied Square Feet Per Use











South St. office


						South Street Office / Office/Lab Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII D4D Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.) (A)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			#1: Basement/ Cellar Space			#4: Intermediate Floor Mechanical  / Ops			#11: Ground Floor Circulation & Service			#12: Restaurants and Retail under 5,000 Sq. Ft.			OCII D4D Adjusted Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						LOWER LEVEL 2 (SUBGRADE PARKING) (A)			5,138			5,138			0			0			0			0


						LOWER LEVEL 1 (EVENT LEVEL) (B)			4,953			4,953			0			0			0			0


						LEVEL 1 (GRADE)			19,289			0			132			7,773			3,439			7,945


						LEVEL 2 (PLAZA)			33,812			0			132			1,520			3,032			29,128


						LEVEL 3			42,867			0			132			0			1,967			40,768


						LEVEL 4			45,401			0			132			0			0			45,269


						LEVEL 5			45,401			0			132			0			0			45,269


						LEVEL 6			45,911			0			132			0			0			45,779


						LEVEL 7			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 8			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 9			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 10			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 11			19,500			0			132			0			0			19,368


						SUBTOTAL COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL 			314,118			10,091			1,452			9,293						293,282


						SUBTOTAL RETAIL			28,154												8,438			19,716


						TOTAL			342,272			20,182			2,904			18,586			8,438			312,998


						Notes-


						A) Refer to Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion section for detailed descriptions fof categories  #1-12


						B) For sub-grade parking areas not contained within office cores, refer to Open Space / Parking package under separate cover











16th St. office


						16TH Street Office / Office/Lab Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII D4D Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.) (A)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			#1: Basement/ Cellar Space			#4: Intermediate Floor Mechanical  / Ops			#11: Ground Floor Circulation & Service			#12: Restaurants and Retail under 5,000 Sq. Ft.			OCII D4D Adjusted Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						LOWER LEVEL 2 (SUBGRADE PARKING) (B)			5,275			5,275			0			0			0			0


						LOWER LEVEL 1 (EVENT LEVEL) (B)			5,170			5,170			0			0			0			0


						LEVEL 1 (GRADE)			17,548			0			132			5,317			2,956			9,143


						LEVEL 2 (PLAZA)			24,747			0			132			2,359			2,817			19,439


						LEVEL 3			28,208			0			132			0			2,182			25,894


						LEVEL 4			38,951			0			132			0			0			38,819


						LEVEL 5			38,951			0			132			0			0			38,819


						LEVEL 6			39,344			0			132			0			0			39,212


						LEVEL 7			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 8			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 9			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 10			20,000			0			132			0			0			19,868


						LEVEL 11			19,500			0			132			0			0			19,368


						SUBTOTAL COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL 			272,168			10,445			1,452			7,676						252,595


						SUBTOTAL RETAIL			25,526												7,955			17,571


						TOTAL			297,694			10,445			1,452			7,676			7,955			270,166


						Notes-


						A) Refer to Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion section for detailed descriptions fof categories  #1-12


						B) For sub-grade parking areas not contained within office cores, refer to Open Space / Parking package under separate cover











Retail


						Market Hall/South St Retail/TFB Retail at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Ground Floor Circulation / Service1			Restaurants / Retail < 5k2			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						100			21,385			8,658			7,130			5,597


						200			9,998			0			3,006			6,992


						300			14,789			0			14,789			0


						TOTAL			46,172			8,658			24,925			12,589


						Notes-


						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11 - Ground Floor Area Devoted to Building or Pedestrian Circulation and Building Service


						2 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12 - Restaurants or Retail Sales of Goods, Not To Exceed 5,000 Occupied Square Feet Per Use





						Note: we will break this category out further to reflect the three separate Retail buildings in this package








Parking Loading


						Parking/Loading at Blocks 29-32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Parking/ Loading Area1			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						P3			173,054			173,054			0


						P2			228,590			228,590			0


						P1			68,806			68,806			0


						TOTAL			470,450			470,450			0


						Notes-


						1 Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #6 - Off-Street Parking, Loading, and Driveways





























Salesforce


						Salesforce Block 32 - Gross Floor Area Summary (OCII Design for Development)





												OCII Area Exemptions (Sq. Ft.)


						Level			Gross Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)			Childcare Area 6						Restaurant & Retail Area 1						Ground Floor Circulation Area 2						Service Area 3, 4, 5			OCII Gross
Floor Area (Sq. Ft.)


						B1			18,009			0						0						0						13,802			4,207


						1			46,369			6,000						3,624						5,672						3,006			28,067


						2			45,011			0						0						0						781			44,230


						3			41,445			0						0						0						781			40,664


						4			40,024			0						0						0						781			39,243


						5			35,050			0						0						0						781			34,269


						6			33,371			0						0						0						781			32,590


						7			145			0						0						0						145			0


						TOTAL			259,424			6,000						3,624						5,672						20,858			223,270


						Notes-


						1) Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #12- Personal Service, Restaurants and Retail establishments under


						5,000 sq. ft.. Note: The Total Area of Reastaurants and Retail will be broken down so as each area will be less than 5,000 sq. ft. per D4D Exclusion.


						2) Area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development, Gross Floor Area Exclusion #11- Ground Floor Pedestrian Circulation .


						3) Basement level area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #   Basement Spaces for Building Storage, Services, Operation or Maintenance and Area Exclusion #6- Accessory Off-Street Loading and D veways .


						4) Penthouse level area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #3- Penthouses and Other Roof Spaces for Maintenance or Operation of Building .


						5) Intermediate Floor mechanical areas (at levels 2-10) listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor Area Exclusion #4- Mechanical Equipment, Appurtenances and Areas Necessary to the Operation or Maintenance of


						the Building Itself.


						6) Child Care Facility area listed is exempt per Mission Bay South Design for Development Gross Floor


						Area Exclusion #14- Floor area devoted to child care facilities.












Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:04 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW project square footages
 
Catherine,
Please see the attached square footage summary and let me know if there’s anything further you
need.
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:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com






From: Molly Hayes
To: David Cantor; Stewart, Luke; Hoey, Janea; Jeffrey Tarantino; Ybarra, Tolio; Van Noord, John - AOL; Miller, Don


(DPW); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: RE: GSW Dewatering Proposal
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 2:15:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


All,
 
Let me know if you have any comments or changes by Monday at 10 am. We would like to
incorporate them and send PUC the dewatering proposal by EOD Monday.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 


From: Molly Hayes 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 6:36 PM
To: 'David Cantor'; Stewart, Luke; Hoey, Janea; Jeffrey Tarantino; Ybarra, Tolio; Van Noord, John -
AOL; Miller, Don (DPW); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: RE: GSW Dewatering Proposal
 
Here are the two attachments referenced.
 
Best,
Molly
 


From: David Cantor [mailto:dcantor@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 6:26 PM
To: Molly Hayes; Stewart, Luke; Hoey, Janea; Jeffrey Tarantino; Ybarra, Tolio; Van Noord, John - AOL;
Miller, Don (DPW); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: RE: GSW Dewatering Proposal
 
Molly –
 
Would you please send over the attachments as referenced in Langan’s report.
 
Thanks,
 
David E. Cantor, PE, CCM, DBIA
MBDG | Mission Bay Development Group
410 China Basin Street
San Francisco, CA 94158
Office ~ 415.355.6620
Mobile ~ 707.975.3389
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From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 5:52 PM
To: Stewart, Luke; Hoey, Janea; David Cantor; Jeffrey Tarantino; Ybarra, Tolio; Van Noord, John - AOL;
Miller, Don (DPW); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: GSW Dewatering Proposal
 
MBDG, MBTF, and OCII,
 
Please see the attached dewatering strategy proposal for Blocks 29-32. We would appreciate
feedback before sending to SFPUC.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 
--
Molly Hayes
Arena Project Analyst | Golden State Warriors
Mobile (571)-216-9205 | Office (510)-740-7531
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
mhayes@warriors.com


 



mailto:mhayes@warriors.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:mhayes@warriors.com






From: Molly Hayes
To: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Miller, Don (DPW); Moy, Barbara (DPW); Reilly, Catherine (ADM); "Stewart, Luke


(LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com)"; Hoey, Janea; Jeffrey Tarantino; "Ybarra, Tolio"; Van Noord, John - AOL
Cc: Clarke Miller; Jacob Nguyen; Vic Watson; Zack Peterson; kevin.o"neill@clarkconstruction.com; Kacie Renc


(renc@jmisports.com)
Subject: GSW Arena Construction Logistics & Schedule
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 11:12:33 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Hi all,
 
At Catherine’s request, I would like to schedule a meeting between MBDG, MBTF, OEWD, GSW, and
OCII to understand construction logistics and schedule to date.
 


Would 9 am on Wednesday May 20th work? If not, please let me know if there is an alternate time


on the morning of the 20th or the afternoon of the 15th that you are available.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 
--
Molly Hayes
Arena Project Analyst | Golden State Warriors
Mobile (571)-216-9205 | Office (510)-740-7531
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
mhayes@warriors.com
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From: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com on behalf of Lawrence Stokus lvstokus@att.net [SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn]
To: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com
Subject: [SBRMBNA] Warriors Arena Update [5 Attachments]
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 5:17:21 PM


[Attachment(s) from Lawrence Stokus included below]
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Rich, Ken (ECN)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Subject: RE: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 11:50:00 AM


Sorry – yes, that was the idea – to combine the standing meeting I have with you and the one I have
with Tiffany.  But, don’t think the two times work for both, so we needed to find another time.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Rich, Ken (ECN) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 11:30 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Subject: FW: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
 
Catherine –
 
Phillip forwarded me your email below.  I don’t have room for another weekly meeting on my
calendar but don’t see why we can’t turn the already existing Monday meeting into this.  I’m happy
to move the meeting to another time that works for folks at OCII.
 
 
 


From: Wong, Phillip (ECN) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 11:04 AM
To: Rich, Ken (ECN)
Subject: FW: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
 
Hi Ken,
 
See below.
 
Thanks,
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:41 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (ECN); Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Myall, Hilde (CII)
Subject: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
 
Claudia/Phillip – could you please help us find an hour (or at least 45 minutes) where the
following people could meet weekly on the Golden State Warriors project for a check in? 
Thanks


-          Ken, Tiffany, Adam, Sally, Jim, myself (though I’ll make any time available, so just let
me know what times work for them)


-          Hilde – still not sure her role, but please check that she can attend as well in case we
bring her in regularly


 
We may need to find one off times for the next couple weeks if everyone’s schedules are
already filled up – that is fine.
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT
DATE
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Bill Wycko
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce
Subject: Conference Call Today to Discuss Piers 30-32 Assumptions in Alternatives
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:13:38 PM
Importance: High


Bill:
 
Chris has requested your attendance for a conference call today at 4:30 p.m to discusss Piers 30-32
Assumptions in SEIR Alternatives section.
 
Please use the following call-in details
                Call-in #                1-855-339-3724


      Conference ID#                1047
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Rich, Ken (ECN)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Subject: RE: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 11:50:00 AM


Sorry – yes, that was the idea – to combine the standing meeting I have with you and the one I have
with Tiffany.  But, don’t think the two times work for both, so we needed to find another time.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Rich, Ken (ECN) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 11:30 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Wong, Phillip (ECN)
Subject: FW: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
 
Catherine –
 
Phillip forwarded me your email below.  I don’t have room for another weekly meeting on my
calendar but don’t see why we can’t turn the already existing Monday meeting into this.  I’m happy
to move the meeting to another time that works for folks at OCII.
 
 
 


From: Wong, Phillip (ECN) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 11:04 AM
To: Rich, Ken (ECN)
Subject: FW: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
 
Hi Ken,
 
See below.
 
Thanks,
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:41 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (ECN); Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Myall, Hilde (CII)
Subject: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
 
Claudia/Phillip – could you please help us find an hour (or at least 45 minutes) where the
following people could meet weekly on the Golden State Warriors project for a check in? 
Thanks


-          Ken, Tiffany, Adam, Sally, Jim, myself (though I’ll make any time available, so just let
me know what times work for them)


-          Hilde – still not sure her role, but please check that she can attend as well in case we
bring her in regularly


 
We may need to find one off times for the next couple weeks if everyone’s schedules are
already filled up – that is fine.
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT
DATE
 



mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Wong, Phillip (ECN); Guerra, Claudia (CII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Myall, Hilde (CII)
Subject: Finding Time for Standing OCII/OEWD GSW Meeting
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:40:00 AM


Claudia/Phillip – could you please help us find an hour (or at least 45 minutes) where the following
people could meet weekly on the Golden State Warriors project for a check in?  Thanks


-          Ken, Tiffany, Adam, Sally, Jim, myself (though I’ll make any time available, so just let me
know what times work for them)


-          Hilde – still not sure her role, but please check that she can attend as well in case we bring
her in regularly


 
We may need to find one off times for the next couple weeks if everyone’s schedules are already
filled up – that is fine.
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Joyce
Subject: Conference Call Today?
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:14:16 AM


Chris/Brett:
 
Well I guess you figured out we don’t have another millennium to prepare the Draft SEIR!....
 
Joyce/I want to confirm if you still want to have a team conference check-in call today at 3:30 p.m.,
primarily to go over outstanding needs for the SEIR.
 
Please let us know, and we will send out an invitiation; 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: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Fw: Anthony"s explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 12:23:58 PM
Attachments: image002.png
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FYI, stay tuned. I will call Anthony later this afternoon. 


Jessica Range
Environmental Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, Ca 94103
E: Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
T: (415) 575-9018


From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2015 12:21 PM
To: Anthony Fournier
Cc: Alison Kirk
Subject: Re: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Hi Anthony,


I think I will need to call you later this afternoon for an explanation.  It is unclear from your email
whether you agree with my calculation, or whether you still think the offset fee needs to be
established based on this annualized cost formula you have below. If the latter, I will need a clear
explanation of how this factor relates to establishing a mitigation offset fee. 


For reference, Sacramento's construction offset fee is $17,720/ton of emissions. See
http://www.airquality.org/ceqa/mitigation.shtml. This fee is higher than the $18,030 fee I am using in
the EIR, but the two fees are within the ballpark of each other and therefore, further substantiate
the CEQA proportionality test.  Your offset fee is nearly 3 times Sacramento's and brings into
question the proportionality test that is required under CEQA. 


Jessica Range
Environmental Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, Ca 94103
E: Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
T: (415) 575-9018


Mitigation
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District
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Jessica Range
Environmental Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, Ca 94103
E: Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
T: (415) 575-9018


From: Anthony Fournier <afournier@baaqmd.gov>
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2015 8:31 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Cc: Alison Kirk
Subject: RE: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Agreed, we should definitely follow ARB‘s CMP guidance in determining the mitigation amount.  The feedback
I provided to Alison follows the ARB guideline methodology.  We are not proposing to use a different CE limit. 
I believe the difference in the original amount determination comes from the Annualized Project Cost
definition, and the application of the Capital Recovery Factor (CRF).  See below for the annualized costs
formula and the references to the ARB calculations.
 
Please let me know if you have any additional questions.
 
Thanks,
Anthony
 
 
Anthony Fournier
Director, Strategic Incentives Division
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
Phone:  (415) 749-4961
Fax:  (415) 749-5020
 
 
 
 
Formula C-2: Annualized Cost ($)
Annualized Cost = CRF * incremental cost ($)


Read more...


Mitigation
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District


Read more...



http://www.airquality.org/ceqa/mitigation.shtml
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The CRF data is provided by ARB
 
 
ARB Calculation methodology: 


·         http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/moyer/guidelines/2011gl/2011cmp_appc_07_11_14.pdf
·         http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/moyer/guidelines/2011gl/2011cmp_appg_03_30_15.pdf


 
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:29 AM
To: Alison Kirk; Anthony Fournier
Subject: RE: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Hello,
 
After looking at this further, the formula below is to calculate the Carl Moyer cost effectiveness amount in
order to fund projects under Carl Moyer, right?  That figure has already been calculated by CARB, and was
recently updated to $18,030 per weighted ton of emissions.  So, I am a little confused as to why we would
use a cost effectiveness figure different from what CARB has already calculated? The mitigation offset route I
thought we were taking was to use the Carl Moyer guidance to determine the offset fee and for determining
the type of projects that could be funded with the offset fee. If the cost effectiveness has already been
calculated and established by CARB, then that sets the limits for the types of projects that could be funded by
the fee and also establishes the fee using the simple equation presented in the document I sent over
previously. 
 
Let me know if a quick phone call is necessary to help me understand this further.
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: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:33 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
From Anthony’s email:
 
“I think I see how they calculated the mitigation amount, but they left out a factor in the analysis that results
in an underestimate of how much funding is needed to reduce these emissions.  The formula is listed below,
and it looks like they used the total cost, and did not include the capital recovery factor that annualizes the



http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/moyer/guidelines/2011gl/2011cmp_appc_07_11_14.pdf
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funding amount.
 


When you re-do the calculation with this factor, it looks like the amount needed to achieve 12.64 TPY of NOx
and 4.46 TPY of ROG is ~$906k not $323,729.” 
 
Alison Kirk, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 
Tel. 415-749-5169
Fax 415-749-4741
 








From: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com on behalf of Katy Liddell clliddell@me.com
[SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn]


To: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn
Subject: [SBRMBNA] Warriors Arena
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 3:22:08 PM


View from 3rd and 16th Streets


The two office buildings that sit on the west side
of the Warriors' Mission Bay arena will include
580,000 square feet. The buildings – designed
by Pfau Long Architecture and AE3 Partners –
have curved edges to blend in with the round
arena. They include Prodema wood panels to
soften the building's glassy look. 
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3 unexpected ways the Warriors
could prevail in battle over arena
May 7, 2015, 1:30pm PDT UPDATED: May 7, 2015, 1:32pm PDT


Cory Weinberg
Reporter- San Francisco Business Times
Email  |  Twitter  |  LinkedIn


Backers of
the Golden


State Warriors’
proposed arena in
Mission Bay have come
out swinging for the
past week against the
opposition group with
ties to University of
California-San
Francisco and the
biotechnology world.


Most recently, Mayor Ed
Lee came to the
arena’s defense last
night: “We will get the
Warriors arena in San
Francisco. No threats
will stop the city from
being successful,” he
said Wednesday night in
a room full of real estate
developers.


This follows comments
by Golden State
Warriors majority
owner Joe Lacob at a
venture capital
conference on
Wednesday: "Look, we
own the land and we're
going to build the arena. We've gone through all the hoops and done all the right things and


View Photos
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it's been legally reviewed."


(Click the photo to see a slideshow of the project.)


The San Francisco Business Times print edition will detail in a cover story on Friday how all
of this will play out as the opposition, the Mission Bay Alliance, threatens to tie up the
project and its financing with environmental lawsuits for years.


But the team isn’t backing away from a 2018 open date. So how can the Warriors dribble
around the forceful, well-funded threats? Here are three ways:


It gets to speed through court


The team’s ace in the hole could be a 2011 California law, AB 900, that allows green
mega-projects to get fast-tracked through superior and appeals courts if they are certified
by the governor as an “environmental leadership development project.”


The project was already planned to be one of the few LEED Gold arenas in the National
Basketball Association. It recently got certification from Governor Jerry Brown to get
streamlined through litigation because of its energy efficiency after a state board determined
that the new arena would not generate any net new greenhouse gas emissions.


That designation could speed up litigation time from three years down to a year. The city’s
project manager for the project blasted out that the project was certified for a streamlined
court process, so you can be sure the team is banking on this helping them out. They filed
an application to be considered an environmentally friendly project in February, months
before this opposition became public.


It could turn the tables and bring the project to the ballot


At first, the Mission Bay Alliance said it could oppose the arena by triggering a citywide vote.
But that seems to have faded as an option, as they have doubled down on legal threats. It
seems like the Warriors would have the upper hand politically because it has broad support.
Even typical voices of skepticism on development – such as former mayor Art Agnos and
Mission Bay Board of Supervisors representative Jane Kim – support the project after the
Warriors moved it to Mission Bay from its original proposed location on Piers 30-32.


“If it gets on the ballot, my research shows me that on ballot initiatives, people do look for
signals from a leadership group in the city – party members, important group leaders,” said
Jason McDaniel, an assistant professor of political science at San Francisco State.


One twist in all this is that the Warriors could avoid legal scrutiny if it wins voter support at
the ballot. Especially with the team riding on a season of successes and voters showing
that they will endorse waterfront projects like Pier 70, wouldn’t it make sense for the team to
bring the project to the ballot to avoid all this?


The team denies that it is considering that as an option, claiming that they are building what
they have the rights to build and will soon come out with an environmental review of the
project. After all, there are no sure bets at the ballot box when it comes to large San
Francisco developments.



http://www.californiaenvironmentallawblog.com/ceqa/california-governor-signs-ab-900-streamlining-ceqa-challenges/
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If all else fails, the Warriors could build something else


The Warriors paid big bucks to Salesforce for the plot of land next to the future Uber
headquarters and across from a slew of UCSF buildings. The San Francisco Chronicle put
the numbers at a $30 million option price and $150 million sale price.


The Warriors also plan to build office buildings on the land to help pay for the privately
financed, billion-dollar project. If the Mission Bay Alliance is hoping that blocking the arena
would prompt the team to turn the property over to UCSF for possible future expansion of its
campus, Warriors majority owner Lacob said they can forget about it: "I can state
unequivocally that that is never happening. We are going to do this with the help of the
mayor," he said. "We own the land and we intend to develop it one way or the other."


"The other," presumably, refers to the office buildings and any other development ideas the
team could come up with in the absence of an arena.


As we’ve seen five blocks north with the Giants’ Mission Rock project, sports teams see
big money in real estate development.


