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[Pier 70, Public Works Code - Street and Public Infrastructure Acceptance, Official Sidewalk 
Widths and Street Grades, Sidewalk Maintenance for Certain Long-Term Lessees]  
 

Ordinance accepting irrevocable offers of public infrastructure associated with the 

Pier 70 Project, 28-acre site Phase 1, including improvements located within portions of 

20th, 21st, 22nd, Illinois, Louisiana, and Maryland Streets; dedicating this infrastructure 

to public use; designating this public infrastructure for street and roadway purposes, 

as applicable; accepting the public infrastructure for City maintenance and liability 

purposes, subject to specified limitations; establishing official public right-of-way 

widths and street grades; amending Ordinance No. 1061, entitled “Regulating the Width 

of Sidewalks,” to establish official sidewalk width on 20th, 21st, 22nd, Louisiana, and 

Maryland Streets; accepting a Public Works Order recommending various actions in 

regard to the public infrastructure improvements; delegating limited authority to the 

Public Works Director to accept specified infrastructure; amending the Public Works 

Code to assign responsibility for sidewalk maintenance and liability from the Port of 

San Francisco to its long-term lessees in the Pier 70 Special Use District; authorizing 

official acts, as defined, in connection with this Ordinance; adopting findings under the 

California Environmental Quality Act; and making findings of consistency with the 

General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 
 
 NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font. 

Additions to Codes are in single-underline italics Times New Roman font. 
Deletions to Codes are in strikethrough italics Times New Roman font. 
Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font. 
Board amendment deletions are in strikethrough Arial font. 
Asterisks (*   *   *   *) indicate the omission of unchanged Code  
subsections or parts of tables. 

 
 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco: 
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Section 1. Background and Findings. 

(a)  This ordinance addresses the Board of Supervisors acceptance of and other official 

acts for certain public infrastructure associated with the Pier 70 Project at the 28-acre site, 

Phase 1 (“Project”).  The Project area is generally bounded by 20th, 22nd, Maryland, and 

Illinois Streets.  The infrastructure accepted by this ordinance includes improvements located 

within portions of 20th, 21st, 22nd, Illinois, Louisiana, and Maryland Streets and certain 

utilities located outside of the public right-of-way on a Port of San Francisco street. 

(b)  California Statutes of 1968, Chapter 1333 (“Burton Act”) and San Francisco 

Charter Section 4.114 and Appendix B empower the Port Commission to use, conduct, 

operate, maintain, manage, regulate, and control the lands within Port Commission jurisdiction 

subject to the public trust. 

(c)  The Project is subject to that certain Disposition and Development Agreement 

between the City and County of San Francisco, acting by and through its Port Commission 

(“Port”) and FC PIER 70, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company (“FC Pier 70” or 

“Subdivider”), recorded in the Official Records of the City and County of San Francisco on 

May 25, 2018 as Document No. 2018-K619435 approved by the Board of Supervisors through 

the passage of Resolution No. 401-17, (as amended, “DDA”) and that certain Development 

Agreement between the City and County of San Francisco (“City”) and FC Pier 70, which the 

Board of Supervisors approved through Ordinance No. 224-17 (“Development Agreement”). 

(d)  On October 6, 2020, in Motion M20-147, the Board of Supervisors approved Final 

Map No. 9585, which provides for an 18-lot subdivision with 306 residential condominium 

units and 70 commercial condominium units.  In the same motion, the Board of Supervisors 

approved the Public Improvement Agreement associated with this Final Map and authorized 

the Director of Public Works and the City Attorney to execute and file the Public Improvement 
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Agreement and conditionally accept the Offers of Improvements, subject to completion and 

further Board of Supervisors action.  

(e) In conjunction with Final Map No. 9585, FC Pier 70 irrevocably offered the public 

infrastructure associated with Phase 1 of the Pier 70 Project to the City and the Port, as 

clarified and supplemented in its Amended and Restated Offer of Improvements, recorded in 

the Official Records of the City and County of San Francisco on January 25, 2024 as 

Document No. 2024009693 (the “Offer of Improvements”).  Public Works, in Street 

Improvement Permit No. 19 IE-00245, dated March 13, 2019, approved construction of the 

improvements identified in the Offer of Improvements for acceptance by the City (collectively, 

"Phase 1 Public Infrastructure”) as well as improvements for acceptance by the Port.  The 

Phase 1 Public Infrastructure includes improvements located within portions of 20th, 21st, 

22nd, Louisiana, and Maryland Streets (collectively, the “Streets”) and the traffic signal 

conduit located within a portion of Illinois Street.  Certain assets included in the Offer of 

Improvements and Street Improvement Permit are assets owned by the Port that are not 

being accepted pursuant to this legislation, including any encroachments and the roadway 

and sidewalk of Louisiana Street between 20th and 21st Streets.  As used in this legislation 

“Phase 1 Public Infrastructure” excludes these Port assets.  The Phase 1 Public Infrastructure 

also includes San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (“SFPUC”) infrastructure (including 

electrical power substructure; stormwater, sewer, domestic water, recycled water, and 

auxiliary water systems; and streetlights) and specific Municipal Transportation Agency 

improvements (including signage and striping) on Port jurisdictional property outside of the 

proposed City public right-of-ways, specifically, on and in Louisiana Street between 20th and 

21st Streets (collectively, the “City Improvements on Port Street”), more specifically described 

in the Offer of Improvements.  
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(f)  Public Works inspected the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure, and the City Engineer 

issued of a series of conditional Notices of Completion for public improvements beginning on 

March 4, 2022 finding that the Infrastructure was complete in accordance with the 

Improvement Plans and Specifications shown in Street Improvement Permit No. 19 IE-00245 

prepared by BKF Engineers, entitled “Pier 70 - Phase 1,” as modified by Instructional Bulletins 

#1 through #13, and all City codes, regulations, and standards governing the Phase 1 Public 

Infrastructure.  As part of the Notices of Completion, the City Engineer also determined that 

the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure is ready for its intended use.  

(g)  In order to provide immediate reliability and adequate operational performance for 

its high voltage Bay Corridor Distribution and Transmission project that serves the Southeast 

portion of the City including Pier 70, the SFPUC, with the consent of FC Pier 70, has 

performed certain work on the joint trench in 20th Street between Illinois and Michigan Streets 

in advance of the Board of Supervisors action to accept the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure.  

Public Works recommends that the Board of Supervisors retroactively accept this joint trench 

and related work to address the critical connection that was necessary for electrical reliability 

and allow the City to assume responsibility for this SFPUC work in advance of passage of this 

ordinance by the Board of Supervisors. 

(h)  In companion legislation, the Board of Supervisors will consider Port and private 

encroachments on the Streets under Public Works Code Sections 786 et seq.  The 

maintenance of Port encroachments would be governed by an Intergovernmental Master 

Encroachment Permit (the “IMEP”).  The private encroachments are for FC Pier 70 to 

maintain its excess conduit in a joint trench, maintenance of which would be governed by a 

major encroachment permit.  The IMEP also would authorize FC Pier 70, a Homeowners 

Association, or other entity to assume sidewalk maintenance and liability responsibility on 

behalf of owners, subject to approval of the Public Works Director (the “PW Director”) in 
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conjunction with the Port.  The companion legislation is on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

Supervisors in File No. 240203 and is incorporated herein by reference. 

(i)  In Public Works Order 210239, dated March 14, 2024 (the “PW Order”), the PW 

Director and City Engineer recommend to the Board of Supervisors that it accept the Offer of 

Improvements for the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure, which includes the City Improvements on 

Port Street, and accept such Infrastructure for public use; designate such Infrastructure for 

street and roadway purposes, as applicable; and accept it for City maintenance and liability 

purposes, subject to certain exceptions.  The PW Director and City Engineer recommend that 

acceptance of the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure for maintenance and liability purposes be 

subject to the following conditions: (1) the portions of streets being accepted for street and 

roadway purposes are from back of sidewalk to back of sidewalk, unless specified otherwise 

or as shown on the Plans and Specifications for the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure; (2) 

acceptance of the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure for City maintenance and liability purposes is 

from back of curb to back of curb, unless specified otherwise, and sidewalk maintenance is 

the responsibility of the adjacent property owner(s) or encroachment permittee(s) in 

accordance with the Public Works Code; (3) encroachments that are or will be permitted 

(including Port encroachments and private encroachments on the Streets), not permitted, or 

both, are excluded from acceptance; (4) the acceptance of the Streets does not obviate, 

amend, alter, or in any way affect existing maintenance agreements between the City and 

parties to such agreements; and (5) Subdivider’s conditional assignment of all warranties and 

guaranties to the City related to the construction of the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure and their 

warranty obligations under Street Improvement Permit No. 19 IE-00245.  The PW Order is on 

file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No. 240087 and is incorporated herein by 

reference. 
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(j)  In the PW Order, the PW Director and City Engineer also recommend establishment 

of official public right-of-way widths, sidewalk widths, and street grades on portions of the 

Streets in accordance with draft Map A-17-222 and Drawing Q-20-1194, both dated February 

27, 2024.  Further, the PW Director and City Engineer recommend that the Board of 

Supervisors amend Ordinance No. 1061 on official sidewalk widths in accordance with 

Drawing Q-20-1194.  The draft Map and Drawing referenced above are on file with the Clerk 

of the Board of Supervisors in File No. 240087 and are incorporated herein by reference.   

(k)  The PW Order also includes a diagram showing the location of the Streets that are 

designated for City acceptance of maintenance and liability in this legislation.  The diagram 

showing these Streets encompasses portions of 20th Street adjacent to Illinois Street and 

portions of 22nd Street from Illinois Street eastbound approximately 500 feet that the Board of 

Supervisors dedicated as public right-of-way but were subject to Public Works Code Sections 

400 et seq. (unaccepted streets) because they did not meet City standards.  As part of the 

Phase 1 Public Infrastructure, this previously dedicated public right-of-way has been improved 

to City standard and now is ready for acceptance for purposes of City maintenance and 

liability.  A separate diagram shows the City Improvements on Port Street where the 

improvements but not the street are designated for City acceptance of maintenance and 

liability.  

(l)  In the PW Order, the PW Director and City Engineer also recommend that the 

Board of Supervisors retroactively accept for maintenance and liability purposes the joint 

trench and work related to the Bay Corridor Distribution and Transmission project in a portion 

of 20th Street between Illinois and Michigan Streets for the reasons specified above.  

(m)  In PW Order No. 205012, dated June 24, 2021, the PW Director approved 

deferring acceptance of a one-foot wide strip of sidewalk along a portion of Maryland and 

22nd Streets (“Deferred Infrastructure”).  The PW Director and City Engineer recommend that 
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the Board of Supervisors delegate the authority to the PW Director, in consultation with 

applicable City agencies, to approve and accept the Deferred Infrastructure once it is 

complete to the satisfaction of the PW Director. 

(n)  On January 23, 2024, the Port Commission held a public hearing and adopted 

Resolution Nos. 24-03 and 24-04 to take various actions and make recommendations 

regarding the Board of Supervisors consideration of accepting Phase 1 Public Infrastructure 

for City maintenance and liability and the Port and private encroachments described above.  

Copies of the Port Commission Resolutions are on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

Supervisors in File No. 240087 and are incorporated herein by reference. 

 

Section 2. Environmental and Land Use Findings.  

(a)  In a letter dated January 25, 2024, the Planning Department determined that the 

actions contemplated in this ordinance comply with the California Environmental Quality Act 

(California Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq.) and that the contemplated actions 

are within the scope of the prior environmental review and do not trigger the need for 

subsequent environmental review.  Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

Supervisors in File No. 240087 and is incorporated herein by reference.  The Board affirms 

this determination. 

(b)  In this same letter, the Planning Department determined that the actions 

contemplated in this ordinance are within the scope of the prior General Plan determination 

and are consistent, on balance, with the City’s General Plan and eight priority policies of 

Planning Code Section 101.1.  The Board adopts this determination as its own.   

 

Section 3.  Public Works and Port Commission Actions. 
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(a) The Board of Supervisors has reviewed and approves PW Order No. 210239, 

including the City Engineer’s certification and PW Director’s recommendations, as referenced 

in Section 1 of this ordinance, concerning the acceptance of Phase 1 Public Infrastructure, 

and other actions set forth in the PW Order. 

(b) The Board of Supervisors has reviewed, acknowledges, and approves the 

actions of the Port Commission in its Resolution Nos. 24-03 and 24-04 in regard to the Phase 

1 Public Infrastructure, as well as the private encroachments and those Port encroachments 

that the Port will own and assume responsibility for maintenance and liability. 

 

Section 4.  Acceptance of Public Infrastructure and Assumption of Maintenance and 

Liability Responsibilities. 

(a)  Pursuant to California Streets and Highways Code Section 1806 and San 

Francisco Administrative Code Sections 1.51 et seq., and PW Order No. 210239, the Board of 

Supervisors hereby accepts the Offer of Improvements (excluding the roadway and sidewalk 

of Louisiana Street between 20th and 21st Streets and other Port assets) and dedicates the 

Phase 1 Public Infrastructure for public use, including the City Improvements on Port Street.  

(b)  The Board of Supervisors hereby designates the Streets for street and roadway 

purposes, excluding the roadway and sidewalk of Louisiana Street between 20th and 21st 

Streets. 

(c)  The Board of Supervisors hereby accepts the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure, 

including the City Improvements on Port Street, for City maintenance and liability purposes, 

subject to the conditions listed in Section 4(d) below.  

(d)  The Phase 1 Public Infrastructure accepted and designated pursuant to Section 

4(a) through (c) above is subject to the following conditions:  
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 (1)  The portions of streets being accepted for street and roadway purposes are 

constructed from back of sidewalk to back of sidewalk, unless specified otherwise or as 

shown on the permit materials for the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure. 

(2)  Acceptance of the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure for City maintenance and 

liability purposes (with the exception of the City Improvements on Port Street) is from back of 

curb to back of curb, unless specified otherwise, and sidewalk maintenance is the 

responsibility of adjacent property owners or encroachment permittees in accordance with the 

Public Works Code. 

(3)  Encroachments that are or will be permitted (including Port encroachments 

and private encroachments on the Streets), not permitted, or both, are excluded from 

acceptance. 

(4)  Acceptance of maintenance and liability for the joint trench in 20th Street 

between Michigan and Illinois Streets and related work on trench and sidewalk restoration as 

part of the Bay Corridor Distribution and Transmission project is retroactive such that it is 

effective February 12, 2024. 

(5)  The acceptance of the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure does not obviate, 

amend, alter, or in any way affect existing maintenance agreements between the City and 

parties to such agreements. 

 (6)  Subdivider’s conditional assignment of all warranties and guaranties to the 

City related to the construction of the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure and their warranty 

obligations. 

 

Section 5.  Establishment of Public Right-of-Way Widths, Sidewalk Widths, and Street 

Grades. 
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(a)  In accordance with the PW Order, the Board of Supervisors hereby establishes the 

official public right-of-way widths for portions of 20th, 21st, 22nd, Louisiana (excluding the 

portion between 20th and 21st Streets), and Maryland Streets as shown on Public Works draft 

Map A-17-222 and Drawing Q-20-1194. 

(b)  In accordance with the PW Order, Board of Supervisors Ordinance No. 1061, 

entitled “Regulating the Width of Sidewalks,” a copy of which is in the Clerk of the Board of 

Supervisors Book of General Ordinances, in effect May 11, 1910, is hereby amended by 

adding thereto a new section to read as follows: 

Section 1643. The width of sidewalks on portions of 20th, 21st, 22nd, Louisiana, and Maryland 

Streets shall be modified as shown on the Public Works Drawing Q-20-1194. 

(c)  The sidewalk widths established pursuant to Section 5(b) above for 20th, 21st, 

22nd, Louisiana, and Maryland Streets do not obviate, amend, alter, or in any other way affect 

the maintenance obligations of the adjacent property owners or encroachment permittees as 

set forth in the Public Works Code.  

(d)  Notwithstanding California Streets and Highways Code Sections 8000 et seq., the 

Board of Supervisors, in accordance with San Francisco Administrative Code Sections 1.51 et 

seq., chooses to follow its own procedures for the establishment of street grades.  The Board 

of Supervisors hereby establishes the street grades for portions of 20th, 21st, 22nd, 

Louisiana, and Maryland Streets as set forth in Public Works Drawing Q-20-1194. 

(e)  The Board of Supervisors hereby directs Public Works to revise the Official Public 

Right-of-Way, Sidewalk Width, and Street Grade maps in accordance with this ordinance. 

 

Section 6.  Delegation to Approve and Accept Deferred Infrastructure. 

In regard to the Deferred Infrastructure, the Board of Supervisors hereby delegates the 

authority to the PW Director, in consultation with applicable City agencies, to approve and 
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accept the finalized Deferred Infrastructure once it is complete to the satisfaction of the PW 

Director. 

 

Section 7.  Article 15 of the Public Works Code is hereby amended by revising Section 

706 and adding Section 706.10, to read as follows: 

SEC. 706. OWNERS OF FRONTAGE RESPONSIBLE FOR REPAIR – LIABILITY 

FOR UNSAFE CONDITIONS. 

   (a)   It shall be the duty of the owners of lots or portions of lots immediately adjacent 

to any portion of a public street, avenue, alley, lane, court, or place to maintain the sidewalks 

and sidewalk area, including any parking strip, parkway, automobile runway, and curb, 

fronting or adjacent to their property in good repair and condition.  This duty shall include 

removal of any unpermitted structure, including but not limited to unpermitted public pay 

telephones installed in the sidewalk adjacent to the property.  Any person who suffers injury or 

property damage as a legal result of the failure of the owner to so maintain the sidewalks and 

sidewalk areas shall have a cause of action for such injury or property damage against such 

property owner.  The City and County of San Francisco shall have a cause of action for 

indemnity against such property owner for any damages it may be required to pay as 

satisfaction of any judgment or settlement of any claim that results from injury to persons or 

property as a legal result of the failure of the owner to maintain the sidewalks and sidewalk 

areas in accordance with this Ssubsection (a).  Failure of the owner to maintain the sidewalks 

and sidewalk areas as set forth in this subsection (a) also shall constitute a public nuisance.  

For the purposes of the Port of San Francisco property within the Pier 70 Special Use District, the 

definition of the term “owner” as used in Sections 706 through 706.9 is set forth in Section 706.10. 

*   *   *   * 
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SEC. 706.10. PIER 70 LESSEES RESPONSIBLE FOR SIDEWALK MAINTENANCE AND 

LIABILITY. 

(a)  In the Pier 70 Special Use District established by Planning Code Section 249.79, the term 

“owner” as used in Sections 706 through 706.9 shall mean, as applicable, either: (i) the fee owner of 

lots or portions of lots immediately adjacent to any portion of a public street, avenue, alley, lane, court, 

or place to maintain the sidewalks and sidewalk area, including any parking strip, parkway, 

automobile runway, and curb, fronting or adjacent to their property (as applicable, the “Pier 70 

Adjacent Lot(s)”); or (ii) the lessee of a Pier 70 Adjacent Lot under a Pier 70 Long-Term Lease during 

the term of the applicable Pier 70 Long-Term Lease.  For purposes of Section 706.10(a), the term 

“Pier 70 Long-Term Lease” shall mean a recorded lease between the Port of San Francisco as lessor 

and the applicable lessee that has a lease term of 35 years or more, including any Pier 70 Long-Term 

Lease with a lease term of 35 years or more that began prior to the effective date of the ordinance in 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors File No. 240087.  During the term of the applicable Pier 70 Long-

Term Lease for any Pier 70 Adjacent Lot, the Port of San Francisco shall not be characterized as the 

fee owner under this Section 706.10. 

(b) The Directors of the Port of San Francisco and Department of Public Works shall 

establish procedures to implement this Section 706.10.  

 

Section 8.  Authorization for Implementation.   

The Mayor, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, Executive Director of the Port, and PW 

Director are hereby authorized and directed to take any and all actions which they or the City 

Attorney may deem necessary or advisable in order to effectuate the purpose and intent of 

this ordinance, including, but not limited to, approving any amended offers of improvements 

based on as-built conditions. and filing of the ordinance, A-17 Map, and Q-20 Drawing in the 

Official Records of the City and County of San Francisco. 
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Section 9.  Effective Date.   

This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after enactment.  Enactment occurs 

when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the ordinance unsigned or does not 

sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board of Supervisors overrides the 

Mayor’s veto of the ordinance. 

 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
DAVID CHIU, City Attorney 
 
 
By: /s/ JOHN D. MALAMUT 
 JOHN D. MALAMUT 
 Deputy City Attorney 
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LEGISLATIVE DIGEST 
(Substituted, 03/05/2024) 

   
 
[Pier 70, Public Works Code - Street and Public Infrastructure Acceptance, Official Sidewalk 
Widths and Street Grades, Sidewalk Maintenance for Certain Long-Term Lessees] 
 
 
Ordinance accepting irrevocable offers of public infrastructure associated with the 
Pier 70 Project, 28-acre site Phase 1, including improvements located within portions of 
20th, 21st, 22nd, Illinois, Louisiana, and Maryland Streets; dedicating this infrastructure 
to public use; designating this public infrastructure for street and roadway purposes, 
as applicable; accepting the public infrastructure for City maintenance and liability 
purposes, subject to specified limitations; establishing official public right-of-way 
widths and street grades; amending Ordinance No. 1061 entitled “Regulating the Width 
of Sidewalks” to establish official sidewalk width on 20th, 21st, 22nd, Louisiana, and 
Maryland Streets; accepting a Public Works Order recommending various actions in 
regard to the public infrastructure improvements; delegating limited authority to the 
Public Works Director to accept specified infrastructure; amending the Public Works 
Code to assign responsibility for sidewalk maintenance and liability from the Port of 
San Francisco to its long-term lessees in the Pier 70 Special Use District; authorizing 
official acts, as defined, in connection with this Ordinance; adopting findings under the 
California Environmental Quality Act; and making findings of consistency with the 
General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 
 

Existing Law 
 
The Board of Supervisors passed Ordinance No. 224-17, which approved a Development 
Agreement for the Pier 70, 28-acre site Phase 1 Project.  This Ordinance and related 
legislation established a process by which FC Pier 70, LLC (“Developer”) would construct 
specified public infrastructure and dedicate this infrastructure to the City or to the Port (the 
City acting by and through the Port Commission).  Required infrastructure that the Developer 
dedicates to the City is referred to as “City Assets”.  Upon dedication of City Assets, the City 
would initiate the local and State law procedures to accept the City Assets as public, establish 
the street areas as open public right-of-way, accept the street areas and other City Assets for 
City maintenance and liability purposes, subject to certain limitations, and take related actions. 
In addition, Board of Supervisors’ Ordinance No. 1061 established the official sidewalk widths 
throughout San Francisco.  Ordinance No. 1061 is uncodified, but can be located in the Clerk 
of the Board of Supervisors Book of General Ordinances, in effect May 11, 1910, which is on 
file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors.  Public Works Code Section 706 requires that 
fronting property owners are responsible for sidewalk maintenance and liability where the 
sidewalk abuts their property. 
  
 



 
FILE NO. 240087 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  Page 2 

Amendments to Current Law 
 
This legislation would accept offers of dedication for the City Assets including various street 
improvements at the Pier 70 project site that comprise portions of 20th, 21st, 22nd, Louisiana, 
and Maryland Streets, and certain utilities located in Illinois Street and outside of the public 
right-of-way on a Louisiana Street, a Port of San Francisco street between 20th and 21st 
Streets (collectively, the “City Assets”).  The Ordinance also would declare the street right-of-
way open to the public; dedicate the City Assets to public use; designate right-of-way areas 
for street and roadway purposes; and accept the City Assets for maintenance and liability 
purposes, subject to specified limitations.  The legislation would establish official right-of-way 
as shown on Map A-17-222 and Drawing Q-20-1194; establish official street grades and 
sidewalk widths as shown on Drawing Q-20-1194; and amend Board of Supervisors 
Ordinance No. 1061 on sidewalk widths consistent with Drawing Q-20-1194.  These 
legislative actions would be in accordance with the procedures established in applicable local 
and State law to accept streets for City maintenance and liability.  The Ordinance would 
delegate to the Public Works Director authority to accept a currently unfinished strip of the 
sidewalks on Maryland and 22nd Streets, pending completion of deferred improvements.  This 
legislation would amend Public Works Code Section 706 regarding fronting property owner 
responsibility for sidewalk maintenance and liability to assign these responsibilities to the 
Port’s long-term lessees (35 years or more) in the Pier 70 Special Use District, as defined in 
Planning Code Section 249.79.  This Ordinance would make certain findings related to the 
legislation, including environmental findings and findings that the legislation is consistent with 
the General Plan, and the priority policy findings of the Planning Code Section 101.1.   
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Pier 70 
 1) Infrastructure Acceptance  Ordinance - File #240087
 2) Encroachment Permit Resolution - File #240203

Board of Supervisors Land Use and Transportation Committee 
March 18th 2024



Pier 70 Overview 

Pier 70 Area 
Corresponds to the 69-acre Pier 70 
area, which includes the Cove, Ship 
Repair, the Historic Core, and the 
Pier 70 Project Site.