“Regardless of what happens for the arena, it will eventually be developed as an office
project. I can’t imagine that the current buyers would back out of the deal in any
circumstance. the value has gone up extraordinarily in the last eight or nine months,” said
Emerald Fund Chairman Oz Erickson, who is on UCSF's real estate committee and has
taken part in Warriors arena negotiations.


Cory covers real estate and economic development.


__._,_.___


Posted by: Katy Liddell <clliddell@me.com>
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From: Alison Kirk
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Anthony Fournier; David Vintze; Henry Hilken
Subject: RE: Warriors Air Quality Offset Mitigation Measure
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 12:13:58 PM
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Hello Jessica,
 
Attached please find our comments and suggestions for Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b.
 
We appreciate the opportunity to work with you on designing an offsite mitigation program for this
project.  We are still interested in reviewing the criteria pollutant analysis methodology for both
construction and operational emissions. While we have made suggestions and comments on this
mitigation measure, we want to be clear that we have not reviewed or agreed with the air quality
analysis methodology used for estimating this project’s criteria pollutants or GHGs.
 
We are also interested in learning about the GHG analysis and how GHG mitigation will be handled.
Will this DEIR have a check list approach to show consistency with San Francisco’s GHG Strategy,
similar to other CEQA documents, or will the DEIR include a quantitative approach?  We understand
that the applicant will purchase carbon credit offsets per the AB900 application.  Any carbon credit
offset purchases should come from projects that were implemented within San Francisco or the Bay
Area so any co-benefits are realized within this air basin.    Carbon credits generated from projects
implemented outside the State should not be allowed. 
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Kirk, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 
Tel. 415-749-5169
Fax 415-749-4741
 
 
Alison Kirk
415-749-5169
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 9:57 AM
To: Alison Kirk; David Vintze; Anthony Fournier
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Impact AQ-2: During project operations, the proposed project would result in emissions of criteria air pollutants at levels that would violate an air quality standard, contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation, or result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in criteria air pollutants. (Significant and Unavoidable with Mitigation) 


The proposed project would generate operational emissions from a variety of sources, including the following: new vehicle trips; maintenance operation of standby diesel generators and boilers; and area sources such as landscape equipment and use of consumer products. Some of the motor vehicle trips that would be generated by Golden State Warriors basketball games at the proposed event center would be regional trips similar to those currently generated by basketball games occurring at the Oracle Arena in Oakland, and as a result, the emissions associated with these regional trips would not represent new emissions to the air basin. While it is reasonable to assume that a percentage of non-Golden State Warriors events (i.e., concerts, family shows etc.) would be transferred to the proposed event center in San Francisco without replacement at Oracle Arena, this analysis assumes that Oracle Arena maintains their current levels of non-Golden State Warriors events and therefore is based on a conservative (i.e., higher) estimate of net new vehicle trips to the air basin.  


Consequently for the purposes of this CEQA analysis, the project operational emissions reflect regional VMT-related emissions due to relocation of all Golden State Warriors basketball games from Oracle Arena in Oakland to the proposed event center in San Francisco. Marketing analysis indicates that the average trip length (25 miles) is the same for either arena location. There would not be another NBA franchise in the Bay Area, so all of the games would be played at the new event center. This assumption is consistent with that of the City of Oakland in its CEQA-related analyses.[footnoteRef:1] All other project operational vehicle trips associated with the proposed land uses are considered to be “new “vehicle trips for the purposes of this analysis.  [1: 	City of Oakland, Draft Environmental Impact Report for Coliseum Area Specific Plan August 22, 2014.] 



This scenario also assumes successful implementation of the proposed Transit Service Plan (TSP) as part of the proposed project, or implementation of Mitigation Measure M-TR-18 (Auto Mode Share Performance Standard), if the TSP is not implemented. As described in Chapter 3, Project Description and also in more detail in Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, as part of the proposed project, the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) would provide additional service over existing conditions to accommodate peak evening events for basketball games and concerts with more than 14,000 attendees. Under the TSP, light rail service on the T Third line would be increased, and three special event shuttles would be implemented, including a 16th Street BART Shuttle, Van Ness Avenue Shuttle, and Transbay Terminal/Ferry Building Shuttle. However, as also discussed in Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, Impact TR-18, if the TSP is not fully implemented in the future due to SFMTA fiscal constraints, Mitigation Measure M-TR-18 (Auto Mode Share Performance Standard) would require the project sponsor to implement additional TMP strategies as necessary to achieve a similar arrival auto mode share as with the TSP, which is no more than 53 percent for weekday events that have 12,500 or more attendees and 59 percent for weekend events that have 12,500 or more attendees.


Criteria air pollutant emissions were calculated for all project operational emission sources, including mobile sources (vehicles), generators, natural gas boilers, and area sources. USEPA emission factors were used for generators and boilers. Vehicle trip emissions were calculated using EMFAC2011 emissions factors from the CARB, based on vehicle trip generation rates developed for this project (see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation). The proposed project would include a number of measures that would reduce criteria air pollutant emissions. For example, the project’s trip generation takes into account the project’s proximity to transit service. The project would also include: bike and pedestrian infrastructure; daily parking charge; provision of bike parking; increased energy efficiency beyond Title 24; meeting Green Building Code standards; and installation of low-water use appliances and fixtures. Calculated air pollutant emissions for the proposed project have already incorporated emission reductions associated with these measures.	Comment by Alison Kirk: EMFAC2014 was released in Nov. 2014. Shouldn’t the DEIR analysis be based on EMFAC2014? 


[bookmark: _GoBack]The results of the project operational criteria air pollutant emissions calculations are presented in Table 5.4-9 below. Details on calculations and methodology are provided in Appendix AQ. Table 5.4-9 indicates that operational criteria air pollutant emissions of the proposed project would result in emission of criteria pollutants and precursors that would be at levels below the thresholds of significance for PM10 and PM2.5. However, the estimated operational emissions of ROG and NOx would exceed the significance threshold, resulting in a significant air quality impact.


Table 5.4-9
Average Daily and Maximum Annual Operational Emissions


			


			Average Daily Emissions (pounds/day)





			


			ROG


			NOx


			PM10


			PM2.5





			Emission Source


			 


			 


			 


			 





			Mobile Sources


			42


			109


			77


			22





			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 


			79


			124


			80


			25





			Threshold


			54


			54


			82


			54





			Above Threshold?


			Yes


			Yes


			No


			No





			


			Maximum Annual Emissions (short tons/year)





			


			ROG


			NOx


			PM10


			PM2.5





			Emission Source


			 


			 


			 


			 





			Mobile Sources 


			7.6


			20


			14


			4.0





			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 


			15


			23


			14.6


			4.5





			Threshold


			10


			10


			15


			10





			Above Threshold?


			Yes


			Yes


			No


			No





			Estimated Emissions Reduction Required


			4.46


			12.64


			0


			0











SOURCE: ENVIRON, 2015








The main health concern of exposure to ground‐level ozone, for which ROG and NOx are ozone precursors, is effects on the respiratory system, especially on lung function. Several factors influence these health impacts, including the concentrations of ground‐level ozone in the atmosphere, the duration of exposure, average volume of air breathed per minute, the length of intervals between short‐term exposures, and the sensitivity of the person to the exposure.[footnoteRef:2],[footnoteRef:3] The concentration of ground‐level ozone in the atmosphere is influenced by the volume of air available for dilution, the temperature, and the intensity of ultraviolet light. In the Bay Area, the worst case conditions for ozone formation occur in the summer and early fall on warm, windless, sunny days.[footnoteRef:4] [2: 	The World Bank Group, Pollution Prevention and Abatement Handbook 1998: Toward Cleaner Production, pp.227–230, 1999. Available online at www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/dd7c9800488553e0b0b4f26a6515bb18/Handbook GroundLevel Ozone.pdf?MOD=AJPERES (accessed July 10, 2014)]  [3: 	U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Air Quality Guide for Ozone, March 2008. www.airnow.gov/index.cfm? action= pubs.aqiguid eozone (accessed July 10, 2014).]  [4: 	Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Air Pollutants, January 30, 2013. Available online at www.baaqmd.gov/Divisions/ Communications ‐and ‐Outreach/ Air‐Quality‐in‐the‐Bay‐Area/Air‐Pollutants.aspx (accessed July 10, 2014).] 



Given these various factors, it is difficult to predict the magnitude of health effects from the project’s exceedance of significance criteria for regional ROG and NOx emissions. The increase in emissions associated with the proposed project represents a fraction of total SFBAAB regional ROG and NOx emissions (79 pounds of ROG per day compared to 265 tons per day in the SFBAAB region in 2012 and 124 pounds of NOx per day compared to 318 tons per day in the SFBAAB region).[footnoteRef:5] Although Table 5.4‐1 indicates that the most stringent applicable ozone standards were not exceeded at the Potrero Hill monitoring station between 2010 and 2014, the SFBAAB region experienced an average of 8.4 days of exceedance per year between 2010 and 2014.[footnoteRef:6] The proposed project’s ROG and NOx increases could contribute to air quality violations in the SFBAAB region by contributing to more days of ozone exceedance or result in AQI values that are unhealthy for sensitive groups and other populations. As shown in Table 5.4‐3, the SFBAAB has averaged between 8 and 19 days per year that are considered unhealthy for sensitive groups and had 2 unhealthy (red) days in the last 5 years. On unhealthy days, persons are recommended to avoid both prolonged and heavy exertion outdoor activities.[footnoteRef:7] [5: 	California Air Resources Board, The California Almanac of Emissions and Air Quality – 2013 Edition, May 21, 2014. Available online at www.arb.ca.gov/aqd/almanac/almanac13/almanac13.htm (accessed April 23, 2015).]  [6: 	Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Annual Bay Area Air Quality Summaries, 2014. Available online at www.baaqmd.gov/Divisions/Communications‐and‐Outreach/Air‐Quality‐in‐the‐Bay‐Area/Air‐Quality‐Summaries.aspx (accessed October 3, 2014).]  [7: 	U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Air Quality Index, A Guide to Air Quality and Your Health, February 2014. Available online at www.epa.gov/airnow/aqi_brochure_02_14.pdf (accessed September 8, 2014.] 



Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a (Reduce Operational Emissions) and Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b (Emission Offsets) are identified to reduce ROG and NOx emissions associated with project operations. In addition, implementation Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1 (Implement Measures to Reduce Vehicle Trips) would also reduce operational emissions.


Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a and Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1 would reduce operational emissions of ROG and NOx primarily through reduction in mobile sources through implementation of additional transportation demand measures (TDM) beyond those already included as part of the proposed project. Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, provides a detailed analysis regarding strategies to reduce transportation impacts, which form the basis for Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a. However, as described in Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, the feasibility of the additional TDM measures listed in Mitigation Measures M-AQ-2a, is currently unknown. Even though the California Air Pollution Control Officers Administration estimates that “commute trip reduction” strategies can result in a commuter trip reduction of 1.0 to 6.2 percent,[footnoteRef:8] the specific TDM strategies identified for this project address more than just commute trips, and it is unknown if a higher percentage reduction of overall vehicle trips is attainable. Notwithstanding these estimated reductions, it is assumed that specific quantitative reduction of vehicle trips associated with the additional TDM would be difficult to quantify and the success of any one measure variable; therefore, no emissions reduction are attributed to Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a or Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1. [8: 	CAPCOA, Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures, August 2010. p.218] 



To address operational emission levels of ROG and NOx exceeding the SEIR’s significance thresholds, Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b, Emission Offsets, is identified to offset project operational emissions by funding the implementation of one or more emission reduction projects within the air basin. As discussed above under “Regulatory Setting,” the BAAQMD administers the Carl Moyer program Program within the SFBAAB, which establishes the cost-effectiveness criteria for funding emissions reduction projects at $18,030 per weighted ton of ROG, NOx and PM emissions.[footnoteRef:9] The Carl Moyer guidelines can be used to evaluate other emissions reduction projects within the SFBAAB that are administered by the Strategic Incentive Division of BAAQMD. Based on the current Carl Moyer cost effectiveness criteria and a 5 percent administrative fee, payment of $951,300 323,729 to the Strategic Incentives Division of the BAAQMD to implement emission reduction projects within the SFBAAB would be sufficient to offset the regional criteria pollutant emissions generated by construction and operation of the proposed project that would remain in excess of the applicable thresholds. In addition, if any criteria pollutant emissions from construction activities are in excess of the selected threshold after mitigation, these emissions will be offset in the same manner, at the same cost per weight ton of ROG, NOx and PM emissions, and Capital Recovery Factor and with any additional 5% administrative fee. 	Comment by Alison Kirk: This footnote doesn’t explain the Capital Recovery Factor (0.347) and therefore is confusing. [9: 	The following equation is used to calculated the Weighted Emissions Reductions: Weighted Emissions Reductions= NOx reductions (tons/year)+ROG Reductions (tons/year) +(20 x (PM Reductions (tons/year))). ] 



Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b would require the project sponsor to pay an offset mitigation fee to the BAAQMD to fund emissions reduction projects that would reduce emissions of ROG and NOx to below the applicable thresholds in the amount of 17.1 tons of ozone precursors. Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b also assumes that the BAAQMD would report to the lead agency the final emissions reductions funded by the mitigation fee and that the BAAQMD would refund the project sponsor for any unspent mitigation fees upon meeting the required emissions reductions indicated in Table 5.4-9 above, and any additional construction emissions mitigations.


The project sponsor has agreed to fund Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b;[footnoteRef:10] however, because implementation of an emissions offset project is dependent in part on the actions of a third party, this measure is not fully within the control of the project sponsor. As such, the impact related to regional emissions of criteria pollutants associated with project operations is conservatively considered significant and unavoidable with mitigation.  [10: 	CITE MITIGATION AGREEMENT] 



Summary of Impact AQ-2, Operational Emissions


Operation of the proposed project would include a variety of sources that would contribute to long term emissions of criteria air pollutants (ROG, NOx, PM10, and PM2.5). These sources would include new vehicle trips, maintenance and operation of standby diesel generators, boilers, and area sources such as landscape equipment and use of consumer products. Calculations of average daily and maximum annual emissions indicate that under the proposed project without mitigation, levels of ROG and NOx would exceed significance thresholds; this would be a significant impact. With implementation of Mitigation Measures M-AQ-2a (Reduce Operational Emissions) and Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1, operational emissions of ROG and NOx would still be significant due to the as yet unknown feasibility of the mitigation strategies. Consequently, emission offsets, Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b, represent the only available mitigation option to address operations-related emissions. However, this impact is conservatively considered significant and unavoidable with mitigation because implementation of an emissions offset project is dependent in part on the actions of a third party, beyond the control of the project sponsor. 


Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: Reduce Operational Emissions 


The project sponsor shall implement the following measures as feasible:


· Provision of outlets for electrically powered landscape equipment


· Mitigation Measure M-TR-2c: Additional Strategies to Reduce Transportation Impacts (see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, Impact TR-2)


· Mitigation Measure M-TR-11c: Additional Strategies to Reduce Transportation Impacts of Overlapping Events (see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, Impact TR-11)


Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b: Emission Offsets


Prior to commencement of construction, the project sponsor shall pay a mitigation offset fee to the BAAQMD’s Strategic Incentives Division in an amount not to exceed $323,729951,300 to fund one or more emissions reduction projects within the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin (SFBAAB). This fee shall fund emissions reduction projects to achieve reductions of 17.1 tons of ozone precursors (ROG and NOx). 4.46 tons per year of ROG and 12.64 tons per year of NOx. Documentation of payment shall be provided to OCII or its designated representative.


Acceptance of this fee by the BAAQMD shall serve as an acknowledgment and commitment by the BAAQMD to: (1) implement an emissions reduction project(s) within one year of receipt of the mitigation fee to achieve the emission reduction objectives specified above; and (2) provide documentation to OCII or its designated representative and to the project sponsor describing the project(s) funded by the mitigation fee, including the amount of emissions of ROG and NOx reduced (tons per year) within the SFBAAB from the emissions reduction project(s). If there is any remaining unspent portion of the mitigation offset fee following implementation of the emission reduction project(s), the project sponsor shall be entitled to a refund in that amount from the BAAQMD. To qualify under this mitigation measure, the specific emissions retrofit project must result in emission reductions within the SFBAAB that would not otherwise be achieved through compliance with existing regulatory requirements.


Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1: Implement Measures to decrease vehicle trips, as described in Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measures E.46 through E.50 (see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, in this SEIR for further discussion)


Of these Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measures, Mitigation Measure E.46 has already been implemented and Mitigation Measure E.48 applies only to UCSF. Consequently, only the Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measures E.47, E.49, and E.50 would apply to the proposed project.


Mitigation Measure E.47: Prepare a Transportation System Management Plan (generally applicable to the proposed project, see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation)


Mitigation Measure E.49: Make a good faith effort to assist the Port of San Francisco and others in ongoing studies of the feasibility of expanding regional ferry service. Make good-faith efforts to assist in implementing feasible study recommendations. (Applicable to the proposed project, see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation)


Mitigation Measure E.50: Telecommuting/flexible hours. Where feasible, offer employees in the Project Area the opportunity to work on flexible schedules and/or telecommute so they could avoid peak hour traffic conditions. (Applicable to the proposed project, see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation)


Comparison of Impact AQ-2 to Mission Bay FSEIR Impact Analysis 


The Mission Bay FSEIR identified the operational air quality impact with respect to criteria air pollutants as significant and unavoidable due to NOx emissions in excess of 16 times greater than the 1998 threshold, ROG emissions in excess of 10 times the 1998 threshold and PM10 emission in excess of 24 times the 1998 threshold. Thus, the impact conclusion for the proposed project is essentially the same as that in the Mission Bay FSEIR for the entire Mission Bay plan area for ROG and NOx, though unlike the conclusions of the FSEIR, the proposed project's operational emissions would not exceed the PM10 threshold. Therefore, the project would not result in a new or substantially more severe significant impact than was previously identified. As described above, Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1 (which is the same as Mission Bay FSEIR Transportation Measures E.46 through E.50), would still apply to the proposed project.









Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Warriors Air Quality Offset Mitigation Measure
 
Dear BAAQMD Staff,
 
Thank you for patiently explaining the various incentive programs that you administer and helping to
walk us through a feasible offset mitigation measure to add to the Warriors CEQA document. 
Attached for your review is the operational criteria air pollutant impact analysis with the offset
mitigation measure included.  Please note that this measure includes certain reporting requirements
of the air district should you accept the offset mitigation funds.  Given our expedited timeline, we
are asking for your review and any edits or comments on this mitigation measure by next


Wednesday, May 6th. The mitigation measure appears on page 5 of this 6 page document.
 
Lastly, I want to update you that CARB has accepted the Warriors AB 900 application and concluded
that the project would result in no net increase in GHG emissions.
 
Please call me if you have any questions.
 
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 
 



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/






From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Fw: Anthony"s explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 12:24:00 PM
Attachments: image002.png
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FYI, stay tuned. I will call Anthony later this afternoon. 


Jessica Range
Environmental Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, Ca 94103
E: Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
T: (415) 575-9018


From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2015 12:21 PM
To: Anthony Fournier
Cc: Alison Kirk
Subject: Re: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Hi Anthony,


I think I will need to call you later this afternoon for an explanation.  It is unclear from your email
whether you agree with my calculation, or whether you still think the offset fee needs to be
established based on this annualized cost formula you have below. If the latter, I will need a clear
explanation of how this factor relates to establishing a mitigation offset fee. 


For reference, Sacramento's construction offset fee is $17,720/ton of emissions. See
http://www.airquality.org/ceqa/mitigation.shtml. This fee is higher than the $18,030 fee I am using in
the EIR, but the two fees are within the ballpark of each other and therefore, further substantiate
the CEQA proportionality test.  Your offset fee is nearly 3 times Sacramento's and brings into
question the proportionality test that is required under CEQA. 


Jessica Range
Environmental Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, Ca 94103
E: Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
T: (415) 575-9018


Mitigation
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=5E222882A5BB44E3B5DBC49C0A583321-JESSICA RANGE

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org
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http://www.airquality.org/ceqa/mitigation.shtml

















Jessica Range
Environmental Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, Ca 94103
E: Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
T: (415) 575-9018


From: Anthony Fournier <afournier@baaqmd.gov>
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2015 8:31 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Cc: Alison Kirk
Subject: RE: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Agreed, we should definitely follow ARB‘s CMP guidance in determining the mitigation amount.  The feedback
I provided to Alison follows the ARB guideline methodology.  We are not proposing to use a different CE limit. 
I believe the difference in the original amount determination comes from the Annualized Project Cost
definition, and the application of the Capital Recovery Factor (CRF).  See below for the annualized costs
formula and the references to the ARB calculations.
 
Please let me know if you have any additional questions.
 
Thanks,
Anthony
 
 
Anthony Fournier
Director, Strategic Incentives Division
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
Phone:  (415) 749-4961
Fax:  (415) 749-5020
 
 
 
 
Formula C-2: Annualized Cost ($)
Annualized Cost = CRF * incremental cost ($)


Read more...


Mitigation
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District


Read more...



http://www.airquality.org/ceqa/mitigation.shtml

http://www.airquality.org/ceqa/mitigation.shtml





The CRF data is provided by ARB
 
 
ARB Calculation methodology: 


·         http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/moyer/guidelines/2011gl/2011cmp_appc_07_11_14.pdf
·         http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/moyer/guidelines/2011gl/2011cmp_appg_03_30_15.pdf


 
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:29 AM
To: Alison Kirk; Anthony Fournier
Subject: RE: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
Hello,
 
After looking at this further, the formula below is to calculate the Carl Moyer cost effectiveness amount in
order to fund projects under Carl Moyer, right?  That figure has already been calculated by CARB, and was
recently updated to $18,030 per weighted ton of emissions.  So, I am a little confused as to why we would
use a cost effectiveness figure different from what CARB has already calculated? The mitigation offset route I
thought we were taking was to use the Carl Moyer guidance to determine the offset fee and for determining
the type of projects that could be funded with the offset fee. If the cost effectiveness has already been
calculated and established by CARB, then that sets the limits for the types of projects that could be funded by
the fee and also establishes the fee using the simple equation presented in the document I sent over
previously. 
 