Pier 70 Project Site
A 35-acre Pier 70 
development site at 
Full Build Out

3,000 residential units
1.75 million gsf commercial

500,000 gsf retail, arts,
 light industrial

9 acres open space



Pier 70  Phase 1 - Overview 

600 residential units

460,000 gsf commercial

3.4 acres open space

150,000 gsf retail, arts,
light industrial

Phase 1 boundary



Pier 70  Phase 1 - Infrastructure
Infrastructure Acceptance Ordinance
– BOS File 24087
• Streets, sidewalks, curb ramps, sewer, 

water, streetlights, traffic signals, trees

City request:
• Accept Offers of Improvement 
• Assume maintenance of public  

infrastructure improvements
• Declare Phase 1 public right-of-way 

(streets) open for public street and 
roadway use

• Establishing street widths and grades 
• Delegation 

– Sidewalk Building E2

Encroachment Permits Resolution 
 - BOS File 240203
Interdepartmental Master Encroachment 
Permit (IMEP) -  Port 

Major Encroachment Permit (MEP) – Third 
Party Communications conduits

E2



Pier 70 IMEP – Port Maintained Encroachments



IMEP – Port Infrastructure – Building 15

Original Building 15

During RefurbishmentCompletion and Activation



Pier 70 IMEP – Pavers & Cobble stones

Cobble Stones – 20th StreetMaryland Street Pavers



Pier 70 IMEP – Sidewalk Infrastructure

• Custom Sidewalk 
Furniture 
– Benches 
– Bollards 
– Bike rack
– Landscaping
– Trash cans



Pier 70 IMEP – Interpretive signage concept



Pier 70 – MEP – Excess conduits

Example of the excess 
conduits on 20th street.

• Third Party Communications firms 
withdrew from the project

• Design Exception to SF Subdivision - 
Section 1336 – Utilities; subsection (c) 
Communication Services



Pier 70 - Summary

Project Contacts
City

• SFPW – Cathal.Hennessy@sfdpw.org
• SF Port – Christine.Maher@sfport.com

Development Partners 
• FC Pier 70 – Tim.Bacon@Brookfieldpropertiesdevelopment.com

BOS File 240087 – Ordinance:
• Accept Offers of Improvement 
• Assume maintenance of public  infrastructure improvements 
• Declare Phase 1 public right-of-way (streets) open for public street and roadway use
• Establishing street widths and grades
• Delegation to Public Work Director

o Sidewalk Acceptance  

BOS File 240203 – Resolution:
• Approval of Encroachment Permits

mailto:Cathal.Hennessy@sfdpw.org
mailto:Christine.Maher@sfport.com
mailto:Tim.Bacon@Brookfieldpropertiesdevelopment.com


  San Francisco Public Works 
 General  D  

49 South Van Ness Ave., Suite 1600
San Francisco, CA 94103

        (628) 271-3160    www.SFPublicWorks.org 
 

Public Works Order No: 210239 

Recommending the acceptance of irrevocable offers of public improvements associated with the 
Pier 70 (Phase 1) Project, including improvements located within portions of 20th, 21st, 22nd, 
Illinois, Louisiana, and Maryland Streets and in certain Port of San Francisco streets; dedication of 
the public improvements for public use; designation of the public improvements for public right-of-
way and roadway purposes, as specified; acceptance of certain Phase 1 Public Infrastructure for City 
maintenance and liability purposes, subject to specified limitations; establishment of official street 
grades, sidewalk, and public right-of-way widths; granting certain exceptions to the Subdivision 
Code and Subdivision Regulations; recommending delegation of authority for to the Public Works 
Director to accept specified infrastructure; recommending approval of a master encroachment 
permit. 

 

Background and Findings 

The Public Works Director 
forth below in support of the decisions and recommendations in this Order: 

1. Francisco Charter 
Section 4.114 empower the San Francisco Port Commission to use, conduct, operate, 
maintain, manage, regulate, and control the lands within Port Commission jurisdiction 
subject to the public trust. 

2. This Pier 70 Project is subject to that certain Disposition and Development Agreement 
between the City and County of San Francisco, acting by and through its Port Commission 

, recorded 
in the Official Records of the City and County of San Francisco on May 25, 2018 as 
Document No. 2018-
passage of Resolution 401-17, and that certain Development Agreement between the City 
and County of San Francisco and FC Pier 70 which the Board of Supervisors 
approved through Ordinance No. 224-  

3. The Port and the State Lands Commission entered into that certain Compromise Title 
Settlement and Land Exchange Agreement for the Pier 70 Project, dated as of September 
14, 2018 (Port Commission Resolution 17-44; Board of Supervisors Resolution No. 402-17; 

Exchange Agreement, upon implementation of the trust exchange, all Trust Termination 
Lands (as defined therein) may be sold or leased free of the public trust and free of any use 
or alienation restrictions of the public trust or the Burton Act.  



4. The Port and FC Pier 70 have entered into a Master Lease, dated as of May 2, 2018 
FC Pier 70 has leased the Premises as described 

therein. A Memorandum of Master Lease was recorded on May 25, 2018 as Document No. 
2018-K619436 in the Official Records of the City and County of San Francisco. Pier 70 Phase 
1 is the area generally bounded by 20th, 22nd, Maryland, and Illinois Streets (Phase 1). FC 
Pier 70 irrevocably offered the Public Infrastructure associated with Phase 1 of the Pier 70 
Project to the City, as clarified and supplemented in its Amended and Restated Offer of 
Improvements, recorded in the Official Records of the City and County of San Francisco on 

Works, in Street Improvement Permit No. 19 IE-00245, dated March 13, 2019, approved 
construction of the improvements identified in the Offer of Improvements (collectively, 

The Phase 1 Public Infrastructure is generally described as: 
public streets, sidewalks, shared public ways, bicycle lanes, landscaping, street furnishings, 
related amenities, traffic signal infrastructure (conduits, poles, electrical wires, cabinets, 
pullboxes, and traffic signal heads) including and traffic signal conduit located within a 
portion of Illinois Street outside of the Phase 1 area, roadway signage and striping; parking 
meters, fire alarm boxes; utility infrastructure including but not limited to, electrical power 
substructure infrastructure, stormwater, sewer, domestic water, recycled water and 
auxiliary water systems.  

5. The Phase 1 Public Infrastructure includes SFPUC underground utilities (electrical power 
substructure infrastructure, stormwater, sewer, domestic water, recycled water and auxiliary 
water systems), and streetlights; Municipal Transportation Agency improvements (signage, and 
striping outside of the proposed public right-of-ways and specifically on Port jurisdictional 
property located on Louisiana Street between 20th and 21st Streets (collectively, 
Improvements on Port Street , more specifically described in Offer of Improvements.  

6. The improvements constructed by FC Pier 70 for Phase 1 includes Port encroachments sited 
within proposed public right-of-way that will be owned and maintained by Port, generally 
described as a) Building 15 Structural Frame over 22nd Street, b) cobble stones and pavers on 
Maryland and 20th streets, c) bike racks, d) custom benches, e) customer waste receptacles 
f) bollards, g) retaining walls, h) landscaping and i) Wayfinding and interpretive signs (not yet 
constructed).  

7. In Public Work Order No. 203654, the Director recommended that the Board of Supervisors 
approve Final Map No. 9585.  

8. On October 6, 2020, the Board of Supervisors approved Final Map No. 9585, which provides for 
an 18-lot subdivision with 306 residential condominium units and 70 commercial condominium 
units in Motion M20-147.  In the same motion, the Board of Supervisors approved the Public 
Improvement Agreement associated with this Final Map and authorized the Director of Public 
Works and the City Attorney to execute and file the Public Improvement Agreement, and 
conditionally accept the offers of improvements, subject to completion and further Board of 
Supervisors action.  

9. On June 24, 2021, in Public Work Order No. 205012, the Director conditionally approved 
certain requests for exceptions and deferrals to the Subdivision Code and 2015 Subdivision 
Regulations.  



 

10. On or about  March 15, 2024 , the City departments, including the Port, agreed to a 
Jurisdictional Memorandum of Understanding. The MOU sets out the framework for the 
maintenance and permitting of the Improvements in the Pier 70 project site, outlines the 
procedures for implementing such framework, and provides for access to Improvements by 
the City departments and third parties. 

11. The Port Commission scheduled a hearing on January 23, 2024 to take various actions in regard 
to the Board of Supervisors consideration of accepting Phase 1 Public Infrastructure for City 
maintenance and liability and the Port Commission may rely in this Order as the basis for some 
its findings. 

12. g was duly noticed and held on February 14, 2024 to address items discussed 
below. 

13. In this Order, the Director recommends the Board of Supervisors accept the Phase 1 Public 
Infrastructure, as specified in greater detail below. 

A.   Retroactive Acceptance of Joint Trench 

1. In order to provide immediate reliability and adequate operational performance for its high 
voltage Bay Corridor Distribution and Transmission ( BCTD ) Project that serves the Southeast 
portion of the City including Pier 70, the SFPUC, with the consent of FC Pier 70, intends to 
perform certain work on the joint trench in 20th Street in advance of the Board of Supervisors 
action to accept the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure. 

2. This work involves SFPUC accessing the new joint trench on the south sidewalk of 20th Street 
between Michigan and Illinois Streets to install new conduits and connections to a 12KV 
interrupter vault located in the adjacent parking lot, and upon completing of this work, SFPUC 
restoration of the trenches and sidewalk consistent with Pier 70 contract specifications. 

3. To expedite this critical work for electrical reliability and allow the City to assume responsibility 
for this SFPUC work to in advance of the Board of Supervisors action, Public Works 
recommends that the Board retroactively accept for maintenance and liability purposes the 
joint trench in this section of 20th Street and related work on trench and sidewalk restoration 
beginning February 12, 2024. 

B.   Exception for Excess Telecommunications Conduit and Major Encroachment Permit 

1. On January 8, 2024 and December 7, 2023 FC Pier 70 submitted letters requesting an exception 
from the Subdivision Code to defer providing third-party Communication Services to occupy 
and own the telecommunications conduits. 

2. The FC Pier 70  letters document their outreach efforts to and negotiations with various service 
providers the intent of Subdivision Code Section 1336(c).  

3. Despite FC Pier good faith effort to find Communication Services providers, no provider 
has committed to occupying the excess conduit in the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure joint 
trench. 



4. The Director recommends an exception regarding Subdivision Code Section 1336(c) and makes 
the findings in support of the recommendation in Section I.A. below. 

C.   Delegation of Authority to Director to Accept a One-Foot Wide Strip of Deferred Paving 

1.  In Public Work Order No. 205012, the Director conditionally approved a request to defer 
installation of the required paving stones for a one-foot wide strip of sidewalk along a portion 

 That order set forth the conditions 
for approval of the deferral. The Deferred Infrastructure is to be completed after the building 
on the adjacent lot is constructed.  

2. The sidewalks along this portion of Maryland and 22nd Streets are otherwise completed. The 
one-foot strip has been filled in with an interim paving surface acceptable to the Director. 

3. The Director recommends that the Board delegate authority to the Director, in consultation 
with applicable City agencies, to approve and accept the Deferred Infrastructure once it is 
complete to the satisfaction of the Director. 