Let me know if a quick phone call is necessary to help me understand this further.
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: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:33 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: Anthony's explanation of cost with cap recovery factor
 
From Anthony’s email:
 
“I think I see how they calculated the mitigation amount, but they left out a factor in the analysis that results
in an underestimate of how much funding is needed to reduce these emissions.  The formula is listed below,
and it looks like they used the total cost, and did not include the capital recovery factor that annualizes the



http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/moyer/guidelines/2011gl/2011cmp_appc_07_11_14.pdf

http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/moyer/guidelines/2011gl/2011cmp_appg_03_30_15.pdf
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funding amount.
 


When you re-do the calculation with this factor, it looks like the amount needed to achieve 12.64 TPY of NOx
and 4.46 TPY of ROG is ~$906k not $323,729.” 
 
Alison Kirk, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 
Tel. 415-749-5169
Fax 415-749-4741
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "corinnewoods@cs.com"
Cc: Hussain, Lila (ADM)
Subject: RE: Items for May CAC
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:02:00 AM


Thanks, Corinne. I will come with some talking points on what the Leadership Project means.  It does
NOT change the traffic analysis that we will be doing.  Its primary role is to streamline the time for
litigation if sued.  The summary that SocketSite has is incorrect and I will correct that at the
meeting.  Thanks for pointing out the statement.
 
We will get the draft agenda out to you tomorrow.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:25 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (ADM)
Subject: Re: Items for May CAC
 
Seth can't come to the May meeting - probably June for the NRG Potrero Power Plant site.  Block 1 if
possible (there were also questions on the hotel) and the Block 3W RFP.. 


I would like to review the GSW meeting, and also get an explanation of what a Leadership Project
means.  According to SocketSite,


 "If the Warriors’ arena project is certified by the Governor, parking, aesthetics and the arena’s
traffic impacts will be mostly off-limits with respect to any CEQA-based challenges, such as the
ones which the Mission Bay Alliance are threatening, and the timeline within which any legal
challenges will need to be resolved will be capped at under a year versus being allowed to drag
on for years as the Alliance vows." 


I don't care if it messes with the Alliance, but I'll be very unhappy if traffic impacts don't need to be
mitigated.  Please also mention the OCII commission review.  


Fire department would be nice if you can get them there.


Thanks,


Corinne
 
 



mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.socketsite.com/archives/2015/05/major-warriors-arena-opponent-takes-no-middle-ground-stance.html





 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com) <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Cc: Hussain, Lila (ADM) (ADM) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Wed, May 6, 2015 9:01 pm
Subject: Items for May CAC


Corinne – what do you have for next week’s CAC?
 
I need to see if the Block 1 Residential will be ready to go.  We’ll do an quick presentation on the
Block 3W RFP that is out on the street.  Was Seth going to be ready with the Potrero Power Plant?
 
Do you think we need to come back next week to close out the GSW meeting last week and respond
to the comments we can and let folks know which ones we need more time to study (but that we
have heard them)?
 
Also, I’ll let folks know of some minor changes to the GSW schedule.  Basically, we’ve realized it is
hard to break out the site for the Commission since they aren’t as familiar as the CAC, so going to do


an entire overview at the OCII Commission on May 19th vs. breaking into two.  Also, the EIR is going
to be a week later (out on June 3) since the Governor just approved the project as a Leadership
project and we need to wait 30 days to publish.
 
We can see if the Fire Department can come and do a meet and greet.
 
Anything else?
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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From: Marcia Smolens
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:15:31 AM


If anyone asks, tell them after all this time, you were testing to see if anyone reads
your emails.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566


On May 7, 2015, at 9:21 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks. Yeah, more of a pride thing.  Not sending out a correction email, but for your
the difference was 1000 years, not a century.  Not signing any important documents
today, clearly. J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Take a deep breath and relax.  If just in your email, will be no problem.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 9:11 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
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Thanks again for catching the email.  Sigh…..fun start to the day.  Going to
try and start fresh again…..
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY
OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT
INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:23 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
3015.    Hope it it only in your email.   If printed, will require clock stop
and restart when corrected.   


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 8:18 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Which date?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and
County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29,
2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
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ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:17 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership
Development Project Notification
 
Please correct the date.  Typo.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 7:31 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this
morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in
the Chronicle that the Event Center project has
been certified as eligible as an Environmental
Leadership Development Project for
streamlined judicial review under Public
Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I wanted to
assure you that, as the agency responsible for
approving this proposed project, the Office of
Community Infrastructure and Investment
(OCII) will continue to analyze the project in
accordance with the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act, including
the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and
comment and public approval hearings on the
document as any other non-certified project. 
The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to be
released on June 3, 3015 and we will be
sending out a formal notice when it is available
for review.
 
Thank you
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Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
(OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of
the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj
Notice.pdf>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "corinnewoods@cs.com"
Cc: Hussain, Lila (ADM)
Subject: RE: Items for May CAC
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 10:02:00 AM


Thanks, Corinne. I will come with some talking points on what the Leadership Project means.  It does
NOT change the traffic analysis that we will be doing.  Its primary role is to streamline the time for
litigation if sued.  The summary that SocketSite has is incorrect and I will correct that at the
meeting.  Thanks for pointing out the statement.
 
We will get the draft agenda out to you tomorrow.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 9:25 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (ADM)
Subject: Re: Items for May CAC
 
Seth can't come to the May meeting - probably June for the NRG Potrero Power Plant site.  Block 1 if
possible (there were also questions on the hotel) and the Block 3W RFP.. 


I would like to review the GSW meeting, and also get an explanation of what a Leadership Project
means.  According to SocketSite,


 "If the Warriors’ arena project is certified by the Governor, parking, aesthetics and the arena’s
traffic impacts will be mostly off-limits with respect to any CEQA-based challenges, such as the
ones which the Mission Bay Alliance are threatening, and the timeline within which any legal
challenges will need to be resolved will be capped at under a year versus being allowed to drag
on for years as the Alliance vows." 


I don't care if it messes with the Alliance, but I'll be very unhappy if traffic impacts don't need to be
mitigated.  Please also mention the OCII commission review.  


Fire department would be nice if you can get them there.


Thanks,


Corinne
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-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com) <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Cc: Hussain, Lila (ADM) (ADM) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Wed, May 6, 2015 9:01 pm
Subject: Items for May CAC


Corinne – what do you have for next week’s CAC?
 
I need to see if the Block 1 Residential will be ready to go.  We’ll do an quick presentation on the
Block 3W RFP that is out on the street.  Was Seth going to be ready with the Potrero Power Plant?
 
Do you think we need to come back next week to close out the GSW meeting last week and respond
to the comments we can and let folks know which ones we need more time to study (but that we
have heard them)?
 
Also, I’ll let folks know of some minor changes to the GSW schedule.  Basically, we’ve realized it is
hard to break out the site for the Commission since they aren’t as familiar as the CAC, so going to do


an entire overview at the OCII Commission on May 19th vs. breaking into two.  Also, the EIR is going
to be a week later (out on June 3) since the Governor just approved the project as a Leadership
project and we need to wait 30 days to publish.
 
We can see if the Fire Department can come and do a meet and greet.
 
Anything else?
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Marcia Smolens
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:12:03 AM


Take a deep breath and relax.  If just in your email, will be no problem.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566


On May 7, 2015, at 9:11 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks again for catching the email.  Sigh…..fun start to the day.  Going to try and start
fresh again…..
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:23 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
3015.    Hope it it only in your email.   If printed, will require clock stop and restart
when corrected.   


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 8:18 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Which date?
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Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY
OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT
INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:17 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
Please correct the date.  Typo.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 7:31 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the
Warriors posted required notification (attached to this email
as well) in the Chronicle that the Event Center project has
been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership
Development Project for streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language
required by statute and I wanted to assure you that, as the
agency responsible for approving this proposed project, the
Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII)
will continue to analyze the project in accordance with the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act,
including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same
45-day opportunity for public review and comment and
public approval hearings on the document as any other non-
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certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is anticipated to
be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a
formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and
County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>
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From: Alison Kirk
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Anthony Fournier; David Vintze; Henry Hilken
Subject: RE: Warriors Air Quality Offset Mitigation Measure
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 12:13:58 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
April_29_15_Impact AQ-2_BAAQMD.docx


Hello Jessica,
 
Attached please find our comments and suggestions for Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b.
 
We appreciate the opportunity to work with you on designing an offsite mitigation program for this
project.  We are still interested in reviewing the criteria pollutant analysis methodology for both
construction and operational emissions. While we have made suggestions and comments on this
mitigation measure, we want to be clear that we have not reviewed or agreed with the air quality
analysis methodology used for estimating this project’s criteria pollutants or GHGs.
 
We are also interested in learning about the GHG analysis and how GHG mitigation will be handled.
Will this DEIR have a check list approach to show consistency with San Francisco’s GHG Strategy,
similar to other CEQA documents, or will the DEIR include a quantitative approach?  We understand
that the applicant will purchase carbon credit offsets per the AB900 application.  Any carbon credit
offset purchases should come from projects that were implemented within San Francisco or the Bay
Area so any co-benefits are realized within this air basin.    Carbon credits generated from projects
implemented outside the State should not be allowed. 
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Kirk, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 
Tel. 415-749-5169
Fax 415-749-4741
 
 
Alison Kirk
415-749-5169
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 9:57 AM
To: Alison Kirk; David Vintze; Anthony Fournier
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Impact AQ-2: During project operations, the proposed project would result in emissions of criteria air pollutants at levels that would violate an air quality standard, contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation, or result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in criteria air pollutants. (Significant and Unavoidable with Mitigation) 


The proposed project would generate operational emissions from a variety of sources, including the following: new vehicle trips; maintenance operation of standby diesel generators and boilers; and area sources such as landscape equipment and use of consumer products. Some of the motor vehicle trips that would be generated by Golden State Warriors basketball games at the proposed event center would be regional trips similar to those currently generated by basketball games occurring at the Oracle Arena in Oakland, and as a result, the emissions associated with these regional trips would not represent new emissions to the air basin. While it is reasonable to assume that a percentage of non-Golden State Warriors events (i.e., concerts, family shows etc.) would be transferred to the proposed event center in San Francisco without replacement at Oracle Arena, this analysis assumes that Oracle Arena maintains their current levels of non-Golden State Warriors events and therefore is based on a conservative (i.e., higher) estimate of net new vehicle trips to the air basin.  


Consequently for the purposes of this CEQA analysis, the project operational emissions reflect regional VMT-related emissions due to relocation of all Golden State Warriors basketball games from Oracle Arena in Oakland to the proposed event center in San Francisco. Marketing analysis indicates that the average trip length (25 miles) is the same for either arena location. There would not be another NBA franchise in the Bay Area, so all of the games would be played at the new event center. This assumption is consistent with that of the City of Oakland in its CEQA-related analyses.[footnoteRef:1] All other project operational vehicle trips associated with the proposed land uses are considered to be “new “vehicle trips for the purposes of this analysis.  [1: 	City of Oakland, Draft Environmental Impact Report for Coliseum Area Specific Plan August 22, 2014.] 



This scenario also assumes successful implementation of the proposed Transit Service Plan (TSP) as part of the proposed project, or implementation of Mitigation Measure M-TR-18 (Auto Mode Share Performance Standard), if the TSP is not implemented. As described in Chapter 3, Project Description and also in more detail in Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, as part of the proposed project, the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) would provide additional service over existing conditions to accommodate peak evening events for basketball games and concerts with more than 14,000 attendees. Under the TSP, light rail service on the T Third line would be increased, and three special event shuttles would be implemented, including a 16th Street BART Shuttle, Van Ness Avenue Shuttle, and Transbay Terminal/Ferry Building Shuttle. However, as also discussed in Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, Impact TR-18, if the TSP is not fully implemented in the future due to SFMTA fiscal constraints, Mitigation Measure M-TR-18 (Auto Mode Share Performance Standard) would require the project sponsor to implement additional TMP strategies as necessary to achieve a similar arrival auto mode share as with the TSP, which is no more than 53 percent for weekday events that have 12,500 or more attendees and 59 percent for weekend events that have 12,500 or more attendees.


Criteria air pollutant emissions were calculated for all project operational emission sources, including mobile sources (vehicles), generators, natural gas boilers, and area sources. USEPA emission factors were used for generators and boilers. Vehicle trip emissions were calculated using EMFAC2011 emissions factors from the CARB, based on vehicle trip generation rates developed for this project (see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation). The proposed project would include a number of measures that would reduce criteria air pollutant emissions. For example, the project’s trip generation takes into account the project’s proximity to transit service. The project would also include: bike and pedestrian infrastructure; daily parking charge; provision of bike parking; increased energy efficiency beyond Title 24; meeting Green Building Code standards; and installation of low-water use appliances and fixtures. Calculated air pollutant emissions for the proposed project have already incorporated emission reductions associated with these measures.	Comment by Alison Kirk: EMFAC2014 was released in Nov. 2014. Shouldn’t the DEIR analysis be based on EMFAC2014? 


[bookmark: _GoBack]The results of the project operational criteria air pollutant emissions calculations are presented in Table 5.4-9 below. Details on calculations and methodology are provided in Appendix AQ. Table 5.4-9 indicates that operational criteria air pollutant emissions of the proposed project would result in emission of criteria pollutants and precursors that would be at levels below the thresholds of significance for PM10 and PM2.5. However, the estimated operational emissions of ROG and NOx would exceed the significance threshold, resulting in a significant air quality impact.


Table 5.4-9
Average Daily and Maximum Annual Operational Emissions


			


			Average Daily Emissions (pounds/day)





			


			ROG


			NOx


			PM10


			PM2.5





			Emission Source


			 


			 


			 


			 





			Mobile Sources


			42


			109


			77


			22





			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 


			79


			124


			80


			25





			Threshold


			54


			54


			82


			54





			Above Threshold?


			Yes


			Yes


			No


			No





			


			Maximum Annual Emissions (short tons/year)





			


			ROG


			NOx


			PM10


			PM2.5





			Emission Source


			 


			 


			 


			 





			Mobile Sources 


			7.6


			20


			14


			4.0





			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 


			15


			23


			14.6


			4.5





			Threshold


			10


			10


			15


			10





			Above Threshold?


			Yes


			Yes


			No


			No





			Estimated Emissions Reduction Required


			4.46


			12.64


			0


			0











SOURCE: ENVIRON, 2015








The main health concern of exposure to ground‐level ozone, for which ROG and NOx are ozone precursors, is effects on the respiratory system, especially on lung function. Several factors influence these health impacts, including the concentrations of ground‐level ozone in the atmosphere, the duration of exposure, average volume of air breathed per minute, the length of intervals between short‐term exposures, and the sensitivity of the person to the exposure.[footnoteRef:2],[footnoteRef:3] The concentration of ground‐level ozone in the atmosphere is influenced by the volume of air available for dilution, the temperature, and the intensity of ultraviolet light. In the Bay Area, the worst case conditions for ozone formation occur in the summer and early fall on warm, windless, sunny days.[footnoteRef:4] [2: 	The World Bank Group, Pollution Prevention and Abatement Handbook 1998: Toward Cleaner Production, pp.227–230, 1999. Available online at www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/dd7c9800488553e0b0b4f26a6515bb18/Handbook GroundLevel Ozone.pdf?MOD=AJPERES (accessed July 10, 2014)]  [3: 	U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Air Quality Guide for Ozone, March 2008. www.airnow.gov/index.cfm? action= pubs.aqiguid eozone (accessed July 10, 2014).]  [4: 	Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Air Pollutants, January 30, 2013. Available online at www.baaqmd.gov/Divisions/ Communications ‐and ‐Outreach/ Air‐Quality‐in‐the‐Bay‐Area/Air‐Pollutants.aspx (accessed July 10, 2014).] 



Given these various factors, it is difficult to predict the magnitude of health effects from the project’s exceedance of significance criteria for regional ROG and NOx emissions. The increase in emissions associated with the proposed project represents a fraction of total SFBAAB regional ROG and NOx emissions (79 pounds of ROG per day compared to 265 tons per day in the SFBAAB region in 2012 and 124 pounds of NOx per day compared to 318 tons per day in the SFBAAB region).[footnoteRef:5] Although Table 5.4‐1 indicates that the most stringent applicable ozone standards were not exceeded at the Potrero Hill monitoring station between 2010 and 2014, the SFBAAB region experienced an average of 8.4 days of exceedance per year between 2010 and 2014.[footnoteRef:6] The proposed project’s ROG and NOx increases could contribute to air quality violations in the SFBAAB region by contributing to more days of ozone exceedance or result in AQI values that are unhealthy for sensitive groups and other populations. As shown in Table 5.4‐3, the SFBAAB has averaged between 8 and 19 days per year that are considered unhealthy for sensitive groups and had 2 unhealthy (red) days in the last 5 years. On unhealthy days, persons are recommended to avoid both prolonged and heavy exertion outdoor activities.[footnoteRef:7] [5: 	California Air Resources Board, The California Almanac of Emissions and Air Quality – 2013 Edition, May 21, 2014. Available online at www.arb.ca.gov/aqd/almanac/almanac13/almanac13.htm (accessed April 23, 2015).]  [6: 	Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Annual Bay Area Air Quality Summaries, 2014. Available online at www.baaqmd.gov/Divisions/Communications‐and‐Outreach/Air‐Quality‐in‐the‐Bay‐Area/Air‐Quality‐Summaries.aspx (accessed October 3, 2014).]  [7: 	U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Air Quality Index, A Guide to Air Quality and Your Health, February 2014. Available online at www.epa.gov/airnow/aqi_brochure_02_14.pdf (accessed September 8, 2014.] 



Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a (Reduce Operational Emissions) and Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b (Emission Offsets) are identified to reduce ROG and NOx emissions associated with project operations. In addition, implementation Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1 (Implement Measures to Reduce Vehicle Trips) would also reduce operational emissions.


Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a and Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1 would reduce operational emissions of ROG and NOx primarily through reduction in mobile sources through implementation of additional transportation demand measures (TDM) beyond those already included as part of the proposed project. Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, provides a detailed analysis regarding strategies to reduce transportation impacts, which form the basis for Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a. However, as described in Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, the feasibility of the additional TDM measures listed in Mitigation Measures M-AQ-2a, is currently unknown. Even though the California Air Pollution Control Officers Administration estimates that “commute trip reduction” strategies can result in a commuter trip reduction of 1.0 to 6.2 percent,[footnoteRef:8] the specific TDM strategies identified for this project address more than just commute trips, and it is unknown if a higher percentage reduction of overall vehicle trips is attainable. Notwithstanding these estimated reductions, it is assumed that specific quantitative reduction of vehicle trips associated with the additional TDM would be difficult to quantify and the success of any one measure variable; therefore, no emissions reduction are attributed to Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a or Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1. [8: 	CAPCOA, Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures, August 2010. p.218] 



To address operational emission levels of ROG and NOx exceeding the SEIR’s significance thresholds, Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b, Emission Offsets, is identified to offset project operational emissions by funding the implementation of one or more emission reduction projects within the air basin. As discussed above under “Regulatory Setting,” the BAAQMD administers the Carl Moyer program Program within the SFBAAB, which establishes the cost-effectiveness criteria for funding emissions reduction projects at $18,030 per weighted ton of ROG, NOx and PM emissions.[footnoteRef:9] The Carl Moyer guidelines can be used to evaluate other emissions reduction projects within the SFBAAB that are administered by the Strategic Incentive Division of BAAQMD. Based on the current Carl Moyer cost effectiveness criteria and a 5 percent administrative fee, payment of $951,300 323,729 to the Strategic Incentives Division of the BAAQMD to implement emission reduction projects within the SFBAAB would be sufficient to offset the regional criteria pollutant emissions generated by construction and operation of the proposed project that would remain in excess of the applicable thresholds. In addition, if any criteria pollutant emissions from construction activities are in excess of the selected threshold after mitigation, these emissions will be offset in the same manner, at the same cost per weight ton of ROG, NOx and PM emissions, and Capital Recovery Factor and with any additional 5% administrative fee. 	Comment by Alison Kirk: This footnote doesn’t explain the Capital Recovery Factor (0.347) and therefore is confusing. [9: 	The following equation is used to calculated the Weighted Emissions Reductions: Weighted Emissions Reductions= NOx reductions (tons/year)+ROG Reductions (tons/year) +(20 x (PM Reductions (tons/year))). ] 



Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b would require the project sponsor to pay an offset mitigation fee to the BAAQMD to fund emissions reduction projects that would reduce emissions of ROG and NOx to below the applicable thresholds in the amount of 17.1 tons of ozone precursors. Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b also assumes that the BAAQMD would report to the lead agency the final emissions reductions funded by the mitigation fee and that the BAAQMD would refund the project sponsor for any unspent mitigation fees upon meeting the required emissions reductions indicated in Table 5.4-9 above, and any additional construction emissions mitigations.