D.   Master Encroachment Permit for Multiple Encroachments and Permittees 

D-I. Permit for Port Encroachments on Public Right-of-Way and Assignment of Sidewalk 
Maintenance Responsibility to for FC Pier 70 and/or Home Owners Association 

1. The Director recommends approval of an Interdepartmental Master Encroachment Permit 
s: permitting certain encroachments to be maintained by Port or 

its assignee (2-6, 14 below) and allowing assignment of sidewalk maintenance responsibility to 
another entity (8-14 below). 

2. Pursuant to the Development Agreement and DDA, FC Pier 70 has agreed to install certain 
custom improvements and other encroachments in the public right-of-way for each phase of 
the development. These custom improvements are to include materials, facilities, fixtures, or 
features, that diverge from  for standard construction, operation, 
maintenance, and/or repair. The encroachments are generally described as: a) Building 15 
frame; b) cobblestone and paving stone surfaces; c) bike racks; d) custom benches; e) customer 
waste receptacles; f) bollards; g) retaining walls; h) landscaping and i) Way-finding and 
interpretive signs. 

3. 
encroachments in the public right-of-way as part of the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure. The 
Phase 1 encroachments are generally described as: a) Building 15 Structural Frame over 22nd 
Street, b) cobble stones and pavers on Maryland and 20th streets, c) bike racks, d) custom 
benches, e) customer waste receptacles f) bollards, g) retaining walls, h) landscaping and 
i) wayfinding and interpretive signs (not yet constructed). 

4. The Director recommends that these custom improvements be permitted to remain in the 
public right-of-way as encroachments pursuant to an IMEP approved under Public Works Code 
Sections 786 et seq., which will be one part of the Project-wide Master Encroachment Permit 
for Board of Supervisors consideration. The Director recommends that the Board of 



Supervisors approve a IMEP for the Pier 70 project site Port encroachments, including the 
Phase 1 custom improvements, as further specified in Section IV.A. and IV.D. below.  

5. Public Works inspected the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure and encroachments described above, 
and the City Engineer, issued a conditional Notice of Completion for public improvements in 
22nd street on March 4, 2022 from Illinois Street to 500 feet easterly and a conditional Notice 
of Completion on November 23, 2022 for the remainder of the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure 
and permitted encroachments (subject to approval), including the City Improvements on Port 
Street, and Port Improvements in public right-of-ways (pending acceptance) (collectively, 

to be complete in accordance with the Improvement 
Plans and Specifications shown in Street Improvement Permit No. 19 IE-00245 prepared by 
BKF Engineers, entitled "Pier 70 - Phase 1," as modified by Instructional Bulletins #1 through 
#13, and all City codes, regulations, and standards governing the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure 
and permitted encroachments. In doing so, the City Engineer also determined that the Phase 1 
Public Infrastructure and permitted encroachments are ready for their intended use. 

6. Pursuant to Public Works Code sections 786.7, a public right-of-way occupancy assessment fee 
shall not be charged because the encroachments were constructed as a condition of the 
Development Agreement and DDA and because the Port is a local governmental agency, 
commission, or department. 

7. Pursuant to the Development Agreement and DDA, FC Pier 70 has agreed to construct 
sidewalks in the public right-of-way for the development. 

8. Under Public Works Code Sections 786 et seq., the Board of Supervisors may authorize a master 

association, to comply with the terms of the Public Works Code Section 706 sidewalk 
maintenance responsibility in lieu of the fronting property owner. 

9. The Port is currently the fronting property owner for all sidewalks in the Pier 70 project site.  

10. Port and FC Pier 70 have requested that the sidewalk maintenance responsibility be undertaken 
by FC Pier 70 in the near-term, then by the Home Owners Association or Master Owners 
Association ( ) whose members consist of Fronting Property 
Owners (FPO) within the Project area, once established. 

11. The City, Port, and FC Pier 70 are evaluating the most efficient and effective mechanism for 
sidewalk maintenance responsibility to be allocated. The Director recommends that the Board 
delegate authority to the Director to allow, through the IMEP, assignment or the approval of 
assignment for some or all of the sidewalk responsibility. Under the IMEP, sidewalk 
maintenance responsibility may be assigned to a new private fronting property owner, who 
may in turn assign the responsibility to an  

12. Amendments to Public Works Code Section 706 have been proposed that would treat the Por
long term-lessees (35 years or more) of property at Pier 70 to be treated as owners for 
purposes of sidewalk maintenance and liability. The IMEP would allow such lessees to assign 

 



13. Any sidewalk maintenance responsibility allocated to an also will be 
included in the Conditions, Covenants, and Restrictions (CC&Rs) for the subject property and 
will be binding on the  and its successors.  

14. The Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors delegate to the Director authority to 
approve contiguous and non-contiguous annexation of new areas of the project site into the 
IMEP and assignments of rights and obligations from the original permittee to the p
agent or assignee. The Director also recommends that the Board of Supervisors delegate to the 
Director the ability to divide the IMEP into separate master permits or individual street 
encroachment permits. 

D-II.   Permit for Excess Conduits in Joint Trench for FC Pier 70  

1. As described in Section B above, and pursuant to the Development Agreement, FC Pier 70 has 
installed and owns a communication conduits which is not yet occupied by a communications 
utility. As a condition of the exception recommended herein, FC Pier 70 must continue to 
pursue a utility to occupy the conduits. 

2. As a second component of the Master Encroachment Permit, Director recommends that the 
Board of Supervisors grant to FC Pier 70 a major encroachment permit to occupy the Phase 1 
Public Infrastructure joint trench with the excess but vacant conduits until such a time that FC 
Pier 70 transfers the conduit to a third-party utility. 

3. Pursuant to Public Works Code section 786.7, a public right-of-way occupancy assessment fee 
shall not be charged because the conduits was constructed as a condition of the Development 
Agreement and DDA. 

E.   Street and City Utility Acceptance Findings 

1. Public Works inspected the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure, and the City Engineer, issued the 
NOCs, determining said improvements to be complete in accordance with the Improvement 
Plans and Specifications shown in Street Improvement Permit No. 19 IE-00245, and all City 
codes, regulations, and standards governing the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure. In doing so, 
the City Engineer also determined that the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure is ready for its 
intended use.  This Order also contains additional information in the form of diagrams and 
maps that show the extent of the streets recommended for City acceptance of maintenance 
and liability (and which portions were previously dedicated but unaccepted City streets  
Public Works Code Article 9 streets) and areas where City utilities, located outside of these 
streets on Port property, are recommended for City acceptance of maintenance and liability. 

2. On September 25, 2020, SFPUC and FC Pier 70 entered into to a Water and Sewer Facility 
License to allow SFPUC to operate the low-pressure water line, reclaimed water line, high 
pressure water main, and combined sewer force main in 20th Street, and low pressure water 
facilities within Phase 1 project area necessary to serve existing customers in the broader Pier 

Public Infrastructure.  

3. The Director recommends and the City Engineer certifies to the Board of Supervisors that the 
Phase 1 Public Infrastructure, including the City Improvements on Port Street, as shown in 



Street Improvement Permit Nos. 19IE-00245 (Phase 1), as modified by Instructional Bulletins #1 
through #13, be accepted for public use.  The Director also recommends that the Board of 
Supervisors accept said Phase 1 Public Infrastructure, including the City Improvements on a Port 
Street, for City maintenance and liability purposes in accordance with Streets and Highways 
Code Sections 1806 and San Francisco Administrative Code 1.51 et seq. and subject to the 
exceptions specified herein. 

4. The official public right-of-way widths for the applicable portions of and sidewalk widths 
established as shown on Drawing Q-20-1194 and does not obviate, amend, alter, or in any 
other way affect the maintenance obligations of the adjacent property owners as set forth in 
the Public Works Code or as set forth in any agreement or permit regarding maintenance 
obligations. The Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve legislation to 
set the official width of sidewalks and rights-of-way in the Pier 70 project area.  

5. Map No. A-17-222 shows the right-of-ways, and applicable portion thereof, being offered for 
dedication, and acceptance.   

6. In a letter dated January 25, 2024, the Planning Department affirmed that the Pier 70 Project 
and Acceptance of the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure required as a condition of Project 
approval are, on balance, consistent with the General Plan and Planning Code Section 101.1, 
that environmental review for the contemplated actions was adequately addressed in the 
Environmental Impact Report certified by the City, and that the contemplated actions do not 
trigger the need for subsequent environmental review pursuant the California Environmental 
Quality Act. 

 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDERED THAT, 

I  Subdivision Code Exception Approval for Excess Conduit 

A.  The Director grants an exception regarding Subdivision Code Section 1336(c) and makes the 
following findings in support of the recommendation. These findings are made pursuant to the 2015 
Subdivision Regulations, which define and govern exceptions by reference to Subdivision Code 
Section 1712: 

1. The application of certain provisions of this Code or the Subdivision Regulations would result 
in practical difficulties or unnecessary hardships affecting the property inconsistent with the 
general purpose and intent of the Project Document and City Regulations. FC Pier 70 made a 
good faith effort to find a communication services provider to occupy and own the conduit. 
Despite these efforts, no provider has committed to occupying the excess conduit in the Phase 
1 Public Infrastructure joint trench. FC Pier 70 has constructed the required conduit and, due 
to circumstances outside of its control with respect to current economic conditions and the 
actions of third-party service providers, was unable to secure providers to occupy and own the 
conduit. In the interim, FC Pier 70 has, secured adequate Communications Services for the 
project site, to be provided by a wireless service provider. The general purpose and intent of 
the requirements is to ensure that Communication Services are available to occupants of the 
development. Because FC Pier 70 has met this purpose through a different type of provider 



and cannot control the economic circumstances or actions of third-parties, applying the 
requirement of Subdivision Code Section 1336(c) would result in practical difficulties and 
unnecessary hardships. 

2. Granting the exception and deferral will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare or 
injurious to other property in the area in which said property is situated. FC Pier 70 has 
secured adequate interim Communications Services, therefore there is no detriment to the 
occupants of the development. There is no additional risk to the public due to the conduit 
remaining vacant for a longer period of time. 

3. Granting the exception and deferral will not be contrary to the Project Documents or City 
Regulations and will not violate the Subdivision Map Act. FC Pier 70 constructed the conduit as 
required by the Project Documents and in conformance with the required plans and 
specifications established by the Project Documents. Because the conduit has been 
constructed pursuant to Project Documents, the exception and deferral related to the conduit 
is not inconsistent with Project Documents. The Subdivision Code, which requires 
Communications Services under Section 1336(c), also allows exceptions to the Code with 
Public Works Director approval. This exception was processed pursuant to the requirements of 
the Subdivision Code and Subdivision Regulations. This exception defers compliance with a 
City requirement, not a requirement of the state Subdivision Map Act. 

4. It is not necessary to modify the standards and requirements of this Code and the Subdivision 
Regulations to assure conformity to and achievement of the standards and goals of the 
applicable Project Documents. FC Pier 70 must continue to make good faith efforts to meet 
the Subdivision Code requirement. 

5. The Director has determined, after holding a public hearing, that this application for exception 
should be granted. 

B.  The conditions under which the exception is granted are as follows: 

1. FC Pier 70 must obtain a major encroachment permit from the City to 
maintain excess and vacant conduit. 

2. FC Pier 70 must continue to pursue Communications Services providers for the conduits.  
Within 30 days of identifying a provider to occupy the conduits, FC Pier 70 shall contact Public 
Works and the Port in writing to address transfer of ownership and encroachment permit 
modification.  When the new provider obtains a Utility Conditions Permit from Public Works to 
occupy the conduits, the Conduit MEP shall terminate and be null and void.  FC Pier 70 shall 
assist Public Works and the Port in completing all requirements associated with ownership 
transfer and permit termination.  Additional conditions regarding termination of this 
temporary major encroachment permit, such as changes in property ownership or a term of 
years and conditions for extending that term, are contained in the Conduit MEP. 

3. FC Pier 70 shall abide by City Standard Specifications Section 00 73 20 and 00 73 21 (effective 
2021) and all updates to said specifications for utility relocation and support and work around.  