The project sponsor has agreed to fund Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b;[footnoteRef:10] however, because implementation of an emissions offset project is dependent in part on the actions of a third party, this measure is not fully within the control of the project sponsor. As such, the impact related to regional emissions of criteria pollutants associated with project operations is conservatively considered significant and unavoidable with mitigation.  [10: 	CITE MITIGATION AGREEMENT] 



Summary of Impact AQ-2, Operational Emissions


Operation of the proposed project would include a variety of sources that would contribute to long term emissions of criteria air pollutants (ROG, NOx, PM10, and PM2.5). These sources would include new vehicle trips, maintenance and operation of standby diesel generators, boilers, and area sources such as landscape equipment and use of consumer products. Calculations of average daily and maximum annual emissions indicate that under the proposed project without mitigation, levels of ROG and NOx would exceed significance thresholds; this would be a significant impact. With implementation of Mitigation Measures M-AQ-2a (Reduce Operational Emissions) and Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1, operational emissions of ROG and NOx would still be significant due to the as yet unknown feasibility of the mitigation strategies. Consequently, emission offsets, Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b, represent the only available mitigation option to address operations-related emissions. However, this impact is conservatively considered significant and unavoidable with mitigation because implementation of an emissions offset project is dependent in part on the actions of a third party, beyond the control of the project sponsor. 


Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: Reduce Operational Emissions 


The project sponsor shall implement the following measures as feasible:


· Provision of outlets for electrically powered landscape equipment


· Mitigation Measure M-TR-2c: Additional Strategies to Reduce Transportation Impacts (see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, Impact TR-2)


· Mitigation Measure M-TR-11c: Additional Strategies to Reduce Transportation Impacts of Overlapping Events (see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, Impact TR-11)


Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b: Emission Offsets


Prior to commencement of construction, the project sponsor shall pay a mitigation offset fee to the BAAQMD’s Strategic Incentives Division in an amount not to exceed $323,729951,300 to fund one or more emissions reduction projects within the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin (SFBAAB). This fee shall fund emissions reduction projects to achieve reductions of 17.1 tons of ozone precursors (ROG and NOx). 4.46 tons per year of ROG and 12.64 tons per year of NOx. Documentation of payment shall be provided to OCII or its designated representative.


Acceptance of this fee by the BAAQMD shall serve as an acknowledgment and commitment by the BAAQMD to: (1) implement an emissions reduction project(s) within one year of receipt of the mitigation fee to achieve the emission reduction objectives specified above; and (2) provide documentation to OCII or its designated representative and to the project sponsor describing the project(s) funded by the mitigation fee, including the amount of emissions of ROG and NOx reduced (tons per year) within the SFBAAB from the emissions reduction project(s). If there is any remaining unspent portion of the mitigation offset fee following implementation of the emission reduction project(s), the project sponsor shall be entitled to a refund in that amount from the BAAQMD. To qualify under this mitigation measure, the specific emissions retrofit project must result in emission reductions within the SFBAAB that would not otherwise be achieved through compliance with existing regulatory requirements.


Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1: Implement Measures to decrease vehicle trips, as described in Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measures E.46 through E.50 (see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, in this SEIR for further discussion)


Of these Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measures, Mitigation Measure E.46 has already been implemented and Mitigation Measure E.48 applies only to UCSF. Consequently, only the Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measures E.47, E.49, and E.50 would apply to the proposed project.


Mitigation Measure E.47: Prepare a Transportation System Management Plan (generally applicable to the proposed project, see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation)


Mitigation Measure E.49: Make a good faith effort to assist the Port of San Francisco and others in ongoing studies of the feasibility of expanding regional ferry service. Make good-faith efforts to assist in implementing feasible study recommendations. (Applicable to the proposed project, see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation)


Mitigation Measure E.50: Telecommuting/flexible hours. Where feasible, offer employees in the Project Area the opportunity to work on flexible schedules and/or telecommute so they could avoid peak hour traffic conditions. (Applicable to the proposed project, see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation)


Comparison of Impact AQ-2 to Mission Bay FSEIR Impact Analysis 


The Mission Bay FSEIR identified the operational air quality impact with respect to criteria air pollutants as significant and unavoidable due to NOx emissions in excess of 16 times greater than the 1998 threshold, ROG emissions in excess of 10 times the 1998 threshold and PM10 emission in excess of 24 times the 1998 threshold. Thus, the impact conclusion for the proposed project is essentially the same as that in the Mission Bay FSEIR for the entire Mission Bay plan area for ROG and NOx, though unlike the conclusions of the FSEIR, the proposed project's operational emissions would not exceed the PM10 threshold. Therefore, the project would not result in a new or substantially more severe significant impact than was previously identified. As described above, Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1 (which is the same as Mission Bay FSEIR Transportation Measures E.46 through E.50), would still apply to the proposed project.









Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Warriors Air Quality Offset Mitigation Measure
 
Dear BAAQMD Staff,
 
Thank you for patiently explaining the various incentive programs that you administer and helping to
walk us through a feasible offset mitigation measure to add to the Warriors CEQA document. 
Attached for your review is the operational criteria air pollutant impact analysis with the offset
mitigation measure included.  Please note that this measure includes certain reporting requirements
of the air district should you accept the offset mitigation funds.  Given our expedited timeline, we
are asking for your review and any edits or comments on this mitigation measure by next


Wednesday, May 6th. The mitigation measure appears on page 5 of this 6 page document.
 
Lastly, I want to update you that CARB has accepted the Warriors AB 900 application and concluded
that the project would result in no net increase in GHG emissions.
 
Please call me if you have any questions.
 
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 
 



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/






From: Jason Beck
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:46:51 AM


Thank you


Jason Beck


On May 7, 2015, at 9:23 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Chronicle that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>



mailto:jbeck@are.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Fw: Warriors Air Quality Offset Mitigation Measure
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 2:15:27 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
2011cmp_appc_07_11_14.pdf
2011cmp_appg_03_30_15.pdf


In case your curious about the capital recovery cost, see appendix C, page 2. 


Jessica Range
Environmental Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, Ca 94103
E: Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
T: (415) 575-9018


From: Alison Kirk <AKirk@baaqmd.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, May 5, 2015 10:54 AM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: RE: Warriors Air Quality Offset Mitigation Measure
 
Carl Moyer method appendices. Enjoy!
 
Alison Kirk
415-749-5169
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 9:57 AM
To: Alison Kirk; David Vintze; Anthony Fournier
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Warriors Air Quality Offset Mitigation Measure
 
Dear BAAQMD Staff,
 
Thank you for patiently explaining the various incentive programs that you administer and helping to
walk us through a feasible offset mitigation measure to add to the Warriors CEQA document. 
Attached for your review is the operational criteria air pollutant impact analysis with the offset
mitigation measure included.  Please note that this measure includes certain reporting requirements
of the air district should you accept the offset mitigation funds.  Given our expedited timeline, we
are asking for your review and any edits or comments on this mitigation measure by next


Wednesday, May 6th. The mitigation measure appears on page 5 of this 6 page document.
 
Lastly, I want to update you that CARB has accepted the Warriors AB 900 application and concluded



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=5E222882A5BB44E3B5DBC49C0A583321-JESSICA RANGE

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org
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APPENDIX C 
 



COST-EFFECTIVENESS CALCULATION METHODOLOGY 
 
A. Introduction 
 
All projects are subject to the cost-effectiveness limit defined in Appendix G: Cost 
Effectiveness Limit and Capital Recovery Factors.  Carl Moyer Program (Moyer) funding, 
funding under the air district’s budget authority or fiduciary control, and all state funds 
must be included in determining the cost-effectiveness of surplus emission reductions.  
Funding provided by federal programs designed to reduce greenhouse gas emissions 
(GHGs) or funding provided by the Alternative and Renewable Fuel and Vehicle 
Technology Program to reduce GHGs do not need to be included in the cost-
effectiveness calculation.  Projects that include such funds must meet all other Carl 
Moyer Program requirements.  For more details see Chapter 2 and 3. 
 
B. General Cost-Effectiveness Calculations 
 



1. Calculating Cost-Effectiveness  
 



The cost-effectiveness of a project is determined by dividing the annualized cost of 
the potential project by the annual weighted surplus emission reductions that will be 
achieved by the project as shown in Formula C-1 below. 
 
Formula C-1: Cost-Effectiveness of Weighted Surplus Emission Reductions ($/ton) 
 
 Cost-Effectiveness ($/ton) =       Annualized Cost ($/yr) 



         Annual Weighted Surplus Emission Reductions (tons/yr) 
 
Directions on how to calculate annual emission reductions and annualized cost are 
provided in the sections that follow. 
 
2. Determining the Annualized Cost 



 
Annualized cost is the amortization of the one-time incentive grant amount for the life 
of the project to yield an estimated annual cost.  The annualized cost is calculated by 
multiplying the incremental cost by the capital recovery factor (CRF) from Table G-3.  
The resulting annualized cost is used to complete Formula C-1 above to determine 
the cost-effectiveness of surplus emission reductions. 
 
Formula C-2: Annualized Cost ($) 



 
Annualized Cost = CRF * incremental cost ($) 



 
 
 











 



As of 7/11/14 C - 3 Cost-Effectiveness 
Calculation Methodology 



3. Calculating the Incremental Cost 
 



Maximum eligible percent funding amounts define incremental cost; in many cases 
an applicant will provide an estimate of the cost of the reduced technology.  The 
incremental cost is determined by multiplying the cost of the reduced technology by 
the maximum eligible percent funding amount (from applicable chapter), as described 
in Formula C-3 below.   



 
Formula C-3: Incremental Cost ($) 



 
Incremental Cost = Cost of Reduced Technology ($) * Maximum Eligible Percent 



Funding Amount 
 



Generally the cost of the baseline vehicle for a new purchase is assumed to be a 
certain percentage of the cost of a new vehicle meeting reduced emissions from the 
standard.  The cost of the baseline technology for a repower is assumed to be a 
percentage of the new engine.  For retrofits, there is no baseline technology cost; 
hence the entire cost of the retrofit may be eligible for funding in most cases, but not 
for on-road.  Refer to the On-Road chapter for specific eligible retrofit cost. 



 
For school bus fleet modernization projects, the incremental cost is determined by 
adjusting the value given to the vehicle by the National Automotive Dealership 
Association (N.A.D.A.), as described in Formula C-4 below. 



 
Formula C-4:  Incremental Cost for School Bus Fleet Modernization Projects ($) 



 
When the replacement school bus is not new, use the N.A.D.A value 
where the N.A.D.A value is the retail value of the used school bus * 100 
percent. 



 
When the replacement school bus is new, use the invoice of the new 
school bus * 100 percent. 



 
Use the results from Formula C-3 or C-4 to complete Formula C-2 to determine the 
annualized cost of a project. 



 
4. Calculating the Annual Weighted Surplus Emission Reductions  



 
Annual weighted emission reductions are estimated by taking the sum of the project’s 
annual surplus pollutant reductions following Formula C-5 below.  This will allow 
projects that reduce one, two, or all three of the covered pollutants to be evaluated for 
eligibility to receive Carl Moyer Program funding.  While oxides of nitrogen (NOx) and 
reactive organic gases (ROG) emissions are given equal weight, emissions of 
particulate matter (PM) carry a greater weight in the calculation. 



 
Formula C-5: Annual Weighted Surplus Emission Reductions (tons/yr) 
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Weighted Emission Reductions =  



 
NOx reductions (tons/yr) + ROG reductions (tons/yr) + [20 * (PM reductions (tons/yr)] 



 
The result of Formula C-5 is used to complete Formula C-1 to determine the 
cost-effectiveness of surplus emission reductions. 
 
In order to determine the annual surplus emission reductions by pollutant,  
Formula C-15 below must be completed for each pollutant (NOx, ROG, and PM), for 
the baseline technology and the reduced technology, totaling up to six calculations: 



 
These calculations are completed for each pollutant by multiplying the engine 
emission factor or converted emission standard (found in Appendix D) by the annual 
activity level and by other adjustment factors as specified for the calculation 
methodologies presented.   



 
5. Calculating Annual Emission Reductions Based on Usage 



 
Usage: The Carl Moyer Program allows the emission reductions from a project to be 
calculated using the following activity factors on an annual basis:  
 



(A) Hours of operation,  
(B) Fuel consumption, or 
(C) Miles traveled.   



 
Specific activity factors allowed for each project category may differ and are identified 
in the source category chapters of the Carl Moyer Program Guidelines.   



 
(A) Calculating Annual Emission Reductions Based on Hours of Operation 



 
When actual annual hours of equipment operation are the basis for determining 
emission reductions, the horsepower rating of the engine and an engine load 
factor found in Appendix D must be used.  The method for calculating emission 
reductions based on hours of operation is described in Formula C-6 below. 



 
Formula C-6: Estimated Annual Emission Reductions based on hours of 
Operation (tons/yr) 
 
Annual Emissions Reductions = 



 



Baseline Technology Reduced Technology 
1. Annual emissions of NOx 4. Annual emissions of NOx 
2. Annual emissions of ROG 5. Annual emissions of ROG 
3. Annual emissions of PM 6. Annual emissions of PM 
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Emission Factor or Converted Emission Standard (grams per brake 
horsepower-hour)(g/bhp-hr)) * Horsepower * Load Factor * Activity 



(hours(hrs)/yr) * Percent Operation in California (CA) * ton/907,200 grams (g) 
 



The engine load factor is an indicator of the nominal amount of work done by the 
engine for a particular application.  It is given as a fraction of the rated horsepower 
of the engine and varies with engine application.  For projects in which the 
horsepower of the baseline technology and reduced technology are different by 
more than 25 percent, the load factor must be adjusted following Formula C-7 
below.  It is important to understand the replacement load factor must never 
exceed 100 percent in cases where the reduced technology engine is significantly 
smaller than the baseline technology engine. 



 
Formula C-7: Replacement Load Factor 



 
Replacement Load Factor = Load Factor baseline * hp baseline/hp reduced 



 
(B) Calculating Annual Emissions Based on Fuel Consumption 



 
When annual fuel consumption is used for determining emission reductions, the 
equipment activity level must be based on annual fuel usage within California 
provided by the applicant.  Fuel records must be maintained by the engine owner 
as described in the relevant source category chapter for additional information on 
this topic. 



 
A fuel consumption rate factor must be used to convert emissions given in 
g/bhp-hr to units of grams of emissions per gallon of fuel used (g/gal).  The fuel 
consumption rate factor is a number that combines the effects of engine efficiency 
and the energy content of the fuel used in that engine into an approximation of the 
amount of work output by an engine for each unit of fuel consumed.  The fuel 
consumption rate factor is found in Table D-24 in Appendix D.  Formulas C-8 and 
C-9 below are the formulas for calculating annual emissions based on annual fuel 
consumed. 



 
Formula C-8: Estimated Annual Emissions based on Fuel Consumed using 
Emission Factors or Converted Emission Standard (tons/yr) 
 
Annual Emission Reductions = 



 
Emission Factor or Converted Emission Standard (g/bhp-hr) * fuel 



consumption rate factor (bhp-hr/gallon (gal)) * Activity (gal/yr) * Percent 
Operation in CA * ton/907,200g 



 
Formula C-9: Estimated Annual Emissions based on Fuel using Emission Factors 
(tons/yr) 
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Annual Emission Reductions = 
 



Emission Factor (g/gal) * Activity (gal/yr) * Percent Operation in CA * 
ton/907,200g 



 
(C) Calculating Annual Emissions Based on Annual Miles Traveled 



 
Calculations based on annual miles traveled are used for on-road projects only.  
Mileage records must be maintained by the engine owner as described in 
Chapter 4: On-road Heavy-Duty Vehicles.   



 
Calculations Using Emission Factors:  There is no conversion since the emission 
factors for on-road projects provided are given in units of g/mile.  Formula C-10 
describes the method for calculating pollutant emissions based on emission 
factors and miles traveled.   



 
Formula C-10: Estimated Annual Emissions based on Mileage using Emission 
Factors (tons/yr) 
 
Annual Emission Reductions = 



 
Emission Factor (g/mile) * Activity (miles/yr) * Percent Operation in CA * 



ton/907,200g 
 



Calculating Annual Emissions Based on Converted Standards:  The unit 
conversion factor found in Tables D-5 and D-6 (Appendix D) are used to convert 
the units of the converted emission standard (g/bhp-hr) to g/mile.  Formula C-11 
describes the method for calculating pollutant emissions using converted emission 
standards. 
 
Formula C-11: Estimated Annual Emissions based on Mileage using Converted 
Emission Standards (tons/yr) 



 
Annual Emission Reductions = 
 



Converted Emission Standard (g/bhp-hr) * Unit Conversion (bhp-hr/mile) * Activity 
(miles/yr) * Percent Operation in CA * ton/907,200 g 



 
6. Calculating Two for One Projects 



 
Two for One Projects:  For equipment replacement of Two for One Project, two 
baseline technology equipment will be replaced for one reduced technology.  First, 
calculate the emission reduction benefits based on activity for each baseline engine 
separately using Formulas C-6, C-8 or C-10.  These emission reductions will then be 
summed together before deducting the emission reduction benefits of the reduced 
technology using Formula C-13.  See the sample calculations supplemental 
document for an example on this calculation methodology. 
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7. Calculating Split Project Life Projects 
 
Split Project Life:  Split Project Life Projects must use a separate project life for the 
two baseline technology scenarios.  First, Formulas C-6, C-8, or C-10 must be used 
to calculate emission reduction by pollutant for the two baseline scenarios: 



 
(A) Baseline technology to phase 1 reduced technology 
(B) Phase 1 reduced technology to phase 2 reduced technology  



 
Formula C-5 is used to calculate the annual emission reductions for each baseline 
technology.  Next, a fraction of the project life must be applied to the annual emission 
reductions for each of the baseline scenarios, as outlined below in Formula C-12.   



 
Formula C-12: Split Project Life 



 
Total Annual Weighted Surplus Emission Reductions = 



 
(Fraction project life / Total project life * Annual weighted surplus 
emissions from transaction 1) + Fraction project life / Total project life * 
Annual weighted surplus emissions from transaction 2)  



 
Total Annual Weighted Surplus Emission Reductions = (n1 / t * a1) + (n2 / t * a2)  



 
 n1 = fraction project life from transaction 1 



n2 = fraction project life from transaction 2 
a1 = Annual weighted surplus emissions from transaction 1 
a2



 = Annual weighted surplus emissions from transaction 2 
 t = total project life 
 



8. Calculating Annual Surplus Emission Reductions by Pollutant 
 



The final step in this portion of the calculations is to determine the annual surplus 
emission reductions by pollutant.  For new purchases and repower projects, subtract 
the annual emissions for the reduced technology from the annual emissions for the 
baseline technology following Formula C-13 below. 



 
Formula C-13: Annual Surplus Emission Reductions by Pollutant (tons/yr) for 
Repowers and New Purchases 
 
Annual Surplus Emission Reductions (by pollutant) = 
 
Annual Emissions for the Baseline Technology – Annual Emissions for the Reduced 



Technology 
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For retrofits, multiply the baseline technology pollutant emissions by the percent of 
emission reductions that the ARB-verified reduced technology is verified to following 
Formula C-14 below. 



 
Formula C-14: Annual Surplus Emission Reductions by Pollutant (tons/yr) for 
Retrofits 



 
Annual Surplus Emission Reductions (by pollutant) = 
 



Annual Emissions for the Baseline Technology * Reduced 
Technology Verification Percent 



 
Calculations must be done for each pollutant, NOx, PM, and ROG, giving a total of 
three calculations. 



 
For fleet modernization projects the baseline will be the newer vehicle emissions. 



 
The annual surplus emission reductions by pollutant would be used in Formula C-5 to 
calculate the annual surplus emission reductions. 



 
9. Calculating a Conversion from Grams to Tons per Year 



 
Conversion to Tons per Year: Since the emission factor or converted standard is 
given in units of grams, a conversion from grams to tons is also required, as 
illustrated in Formula C-15 below. 



 
Formula C-15: Estimated Annual Emissions by Pollutant (tons/yr) 



 
Annual Emission Reduction =  
 



Emission Factor or Converted Emission Standard (g/bhp-hr) * Annual Activity * 
Adjustment Factor(s) * Percent Operation in CA * ton/907,200g 



 
10. Calculations for Co-funding Moyer and Other Public Funds  



 
Other public financial incentive funds, including tax incentives, received by the 
grantee directly must be deducted from the incremental cost.  Air districts must 
request information from grantee to determine what other public financial incentive 
funds will be used for the project.  Other public funds which are determined to be 
operating funds and not incentives do not need to be subtracted from the incremental 
cost.  Advice of legal counsel is recommended to assist in determining if other public 
funds should be classified as incentives or operating funds.  Formula C-16 below 
must be used with Formula C-3 for projects with co-funding to determine the 
maximum grant amount based on incremental cost. 
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Formula C-16: Incremental Cost Limit for Moyer Grant for Grantees receiving other 
Public Financial Incentive Funds (must be used with Formula C-3 for projects with co-
funding) 
 
Maximum Moyer Grant Amount (if cost-effective) = 
 



Incremental Cost (from Formula C-3) - Other Public Financial Incentive Funds 
(including tax rebates and credits) 



 
In addition to Carl Moyer Program funds, air districts must also include all funds 
under the district’s budget authority or fiduciary control plus any other state funds 
when calculating cost-effectiveness for the project; the total funds contributed by the 
air district plus all state funds must meet current cost-effectiveness limits.  Use 
Formula C-17a below (instead of Formula C-2) to determine the annualized cost for 
projects with co-funding.  
 
Formula C-17a: Annualized Cost for Grantees receiving other Public Financial 
Incentive Funds (replaces Formula C-2 for projects with co-funding)   
 
Annualized Cost ($) =  
 



CRF * [Maximum Moyer Grant Amount (from Formula C-16) + Air District Funds + 
State Funds]  



 
For projects that include co-funding and the maximum grant amount based on 
incremental cost plus other district and state funds exceeds the cost-effectiveness 
limit, Formula C-17b must be used with Formula C-18 to determine the maximum 
grant amount.  The final Moyer grant amount for a project is derived once the state 
and air district funds are deducted. Use Formula C-17b below to determine the 
amount of funds the grantee may receive from the Carl Moyer Program. 