4. The Conduit MEP shall be recorded against FC Pier 70 property specified in the Conduit MEP. 



II  Acceptance of Infrastructure 

A.  The Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the legislation to accept the 
Offer of Improvements for the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure and dedication of the public 
infrastructure for public use for Phase 1, subject to the exceptions identified below. Hereinafter, the 

City 
 

B.  The Director approves all of the following documents either attached hereto or referenced herein: 

1. Amended and Restated Offers of Improvements for the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure, including 
minimal street extensions needed to complete intersection improvements that were not part of 
the original Offers associated with the Phase 1 Final Map. 

2. Form of Ordinance to accept the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure.  

3. Official Street Dedication Map No. A-17-222.  

C.  The Director further recommends that the Board of Supervisors, approve the legislation to 
dedicate the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure to public use, accept it for City maintenance and liability 
purposes, and in regard to the street areas, designate it as open public right-of-way for street and 
roadway purposes subject to the following: 

1. The portions of streets being designated as open public right-of-way for street and roadway 
purposes are from back of sidewalk to back of sidewalk, unless specified otherwise or as shown 
on the Plans and Specifications for the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure. 

2. Acceptance of the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure for City maintenance and liability purposes is 
from back of curb to back of curb, unless specified otherwise, and sidewalk maintenance is the 
responsibility of the adjacent property owners in accordance with the Public Works Code. 

3. Encroachments that are or will be permitted (including but not limited to the Port 
encroachments and the FC Pier 70 conduit), not permitted, or both, are excluded from 
acceptance. 

4. The Board retroactively accept maintenance and liability for the joint trench in 20th Street 
between Michigan and Illinois Streets and related work on trench and sidewalk restoration as 
part of the BCTD beginning February 12, 2024. 

5. City Improvements on a Port Street, which are City utilities outside of the PROW, are 
recommended for acceptance, dedication for public use, and acceptance for maintenance and 
liability purposes. Paragraphs 1 and 2 above are not applicable.  

6. The acceptance of the streets does not obviate, amend, alter, or in any way affect existing 
maintenance agreements between the City and parties to such agreements. 

7. Conditional assignment by FC Pier 70 of all warranties and guaranties to the City related to the 
construction of the Phase 1 and its warranty obligations under Street Improvement Permit Nos. 
19IE-00245, as modified by Instructional Bulletins #1 through #13. 



D.  Right-of-Way Widths, Sidewalk Widths, and Street Grades 

1. The Director approves the attached Official Sidewalk Width and Street Grades Drawing No. 
Q-20-1194. 

2. The Director further recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the legislation to set 
the public right-of-way widths for portions of 20th, 21st, 22nd, Louisiana, and Maryland 
Streets as set forth in Public Works Map A-17-222 and Drawings Q-20-1194. 

3. The Director further recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the legislation to 

a copy of which is in the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors Book of General Ordinances, in effect 
May 11, 1910, by adding thereto a new section to read as follows:  

Section [1643]. The width of sidewalks on portions of Streets shall be modified as 
shown on the Public Works Drawing Q-20-1194, dated 02/27/24 

4. The Director further recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the legislation to set 
the street grades for portions of 20th, 21st, 22nd, Louisiana, and Maryland Streets as set forth 
in Public Works Drawings Q-20-1194. 

5. The Director further recommends that the Board of Supervisors direct Public Works to revise 
the Official Public Right-of-Way, Sidewalk Width, and Street Grade maps in accordance with 
the legislation. 

F.  The Director also recommends in regard to the City Improvements on a Port Street that the 
Board of Supervisors dedicate these components of the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure to public use 
and accept them for City maintenance and liability. 

G.  The Director also recommends that the Board amend Public Works Code Section 706 regarding 
fronting property owner responsibility for sidewalk maintenance and liability to assign these 

-term lessees (35 years or more) in the Pier 70 Special Use District, 
as defined in Planning Code Section 249.79. 

III  Delegated Authority for the Director to Accept Deferred Infrastructure 

A.  The Director recommends that the Board delegate authority to the Director, in consultation with 
applicable City agencies, to approve and accept the Deferred Infrastructure once it is complete to 
the satisfaction of the Director. 

IV  Master Encroachment Permit  

A. Interdepartmental Master Encroachment Permit ( ): Port Improvements and Sidewalk 
Maintenance 

The Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve one component of the Master 
Encroachment Permit to permit the Port to maintain in the right-of-way the custom improvements 
and other encroachments as more specifically described in said permit for the Pier 70 project 
sitewide (all phases), and specifically for the encroachments constructed for Phase 1 (IMEP) Permit 
24ME-00009. The permitted encroachments are generally described as: as a) Building 15 Structural 



Frame over 22nd Street, b) cobble stones and pavers on Maryland and 20th streets, c) bike racks, 
d) custom benches, e) customer waste receptacles f) bollards, g) retaining walls, h) landscaping and 
i) wayfinding and interpretive signs (not yet constructed). The IMEP is subject to the terms and 
conditions specified in that permit. 

The Director recommends that as part of the IMEP the Board of Supervisors delegate to the Director 
the authority to allow assignment to FC Pier 70, or an once established, to 
comply with the terms of Public Works Code Section 706 in lieu of the fronting property owner, 
provided the Port also approves such assignment and subject to the condition that if allocated to an 

, the maintenance responsibility must be included in the Conditions, Covenants, 
and Restrictions (CC&Rs) as a binding requirement on the and its successors.  

B. FC Pier 70 Excess Conduits  

The Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve a second component of the Master 
Encroachment Permit to authorize Major Encroachment Permit 24ME-00006 (the Conduit MEP) to 
permit FC Pier 70 to occupy the Phase 1 Public Infrastructure joint trench with the excess but vacant 
conduits until such a time that FC Pier 70 transfers the conduits to a third-party utility.  The Conduit 
MEP is subject to the terms and conditions specified in that permit.  

D. General Provisions for Master Encroachment Permit 

1. The Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors delegate to the Director the ability to 
divide the Master Encroachment Permit into separate major permits, master permits, or 
individual street encroachment permits. 

2. The Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors delegate to the Director authority to 
approve contiguous and non-contiguous annexation of new areas of the project site into the 
Master Encroachment Permit. 

3. The Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors delegate to the Director authority to 

agent or assignee. 

4. The Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the permits described above 
subject to the Permit, Maintenance Agreement, CC&Rs, or other such document ensuring 
maintenance of the encroachments as may be required by Public Works, being approved by the 
Director and, if required by the Director,  

5. The Director recommends that the Permit shall not be effective until the Permittee executes 
and acknowledges the Permit and delivers said permit and all required documents and fees to 
Public Works. 

 

 



X
Phan, Denny
Acting ITF Manager

     

X
Ko, Albert J
City Engineer

 
@SigAnk1      @SigAnk2 

X
Short, Carla
Director of Public Works

        @SigAnk3      @sigAnk4 



City and County of San Francisco 

• San Francisco Public Works · Bureau of Street Use and Map:ping 
1155 Market Street, 3..a FFoor • San Francisco, CA 94103 
sfpublicworks.org • tel 415-554-5810 • fax.415-554-6161 

19/E-00245 Street Improvement Permit 
Address : Multiple Locations Cost: $1,392.00 · Block: Lot: Zip: 

Pursuant to article 2.4 of the Public Works Code in conjunction to DPW Order 187,005, permission, revocable at the 
will of the Director of Public Works, to construct improvements within the public right-of-way is granted to Permittee. 

Name: 

Conditions 

NTR 

FC Pier 70, LLC 

Curb Cut Sq Footage 

Completion 

Remove, replace or reconstruct: 

Expiration Date 

Bond Amount: 

Linear Footage 

Bond Holder: 

Contact247 

DPW Resolution # 

Inspection 

FC Pier 70, LLC 

0 

This permit is valid until work is completed/signed-off 
by inspector 

To construction Phase 1 Infrastructure prior to the 
completion of the Final Map for Pier 70 - see 
Attachment B for additional conditions. 

12/31/2019 

22000000 

0 

Refer to Agent 

Work shall not commence until this permit has been 
activated by Public Works. The permittee shall contact 
Public Works at (415) 554-7149 to activate the permit 
and schedule inspection at least 72 hours prior to 
work. Failure to follow the activation process prior to 
commencing work may result in a correction notice and 
possible notice of violation. 

The undersigned Permittee hereby agrees to comply with all requirements and conditions noted on this permit 

Approved Date: 03/13/2019 

Excavation and grading of subject area for street reconstruction shall be in accordance with approved plans and 
City sp ifications. Damaged areas adjacent to this construction shall be properly patched per City Inspector. 
Also e permittee shall be responsible for any ponding due to the permitted work. 

3/1'":>/1 CJ 
Date ' ApplicanUPermitee 

Printed: 3/13/20191:46:00 PM Plan Checker John Kwong 

Distribution: 
Outside BSM: BOE (Streets and Hyws)- P. Riviera 
Inside BSM: Street lmprovment Inspection 

"IMPROVING THE QIJALITY OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO" We are dedicated individuals committed to teamwork, customer service and continuous lmrovement in parlnershlp with the 
community. 

Customer Service Teamwork Continuous Improvement 
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STREET EXCAVATION REQUIREMENTS 
1. The permittee shall call Underground Service Alert (U.S.A.), telephone number 811, 48 hours prior to any excavation. 
2. All work including sidewalk and pavement cutting and removal, tagging, excavation, backfitt, and sidewalk and pavement restoration shall 
be done by a licensed paving contractor and in accordance with the requirements of the Current Standard Specifications of Public Works. 
3. All work including sidewalk and pavement cutting and removal, lagging, excavation, backfitf, and sidewalk and pavement restoration shall 
be done by a licensed contractor and in accordance with the requirements of the latest edition of Standard Specifications and Plans of San 
Francisco Public Works, and Department of Public Works Order Nos. 187,005. 
4. Sidewalk and pavement restoration shall include the replacement of traffic lane and crosswalk striping, parking stall markings, and curb 
painting that might have been obliterated during street excavation. The permittee shall perform their work under on the following options: 
a. Have the City forces do the striping and painting work at the permittees expense. The permittee shall make a deposit with the Department 
of Parking & Traffic for this purpose in an amount estimated by the Municipal Transportation Agency (MTA) 7th Floor 1 South Van Ness Ave 
telephone 701-4500, and notify the MTA at least 48 hours in advance of the time the work is to be done. 
b. Perform the work themselves following instructions available at the Department of Parking & Traffic and MTA. 
5. The permittee shall submit a non-refundable fee to Bureau of Street-Use and Mapping to pay for City Inspection of the backfill and 
pavement restoration. At least 48 hours in advance, the permittee shall make arrangements with the Street Improvement Section Inspectors, 
554-7149, for an inspection schedule. 
6. The permittee shall file and maintain an excavation bond in the sum of $25,000.00 with the Department of Public Works, to guarantee the 
maintenance of the pavement in the excavation area for a period of 3 years following the completion of the backfill and pavement restoration 
pursuant to Article 2.4.40 of the Public Works Codi;). 
7. The permittee shall conduct construction operations in accordance with the requirements of Article 900 Section 903(a) and (b) of the Traffic 
Code. The permittee shall contact the MTA 7th Floor 1 South Van Ness Ave telephone 701-4500, for specific restrictions before starting work. 
8. The permittee shall obtain the required permits, if any, from regulating agencies of the State of California. 
9. The permittee shall verify the locations of any City or public service utility company facilities that may be affected by the work authorized by 
this permit and shall assume all responsibility for any damage to such facilities. The permittee shall make satisfactory arrangements and 
payments for any necessary temporary relocation of City or public utility company facilities. 
1 O. The permittee shall pay the required fee for sewer installation permit at the Plumbing Inspection Division, Department of Building 
Inspection, 1660 Mission Street and arrange for inspection of this work, telephone 558-6054. 
11. Planting of trees and performance of any work in the right-of-way which may affect a tree and/or landscaping shall not be performed prior to 
obtaining a permit and/or another form of approval from Bureau of Urban Forestry (BUF), telephone: 554-6700. 
12. Per DPW Order 178,806, the recycling of Cobble Stones and Granit Curb shall follow as: 
a. Cobblestones shall be clean of dirt prior to transporting. Extreme care shall be taken during the transporting the cobblestones to minimize 
damage before delivery to City. The cobblestones shall be neatly and securely placed on pallets so they can be moved about safely after the 
delivery, The Minimum size of cobblestone shall be 4 inches square (16 square Inches). The cobblestones shaft be delivered, including off 
loading, to 90114th Street on Treasure Island or at alternative location directed by the Department within the City of San Francisco. Contact 
the Department forty-eight hours (48 hours) prior to delivery. The Department can be reached at (415) 695-6673. 
b. Granite Curb shall be neatly and securely placed on pallets so they can be moved about safely after delivery. The Contractor shall 
exercise care in transporting the granite curb to minimize damage. The length limit of recyclable granite curbs shall be no less than four feet. 
The granite curb shall be delivered, including off loading, to 901 14th Street on Treasure Island or at an alternative location directed by the 
Department within the City of San Francisco. Contact Bureau of Street and Sewer Repair (BSSR) at least forty-eight hours (48 hours) prior to 
delivery. BSSR can be reached at (415) 695-6673. 
13. In consideration of this Permit being issued for the work described in the application, Permittee on its behalf and that of any successor or 
assign, and on behalf of any lessee, promises and agrees to perform all the terms of this Permit and to comply with all applicable laws, 
ordinances and regulations. 
14. Permittee agrees on its behalf and that of any successor or assign to hold harmless, defend, and indemnify the City and County of San 
Francisco, including, without limitation, each of Its commissions, departments, officers, agents and employees (hereina·fter collectively referred 
to as the "City") from and against any and all losses, liabilities, expenses, claims, demands, injuries, damages, fines, penalties, costs or 
judgments including, without limitation, attorneys' fees and costs (collectively, "claims") of any kind allegedly arising directly or indirectly from (i) 
any act by, omission by, or negligence of, Permittee or its subcontractors. or the officers, agents, or employees of either, while engaged in the 
performance of the work authorized by this Permit, or while in or about the property subject to this Permit for any reason connected in any way 
whatsoever with the performance of the work authorized by this Permit, or allegedly resulting directly or indirectly from the maintenance or 
installation of any equipment, facilities or structures authorized under this Permit, (ii) any accident or injury to any contractor or subcontractor, 
or any officer, agent, or employee of either of them, while engaged in the performance of the work authorized by this Permit, or while in or 
about the property, for any reason connected with the performance of the work authorized by this Permit, or arising from liens or claims for 
services rendered or labor or materials furnished in or for the performance of the work authorized by this Permit, (iii) injuries or damages to real 
or personal property, good will, and persons in, upon or in any way allegedly connected with the work authorized by this Permit from any cause 
or claims arising at any time, and (iv) any release or discharge, or threatened release or discharge, of any hazardous material caused or 
allowed by Permittee in, under, on or about the property subject to this Permit or into the environment. As used herein, "hazardous material" 
means any substance, waste or material which, because of its quantity, concentration of physical or chemical characteristics is deemed by any 
federal , state, or focal governmental authority to pose a present or potential hazard to human health or safety or to the environment. 
15. Permittee must hold harmless, indemnify and defend the City regardless of the alleged negligence of the City or any other party, except 
only for claims resulting directly from the sole negligence or willful misconduct of the City. Permittee specifically acknowledges and agrees that 
it has an immediate and independent obiigation to defend the City from any claim which actually or potentially falls within this indemnity 
provision, even if the allegations are or may be groundless. false or fraudulent, which obligation arises at the time such claim is tendered to 
Permittee by the City and continues at all times thereafter. Permittee agrees that the indemnification obligations assumed under this Permit 
shall survive expiration of the Permit or completion of work. 
16. Permittee shall obtain and maintain through the terms of this Permit general liability, automobile liability or workers' compensation 
insurance as the City deems necessary to protect the City against claims for damages for personal injury, accidental death and property 
damage allegedly arising from any work done under this Permit. Such insurance shall in no way limit Permitee's indemnity hereunder. 
Certificates of insurance, in form and with insurers satisfactory to the City, evidencing all coverages above shall be furnished to the City before 
commencing any operations under this Permit, with complete copies of policies furnished promptly upon City request. 
17. The permittee and any permitted successor or assign recognize and understand that this permit may create a possessory interest. 
18. Separate permit is required for excavation of side sewers. Installation authorized only by Class "A" or "C-42" Licensed Contractor or 
"C-12" with "C-36" Licensed Contractor. Authorization requires the filing of a $25,000 excavation bond to cover the cost of City inspection and 
having obtained authorization to excavate in the roadway. The contractor shall obtain the proper permits and arrange for an inspection, for the 
section of pipe from the trap to the property, with the Plumbing Inspection Division at 1660 Mission Street, telephone 558-6054. 
19. Pursuant to state law, all survey monuments must be preserved. No work (including saw cutting) may commence within 20' of a survey 
monument until an application for Monument Referencing has been approved and notification of monument referencing has occurred. Prior to 
construction, all CCSF survey monuments shall be referenced by a licensed Land Surveyor on a Corner Record or Record of Survey if any 
construction will take place within 20 ft. of a monument. For any questions please email Monument.Preservation@sfdpw.org or call 415-554-
5827. Note, all survey monuments shall be preserved per state law and disturbance of a survey monument is a crime. 

"IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO" We are dedicated individuals committed to teamwork, customer service and continuous imrovement in partnership with the 
community. 

Customer Service Teamwork Continuous Improvement 
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Attachment B 
1. Application for Major Encroachment Permit for covering entirety of project area or for phase 1 only 

shall be applied for within 30 days of issuance of construction permit 
2. Curb ramp evaluations shall be submitted to public works -for Disability Access Coordinator review 

minimum ten (10) business days prior to work where utility trenches cross through intersections 
outside of the project area, consistent with DPW Order No: 184,350 and 185,854. 

3. Additional evaluation, clarification for the curb ramp that the intersection of 20th St and Michigan St 
willbe required prior to the construction/reconstruction of this intersection. 

4. Additional evaluation of the curb ramps maybe required prior to the construction and installation 
for this phase. 

5. An Instructional Bulletin (IB) will be required for any signing; striping and parking changes along 
Illinois Street between 20th and 22nd Streets for review and approval from the SFMTA. Any 
required legislation and outreach to adjacent property owners affected shall be coordinated by the 
Project Sponsor, Port and SFMTA. 

6. Prior to the construction of the Blue Greenway in the Phase 1 improvements along 20th Street, the 
Project Sponsor and the Port shall work with the SFMTA to finalize the design via an IB. Phase 2 and 
future improvements for the Blue Greenway shall be completed prior to any future permit 
approvals. 

7. An IB is to be submitted 15 business days prior to the purchase/fabrication of signage and striping 
for review and approval by the SFMTA. 

8. Prior to the construction and installation of standard and non-standard bicycle racks/corrals, an IB 
shall be submitted and approval shall be acquired from the SFMTA for conformity with SFMTA 
Bicycle Parking Guidelines and Sta_ndards. Contact bikeparking@sfmta.com for additional 
information. 

9. An IB is required for the final design of the required signal modifications, new traffic signals, and 
signal timing for the intersections of 20th/Illinois St and 22"d/lllinois St during Phase 1. Approval of 
this design by SFMTA is required a minimum 30 days prior to the signal work. 

10. Curb use designation and curb painting/coloring within the permitset requires additional 
consultation and permitting from the SFMTA Color Curbs Program. Contact and coordination with 
SFMTA shall occur a minimum of 30 business days prior to requesting curb designation/painting. The 
Project Sponsor, Port and SFMTA shall coordinate ·in the creation of a Curb Management Plan for the 
project site prior to either the completion of Phase! Improvements or the permit issuance.of any 
future phased improvemen_ts. 

11. The monitoring program required under Mitigation Measure M-N0-3 shall be approved by the Port 
prior to construction activities involving pile driving, CRF or using "heavy equipment" within 
applicable susceptibility zones. 

12. The SFPUC will not accept, for ownership or maintenance, the 12.3" combined sewer pipe on 
Louisian~ Street, between 20th and 21st, along with CSMH LANl, CSMH LAN2, CSCB LANl, CSCB 
LAN2 and all culverts. These facilities shall be owned by accepted, owned and maintained by the 
Port, in perpetuity. 

13. For maintenance purposes, non-standard surface materials such as cobblestone, pavers, bollards, 
raised crosswalks, etc., must be maintained in perpetuity by the Port or their assignee. Prior to 
obtaining a Final Map, the Port and Developer must confirm in writing that ongoing restoration of 
these surface elements can and will be borne by the Port, an HOA, property owners, or some other 
3rd party. 

14. Prior to the installation of any catch basins, the contractor must obtain approval of a field submittal 
showing how the concrete aprons around the catch basins will be constructed on (1) cobblestone 
streets, (2) paver streets and (2) concrete streets. 



15. Prior to the contractor performing any work on the SFPUC's existing Combined Sewer facilities 
(pump station, 10" force main, 42" to 54" storage pipes, outfall), the Port must enter into the 
amended 20th St Pump Station MOU to the satisfaction of the SFPUC. 

16. Prior to installation of any low pressure or reclaimed water lines, Contractor to obtain City approval 
of a detailed layout plan showing all vertical and horizontal joint deflections and elbows. 

17. Prior to installation of any low pressure or reclaimed water facilities, Contractor to obtain City 
approval for the pipe layout at the proposed intersection of Georgia Street and 20th Street, in the 
form of an Instructional Bulletin. The layout shown in these permit plans is NOT approved at this 
time, as it is presumed that all services to Georgia Street will be private laterals. 

18. Prior to installation of any low pressure or reclaimed water facilities, Contractor to obtain City 
approval for a detailed lateral plan of all existing water services on 20th St to remain, including 
lateral type, lateral size, pipe material, meter size and physical address of the service. 

19. Prior to installation of any dry utilities, the Contractor shall obtain City approval of a final electrical 
distribution plan, showing the Wholesale Distribution Transformer (WDT) concrete pad, access, 
conduit routing, equipment, temporary overhead installations, etc. The City shall not accept or 
deem complete any portion of the electrical power system until the WDT's (or some alternative as 
approved by the utility owner) are constructed. 

20. All SFPUC vaults, pull-boxes and street light poles installed adjacent to cobblestone or unit pavers 
shall have a minimum 6" concrete collar .between the facility and the streetscape feature. Prior to 
start of construction, the contractor shall obtain City approval of a construction detail for the 
concrete collar, submitted as an Instructional Bulletin to the City. 

21. The Hess Linea streetlight fixture shown on this permit is not approved by the SFPUC for use on this 
project. The contractor shall use Lumec Roadfocus light fixtures and approved poles, unless 
otherwise approved by the SFPUC. Prior to start of construction, the contractor shall obtain City 
approval of a streetlight cut sheet and photometrics with the approved light fixture in the form of an 
Instructional Bulletin. 

22. Prior to installation of traffic signals on Illinois, the Contractor must obtain SFPUC approval of the 
streetlight layout, fixture, installation details, conduit routing and wiring, in the form of an 
Instructional Bulletin. 

23. Prior to City acceptance of the improvements at 20th and Maryland, the Contractor will be 
responsible to provide temporary light fixtures to the satisfaction of the SFPUC and SFMTA to 
mitigate any safety concerns at this intersection. 

24. Manhole depths shall not exceed 17 feet (from rim to invert) for detail 83,171 and 20 feet for detail 
83,172. Any installations which exceed these depths in the field will not be accepted by the SFPUC 
for ownership and/or maintenance. 

25. Prior to installation of the combined sewer force main, the contractor shall submit an instructional 
bulletin to the SFPUC for their approval, which identifies the locations of low-point drain structures 
at absolute low points of the system (rather than clean-outs), along with a low-point drain 
construction detail. The low-point drain must be an assembly that contains a horizontal tee from 
the force main, with a valve, and either a connection to a nearby gravity sewer (preferred) or a riser 
to which a hose could be connected to vacuum drain the force main. This 18 shall also provide 
corrections, clarifications and cut sheets for all of the CSFM structures on Sheet C8.Q9. Contractor 
shall work with the SF PUC to refine all of these construction details. 

26. Sewer pipe layout in proposed Future Georgia Street at 20th Street is not approved at this 
time. Prior to any installation within this intersection, Contractor shall obtain City approval for a 
pipe layout with private laterals into Georgia Street, in the form of an lnstru.ctional Bulletin. 