 
Formula C-17b: Maximum Moyer Grant for Grantees receiving public funds (must be 
used with Formula C-18 for projects with co-funding where the maximum grant 
amount based on incremental cost plus other district and state funds exceeds the 
cost-effectiveness limit) 



 
  
Moyer Grant Amount to Grantee = 
 



Cost-effective Grant Amount (from Formula C-18) – [Air District Funds + 
State Funds]  



 
Beginning July 1, 2011, federal funding from programs that reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions (GHGs) or funding provided by the Alternative and Renewable Fuel and 
Vehicle Technology Program to reduce GHGs are not required to be included in 
Formulas C-16, C-17a and C-17b; for more details see Chapter 2 and 3. 
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11. Calculation for projects exceeding the Cost Effectiveness Limit  



 
For projects that have exceeded the weighted cost effectiveness limit, the calculation 
methodology below must be applied in order to ensure final grant amounts meet the 
cost effectiveness limit requirement.  The maximum grant amount is determined by 
multiplying the maximum allowed cost-effectiveness limit by the estimated annual 
emission reductions and dividing by the capital recovery factor in the C-18 formula 
below.  



 
Formula C-18: Maximum Grant Amount for projects exceeding Cost Effectiveness 
Limit 



 
Maximum Grant Amount = 
 



(Cost-effectiveness limit * estimated annual emission reductions)/CRF   
 
C. List of Formulas 
 
For an easy reference, the necessary formulas to calculate the cost-effectiveness of 
surplus emission reductions for a project funded through the Carl Moyer Program are 
provided below.   
 
Formula C-1: Cost-Effectiveness of Weighted Surplus Emission Reductions ($/ton): 
 
Cost-Effectiveness ($/ton) =    Annualized Cost ($/yr) 



Annual Weighted Surplus Emission Reductions (tons/yr) 
 
Formula C-2: Annualized Cost ($) 
 



Annualized Cost = CRF * incremental cost ($) 
 
Formula C-3: Incremental Cost ($) 
 



Incremental Cost = Cost of Reduced Technology ($) * Maximum Eligible Percent 
Funding Amount 



 
Formula C-4: Incremental Cost for School Bus Fleet Modernization Projects ($) 
 



When the replacement school bus is not new, use the N.A.D.A value, where the 
N.A.D.A value is the retail value of the used school bus * 100 percent 



 
When the replacement school bus is new, use the invoice of the new school bus * 
100 percent 
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Formula C-5: Annual Weighted Surplus Emission Reductions 
 
Weighted Emission Reductions =  



 
NOx reductions (tons/yr) + ROG reductions (tons/yr) + [20 * (PM reductions 
(tons/yr)] 



 
Formula C-6: Estimated Annual Emissions based on hours of Operation (tons/yr) 



 
Annual Emission Reductions = 



 
Emission Factor or Converted Emission Standard (g/bhp-hr) * Horsepower 
 * Load Factor * Activity (hrs/yr) * Percent Operation in CA * ton/907,200 g 



 
Formula C-7: Replacement Load Factor 



 
Replacement Load Factor = Load Factor baseline * hp baseline/hp reduced 



 
Formula C-8: Estimated Annual Emissions based on Fuel Consumed using Emission 
Factors or Converted Emission Standard (tons/yr) 



 
Annual Emission Reductions = 



 
Emission Factor or Converted Emission Standard (g/bhp-hr) * fuel 



consumption rate factor (bhp-hr/gal) * Activity (gal/yr) * Percent Operation 
in CA * ton/907,200g 



 
Formula C- 9: Estimated Annual Emissions based on Fuel using Emission Factors 
(tons/yr) 



 
Annual Emission Reductions = 



 
Emission Factor (g/gal) * Activity (gal/yr) * Percent Operation in CA * ton/907,200g 



 
Formula C-10: Estimated Annual Emissions based on Mileage using Emission Factors 
(tons/yr) 



 
Annual Emission Reductions = 



 
Emission Factor (g/mile) * Activity (miles/yr) * Percent Operation in CA * 



ton/907,200g 
 
Formula C-11: Estimated Annual Emissions based on Mileage using Converted 
Emission Standards (tons/yr) 
 



Annual Emission Reductions = 
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Converted Emission Standard (g/bhp-hr) * Unit Conversion (bhp-hr/mile) * Activity 



(miles/yr) * Percent Operation in CA * ton/907,200g 
 
Formula C-12: Split Project Life 
 



Total Annual Weighted Surplus Emission Reductions = 
 
(Fraction project life / Total project life * Annual weighted surplus 
emissions from transaction 1) + Fraction project life / Total project life * 
Annual weighted surplus emissions from transaction 2)  



 
Total Annual Weighted Surplus Emission Reductions =  (n1 / t * a1) + (n2 / t * a2)  



 
 n1 = fraction project life from transaction 1 



n2 = fraction project life from transaction 2 
a1 = Annual weighted surplus emissions from transaction 1 
a2



 = Annual weighted surplus emissions from transaction 2 
 t = total project life 



 
Formula C-13: Annual Surplus Emission Reductions by Pollutant (tons/yr) for Repowers 
and New Purchases 



 
Annual Surplus Emission Reductions (by pollutant) = 
 
Annual Emissions for the Baseline Technology – Annual Emissions for the Reduced 



Technology 
 
Formula C-14: Annual Surplus Emission Reductions by Pollutant (tons/yr) for Retrofits 



 
Annual Surplus Emission Reductions (by pollutant) = 
 



Annual Emissions for the Baseline Technology * Reduced 
Technology Verification Percent 



 
Formula C-15: Estimated Annual Emissions by Pollutant (tons/yr) 



 
Annual Emission Reduction =  
 



Emission Factor or Converted Emission Standard (g/bhp-hr) * Annual Activity * 
Adjustment Factor(s) * Percent Operation in CA * ton/907,200g 



 
Formula C-16: Incremental Cost Limit for Moyer Grant for Grantees receiving other 
Public Financial Incentive Funds 



 
Maximum Moyer Grant Amount (if cost-effective) = 
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Incremental Cost (from Formula C-3) - Other Public Financial Incentive Funds  



 
Formula C-17a: Annualized Cost for Grantees receiving other Public Financial Incentive 
Funds   



 
Annualized Cost ($) =  
 



CRF * [Maximum Moyer Grant Amount (from Formula C-16) + Air District Funds + 
State Funds]  



 
Formula C-17b: Moyer Grant for Grantees receiving public funds from Air District 



 
 Moyer Grant Amount to Grantee = 
 



Cost-effective Grant Amount (from Formula C-18) – [Air District Funds + 
State Funds] 



 
Formula C-18: Maximum Grant Amount for projects exceeding Cost Effectiveness Limit 
 



Maximum Grant Amount = 
 



(Cost-effectiveness limit * estimated annual emission reductions)/CRF  
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APPENDIX G 
 



CARL MOYER PROGRAM REVISED COST-EFFECTIVENESS LIMIT AND  
CAPITAL RECOVERY FACTORS  



 
Per statute, the Air Resources Board (ARB or the Board) updates the cost-effectiveness 
limit and capital recovery factors (CRF) annually.  At the date of approval of the 2011 Carl 
Moyer Program Guidelines (April 28, 2011), the cost-effectiveness limit was $16,640 per 
weighted ton of pollutants reduced and the discount rate to determine capital recovery 
factors for various project lives was 2 percent.  In April of 2012, 2013 and 2014,  the cost-
effectiveness limit was updated to $17,080,  $17,460 and $17,720 respectively.  The 
discount rate remained at 2 percent in 2012 but decreased to 1% in 2013 and 2014.  
Effective April 1, 2015, the cost-effectiveness limit is updated to $18,030 and the discount 
rate increases to 2 percent.  The capital recovery factors (as shown in Table G-3a) and 
updated cost-effectiveness limit ($18,030) may be used for contracts executed by air 
districts beginning April 1, 2015 but must be used starting July 1, 2015.  ARB will continue 
to update these factors annually through a mail-out.  
 
Revised Cost Effectiveness Limit 



 



In order to receive Carl Moyer Program funding, each project must meet the specified 
maximum cost-effectiveness limit.  Cost-effectiveness is a measure of the dollars 
provided to a project for each ton of covered emissions reduced.  To calculate Carl Moyer 
Program cost-effectiveness, the project grant amount is annualized based upon the 
project’s life and an appropriate discount rate.  This annual cost is divided by the project’s 
estimated emission reductions to determine the overall cost-effectiveness of the covered 
emissions reduced as indicated in Appendix C. 
 
Using the California Consumer Price Index 
(http://www.dir.ca.gov/dlsr/CPI/PresentCCPI.PDF, 
http://www.dir.ca.gov/dlsr/CPI/EntireCCPI.PDF), and the California Department of 
Finance method 
(http://www.dof.ca.gov/HTML/FS_DATA/LatestEconData/FS_UseCPI.php) of converting 
the Consumer Price Index to an inflation rate, a change in the cost-effectiveness limit can 
be determined over a specified time period (annually).  Table G-1 shows the changes in 
the cost-effectiveness limit over time based on changes in the Consumer Price Index.  
 





http://www.dir.ca.gov/dlsr/CPI/PresentCCPI.PDF


http://www.dir.ca.gov/dlsr/CPI/EntireCCPI.PDF


http://www.dof.ca.gov/HTML/FS_DATA/LatestEconData/FS_UseCPI.php
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Table G-1 
Cost-Effectiveness Limit Criteria 



Year 
Annual 
CA CPI 



Percent 
(%) 



change 
(inflation 



rate)  



Annual  
modified 
amount 



Revised CE 
cap 



1998 163.7 NA NA $12,000 



1999 168.5 2.93% $352 $12,352 



2000 174.8 3.74% $462 $12,814 



2001 181.7 3.95% $506 $13,319 



2002 186.1 2.42% $323 $13,642 



2003 190.4 2.31% $315 $13,957 



2004 195.4 2.63% $367 $14,324 



2005 202.6 3.68% $528 $14,852 



2006 210.5 3.90% $579 $15,431 



2007 217.4 3.28% $506 $15,938 



2008 224.8 3.40% $541 $16,479 



2009 224.1 -0.31% -$51 $16,428 



2010 227.0 1.29% $212 $16,640 



2011 233.0 2.66% $443 $17,084 



2012 238.3 2.25% $385 $17,469 



2013 241.8 1.46% $255 $17,724 



2014 246.1 1.77% $313 $18,037 



 
Revised Capital Recovery Factors 
 
The CRF used for determining the annualized costs of Carl Moyer Program grants are 
based on a discount rate.  The CRF uses an interest rate and project life to determine the 
rate at which earnings could reasonably be expected if the same funds were invested 
over a length of time.   
 
Previous versions of the guidelines updated the CRF using the average annual yield of 
United States (U.S.) Treasury securities (http://federalreserve.gov/releases/h15/) with a  
3-year, 5-year, 7-year, and 10-year maturation over a specific period of time.  Annual data 
for 2010 using the average rates of return for U.S. Treasury securities over that year 
(January to December 2010) yielded a revised discount rate as shown in Table G-2a 
below.  Rounding to a whole number yielded a discount rate of 2 percent: 



Table G-2a 
Discount Rate Factor (Available for use through June 30, 2012) 



Average Monthly Rate - 2010 



 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Average 



3 year 1.49% 1.40% 1.51% 1.64% 1.32% 1.17% 0.98% 0.78% 0.74% 0.57% 0.67% 0.99% 1.11% 



5 year 2.48% 2.36% 2.43% 2.58% 2.18% 2.00% 1.76% 1.47% 1.41% 1.18% 1.35% 1.93% 1.93% 



7 year 3.21% 3.12% 3.16% 3.28% 2.86% 2.66% 2.43% 2.10% 2.05% 1.85% 2.02% 2.66% 2.62% 



10 year 3.73% 3.69% 3.73% 3.85% 3.42% 3.20% 3.01% 2.70% 2.65% 2.54% 2.76% 3.29% 3.21% 



Overall average for January-December 2010 2.22% 





http://federalreserve.gov/releases/h15
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Annual data for 2011 using the average rates of return for U.S. Treasury securities from 
January to December 2011 yielded a revised discount rate as shown in Table G-2b 
below.  Rounding to a whole number yielded a discount rate of 2 percent:  



Table G-2b 



Discount Rate Factor (Available for use April 1, 2012 through June 30, 2013) 



Average Monthly rate - 2011 



 
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Average 



3 year 1.03% 1.28% 1.17% 1.21% 0.94% 0.71% 0.68% 0.38% 0.35% 0.47% 0.39% 0.39% 0.75% 



5 year 1.99% 2.26% 2.11% 2.17% 1.84% 1.58% 1.54% 1.02% 0.90% 1.06% 0.91% 0.89% 1.52% 



7 year 2.72% 2.96% 2.80% 2.84% 2.51% 2.29% 2.28% 1.63% 1.42% 1.62% 1.45% 1.43% 2.16% 



10 year 3.39% 3.58% 3.41% 3.46% 3.17% 3.00% 3.00% 2.30% 1.98% 2.15% 2.01% 1.98% 2.79% 



     



                        Overall average for January - December 2011 1.81% 



 
Annual data for 2012 using the average rates of return for U.S. Treasury securities from 
January to December 2012 yielded a revised discount rate as shown in Table G-2c 
below.  Rounding to a whole number yielded a discount rate of 1 percent: 



Table G-2c 



Discount Rate Factor (Available for use April 1, 2013 through June 30, 2014) 



Average Monthly rate - 2012 



  Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Average 



3 year 0.36% 0.38% 0.51% 0.43% 0.39% 0.39% 0.33% 0.37% 0.34% 0.37% 0.36% 0.35% 0.38% 



5 year 0.84% 0.83% 1.02% 0.89% 0.76% 0.71% 0.62% 0.71% 0.67% 0.71% 0.67% 0.70% 0.76% 



7 year 1.38% 1.37% 1.56% 1.43% 1.21% 1.08% 0.98% 1.14% 1.12% 1.15% 1.08% 1.13% 1.22% 



10 year 1.97% 1.97% 2.17% 2.05% 1.80% 1.62% 1.53% 1.68% 1.72% 1.75% 1.65% 1.72% 1.80% 



          Overall average for January – December 2012   1.04% 



 
Annual data for 2013 using the average rates of return for U.S. Treasury securities from 
January to December 2013 yielded a revised discount rate as shown in Table G-2d 
below.  Rounding to a whole number yielded a discount rate of 1 percent: 



Table G-2d 



Discount Rate Factor (Available for use April 1, 2014 through June 30, 2015) 



Average Monthly rate - 2013 



  Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Average 



3 year 0.39% 0.40% 0.39% 0.34% 0.40% 0.58% 0.64% 0.70% 0.78% 0.63% 0.58% 0.69% 0.54% 



5 year 0.81% 0.85% 0.82% 0.71% 0.84% 1.20% 1.40% 1.52% 1.60% 1.37% 1.37% 1.58% 1.17% 



7 year 1.30% 1.35% 1.32% 1.15% 1.31% 1.71% 1.99% 2.15% 2.22% 1.99% 2.07% 2.29% 1.74% 



10 year 1.91% 1.98% 1.96% 1.76% 1.93% 2.30% 2.58% 2.74% 2.81% 2.62% 2.72% 2.90% 2.35% 



          Overall average for January – December 2013   1.45% 
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Annual data for 2014 using the average rates of return for U.S.Treasury securities from 
January to December 2014 yielded a revised discount rate as shown in Table G-2e 
below.  Rounding to a whole number yielded a discount rate of 2 percent: 



Table G-2e 



Discount Rate Factor (Available for use beginning April 1, 2015) 



Average Monthly rate - 2013 



  Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Average 



3 year 0.78% 0.69% 0.82% 0.88% 0.83% 0.90% 0.97% 0.93% 1.05% 0.88% 0.96% 1.06% 0.90% 



5 year 1.65% 1.52% 1.64% 1.70% 1.68% 1.68% 1.70% 1.63% 1.77% 1.55% 1.62% 1.64% 1.64% 



7 year 2.29% 2.15% 2.23% 2.27% 2.19% 2.19% 2.17% 2.08% 2.22% 1.98% 2.03% 1.98% 2.14% 



10 year 2.86% 2.71% 2.72% 2.71% 2.60% 2.60% 2.54% 2.42% 2.53% 2.30% 2.33% 2.21% 2.54% 



          Overall average for January – December 2014   1.81% 



 
Refer to Table G-3a below for CRFs for various project lives at a 2 percent discount rate, 
and to Table G-3b below for CRFs for various project lives at a 1 percent discount rate. 
Each source category chapter will specify which project lives are acceptable to determine 
which CRF value to use.  



Table G-3a  
Capital Recovery Factor (CRF) for Various Project Lives 



At a Two Percent Discount Rate (Effective April 2011 through March 2013 and as of 
April 2015) 



Project Life CRF 



1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 



1.020 
0.515 
0.347 
0.263 
0.212 
0.179 
0.155 
0.137 
0.123 
0.111 
0.102 
0.095 
0.088 
0.083 
0.078 
0.074 
0.070 
0.067 
0.064 
0.061 
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Table G-3b  
Capital Recovery Factor (CRF) for Various Project Lives 



At a One Percent Discount Rate (Effective April 2013 through March 2015) 



Project Life CRF 



1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 



1.010 
0.508 
0.340 
0.256 
0.206 
0.173 
0.149 
0.131 
0.117 
0.106 
0.096 
0.089 
0.082 
0.077 
0.072 
0.068 
0.064 
0.061 
0.058 
0.055 



 
 












that the project would result in no net increase in GHG emissions.
 
Please call me if you have any questions.
 
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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Subject: RE: Warriors Air Quality Offset Mitigation Measure
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 12:13:59 PM
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Hello Jessica,
 
Attached please find our comments and suggestions for Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b.
 
We appreciate the opportunity to work with you on designing an offsite mitigation program for this
project.  We are still interested in reviewing the criteria pollutant analysis methodology for both
construction and operational emissions. While we have made suggestions and comments on this
mitigation measure, we want to be clear that we have not reviewed or agreed with the air quality
analysis methodology used for estimating this project’s criteria pollutants or GHGs.
 
We are also interested in learning about the GHG analysis and how GHG mitigation will be handled.
Will this DEIR have a check list approach to show consistency with San Francisco’s GHG Strategy,
similar to other CEQA documents, or will the DEIR include a quantitative approach?  We understand
that the applicant will purchase carbon credit offsets per the AB900 application.  Any carbon credit
offset purchases should come from projects that were implemented within San Francisco or the Bay
Area so any co-benefits are realized within this air basin.    Carbon credits generated from projects
implemented outside the State should not be allowed. 
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Kirk, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 
Tel. 415-749-5169
Fax 415-749-4741
 
 
Alison Kirk
415-749-5169
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) [mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 9:57 AM
To: Alison Kirk; David Vintze; Anthony Fournier
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Impact AQ-2: During project operations, the proposed project would result in emissions of criteria air pollutants at levels that would violate an air quality standard, contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation, or result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in criteria air pollutants. (Significant and Unavoidable with Mitigation) 


The proposed project would generate operational emissions from a variety of sources, including the following: new vehicle trips; maintenance operation of standby diesel generators and boilers; and area sources such as landscape equipment and use of consumer products. Some of the motor vehicle trips that would be generated by Golden State Warriors basketball games at the proposed event center would be regional trips similar to those currently generated by basketball games occurring at the Oracle Arena in Oakland, and as a result, the emissions associated with these regional trips would not represent new emissions to the air basin. While it is reasonable to assume that a percentage of non-Golden State Warriors events (i.e., concerts, family shows etc.) would be transferred to the proposed event center in San Francisco without replacement at Oracle Arena, this analysis assumes that Oracle Arena maintains their current levels of non-Golden State Warriors events and therefore is based on a conservative (i.e., higher) estimate of net new vehicle trips to the air basin.  


Consequently for the purposes of this CEQA analysis, the project operational emissions reflect regional VMT-related emissions due to relocation of all Golden State Warriors basketball games from Oracle Arena in Oakland to the proposed event center in San Francisco. Marketing analysis indicates that the average trip length (25 miles) is the same for either arena location. There would not be another NBA franchise in the Bay Area, so all of the games would be played at the new event center. This assumption is consistent with that of the City of Oakland in its CEQA-related analyses.[footnoteRef:1] All other project operational vehicle trips associated with the proposed land uses are considered to be “new “vehicle trips for the purposes of this analysis.  [1: 	City of Oakland, Draft Environmental Impact Report for Coliseum Area Specific Plan August 22, 2014.] 



This scenario also assumes successful implementation of the proposed Transit Service Plan (TSP) as part of the proposed project, or implementation of Mitigation Measure M-TR-18 (Auto Mode Share Performance Standard), if the TSP is not implemented. As described in Chapter 3, Project Description and also in more detail in Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, as part of the proposed project, the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) would provide additional service over existing conditions to accommodate peak evening events for basketball games and concerts with more than 14,000 attendees. Under the TSP, light rail service on the T Third line would be increased, and three special event shuttles would be implemented, including a 16th Street BART Shuttle, Van Ness Avenue Shuttle, and Transbay Terminal/Ferry Building Shuttle. However, as also discussed in Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, Impact TR-18, if the TSP is not fully implemented in the future due to SFMTA fiscal constraints, Mitigation Measure M-TR-18 (Auto Mode Share Performance Standard) would require the project sponsor to implement additional TMP strategies as necessary to achieve a similar arrival auto mode share as with the TSP, which is no more than 53 percent for weekday events that have 12,500 or more attendees and 59 percent for weekend events that have 12,500 or more attendees.