27. The SFPUC shall not accept for ownership or maintenance, the Combined Sewer improvements 
shown in this permit, unless and until the Port indemnifies both the SFPUC and Public Works for the 
potential flooding liability which is created by this non-standard street design (grading on 20th 
Street). The design of these improvements does not meet the Citywide Subdivision Regulations, 
Appendix B, Section XII, Sub-Section C, 5, Paragraphs a, band c. Port shall provide for this indemnity, 
or some other mitigation, at the earlier of execution of the jurisdictional MOU or the PIA. 

28. Prior to installation of Combined Sewer Force Main (CSFM), Contractor shall obtain City approval of 
detailing of structures installed on the system (including air valves and blow offs). 



29. The SFPUC does not own the existing 18" and 8" CS pipes in 20th Street, upstream of the 42" storage 
structure. It is assumed that these are existing Port assets, to remain as Port assets, including the 
manholes, catch basins, culverts and laterals. Any future PIA's must memorialize this arrangement 
in more detail. 

30. The SFPUC shall not accept for ownership or maintenance, the utility improvements shown at the 
intersection of 20th Street and Louisiana, unless and until the Port, or their assignee, agrees in 
writing to be responsible for the restoration of the curb, gutter and sidewalk within this intersection, 
in perpetuity. This should be memorialized in the jurisdictional MOU at a minimum. 

31. Prior to installation of the force main on Illinois Street, the contractor shall submit a work plan to 
the SFPUC which has been coordinated with the adjacent BCTD duct bank installation and includes a 
detail of the interim connection of the TWFM to existing CSMH N-25644 at 20th Street and Illinois 
Street. If any portion of the force main needs t .o cross underneath or through the BCTD duct bank, 
the force main shall include a steel sleeve, which will be detailed in the work plan. 

32. No less than 12" of vertical clearance shall be allowed between utility mains and crossing laterals or 
culverts, including but not limited to the culvert crossing the AWSS from CSMH 20 101. 

33. As described in the lnfrastructure·Permittlng Agreement for the scope of work in this permit, the 
construction of improvements pursuant to this permit are at developer's sole risk, and the Director 
retains complete discretion and authority to require modification or relocation of, or any other 
change to, the Required Infrastructure to the extent that such changes result from the Director's 
review and approval of the tentative subdivision map and subsequent subdivision-related approvals 
up to and including the Final Map, and the Director makes no representations about the City's intent 
or willingness to Accept any portion of the Required Infrastructure. 

Consistent with the IPA, the City shall not consider the proposed public infrastructure, including 
combined sewer Improvements on 20th Street, for acceptance or-maintenance until the Port, 
SFPUC, and Public Works agree upon a solution to mitigate the potential flooding issue caused by 
the proposed low lying grades of 20th Street, as identified by SFPUC. Permittee shall provide the 
Citywith a detailed technical study within 60 days of permit issuance, outlining the existing storm 
water overland release point from 20th Street and potential alternatives for the future. This study 
should include, but not be limited to, grading information, expected flow rates, capacity modeling 
and property rights, and address engineering issues and concerns to the satisfaction of the 
City. Determination of a solution to mitigate the potential flooding issue shall be a requirement of 
the tentative map that must be satisfied before approval of the first phased Final Map and PIA for 
the Pier 70 28~acre site. 

34. No later than sixty (60) days from the issuance of the Permit, the Project Sponsor shall submit Offer 
of Dedication for Improvements for those improvements constructed by this permit outside of the 
project boundary. 



Permit Addresses 
19IE-00245 

*RW = RockWheel, SMC = Surface Mounted Cabinets, S/W = Sidewalk Work, DB = Directional Boring, 
BP= Reinforced Concrete Bus Pad, UB = Reinforced Concrete for Utility Pull Boxes and Curb Ramps 
Green background: Staging Only 

Number of blocks: 14· Total repair size:O sqft Total Streetspace:O Total Sidewalk: sqft 
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Sidewalk 
Feet 



Street Name From St Street Sidewalk 
Space Feet 

Feet 
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Exceptions - Coordination 
It is mandatory that you coordinate your permit with the following jobs listed. You will be required to call each contact 
listed and create a note including the date contact was made, agreed coordination, name of contact, or date message(s) 
left if unable to reach a contact. 

Street Use Conflicts: 

,Job # Activity 

!Your Notes: 
I. -­
!streets: 
I 

!Your Notes: 
I .c· ~-.. 

!Streets: 

iYour Notes: 
1----------

- Truck Permits: For Restriction Information: Phone: (415) 701-4683 
truckpermits@sfmta.com 

- -

i 03RD ST / 20TH ST - Intersection 

- Under G095 requirement, Contractor shall contact Muni Overhead 
Line Division of any work 10 feet in horizontal or vertical direction of 
overhead lines. Contact: Clifford Smethurst @ 
Clifford.Smethurst@sfmta.com, (415) 554-9220. 

, 03RD ST / 20TH ST - Intersection 

- All work (excavation to final paving) must be coordinated with the 
Muni Third Street Light Rail Project. Please call Ha Nguyen of Muni at 
#554-1767 to coordinate all work. 

i Streets: 103RD ST I 20TH ST - Intersection 

15EXC-6543 

lYour Notes: 
~ -- ----. -
!Streets: 
I 

SBC - Pacific Bell Engineering - Conflict with existing excavation 
permit. It is mandatory that you coordinate all work for joint paving. 

i 20TH ST/ ILLINOIS ST - Intersection 

Contact 

D 

D 

D 

Judy Jones 415-330- ·o-·-----
1880 -Judy Jones 415-
330-1880 

17EXC-5669 A & B Construction, Inc. - Conflict with existing excavation permit. It is 5109996000 - D mandatory that you coordinate all work for joint paving. 5109996000 

;Your Notes: '----·-1 -~--------i Streets:___ . _ 20TH ST/ ILLINOIS ST - Intersection 

Permit Conflicts: 

:permit Dates 

[18EXC-4161 108/20/2018 - 9/17/2018 

I . 
f - ---- ·-- J__ - -
i StreetSpace 
I- - - ----·- . 
iYour Notes: 1 

Agency 

1 Pacific Gas & Electric 

! 

l~treets: ______ j20~~-~:.~~NAM~~- ~~2_!?_~ 1CHIGAN ST (550 - 587) 

Contact 
I . . . 

I Ben Stockinger 415-

1
695-3500 

. _ b4so@}pg:l.com _ _ 

"IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO" We are dedicated Individuals committed lo leamworlc, customer service and continuous imrovement In partnership with the 
· community. 

Cusfomer Service Teamwork Continuous Improvement 
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Exceptions 
19IE-00245 

From St 

20TH ST 

20TH ST 

20TH ST 

20TH ST 

20TH ST 

20TH ST 

To St 

Intersection 

Intersection 

Intersection 

Intersection 

Intersection 

Intersection 

Message .. Dates 

Muni Tracks Present. 

No construction allowed in 
streets on game days at PacBell 
Park 2 hours before and until 2 
hours after events. Day event 
hours:10am-6pm. Night event 

jhours: 4pm-Midnight. Call 415-
· 972-2000ext0 for more 
. information. 

Please refer to Figure 12 of 
· Section 9.4(A) of the DPW 
Order No. 171,442 for special 
conditions for excavation in the 
vicinity of AWSS. 

Prior to construction, all CCSF Brass Disk 
, survey monuments shall be 
1 referenced by a licensed Land 
Surveyor on a Corner Record or 
a Record of Survey if any 

. construction will take place 
within 20 ft of a monument. For 

· any questions, please email 
; Monument.Preservation@sfdpw 
.org or call 415-554-5827. 
Note, all survey monuments 
shall be preserved per state law 
and disturbance of a survey 
monument may be a crime. 

I Prior to construction, all CCSF. Brass Disk 
.survey monuments shall be 
• referenced by a licensed Land 
Surveyor on a Corner Record or 
a Record of Survey if any 
construction will take place 
within 20 ft of a monument. For 
any questions, please email 
Monument.Preservation@sfdpw 
.org or call 415-5S4-5827. 
Note, all survey monuments 
shall be preserved per state law 
and disturbance of a survey 
monument may be a crime. 

Prior to construction, all CCSF Brass Disk 2.5 
survey monuments shall be INCH BRASS 
referenced by a licensed Land DISK 
Surveyor on a Corner Record or STAMPEDT-
a Record of Survey if any 0067 
construction will take place 
within 20 ft of a monument. For 
any questions, please email 
Monument.Preservation@sfdpw 
.org or call 415-554-5827. 
Note, all survey monuments 
shall be preserved per state law 
and disturbance of a survey 
monument may be a crime. 

·1MPROVING THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO" We are de<Jicated individuals committed to teamwork, customer service and continuous imrovement in partnership with the 
community. 

Customer Service Teamworlc Continuous Improvement 
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Street From St 
Name 

120TH ST 

'20TH ST 

.. fo3RD ST 

!'o3RD s-i ' ' 

I03RDST I . 

_l_ 
I ILLINOIS ST 

-J-. --
iIWNOISST 

I 
i LOUISIANA ST 

i MICHIGAN ST 

i UNNAMi D 042 

- ·rILLINOIS.ST. 

,-----! Intersection I Prior t~ ~~~struction, all CCSF I Br~ss Disk 2.sT 
,survey monuments shall be INCH 

[ Intersection 

i Intersection 

I Intersection 

1 Intersection 

·· ·f- · 
103RD ST-

I Intersection 

.~ -· I Intersection 

! UNNAMED 042 -

1 referenced by a licensed Land STAMPED T-l Surveyor on a Corner Record or 0066 
a Record of Survey if any 

!construction will take place 1 
within 20 ft of a monument. For ' 
any questions, please email 
Monument.Preservation@sfdpw 
.erg or call 415-554-5827. 
Note, all survey monuments 

I shall be preserved per state law 
and disturbance of a survey 

,_:n~ment_m~ be a crime. 

I Prior to construction, all CCSF : Stone or 
!survey monuments shall be :Concrete 
: referenced by a licensed Land Monument " 
I Surveyor on a Comer Record or no well 
! a Record of Survey if any 

I construction will take place 
within 20 ft of a monument. For 
any questions, please email I Monumerit.Preservation@sfdpw I 
.erg or call 415-554-5827. 

I Note, all survey monuments 
shall be preserved per state law 
I and disturbance of a survey 
I monument may be a crime. -· -... ~.~· -· ··· ., ._ . ., ·-· ~ ~ ___ ,_ - ...... ·. 

·:[;;;~;;;;" ... t 
I Park 2 hours before and until 2

1 I hours after events. Day event 
hours:10am-6pm. Night event 

'

hours: 4pm-Midnight. Call 415- I 
972-2000ext0 for more ! 

1 in!?r~ation. --· _ . 

I Please refer to Figure 12 of 
Section 9.4(A) of the DPW 

1IOrder No. 171,442 for special 
· conditions for excavation In the 
(vicinity of AWSS. 

I Ba~rs are allowed onthis -

I~':~- - -
I Blocks with Bicycle Route 
!designations require special 
; attention. For details see 
, Section 10 of DPrs Blue Book 
land Section 6.3 of DPW's Order 
I . 

. J~<>.171.442. _ ___ _ 

! No construction allowed in 
!streets on game days at PacBell 
: Park 2 hours before and until 2 

I hours after events. Day event 
hours:10am-6pm. Night event 

!hours: 4pm-Midnight. Call 415-

~
72-2000ext0 for more I 
nformation. _______ I_ 
Banners are allowed on this I 

!street _ _ . _ , ----}-- -

:;;:;~--~~r::;:;;::;~ ···1 
, _ - ---·· __ _ street 
103RD ST - Conflict with existing Street Use ! 12V-0020 

1 Permit. 
i Refer to Agent -
! Refer to Agent 

Dates 

::all":~ - ., .,, • ·, f ·• - ,--] 
-; L---'-~ 

J 
"IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO" We ara dedicated lndlvlduals committed lo teamwork, customer service and continuous imrovement In partnership with lhe 

community. 
Cus'lomer Service Teamwork Continuous Improvement 
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Street From St To St Message Job Contact Dates 
Name 

ILLINOIS ST 03RD ST- Conflict with existing Street Use 13ECN-0950 Refer to Agent - , Sep 19 2013-
Permit. Refer to Agent 

UNNAMED 042 MICHIGAN ST - Conflict with existing Street Use 18ECN-0496 Refer to Agent - Aug 20 2018-
Permit. Refer to Agent 

UNNAMED 042 MICHIGAN ST - Conflict with existing Street Use 18ECN-0575 415-695-3330 - Aug 26 2018-
Permit. 415-695-3330 

ILLINOIS ST 03RD ST- Conflict with existing Street Use 18TC-0122 Refer to Agent - Mar 16 2018-Mar 15 2019 
Permit. · Refer to Agent 

03RD ST Intersection Prior to construction, all CCSF Brass Disk 
survey monuments shall be 
referenced by a licensed Land 
Surveyor on a Corner Record or 
a Record of Survey if any 
construction will take place 
within 20 ft of a monument. For 
any questions, please email 
Monument.Preservation@sfdpw 
.org or call 415-554-5827. 
Note, all survey monuments 
shall be preserved per state law 
and disturbance of a survey 
monument may be a crime. 