Criteria air pollutant emissions were calculated for all project operational emission sources, including mobile sources (vehicles), generators, natural gas boilers, and area sources. USEPA emission factors were used for generators and boilers. Vehicle trip emissions were calculated using EMFAC2011 emissions factors from the CARB, based on vehicle trip generation rates developed for this project (see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation). The proposed project would include a number of measures that would reduce criteria air pollutant emissions. For example, the project’s trip generation takes into account the project’s proximity to transit service. The project would also include: bike and pedestrian infrastructure; daily parking charge; provision of bike parking; increased energy efficiency beyond Title 24; meeting Green Building Code standards; and installation of low-water use appliances and fixtures. Calculated air pollutant emissions for the proposed project have already incorporated emission reductions associated with these measures.	Comment by Alison Kirk: EMFAC2014 was released in Nov. 2014. Shouldn’t the DEIR analysis be based on EMFAC2014? 


[bookmark: _GoBack]The results of the project operational criteria air pollutant emissions calculations are presented in Table 5.4-9 below. Details on calculations and methodology are provided in Appendix AQ. Table 5.4-9 indicates that operational criteria air pollutant emissions of the proposed project would result in emission of criteria pollutants and precursors that would be at levels below the thresholds of significance for PM10 and PM2.5. However, the estimated operational emissions of ROG and NOx would exceed the significance threshold, resulting in a significant air quality impact.


Table 5.4-9
Average Daily and Maximum Annual Operational Emissions


			


			Average Daily Emissions (pounds/day)





			


			ROG


			NOx


			PM10


			PM2.5





			Emission Source


			 


			 


			 


			 





			Mobile Sources


			42


			109


			77


			22





			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 


			79


			124


			80


			25





			Threshold


			54


			54


			82


			54





			Above Threshold?


			Yes


			Yes


			No


			No





			


			Maximum Annual Emissions (short tons/year)





			


			ROG


			NOx


			PM10


			PM2.5





			Emission Source


			 


			 


			 


			 





			Mobile Sources 


			7.6


			20


			14


			4.0





			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 


			15


			23


			14.6


			4.5





			Threshold


			10


			10


			15


			10





			Above Threshold?


			Yes


			Yes


			No


			No





			Estimated Emissions Reduction Required


			4.46


			12.64


			0


			0











SOURCE: ENVIRON, 2015








The main health concern of exposure to ground‐level ozone, for which ROG and NOx are ozone precursors, is effects on the respiratory system, especially on lung function. Several factors influence these health impacts, including the concentrations of ground‐level ozone in the atmosphere, the duration of exposure, average volume of air breathed per minute, the length of intervals between short‐term exposures, and the sensitivity of the person to the exposure.[footnoteRef:2],[footnoteRef:3] The concentration of ground‐level ozone in the atmosphere is influenced by the volume of air available for dilution, the temperature, and the intensity of ultraviolet light. In the Bay Area, the worst case conditions for ozone formation occur in the summer and early fall on warm, windless, sunny days.[footnoteRef:4] [2: 	The World Bank Group, Pollution Prevention and Abatement Handbook 1998: Toward Cleaner Production, pp.227–230, 1999. Available online at www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/dd7c9800488553e0b0b4f26a6515bb18/Handbook GroundLevel Ozone.pdf?MOD=AJPERES (accessed July 10, 2014)]  [3: 	U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Air Quality Guide for Ozone, March 2008. www.airnow.gov/index.cfm? action= pubs.aqiguid eozone (accessed July 10, 2014).]  [4: 	Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Air Pollutants, January 30, 2013. Available online at www.baaqmd.gov/Divisions/ Communications ‐and ‐Outreach/ Air‐Quality‐in‐the‐Bay‐Area/Air‐Pollutants.aspx (accessed July 10, 2014).] 



Given these various factors, it is difficult to predict the magnitude of health effects from the project’s exceedance of significance criteria for regional ROG and NOx emissions. The increase in emissions associated with the proposed project represents a fraction of total SFBAAB regional ROG and NOx emissions (79 pounds of ROG per day compared to 265 tons per day in the SFBAAB region in 2012 and 124 pounds of NOx per day compared to 318 tons per day in the SFBAAB region).[footnoteRef:5] Although Table 5.4‐1 indicates that the most stringent applicable ozone standards were not exceeded at the Potrero Hill monitoring station between 2010 and 2014, the SFBAAB region experienced an average of 8.4 days of exceedance per year between 2010 and 2014.[footnoteRef:6] The proposed project’s ROG and NOx increases could contribute to air quality violations in the SFBAAB region by contributing to more days of ozone exceedance or result in AQI values that are unhealthy for sensitive groups and other populations. As shown in Table 5.4‐3, the SFBAAB has averaged between 8 and 19 days per year that are considered unhealthy for sensitive groups and had 2 unhealthy (red) days in the last 5 years. On unhealthy days, persons are recommended to avoid both prolonged and heavy exertion outdoor activities.[footnoteRef:7] [5: 	California Air Resources Board, The California Almanac of Emissions and Air Quality – 2013 Edition, May 21, 2014. Available online at www.arb.ca.gov/aqd/almanac/almanac13/almanac13.htm (accessed April 23, 2015).]  [6: 	Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Annual Bay Area Air Quality Summaries, 2014. Available online at www.baaqmd.gov/Divisions/Communications‐and‐Outreach/Air‐Quality‐in‐the‐Bay‐Area/Air‐Quality‐Summaries.aspx (accessed October 3, 2014).]  [7: 	U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Air Quality Index, A Guide to Air Quality and Your Health, February 2014. Available online at www.epa.gov/airnow/aqi_brochure_02_14.pdf (accessed September 8, 2014.] 



Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a (Reduce Operational Emissions) and Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b (Emission Offsets) are identified to reduce ROG and NOx emissions associated with project operations. In addition, implementation Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1 (Implement Measures to Reduce Vehicle Trips) would also reduce operational emissions.


Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a and Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1 would reduce operational emissions of ROG and NOx primarily through reduction in mobile sources through implementation of additional transportation demand measures (TDM) beyond those already included as part of the proposed project. Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, provides a detailed analysis regarding strategies to reduce transportation impacts, which form the basis for Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a. However, as described in Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, the feasibility of the additional TDM measures listed in Mitigation Measures M-AQ-2a, is currently unknown. Even though the California Air Pollution Control Officers Administration estimates that “commute trip reduction” strategies can result in a commuter trip reduction of 1.0 to 6.2 percent,[footnoteRef:8] the specific TDM strategies identified for this project address more than just commute trips, and it is unknown if a higher percentage reduction of overall vehicle trips is attainable. Notwithstanding these estimated reductions, it is assumed that specific quantitative reduction of vehicle trips associated with the additional TDM would be difficult to quantify and the success of any one measure variable; therefore, no emissions reduction are attributed to Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a or Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1. [8: 	CAPCOA, Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures, August 2010. p.218] 



To address operational emission levels of ROG and NOx exceeding the SEIR’s significance thresholds, Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b, Emission Offsets, is identified to offset project operational emissions by funding the implementation of one or more emission reduction projects within the air basin. As discussed above under “Regulatory Setting,” the BAAQMD administers the Carl Moyer program Program within the SFBAAB, which establishes the cost-effectiveness criteria for funding emissions reduction projects at $18,030 per weighted ton of ROG, NOx and PM emissions.[footnoteRef:9] The Carl Moyer guidelines can be used to evaluate other emissions reduction projects within the SFBAAB that are administered by the Strategic Incentive Division of BAAQMD. Based on the current Carl Moyer cost effectiveness criteria and a 5 percent administrative fee, payment of $951,300 323,729 to the Strategic Incentives Division of the BAAQMD to implement emission reduction projects within the SFBAAB would be sufficient to offset the regional criteria pollutant emissions generated by construction and operation of the proposed project that would remain in excess of the applicable thresholds. In addition, if any criteria pollutant emissions from construction activities are in excess of the selected threshold after mitigation, these emissions will be offset in the same manner, at the same cost per weight ton of ROG, NOx and PM emissions, and Capital Recovery Factor and with any additional 5% administrative fee. 	Comment by Alison Kirk: This footnote doesn’t explain the Capital Recovery Factor (0.347) and therefore is confusing. [9: 	The following equation is used to calculated the Weighted Emissions Reductions: Weighted Emissions Reductions= NOx reductions (tons/year)+ROG Reductions (tons/year) +(20 x (PM Reductions (tons/year))). ] 



Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b would require the project sponsor to pay an offset mitigation fee to the BAAQMD to fund emissions reduction projects that would reduce emissions of ROG and NOx to below the applicable thresholds in the amount of 17.1 tons of ozone precursors. Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b also assumes that the BAAQMD would report to the lead agency the final emissions reductions funded by the mitigation fee and that the BAAQMD would refund the project sponsor for any unspent mitigation fees upon meeting the required emissions reductions indicated in Table 5.4-9 above, and any additional construction emissions mitigations.


The project sponsor has agreed to fund Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b;[footnoteRef:10] however, because implementation of an emissions offset project is dependent in part on the actions of a third party, this measure is not fully within the control of the project sponsor. As such, the impact related to regional emissions of criteria pollutants associated with project operations is conservatively considered significant and unavoidable with mitigation.  [10: 	CITE MITIGATION AGREEMENT] 



Summary of Impact AQ-2, Operational Emissions


Operation of the proposed project would include a variety of sources that would contribute to long term emissions of criteria air pollutants (ROG, NOx, PM10, and PM2.5). These sources would include new vehicle trips, maintenance and operation of standby diesel generators, boilers, and area sources such as landscape equipment and use of consumer products. Calculations of average daily and maximum annual emissions indicate that under the proposed project without mitigation, levels of ROG and NOx would exceed significance thresholds; this would be a significant impact. With implementation of Mitigation Measures M-AQ-2a (Reduce Operational Emissions) and Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1, operational emissions of ROG and NOx would still be significant due to the as yet unknown feasibility of the mitigation strategies. Consequently, emission offsets, Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b, represent the only available mitigation option to address operations-related emissions. However, this impact is conservatively considered significant and unavoidable with mitigation because implementation of an emissions offset project is dependent in part on the actions of a third party, beyond the control of the project sponsor. 


Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: Reduce Operational Emissions 


The project sponsor shall implement the following measures as feasible:


· Provision of outlets for electrically powered landscape equipment


· Mitigation Measure M-TR-2c: Additional Strategies to Reduce Transportation Impacts (see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, Impact TR-2)


· Mitigation Measure M-TR-11c: Additional Strategies to Reduce Transportation Impacts of Overlapping Events (see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, Impact TR-11)


Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b: Emission Offsets


Prior to commencement of construction, the project sponsor shall pay a mitigation offset fee to the BAAQMD’s Strategic Incentives Division in an amount not to exceed $323,729951,300 to fund one or more emissions reduction projects within the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin (SFBAAB). This fee shall fund emissions reduction projects to achieve reductions of 17.1 tons of ozone precursors (ROG and NOx). 4.46 tons per year of ROG and 12.64 tons per year of NOx. Documentation of payment shall be provided to OCII or its designated representative.


Acceptance of this fee by the BAAQMD shall serve as an acknowledgment and commitment by the BAAQMD to: (1) implement an emissions reduction project(s) within one year of receipt of the mitigation fee to achieve the emission reduction objectives specified above; and (2) provide documentation to OCII or its designated representative and to the project sponsor describing the project(s) funded by the mitigation fee, including the amount of emissions of ROG and NOx reduced (tons per year) within the SFBAAB from the emissions reduction project(s). If there is any remaining unspent portion of the mitigation offset fee following implementation of the emission reduction project(s), the project sponsor shall be entitled to a refund in that amount from the BAAQMD. To qualify under this mitigation measure, the specific emissions retrofit project must result in emission reductions within the SFBAAB that would not otherwise be achieved through compliance with existing regulatory requirements.


Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1: Implement Measures to decrease vehicle trips, as described in Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measures E.46 through E.50 (see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation, in this SEIR for further discussion)


Of these Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measures, Mitigation Measure E.46 has already been implemented and Mitigation Measure E.48 applies only to UCSF. Consequently, only the Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measures E.47, E.49, and E.50 would apply to the proposed project.


Mitigation Measure E.47: Prepare a Transportation System Management Plan (generally applicable to the proposed project, see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation)


Mitigation Measure E.49: Make a good faith effort to assist the Port of San Francisco and others in ongoing studies of the feasibility of expanding regional ferry service. Make good-faith efforts to assist in implementing feasible study recommendations. (Applicable to the proposed project, see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation)


Mitigation Measure E.50: Telecommuting/flexible hours. Where feasible, offer employees in the Project Area the opportunity to work on flexible schedules and/or telecommute so they could avoid peak hour traffic conditions. (Applicable to the proposed project, see Section 5.2, Transportation and Circulation)


Comparison of Impact AQ-2 to Mission Bay FSEIR Impact Analysis 


The Mission Bay FSEIR identified the operational air quality impact with respect to criteria air pollutants as significant and unavoidable due to NOx emissions in excess of 16 times greater than the 1998 threshold, ROG emissions in excess of 10 times the 1998 threshold and PM10 emission in excess of 24 times the 1998 threshold. Thus, the impact conclusion for the proposed project is essentially the same as that in the Mission Bay FSEIR for the entire Mission Bay plan area for ROG and NOx, though unlike the conclusions of the FSEIR, the proposed project's operational emissions would not exceed the PM10 threshold. Therefore, the project would not result in a new or substantially more severe significant impact than was previously identified. As described above, Mission Bay FSEIR Mitigation Measure F.1 (which is the same as Mission Bay FSEIR Transportation Measures E.46 through E.50), would still apply to the proposed project.









Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Warriors Air Quality Offset Mitigation Measure
 
Dear BAAQMD Staff,
 
Thank you for patiently explaining the various incentive programs that you administer and helping to
walk us through a feasible offset mitigation measure to add to the Warriors CEQA document. 
Attached for your review is the operational criteria air pollutant impact analysis with the offset
mitigation measure included.  Please note that this measure includes certain reporting requirements
of the air district should you accept the offset mitigation funds.  Given our expedited timeline, we
are asking for your review and any edits or comments on this mitigation measure by next


Wednesday, May 6th. The mitigation measure appears on page 5 of this 6 page document.
 
Lastly, I want to update you that CARB has accepted the Warriors AB 900 application and concluded
that the project would result in no net increase in GHG emissions.
 
Please call me if you have any questions.
 
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 
 



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/






From: Marcia Smolens
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:14:57 AM


3015.    Hope it it only in your email.   If printed, will require clock stop and restart
when corrected.   


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566


On May 7, 2015, at 8:18 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Which date?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:17 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Please correct the date.  Typo.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 7:31 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors
posted required notification (attached to this email as well) in the



mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





Chronicle that the Event Center project has been certified as eligible as an
Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial
review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute
and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving
this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and
Investment (OCII) will continue to analyze the project in accordance with
the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act, including
the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day opportunity for
public review and comment and public approval hearings on the
document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a
formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (ECN); Lauren Weingartner; Emily Woods; "Mallory Shure"; Sean Bailey; David Carlock;


Clarke Miller; richyworks@mac.com; jwinters@swagroup.com; Marlena Omotayo
Subject: Draft Memo
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 8:31:00 AM
Attachments: MBS GSW SD Workshop Memo.docx


Here is the draft memo for folks to review and help fill in blanks.  I have not let this sit overnight, so
certain there will be typos.  We have several people that will be reviewing this, so expect changes. 
Also, provide all comments in redline.  I would appreciate if someone from the GSW team could pull
together all the team’s comments so that I don’t end up with 10 docs to merge in.
 
Thanks
 
PS – I have some meetings today and will look at the site plans when I get back. 
 
(Curses – forgot to hit send on this last night)
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE
MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
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INFORMATIONAL MEMORANDUM





TO:	Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure





FROM:	Tiffany Bohee


	Executive Director





SUBJECT:	Workshop on the Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs and Event Management Plan for the Golden State Warriors Event Center and Mixed-Use Development on Blocks 29 to 32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area








EXECUTIVE SUMMARY





GSW Arena LLC (“GSW”), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC, which owns and operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association (“NBA”) team, proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and a variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open space and structured parking (“GSW Project”) on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco. The project site is bounded by South Street on the north, Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, and by the future planned realigned Terry A. François Boulevard on the east. GSW has entered into an agreement to purchase the project site from the current site owner, an affiliate of salesforce.com.





The GSW has submitted Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs for Blocks 29-32 (“Schematic Designs”), pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement. The Schematic Designs address the design of the 18,064-seat state-of-the-art Event Center; two office/retail buildings at South and 16th Streets with about 500,000 leasable square feet of office and two 160-foot towers; up to 61,000 square feet of retail uses in the Food Hall at South Street and along Terry Francois Boulevard, in the office buildings, and in the Gatehouse at the 3rd Street Plaza; open space and landscaping, including an open space plaza of civic importance along 3rd Street; as well as the associated bike and vehicle parking and loading to serve the project.  





Since the Mission Bay South Design for Development (“Design for Development”) regulations, which control the design of the site, for Blocks 29-32 were focused on office and retail uses versus an event center, the Design for Development will require amendments by the Commission to allow the proposed GSW Project.  The proposed Design for Development Amendments principally relate to height of the event center, building massing, number of towers, tower separation, and bulk. In no case will the GSW Project exceed the 160’ height limit or otherwise be inconsistent with the standards set forth in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.  





The City is coordinating City services outside the site including public transit service, traffic management, public safety, event coordination and neighborhood quality of life concerns.  A draft Events Management Plan has been prepared to address these issues, including the identification of a number of capital and operating improvements to meet the project’s anticipated transportation demand.


  


The Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee (“CAC”) has discussed the GSW Project, and related topics, at 10 meetings since May 2014, including two meetings in March and April 2015 to discuss the Schematic Designs.  In addition to meeting with the CAC, the GSW and OCII/City staff have also held numerous meetings with other stakeholders. Comments received to date focus on design, traffic congestion/parking, events management, and construction impacts.  Overall, the Mission Bay CAC and community have responded positively to the design of the GSW Project.





The Planning Commission will be holding an informational workshop on the Schematic Designs at its May 28, 2015 meeting.  Once both Commissions have provided comments on the Schematic Designs, the GSW will move into the next stage of design with the Design Development and Construction Drawings.  No official actions can be made related to the GSW Project until further environmental impact review is completed and certified by the OCII Commission, anticipated to occur in early fall 2015. 








BACKGROUND





Golden State Warriors Project 





GSW Arena LLC (“GSW”), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC, which owns and operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association (“NBA”) team, proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center and a variety of mixed uses, including office, retail, open space and structured parking (“GSW Project”) on an approximately 11-acre site (Blocks 29-32) within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Area of San Francisco (see Exhibit A for a location map). The project site is bounded by South Street on the north, Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, and by the future planned realigned Terry A. François Boulevard on the east. The project site is across Third Street from the University of California, San Francisco (“UCSF”) research campus and near the future UCSF Medical Center.  The San Francisco Bay and the future public park Park P22 are located across Terry A. Francois Boulevard from the development site.  GSW has entered into an agreement to purchase the project site from the current site owner, an affiliate of salesforce.com.





The GSW Project will include an 18,064-seat state-of-the-art Event Center and two prominent office buildings with about 500,000 leasable square feet of office space, surrounding an open space plaza of civic importance.  In addition to the event center and office space, the project will include up to 61,000 leasable square feet of retail (including a Food Hall), automobile and bicycle parking, service and loading areas and a series of smaller open spaces.  





Previous Major Phase Review





The Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (“OPA”) between OCII and FOCIL-MB and the Interagency Cooperation Agreement (“ICA”) between OCII and City departments establish the protocols for development approvals in Mission Bay South. As specified in the OPA, the first stage of development approval is the preparation of a Major Phase submission, which provides information on proposed land uses and intensities of development, height, bulk, and massing of future buildings, location and general design of open space, and the subdivision of blocks into building parcels. The next stage after a Major Phase, is the preparation of Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs for individual buildings and major open spaces.  A draft Major Phase for the GSW Project was prepared and presented to the Commission on January 6, 2015.  








DISCUSSION





The GSW Project provides for the development of an 18,064-seat event center, about half a million leasable square feet of office space, between 50,470 and 61,100 leasable square feet of new retail space, and a series publicly accessible open spaces, as well as 1,082 parking spaces (950 of which would be on Blocks 29-32 and the other 132 spaces located in an existing South Street garage) and ancillary service and circulation areas.  The mix of uses is designed to ensure that the site is active not only during an event, but at all other times as well through the inclusion of office and retail uses to provide employment and retail opportunities for the surrounding neighborhood and larger San Francisco community. The project would be designed to Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED®) Gold standards using a campus approach, whereby each individual proposed structure as well as the overall site would qualify for individual Gold ratings.  The land use program is summarized in Table 1.





Exhibits B and C depicts the site plan for the GSW Project and identifies the primary components of the GSW Project.  The site is broken into the following components:  the 18,064-seat Event Center, the XXX square foot South Street Building, the XXX square foot 16th Street Building, the Food Hall/Eastside Retail, the Gatehouse, the underlying parking podium, and the surrounding open space and landscaping, including the 3rd Street Plaza.  The GSW have drafted Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs for each of these components (“Schematic Designs”), as described in more detail below. 





The design team for the GSW Project consists of:


· Event Center/Gatehouse - MANICA Architecture


· South and 16th Street Buildings – Pfau Long Architecture/AE3 Partners (Joint Venture)


· Retail/Food Hall - Richyworks


· Open Space/Landscaping – SWA Group












[bookmark: _Toc400381583][bookmark: _Toc398564756][bookmark: _Toc402188557]TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF PROPOSED GSW PROJECT 


			Project Component


			Characteristic





			Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity


			18,064 seats 





			Size 


			Total LSFa





			Event Center


South and 16th Street Office Space


Retail Space - Total


Total Building Area


			506,500


503,900


50,470-61,100b


1,061,900-1,071,500 LSF





			Height/Levels 


Event Center 


South and 16th Street Office/Retail Building






Food Hall and TFB Retail 


Gatehouse


			


135 feet


160 feet (11 stories) total [90-foot (6-story) podiums with 70-foot (5story) towers above]; retail uses within street level and plaza-level floors 


41 feet 


38 feet 





			Parking/Loading Spaces


			Blocks 29-32:


950 parking stalls below-grade or at-grade (concealed by Third Street Plaza)


13 truck docks below-grade


Existing off-site at 450 South Street Parking Garage:


132 parking stalls





			Vehicular Access 


			Access point for autos and all large trucks on 16th Street at Illinois Street


Access point for autos and small trucks on South Street at Bridgeview Way





			Open Space


			3.2 acres








NOTES:


LSF = leasable square feet. 





a	The maximum commercial and retail square footage allowed under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan is tracked by leasable square footage.  


b	The GSW are negotiating with UCSF to purchase the rights to develop additional retail square footage on-site.  As a result, there is a range of the amount of retail square footage that is being proposed, with the lower range being the amount that would be developed if the GSW is unable to obtain the additional retail rights.








GSW Schematic Design Overview





The following describes the Schematic Designs in more detail.  Exhibits D-AA depict the schematic designs for all the various sections of the GSW Project and proposed planting materials and site furnishing.





Event Center


The approximately 560,000-leasable square foot, 18,064-seat Event Center is located on the eastside of the site, overlooking Park P22 and the San Francisco Bay and has a maximum height of 135 feet at the middle of the rooftop.  In addition to the event floor and seating bowl, it will contain guest amenity areas (clubs and suites), food vendors, back-of-house support (staff locker rooms, production kitchens for food and beverage, equipment storage), building operations areas (mechanical and utility rooms, loading and receiving areas), and GSW practice facility and team headquarters. Back of house areas will not be visible to patrons and members of the public except where purposefully designed (for instance, a show kitchen), and many are located below grade or on restricted-access building levels.





The building’s two primary entries are located at its northwest (“Main Entrance”) and southeast (“Theater Entrance”) corners. Both entries lead to a publicly accessible grand building lobby prior to ticketing patrons. The Theater Entrance, in particular, is demarcated by the dramatic proscenium archway, designed to reinforce a sense of entry as patrons walk underneath the gatewaylike structure. The proscenium also enhances programming opportunities for the Southeast Plaza by framing the space.





The Bayfront Terrace is located on the northern façade of the Event Center and includes both an arena amenity space (lower level) and a view terrace and interior space (upper level). The latter is accessible at all times, including nonevent hours, via two distinct building entries (on Terry Francois Boulevard and the pedestrian path/Food Hall) and a dedicated elevator. The Bayfront Terrace will provide views into the Event Center seating bowl and a dramatic panorama of the San Francisco skyline, Bay, Bay Bridge and planned Park P22. The Terrace’s height, below that of the Event Center itself, also helps step the building’s scale down towards the park and the water.





Pedestrians and patrons may walk from one Event Center entry to another via the pedestrian path that curves along the Event Center’s northern side, bringing patrons past retail and potential art or lighting installations as they rise from an elevation of 10 feet to 26 feet above grade along a gentle slope. Additional access around the building includes a walk along the 16th Street sidewalk and landscaped setback area, and passage through the atrium connecting 16th Street midblock with the 3rd Street Plaza along Third Street. Both the atrium and the pedestrian path terminate at the 3rd Street Plaza to the northwest, and the Southeast Plaza to the southeast, thereby creating a network of programmed or passive public spaces. 





The Event Center’s façade system will include three primary materials. First, glass glazing systems at the main entry plaza (west side) and southeast lobby. Second, metal panels will encase a significant portion of the building enclosure. These panels will include perforated patterns that add depth, motion, and opportunities for creative lighting to the building façade. Finally, a durable and maintenance-free building material, such as patterned Glass Fiber Reinforced Concrete (GRFC) or precast concrete, will encase the building’s base, grounding the structure and providing accents through careful use of texture and/or color. Terra Cotta may also be introduced at the building’s base.





South Street and 16th Street Office/Retail Buildings


Two office and retail buildings would be located on the west side of the project site, at the corner of Third Street and South Street (“South Street Building”) and at the corner of Third Street and 16th Street (“16th Street Building”).  Both buildings are about XX leasable square feet in size, which includes about XX leasable square feet of retail.  They each combine a 6-story (90-foot) mixed-use podium and an 11-story (160-foot) office tower for each building, with retail along the 3rd Street Plaza at the podium level to help activate the plaza area. The design for the tower on each building is tear-dropped in plan, which will complement the Event Center’s curvilinear aesthetic and that of the other structures on-site without mimicking it. Projected and shaped aluminum sunshade blades add texture to the sleek, curved glass form. The tower will be differentiated from its context in Mission Bay by its warmth, color, irregularity, and curves.





The buildings’ podiums wrap into the 3rd Street Plaza with a welcoming curved gestural form, drawing pedestrians and event patrons into the plaza along sloped walkways below, along an active retail use. The primary office lobby entrance for the South Street Building will be located on the corner of South Street and 3rd Streets, with an additional entrance off of the 3rd Street Plaza. The primary office lobby entrance for the 16th Street Building will be located on the corner of 16th Street and 3rd Streets, with an additional entrance off of the 3rd Street Plaza.





The skin of both buildings will include a variety of cladding types including outside glazed low-E unitized curtain wall system, fritted spandrel glazing and resin coated wood accent panels and soffits to add warmth. A serrated curtainwall system will round the corner into the main plaza, further breaking down the scale of the building at the podium and adding contrasting visual interest to the curved form of the building.





The roofs of the podiums for each building will include an occupiable green roof with integrated stormwater treatment. This will be both an amenity for tower tenants, and a highly visible feature of the development from neighboring buildings.  Mechanical systems on the tower roofs will be fully screened by painted metal screenwall and laid out with visibility from nearby neighborhoods in mind. Podium rooftop equipment will be incorporated into landscape elements wherever possible. 





Food Hall/Eastside Retail/Gatehouse


Retail uses are planned to occupy several areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the South and 16th Street Buildings; 41-foot high retail buildings along Terry A. François Boulevard and South Street, which would contain the “Food Hall,” a retail concept similar to the Ferry Building; and the “Gatehouse” building located in the 3rd Street Plaza, which has a sloping height from 28 to 32 feet, located along Third Street. 





Food Hall/Eastside Retail: The Food Hall is located at the corner of South Street and Terry François Boulevard and consists of a roughly triangular structure.  It is accessible at grade from an entry plaza, partially occupied by street furniture from neighboring retail tenants, and from the elevated pedestrian path 26 feet above grade. It is designed to accommodate a number of small, local vendors and producers of artisan goods, in combination with prepared food and sit-down dining areas. A retail tenant such as a food and beer garden will occupy the Food Hall roof, accessible from the pedestrian path or from Terry Francois Boulevard (via vertical circulation elements including stairwells, lifts, and the food hall interior).  Standalone retail also lines Terry Francois Boulevard at grade, as well as additional standalone retail at the podium level on South Street. These spaces are envisioned as centers for high-quality food and beverage, wellness, and community. 





The Food Hall/Eastside Retail elements are comprised for a system of vertical and horizontal divisions in industrial-inspired materials, which lend a consistent architectural language to the street frontage. Within this framework, individual tenants will have freedom to customize storefronts to create a diverse, varied, and urban feel.  Taking advantage of the views of Park P22 and the Bay, open doorways and wide windows will create a porous ground level, terraces and programmed rooftops will provide views from above, and the Food Hall and nearby retail elevations will “step down” to the water to create a comfortable scale.





Gatehouse:  The XX-leasable square foot Gatehouse is located on the western edge of the 3rd Street Plaza, helping to activate the plaza area and provide wind protection.  The two-level building will house elevators connected to parking facilities and a small amount of retail.  The second floor of the building will also provide staging space for broadcasts of events held at the Events Center, as well as for other special events in the 3rd Street Plaza.  The primary material for the Gatehouse will be glass, to create a transparent character for the building.





Public Open Space 


The GSW Project will include approximately 3.2 acres of publically accessible open space areas that will be comprised of two primary plazas (one along 3rd Street and one at the southeast corner of the site) and additional paved or landscaped areas.  The main XX-square foot, 3rd Street Plaza is raised eight feet above the Third Street sidewalk and will be roughly equivalent in area to the central flat plaza area at Union Square and the main plaza at Rockefeller Center.  The plaza will be programed to activate it on a daily basis in conjunction with the activity generated by the fronting retail uses at the base of the surrounding buildings.  The 3rd Street Plaza has been designed with flexibility in mind to accommodate the range of programming, and as a result, the design includes large-scale moveable occupiable planters that can be rearranged.  The center oval shaped lawn area is designed to be similarly flexible and the center lawn can be replaced with wood, ice, and other surfaces to accommodate events.





The smaller 25,000-square foot Southeast Plaza at the corner of Terry Francois and 16th Street leads into the secondary entrance to the Event Center and will be used as the primary entrance for theater events.  A 300-space bicycle valet facility is located on this plaza, and an additional overflow, temporary bicycle corral could be located in the plaza for events anticipating to attract a larger number of bicycle riders.





In addition to the plazas, there is are private green roofs on top of the two office buildings and public walkways that wrap around the exterior of the north and eastern-sides of the Event Center to connect the 3rd Street Plaza to the Food Hall, bayfront overlook, main concourse entry, Bayfront Terrace exterior entry, and 16th Street. 





The open spaces will also serve to move people to and from the Event Center events in an organized manner, allowing for adequate staging areas to avoid spilling of pedestrians onto the surrounding sidewalks and streets.  The corners at 3rd Street and 16th and South Streets have been expanded to allow for pedestrian staging for transit. A linear lighting element imbedded in the paving ties the entire site together by guiding visitors from 3rd Street into the 3rd Street Plaza, and then around the Event Center to the Southeast Plaza at the Theater Entrance.  Finally, the landscaping also will serve for on-site stormwater treatment using the green roofs, rain gardens and a continuous green ring on top of the Event Center.  





Circulation, Transit and Automobile and Bicycle Parking


All parking and loading for the site is located below ground, or concealed at grade, (two below grade, and one concealed at street level) and is accessed through two garage entries, one at the intersection of 16th and Illinois Streets and the other mid-block along South Street, between 3rd Street and Terry Francois Boulevard.  Truck loading will only take place at the 16th Street entrance, with the retail parking using the South Street entrance.  The GSW Project is proposing 950 underground parking spaces within Blocks 29-32, with an additional 132 parking spaces located in an existing garage at 450 South Street, for a total of 1,082 spaces to serve the GSW Project.  XX loading docks will be provided to serve the site.  While determining the appropriate number of on-site parking spaces, opportunities for sharing parking between the daytime office uses and the larger night/weekend event center uses is assumed.  In addition, the Event Management Plan (discussed below) is being developed to encourage people to utilize transit and other alternative modes of transportation to minimize the need for vehicle parking and minimize the traffic impacts surrounding the site. 





The GSW Project is incorporating bicycle facilities to encourage bicycling to and from the site and to take advantage of the dedicated bike lanes planned or existing on 16th Street, Illinois St. and Terry Francois Boulevard.  In addition to enclosed bicycle storage for the office/retail buildings (111 spaces) and bicycle racks on the sidewalks surrounding the site (75 spaces), the GSW Project will include a secure permanent bike valet for approximately 300 bicycles which will likely be operated on a valet basis during major events.  The bike valet will be located at the corner of 16th Street or Terry Francois Boulevard at the Theater Entrance to the Event Center, where the bicycle lanes serving the site are located. The GSW Project landscaping plan includes space within the plaza areas to allow for occasional temporary bike corrals with a capacity of at least additional 100 spaces for larger events anticipated to attract higher numbers of bicycle riders.  Appropriate locations for the City’s Bike Share pods are being explored to connect the event center to the city system.





The GSW Project will be well-served by local transit.  The site sits on the Third Street Light Rail line (T 3rd Street), which will see increased service with completion of the Central Subway.  The 55-16th Street motor coach provides service to Mission Bay from the 16th Street BART station, with the extension of the 22 Fillmore trolley coach following.  Both lines will travel north along Third Street in front of the site.  The Caltrain station is located less than a half-mile north from the site at 4th and King, with another Caltrain station located to the south at 22nd Street.  The Event Management Plan propose to provide special bus shuttles to connect event attendees with BART, ferry and other regional transit systems.





Public Art


The GSW Project will be required to comply with the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Art Requirement that requires any development with 25,000 gross square feet or more of retail and commercial uses to install art on-site or pay a fee to OCII for use for art in public park, in an amount equal to 1% of the hard costs of initial construction of projects.  A project can include a combination of on-site art and off-site fees to meet the 1% requirement. The GSW will be hiring an arts consultant as part of its professional services team to help develop a public arts program for the project and will outreach to local artists to encourage their participation in the GSW Project.












Proposed Amendments to the Design for Development Standards





In Mission Bay South, the design of development is regulated by the Design for Development.  Since the Design for Development regulations for Blocks 29-32 were focused on office and retail uses, versus an event center, the Design for Development will require amendments to allow the proposed GSW Project.  Exhibit BB summarizes the amendments to the Design for Development that would need to allow the proposed GSW Project (“Design for Development Amendments”). The proposed Design for Development Amendments principally relate to height of the event center, building massing, number of towers, tower separation, and bulk. In no case will the GSW Project exceed the 160-foot height limit or otherwise be inconsistent with the standards set forth in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.  The proposed Design for Development Amendments would be adopted prior to approval of the Schematic Designs, anticipated in early fall 2015. 





Events Management Plan





The San Francisco Office of Economic and Workforce Development (“OEWD”) has taken the lead in coordinating City services outside the site including public transit service, traffic management, public safety, event coordination and neighborhood quality of life concerns.   In addition to design, massing and construction impacts, these topics have generated the most discussion within the Mission Bay community.  





On top of the major transportation improvements already in planning or construction to serve Mission Bay (completion of the street grid, Central Subway, Caltrain modernization, etc.), the City proposes a number of capital and operating improvements to meet the project’s anticipated transportation demand (“Event Management Plan”):  





· Transit: The City proposes to purchase four additional light rail vehicles and improve the capacity and frequency of the T-Third line; extend the existing boarding platform at Third and South Streets; run three special event shuttles to regional transit stations; complete the 16th Street Bus Rapid Transit lane and increase bus service along 16th; and coordinate with both the Mission Bay shuttle program and regional transit operators such as Caltrain, Bay Area Rapid Transit (“BART”), Water Emergency Transportation Authority (“WETA”) and Golden Gate to provide increased special event service. 


 


· Vehicular Access: The City proposes to deploy up to 21 parking control officers to control key intersections and neighborhood circulation by overriding traffic lights, preventing lane and driveway blockages, creating local access only corridors and protecting emergency vehicle access to the UCSF Mission Bay campus; install changeable message signs along key access routes to direct traffic; signalize three intersections to prevent modal conflicts and protect bicycle and pedestrian safety; and utilize mobile technology to facilitate pre-purchase of parking spaces to reduce circling.  





· Transportation Demand Management: The project site will implement aggressive demand management strategies such as limiting on-site parking to 950 spaces; providing space for over 500 bicycles on-site and sponsoring a bikeshare station; promoting alternative transportation modes through wayfinding, promotional incentives and event ads, tickets websites or mobile applications; and creating performance standards that, for instance, protect pedestrian safety, facilitate transit and limit auto mode share.





· Public Safety and Neighborhood Quality of Life:  Depending on the event type and size, the City proposes up to 14 police officers to patrol the neighborhoods surrounding the event center, along major access corridors and in support of UCSF campus security and adjacent business private security.  The GSW will maintain their own property, will provide or contract with a qualified contractor to provide similar services to surrounding areas impacted by event patrons and will create a Good Neighbor Policy to address everything from illegal vendors to meeting all applicable noise ordinances and creating a central point of contact for resolving any complaints.  





The City has focused specific consideration on arena events that overlap with events at AT&T Park and proposes several strategies to mitigate their impact on the neighborhood including coordinating schedules to avoid conflicts, staggering start times of private events if they cannot be rescheduled, and developing overflow parking lots south of the arena to accommodate any overflow parking.  Exhibit CC includes a more detailed summary of the proposed Events Management Plan, which was presented at the April 30, 2015 Mission Bay CAC meeting.





The City further proposes to use project-generated tax revenues to cover the estimated $6.6 million in City costs required to fund these improvements.  An independent, peer-reviewed fiscal analysis by Economic & Planning Systems, Inc. (“EPS”) estimates that the arena project will generate $14.11 million dollars in annual tax revenue.  This is net of all OCII revenues dedicated to Mission Bay infrastructure and affordable housing.  A complete copy of the EPS report is included as Exhibit DD.  





Citizens Advisory Committee and Community Outreach Program





The Mission Bay CAC is the official community group leading the community process for the GSW Project.  The CAC has discussed the GSW Project, and related topics, at its May, August, September, October, November and December 2014 meetings, as well as three other meetings in March and April 2015.  The Schematic Designs were discussed by the Mission Bay CAC at the March and April 2015 meetings. Overall the Mission Bay CAC was supportive of the Schematic Designs.  Most of the comments related to the Schematic Designs were to retain the simplicity and grace of the Event Center design, clarify some of the operational features, and ensure that environmental conditions, such as wind, are taken into consideration with the open space design. The community was also concerned about ensuring that the retail is designed to be successful and contribute to the overall neighborhood.





In addition to meeting with the CAC, the GSW and OCII/City staff have also outreached to other stakeholders, including:





· Mission Bay life science community


· Neighborhood leaders from: South Beach, Rincon Hill, Mission Bay, Dogpatch, and Potrero Hill


· UCSF


· San Francisco Giants


· San Francisco Bicycle Coalition


· San Francisco Walk


· Local residents and business/merchants





Comments received from the CAC and larger community fall within the following main categories:





1) Design and Massing (Major Phase)


· Bayfront terrace height and design


· Height and setback along the pedestrian edge of site and throughout buildings


· Local wind patterns


· High quality of design and creation of needed open space


· Excitement about an active area with commercial (food) retail options


· Understanding of great need for more office/lab space in area





2) Traffic Congestion and Parking


· Access to hospital, residents, and businesses during events


· Adequate transit to serve the site


· Location of parking


· Traffic control


· AT&T Park and GSW events on the same day


· Street closures and local access


· Adequate bicycle parking and infrastructure


· Congestion on the 4th Street bridge





3) Event Management


· Crowd control and security


· Trash and physical impacts on adjacent properties





4) Construction Impacts


· Noise, dust control, traffic, and vibration





In addition, at the end of April, a newly formed 501c(4) named the Mission Bay Alliance came out in opposition to the GSW Project stating concerns for the impact of the project on the new UCSF Medical Center in Mission Bay.  There have been many newspaper articles including statements from the Mission Bay Alliance expressing concerns they have related to traffic and parking impacts on the Mission Bay Medical Center, as well as expressing the group’s desire to expand UCSF onto the project site.  A representative from the Mission Bay Alliance attended the April 30, 2015 Mission Bay CAC meeting to express the group’s concerns.  According to the official statement from UCSF, UCSF is not affiliated with any group related to the GSW Project (see Exhibit EE). 








Equal Opportunity Program and Compliance with OCII Policies





The GSW shall comply with the OCII’s Nondiscrimination in Contracts, Minimum Compensation and Health Care Accountability policies and has worked closely with contract compliance staff to comply with the Small Business Enterprise (“SBE”) Program on this development.  The GSW have undertaken an extensive outreach process to identify opportunities for SBE participation in the project.  To offer opportunities to the greatest extent possible to small businesses and ensure their maximum participation, the GSW made deliberate efforts to divide scopes of work, including those for partnership opportunities with prime consultants. The GSW identified approximately 40 professional services opportunities and undertook a multi-stage solicitation effort.  Requests for qualifications (“RFQ”) were issued first to allow small businesses a quick and easy way to submit interests and qualifications. This was followed by issuance of request for proposals (“RFP”) to shortlisted firms to ascertain, in further detail, firm qualifications, approaches to the requested scope of work, and costs.  Interviews were conducted to ensure the best possible selection and, in some instances, connect small businesses for teaming arrangements.  





Due to the extensive process needed to screen and select firms, the GSW are proceeding to build its design and consultant team in a two phase approach: firms with disciplines that are needed immediately, such as architects, are being selected in the first phase (currently in progress), while disciplines that are not needed until a later date, such as testing and inspection, are being selected in the second phase, which is anticipated to occur mid- to late this year. To date the GSW have shortlisted, obtained proposals, and interviewed about 80% of the disciplines needed for this project, with efforts continuing.  The GSW have awarded 34 of the disciplines thus far, approximately 50% of which is going to SBEs. For informational purposes, GSW projects approximately 30% minority-owned business participation and 23% women-owned business participation, reflecting the diversity of the City and County of San Francisco in its team.  Exhibit FF provides a list of the proposed team.  





During the construction phase of this project, the GSW have expressed its commitment to meeting OCII's requirements and goals, which include the 50% SBE construction subcontracting participation goal, payment of prevailing wages and the 50% local construction workforce hiring goal. Additionally, permanent hiring will be subject to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement in accordance with the City’s First Source Hiring Program, which will ensure that San Francisco residents are given first consideration for the project’s permanent entry-level employment, with a 50% goal of the entry-level positions being filled by San Francisco residents.





CEQA Environmental Review





As part of its actions on September 17, 1998 establishing the Mission Bay Redevelopment Project Areas, the former Redevelopment Commission certified the project’s Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”), adopted California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) findings, adopted a series of mitigation measures, and established a comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring. The Board of Supervisors, the Planning Commission, and various City departments adopted similar findings and mitigation monitoring plans. This FSEIR includes by reference a number of addenda. 





The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 1518.  The Mission Bay FSEIR analyzed the environmental impacts associated with the development program proposed for the entire plan area, including the program under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, which includes Blocks 29-32. Thus, under CEQA, the proposed GSW Project is considered a subsequent activity under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment program.  However, the FSEIR did not anticipate the development of an event center on Blocks 29-32, so a focused EIR is being prepared to analyze the difference in impacts identified for the proposed project from those disclosed in 1998; the focused EIR will be a Subsequent EIR (“SEIR”) per CEQA Guidelines Section 15162.  OCII is considered the lead agency under CEQA for the SEIR, and the Commission will be responsible for certification of the SEIR.  The Draft SEIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 2015, with a public hearing held on the Draft SEIR with the Commission on June 30, 2015.





On April 30, 2015, Governor Brown certified that the GSW Project qualifies as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial review under the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act (Assembly Bill 900), Public Resources Code 21184.  A newspaper notification, pursuant to the requirements of the Jobs and Economic Improvement Act was published on May 7, 2015, along with on-site notification and mailing and emailing notifications to neighbors. 





No official actions can be made related to the GSW Project until the SEIR has been certified by the Commission, anticipated to occur in early fall 2015.  As a result, no action on the GSW Project can be made at this time, but it will return to the Commission for official action once the SEIR has been certified.





Next Steps 





On May 28, 2105, the Schematic Designs will also be presented to the San Francisco Planning Commission for review and comment.  The GSW will then take all the comments on the Schematic Designs and begin working on the Design Development and Construction Drawings.  The Draft SEIR is anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 for a 45-day review period, pursuant to CEQA.  A public hearing on the Draft SEIR will be held in front of the Commission on June 30, 2015.  Once the 45-day review period Draft SEIR is completed, a Final SEIR will be prepared for Commission review and certification in early Fall 2015.





It is anticipated that all of the Commission actions would occur at the same meeting as the certification of Final SEIR.  The GSW are planning on completing the project for the start of the 2018 basketball season.









[bookmark: _GoBack]The following is a summary of the anticipated schedule for review and approval of the GSW Project:





· Planning Commission Review of Schematic Designs – May 28, 2015


· Release of Draft SEIR – June 3, 2015


· OCII Commission Certification of Final SEIR - early fall 2015


· OCII Commission Approval of Design for Development Amendments, GSW Major Phase, and Schematic Designs - early fall 2015


· Planning Commission Approval of Schematic Designs for Office Buildings - early fall 2015





OCII Commission Review


Once the Commission certifies the Final SEIR, then it can approve all the actions needed to allow the GSW Project, including the Design for Development Amendments, Major Phase, and Schematic Designs.  It is anticipated that the Final SEIR will be ready for certification in early fall 2015 with project approval occurring at the same time.  There may also be amendments to other documents, such as the Mission Bay South Signage Plan, will be finalized once the Commission has provided comments on the Schematic Designs.





Planning Commission Review


While the Planning Commission does not have approval authority under the Mission Bay Plan for the GSW Major Phase or Design for Development Amendments, the Planning Commission does have oversight over the office allocation for the office components of the project, so the Schematic Designs for the Prop M office buildings included in the GSW Project will require Planning Commission final approval. (While the office space for this project has already been allocated and deducted from the City’s cumulative office cap according to prior approvals granted to Alexandria Real Estate Equities, the former owner of the project site, the allocation was conditioned on subsequent Planning Commission review of actual building designs as has been the protocol throughout Mission Bay.)  As with the Commission, the Planning Commission will not be able take final action on the schematic designs until the OCII Commission has certified the Final SEIR.  





Ongoing Design Review


The Schematic Designs will continue to be refined and improved during the Design Development review, consistent with the Schematic Designs presented in this memorandum.  Typically, as part of the Schematic Design review by the Commission, conditions of approval would be included as part of the approval process to identify areas that warrant additional design focus going forward.  Since the Commission will not be approving the Schematic Designs at this stage, the following provides a list of areas that staff will continue to work with the GSW design team going forward.  Comments provided by the Commission will also be added to this list, as well as public comments on the design.  OCII staff will continue to work with Planning Department, SFMTA and OEWD staff on the design review.





· Pedestrian Realm:  Ensure the portions of the GSW Project that abut the pedestrian realm (sidewalks and other public spaces) are made to be as active and visually interesting as possible. 


· Entrances:  Refine the various pedestrian to ensure that they are easily identifiable and in the case of the vehicular entrances, the entrances are designed to be visually interesting and safe.


· Retail Uses:  Refine the retail spaces to ensure a lively environment to activate the project site during none event times.


· Open Space/Landscaping:  Refine the open space plan to ensure that the plazas are activated and flexible in their use and ensure that the sidewalks as designed to allow safe and comfortable pedestrian movement.


· Materials and Colors:  Refine the color and materials palate to ensure a visually attractive project.


· Signage/Lighting:  Develop a signage and lighting plan that addresses the unique signage and lighting requirements of the Event Center, including lighting, wayfinding, and building identification, while being integrated into the surrounding community.








(Originated by Catherine Reilly, Project Manager)














Tiffany Bohee


Executive Director





(Sally – the highlights are my notes to the design team – will remove)


Exhibit A: 		Mission Bay Location Map 


Exhibit B: 	GSW Project Site Plan (this is the new one with everything labeled) 


Exhibit C:	Open Space Site Plan (if the Exhibit B is not detailed enough, need a site plan that clearly shows what the open space plan is and have it all detailed, include the green roofs on this as well)


Exhibit D:	Aerial View of Event Center Facing West (pretty rendering from previous presentations – not in the SDs currently)


Exhibit E:	Bird’s Eye View Facing Southeast (page 50 of OS/Parking SD – wasn’t there a nicer rendering done before?)


Exhibit F:	Event Center Southeast Theater Entrance (Page 38 Event Center SD)


Exhibit G:	Aerial View of Event Center and Food Hall Facing Southwest (Figure 3 in the Event Center SD)


Exhibit H:	Food Hall Entrance (page 42)


Exhibit I:	Event Center Main Entrance (Page 50 of Event Center SD)


Exhibit J:	Event Center Interior (Page 57 of Event Center SD)


Exhibit K:	Event Center Cross Section (Figure 27 of Event Center SD)


Exhibit L:	South Street Office/Retail Building Facing Southeast (page 51 OS SD)


Exhibit M:	16th Street Office/Retail Building Facing Northeast (page 04.2)


Exhibit N:	Northwest Plaza Entry at 3rd and South Streets (Page 53 of OS SD)


Exhibit O:	Northern 3rd Street Approach to Plaza (Page 04.4 of So St SD)


Exhibit P:	3rd Street Plaza Facing East (Page 56 from OS SD)


Exhibit Q:	3rd Street Plaza and Retail (page 59 of OS SD)


Exhibit R:	Event Center Materials (Pages 30-32 – could these be combined into a single page?)


Exhibits S-U:	Office/Retail Building Materials (pages 05.1 to 05.03 – can they be combined into 1-2 pages?)


Exhibit V:	Food Hall/Eastside Retail Materials (Pages 17-20 – can these be combined into 1-2 pages?)


Exhibit W:	Gatehouse Materials (Page 45)


Exhibit X:	Landscaping Materials: Softscape (can pages 34-39 be combined into one or two pages with smaller pictures?)	


Exhibits Y-Z:	Landscaping Materials: Hardscape (pages 40 and 41)


Exhibit AA:	Landscaping Furniture and Lighting (can you combine Page 42 and Page 43?)


Exhibit BB:	Draft Design for Development Amendment Summary 


Exhibit CC:	Event Management Plan Overview


Exhibit DD:	Fiscal Impact Study


Exhibit EE:	UCSF Letter on GSW Project


Exhibit FF:	Professional Services Subconsultants







From: Marcia Smolens
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:09:41 AM


Please correct the date.  Typo.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566


On May 7, 2015, at 7:31 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Chronicle that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>
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From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:52:11 AM


Did I say the Chron?  Sorry!


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 May 7, 2015, at 7:50 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Just cut and pasted yours!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN) 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Nicely done.


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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On May 7, 2015, at 7:22 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors
posted required notification (attached to this email as well) in the
Chronicle that the Event Center project has been certified as eligible as an
Environmental Leadership Development Project for streamlined judicial
review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the Jobs and
Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute
and I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving
this proposed project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and
Investment (OCII) will continue to analyze the project in accordance with
the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act, including
the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the same 45-day opportunity for
public review and comment and public approval hearings on the
document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a
formal notice when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Bridges, George (CII); Lee, Raymond (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW SBE participation to date summary
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:26:21 PM


No problem, will do shortly.
 


From: Bridges, George (CII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:17 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW SBE participation to date summary
 
Clarke
 
It would be ideal to send an excel version.
 
Thank you
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:16 PM
To: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW SBE participation to date summary
 
Ray, George, and Catherine,
 
Per my conversation with Catherine this morning, please see the attached summary of SBE
participation on the project for use in preparing for the OCII Commission hearing on 5/19. If you
have any questions, please call me at the number below.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Van de Water, Adam (ECN)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:48:47 AM


Nicely done.


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 May 7, 2015, at 7:22 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you know that this morning the Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email as well) in the Chronicle that the Event Center
project has been certified as eligible as an Environmental Leadership Development
Project for streamlined judicial review under Public Resources Code 21178 et. Seq (the
Jobs and Economic Improvement Act).  It is technical language required by statute and
I wanted to assure you that, as the agency responsible for approving this proposed
project, the Office of Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, including the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and the
same 45-day opportunity for public review and comment and public approval hearings
on the document as any other non-certified project.  The draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June 3, 3015 and we will be sending out a formal notice
when it is available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev Proj Notice.pdf>
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From: Marcia Smolens
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors" Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:32:07 AM


Hang in there.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566


On May 7, 2015, at 9:25 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Kinda hoping not many people do – at least for today’s round.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:23 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project Notification
 
If anyone asks, tell them after all this time, you were testing to see if anyone reads your
emails.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 9:21 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks. Yeah, more of a pride thing.  Not sending out a correction email,
but for your the difference was 1000 years, not a century.  Not signing
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any important documents today, clearly. J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY
OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT
INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 9:20 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership Development Project
Notification
 
Take a deep breath and relax.  If just in your email, will be no problem.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 9:11 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks again for catching the email.  Sigh…..fun start to the
day.  Going to try and start fresh again…..
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and
County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29,
2015 – MY OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
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From: Marcia Smolens [mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:23 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental Leadership
Development Project Notification
 
3015.    Hope it it only in your email.   If printed, will require
clock stop and restart when corrected.   


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614
Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 8:18 AM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Which date?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
(OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of
the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL
BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE
ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Marcia Smolens
[mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 8:17 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Re: Warriors' Environmental
Leadership Development Project Notification
 
Please correct the date.  Typo.  


H. Marcia Smolens
Office 415-434-0614



mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:Marcia@hmsassoc.com





Cell 415-407-9566
 


On May 7, 2015, at 7:31 AM, Reilly, Catherine
(ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hello all.  I just wanted to let you
know that this morning the
Warriors posted required
notification (attached to this email
as well) in the Chronicle that the
Event Center project has been
certified as eligible as an
Environmental Leadership
Development Project for
streamlined judicial review under
Public Resources Code 21178 et.
Seq (the Jobs and Economic
Improvement Act).  It is technical
language required by statute and I
wanted to assure you that, as the
agency responsible for approving
this proposed project, the Office
of Community Infrastructure and
Investment (OCII) will continue to
analyze the project in accordance
with the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality
Act, including the preparation of a
Subsequent EIR and the same 45-
day opportunity for public review
and comment and public approval
hearings on the document as any
other non-certified project.  The
draft Subsequent EIR is
anticipated to be released on June
3, 3015 and we will be sending
out a formal notice when it is
available for review.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
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Office of Community Investment and
Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the
Redevelopment Agency of the City and
County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


<GSW Env Leadership Dev
Proj Notice.pdf>
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From: Bridges, George (CII)
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW SBE participation to date summary
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:17:15 PM


Clarke
 
It would be ideal to send an excel version.
 
Thank you
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:16 PM
To: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW SBE participation to date summary
 
Ray, George, and Catherine,
 
Per my conversation with Catherine this morning, please see the attached summary of SBE
participation on the project for use in preparing for the OCII Commission hearing on 5/19. If you
have any questions, please call me at the number below.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: David Cantor
To: Molly Hayes
Cc: Stewart, Luke; Hoey, Janea; Jeffrey Tarantino; Ybarra, Tolio; Van Noord, John - AOL; Miller, Don (DPW); Reilly,


Catherine (ADM); Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: Re: GSW Dewatering Proposal
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 4:08:44 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Molly 
We will send over comments by Monday. 
Have a great weekend 


Sent from my iPhone
Dave Cantor
707-975-3389


On May 8, 2015, at 2:15 PM, Molly Hayes <mhayes@warriors.com> wrote:


All,
 
Let me know if you have any comments or changes by Monday at 10 am. We would
like to incorporate them and send PUC the dewatering proposal by EOD Monday.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 


From: Molly Hayes 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 6:36 PM
To: 'David Cantor'; Stewart, Luke; Hoey, Janea; Jeffrey Tarantino; Ybarra, Tolio; Van
Noord, John - AOL; Miller, Don (DPW); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: RE: GSW Dewatering Proposal
 
Here are the two attachments referenced.
 
Best,
Molly
 


From: David Cantor [mailto:dcantor@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 6:26 PM
To: Molly Hayes; Stewart, Luke; Hoey, Janea; Jeffrey Tarantino; Ybarra, Tolio; Van Noord,
John - AOL; Miller, Don (DPW); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: RE: GSW Dewatering Proposal
 
Molly –
 
Would you please send over the attachments as referenced in Langan’s report.
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Thanks,
 
David E. Cantor, PE, CCM, DBIA
MBDG | Mission Bay Development Group
410 China Basin Street
San Francisco, CA 94158
Office ~ 415.355.6620
Mobile ~ 707.975.3389
 
 
 


From: Molly Hayes [mailto:mhayes@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 5:52 PM
To: Stewart, Luke; Hoey, Janea; David Cantor; Jeffrey Tarantino; Ybarra, Tolio; Van
Noord, John - AOL; Miller, Don (DPW); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: GSW Dewatering Proposal
 
MBDG, MBTF, and OCII,
 
Please see the attached dewatering strategy proposal for Blocks 29-32. We would
appreciate feedback before sending to SFPUC.
 
Thanks,
Molly
 
--
Molly Hayes
Arena Project Analyst | Golden State Warriors
Mobile (571)-216-9205 | Office (510)-740-7531
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
mhayes@warriors.com
<image001.png>
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From: Bridges, George (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); McKinney, Kasheica (CII)
Subject: Re: Warriors
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 12:20:27 PM


Catherine


AE3 & Pfau have a j/v as the AOR for the office building.


George


On May 8, 2015, at 12:18 PM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks – I will change my memo to reflect this. Will still be a joint venture between
MEI and Pfau Long?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Lee, Raymond (CII) 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 10:23 AM
To: Bridges, George (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: McKinney, Kasheica (CII)
Subject: Warriors
 
Catherine, George,
 
FYI, Clarke just called me and said Warriors are moving ahead with MEI. He also
mentioned that Jesse and Tiffany had a conversation yesterday and explained that they
needed to give MEI additional consideration because there was a misstep in the
process by Kendall Heaton. It’s my understanding that Tiffany is okay with the Warriors
proceeding with MEI. Clarke didn’t make any guarantees but stated they’re going to try
to get additional work for AE3 such as the Market Hall. He’s going to contact AE3 and
MEI sometime today to let them know.
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Ray
 








From: Bridges, George (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); McKinney, Kasheica (CII)
Subject: Re: Warriors
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 12:25:59 PM


Associate AOR for the arena!


On May 8, 2015, at 12:21 PM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks – so where does MEI fit in then?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY OUTGOING
MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT INFORMATION AFTER
THAT DATE
 


From: Bridges, George (CII) 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 12:20 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Lee, Raymond (CII); McKinney, Kasheica (CII)
Subject: Re: Warriors
 
Catherine
 
AE3 & Pfau have a j/v as the AOR for the office building.
 
George


On May 8, 2015, at 12:18 PM, Reilly, Catherine (ADM) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks – I will change my memo to reflect this. Will still be a joint venture
between MEI and Pfau Long?
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Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT MY LAST DAY AT OCII WILL BE MAY 29, 2015 – MY
OUTGOING MESSAGE/VOICE MAIL WILL PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE CONTACT
INFORMATION AFTER THAT DATE
 


From: Lee, Raymond (CII) 
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2015 10:23 AM
To: Bridges, George (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: McKinney, Kasheica (CII)
Subject: Warriors
 
Catherine, George,
 
FYI, Clarke just called me and said Warriors are moving ahead with MEI.
He also mentioned that Jesse and Tiffany had a conversation yesterday
and explained that they needed to give MEI additional consideration
because there was a misstep in the process by Kendall Heaton. It’s my
understanding that Tiffany is okay with the Warriors proceeding with MEI.
Clarke didn’t make any guarantees but stated they’re going to try to get
additional work for AE3 such as the Market Hall. He’s going to contact
AE3 and MEI sometime today to let them know.
 
Ray
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Lee, Raymond (CII); Bridges, George (CII); Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW SBE participation to date summary
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:15:43 PM
Attachments: SBE Math_5 6 15 for OCII.pdf


Ray, George, and Catherine,
 
Per my conversation with Catherine this morning, please see the attached summary of SBE
participation on the project for use in preparing for the OCII Commission hearing on 5/19. If you
have any questions, please call me at the number below.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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SBE Goal (%) 50%
SBE Participation (%) 50%
MBE Participation (%) 30%
WBE Participation (%) 23%



100% SBE Role (#) 10
Actual SBE (%) 21%



Discipline Proposal % Prime Firm SBE Firm %SBE Fee Certification SBE Ethnicity
AOR (Arena) 16.6% KHA 0%
AOR (Office/Retail) 8.8% KHA TBD 35% TBD TBD
Arena Design Architect 17.8% Manica 0%
Arena Interiors 2.7% RichyWorks  YamaMar 35% MBE/WBE Asian PAC
Market Hall 1.7% RichyWorks TBD 35% TBD TBD
Geotechnical Engineering 2.1% Langan Divis 36% SBE
Environmental Engineering 1.3% Langan Albion 35% SBE
Survey 0.1%  Martin Ron 100% SBE
Accessibility 0.2% Ed Roether 0%
Broadcast/Access Control/Video Surveillance/Teledata/Struct 2.6% WJHW SFMI 45% SBE
Acoustical/Audio-Visual/Lighting (Arena Theater) 0.2% Theatre Project Consultants 0%
BMS (All Buildings) 0.5% SSR 0%
Building Enclosure - Curtain Wall 1.6% Walter P. Moore McClintock Façade Consulting 35% WBE
Building Enclosure - Waterproofing 0.6% Walter P. Moore 0%
Civil Engineering 1.2% BKF Telamon 35% MBE/WBE Asian PAC
Code Consultant 0.4% Howe Engineers 100% SBE 
Fire, Life Safety, and CFD Analysis (All Buildings) 0.3% Howe Engineers 100% SBE 
Environmental/Branding Graphic Design & Code/Wayfinding 1.3% Infinite Scale 100% WBE
Design Architect (Office/Retail) 4.5% Pfau Long AE3 35% MBE African American
Food Service/Kitchen Equipment Design/Waste Management 0.5% SDI 0%
Landscape Architect 2.4% SWA Merrill Morris 35% WBE
LEED Commissioning Agent 1.4% TBD TBD 35% TBD TBD
Lighting Design (Arena/Site) 0.8% Sean O'Connor Lighting 0%
Lighting Design (Office/Retail) 0.6% Pritchard Peck 100% WBE
MEP Engineering (Fire Protection/Fuel Oil/CA support for M+ 6.5% SSR SJ Engineers 35% MBE Asian PAC
MEP Engineering (Fire Alarm/CA support for Electrical) 3.3% SSR Meyers+ Engineers 51% SBE
MEP Engineering (Office/Retail MEP) 0.0% SSR -
Parking Design/Parking Controls 0.4% Walter P. Moore 0%
Pedestrian/Vehicular Legion Modeling 0.3% Momentum Transport Planning 0%
Structural Engineeering (Arena/Parking/Plaza) 8.4% MKA 0%
Structural Engineering (Office/Retail) 2.7% MKA OLMM 35% MBE SE Asian
Sustainability 1.7% SSR EBS 41% SBE
Vertical Transportation (All Buildings) 0.2% Persohn Hahn 0%
Wind Engineering 0.3% RWDI 0%
Building Maintenance (All Buildings) 0.4%  C.S. Caulkins 100% SBE
Design Consultant 2.7% Snohetta 0%



GROUP 2: TO BE AWARDED Q2 - Q4 2015
Architectural Model Making 0.5% TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD
Architectural Rendering Production 0.4% TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD
Graphic Reproduction 0.3% TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD
Art Consultant 0.5% TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD
MEP Peer Review 0.3% TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD
Structural Peer Review 0.5% TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD
Testing & Inspection 0.3% TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD
Risk Assessment 0.2% TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD
TOTAL 100.0%













From: Winslow, David (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: GSW SD review
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 6:24:33 PM


Catherine,
I am almost finished with my review, but will polish and send it tomorrow. Some coordination will be
expected
 
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
San Francisco Planning Department | Design Review | Urban Design
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 | San Francisco, California, 94103
T: (415) 575-9159
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