03RD ST Intersection Prior to construction, all CCSF Brass Disk 
survey monuments shall be 
referenced by a licensed Land 
Surveyor on a Corner Record or 

. a Record of Survey if any 

. construction will take place 
within 20 ft of a monument. For 
any questions, please email 
Monument.Preservation@sfdpw 
.org or call 415-554-5827. 
Note, all survey monuments 
shall be preserved per state law 
and disturbance of a survey 
monument may be a crime. 

03RD ST Intersection Prior to construction, all CCSF Brass Disk 2.5 
survey monuments shall be INCH BRASS 
referenced by a licensed Land ·DISK 
Surveyor on a Corner Record or STAMPED T-
a Record of Survey if any '0067 
construction will take place 
within 20 ft of a monument. For 
any questions, please email 
Monument. Preservation@sfdpw 
.org or call 415-554-5827. 
Note, all survey monuments 
shall be preserved per state law 
and disturbance of a survey 
monument may be a crime. 

03RD ST Intersection Prior to construction, all CCSF Brass Disk 2.5 
survey monuments shall be INCH 
referenced by a licensed Land STAMPED T-
Surveyor on a Corner Record or 0066 
a Record of Survey if any 
construction will take place 
within 20 ft of a monument. For 
any questions, please email 
Monument.Preservation@sfdpw 
.org or call 415-554-5827. 
Note, all survey monuments 
shall be preserved per state law 
and disturbance of a survey 
monument may be a crime. 

ILLINOIS ST Intersection Proposed Paving. PAVING Richard Lee - Jul 25 2021-Jul 25 2022 

-IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO" We are dedicated individuals committed to teamwork, customer service and continuous imrovement in partnership with the 
community. 

Customer Service Teamwork Continuous Improvement 
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.. F.rom St 

!IWNOIS ST 

I LOUISIANA ST 

I 
,I - --- --
j LOUISIANA ST 
I 

I 

MICHIGAN ST 

UNNAMED 042 

UNNAMED 042 

!OJRD ST 

[Intersection 

' Intersection 

'UNNAMED 042 -

· ILLINOIS ST -
I 

'( Intersection 

l Intersection 

, MICHIGAN ST -

;­
'. Intersection 

... Job Contact Dates 

I SF .PUC - - - !Cisey Che~ - 2 2020-Dec 31 2020 

Bureau 

; Proposed Excavation. 

I Engineering l 
Management 

- --- -·!sF-PUC - -- ~
1
ca~ey Chen - !Jan 2 2020-Dec 31 2020 

I Engineering 

J 
Management I 
Bureau • 

ISF ~UC-. 1casey Chen - !Ja; 2 2020-Dec 31 2020 
Engrneenng. , 
Management 1 

'j'Proposed Excavation. 

I 
I - -- - - -

1Bureau ___ i_ ___ . __ -·· . 

jSF PUC - 11casey Chen - !Jan 2 2020-Dec 31 2020 

I Engineering I 
Management · I l 

.. ,Burea~- •.. I _ 

I Proposed Excavation. 

I 
I Proposed Excavation. 
i 

I 
1,sF ~UC-. 1casey Chen - ··!jan 2 2020-Dec 31 2020 
Engrneenng 
Management I I 

· Bureau ~ . · ;-- ... - · ... " --· 
j Proposed Excavation. 
I 

! 

SF PUC - ·- !Casey Chen - ·!J~n 2 2020-Dec 31 2020 
Engineering 

I 

I - · ..._ , .... ' • ' • , _,_.,.. _ 

Proposed Excavation. 

Management 
Bureau 

·SF PUC~ 
Engineering 
Management 
Bureau 

1 casey Chen -

I Prior to co~st;~ctl~~;~il CCSF ·1 St;;· or -, 
survey monuments shall be I Concrete I 
referen.ced by a licensed Land Monument - I 
Surveyor on a Corner Record or no well 
a Record of Survey If any I 
I construction will take place 
within 20 ft of a monument. For ! 
any questions, please email· 
Monument.Preservation@sfdpw I 
.org or call 415-554-5827. 
Note, all survey monuments 

!shall be preserved perstate law 

land disturbance of a survey 
_ ~onum~n~.m~y _be _a crime. .I. 

(Jan 2 2020-Dec 31 2020 

I END i MICHIGAN ST - ·1 B~.n~ers are allb~~d bn thi~ • ... , ..... 
street . 

~-
··1 iCLiN01s's-r - --iinte~~~cti;n--- ,Blo~;·withBicycle ~;--- 1-

: designations require special I 
! attention. For details see 

J __ 
I ILLINOIS ST 

I 

I MICHIGAN ST 
I 

I• jection 10 of DPrs Blue Book 
and Section 6.3 of DPW's Order 
No. 171.442. -~--

[Intersection I No construction allowed in 

I I streets on game days at PacBell 

! ILLINOIS ST -

. ·-· -
f Intersection 

Park 2 hours before and until 2 
hours after events. Day event 
hours: 10am-6pm. Night event 
hours: 4pm-Midnight. Call 415-
972-2000ext0 for more 

[information. 

I Banners are allowed on this 
street 

I Proposed Paving. PAVING ; Richard Lee • t.M 25 2021-Jul 25 2022 

"IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO" We are dedicated /ndlvlduals committed to teamwork, customer service and continuous lmrovement In partnership with the 
community. 

Custo,r,er Service Teamwork Continuous Improvement 
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From St To St Message Dates 

20TH ST Intersection Blocks with Bicycle Route 
designations require special 
attention. For details see 
Section 10 of DPT's Blue Book 
and Section 6.3 of DPW's Order 
No. 171.442. 

20TH ST Intersection No construction allowed in 
streets on game days at PacBell 
Park 2 hours before and until 2 
hours after events. Day event 
hours:10am-6pm. Night event 
hours: 4pm-Midnight. Call 415-
972-2000ext0 for more 
information. 

22ND ST Intersection Blocks with Bicycle Route 
designations require special 
attention. For details see 
Section 10 of DPT's Blue Book 
and Section 6.3 of DPW's Order 
No. 171.442. 

22ND ST Intersection No construction allowed in 
streets on game days at PacBell 
Park 2 hours before and until 2 
hours after events. Day event 
hours:10am-6pm. Night event 
hours: 4pm-Midnight. Call 415-
972-2000ext0 for more 
information. 

20TH ST Intersection Proposed Paving. PAVING Richard Lee - Jul 25 2021-Jul 25 2022 

22ND ST Intersection Proposed Paving. PAVING Richard Lee - Jul 25 2021-Jul 25 2022 

20TH ST Intersection Proposed Excavation. SF PUC- casey Chen - Jan 2 2020-Dec 31 2020 
Engineering 

· Management 
· Bureau 

20TH ST , Intersection Proposed Excavation. SF PUC- casey Chen - Jan 2 2020-Dec 31 2020 
Engineering 
Management 
Bureau 

20TH ST Intersection Proposed Excavation. !SF PUC - casey Chen - Jan 2 2020-Dec 31 2020 
Engineering 
Management 
Bureau 

20TH ST Intersection Proposed Excavation. SF PUC - Casey Chen - Jan 2 2020-Dec 31 2020 
· Engineering 
Management 
Bureau 

"IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO" We are dedicated lnd/v/dua/s committed to teamwork, customer service and continuous imrovement in partnership with the 
community. 

Customer Service Teamwork Continuous Improvement 
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No Diagram submitted 

"IMPROVING THE OUALJTY OF UFE IN SAN FRANC/Seo• We an> dedk;ated individuals committed to teamwork, CU$tomer service and continuous ;mrovement in psr111ership with 111 .. 
com,nuntty. 

Customer Service Teamwork Continuous Improvement 
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March 4, 2022 
 
FC Pier 70, LLC 
Mr. David Greenstein 
875 Howard Street, Suite 330,  
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Subject:Director’s Notice of Completeness (NOC)  

Pier 70 – 22nd St from Illinois St to 500 feet easterly  
 
Dear Mr. Greenstein: 
 
This letter is in response to FC Pier 70, LLC letter requesting a Notice of Completeness (NOC) for 22nd 
Street from Illinois Street to 500 feet easterly, (22nd Street).  
 
In response to your request, the City reviewed the status in the field, plan documents and 
recommendation of Public Works Construction Management (CM). CM have verified completion of all 
remaining outstanding work.  
 
During the reconstruction of 22nd street, we understand your team made every effort to have PG&E 
complete their utility installation. Unfortunately, the work was not coordinated, resulting in PG&E’s 
imminent utility installation in support of the neighborhood housing developing. Due to these 
extenuating circumstances, by this letter, Public Works hereby recommends a Conditional Notice of 
Completeness (NOC) from Illinois street property line to 500 feet easterly, based on the Outstanding 
items below. 
 
As of the date of this letter, the following items are outstanding and must be completed prior to 
Acceptance of 22nd Street: 
 
1) Outstanding items 

a. Provide Recordation Notice which was not attached to NOC request 
b. Provide Final Record Drawings in PDF signed by the Contractor and Developer’s 

Construction Manager. 
c. Provide Certificate of Conformance from PG&E.  

 
Please contact me for further inquiries and assistance.  

Regards, 
 
 

 
Cathal Hennessy 
Project Manager, Infrastructure Task Force 



 

 

 

Attachments  

• FC Pier 70 LLC NOC request Letter, Dated 9/2/2020 
 
 

cc:   
Kelly Pretzer, Brookfield 
Swathi Bonda, Brookfield 
Samantha Beckerman, Brookfield 
Carla Short, Interim Director of Public Works 
Albert Ko, Deputy Director and City Engineer 
Patrick Rivera, Acting Bureau Manager 
Molly Petrick, PUC 
Derek Adams, PUC 
Kevin Matsuda, Port 
Kimberly Beal, Port 
Ed Yee, Public Work, BCM 
Bill Lau, Public Works BCM 
Pier 70 File 

 



 

 

November 23, 2022 
 
FC Pier 70, LLC 
Mr. David Greenstein 
875 Howard Street, Suite 330,  
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Subject:Director’s Notice of Completeness (NOC)  

Pier 70 – Phase 1  
 
Dear Mr. Greenstein: 
 
This letter is in response to FC Pier 70, LLC letter requesting a Notice of Completeness (NOC) for Pier 70–
Phase 1.  
 
In response to your request, the City reviewed the status in the field, plan documents and 
recommendation of Public Works Construction Management (CM). CM has verified completion of all 
remaining outstanding work, except for the one sewer lateral on 20th street at Michigan street.  
 
Based on our review, and by this letter, Public Works hereby recommends a Notice of Completeness 
(NOC) of the requested area as defined in Exhibit A (NOC Limit of Work Exhibit) based on the 
Outstanding items below.  
 
Furthermore, the City acknowledges the time period to complete the public infrastructure, as required 
in the Public Improvement Agreement (PIA), was extended by operation of Section 9(c) of the PIA, and 
the Disposition and Development Agreement (DDA), dated May 2, 2018. On June 25, 2021, the Project 
entered a Down Market Delay, meeting the criteria of an Excusable Delay per the DDA Section 4.5. 
Down Market Delay, thus extending the time.  
 
Finally, as of the date of this letter, the following items are outstanding and must be completed prior to 
Acceptance of Pier 70 Phase 1. 
 
1) Outstanding items 

a. Provide Certificate of Conformance from PG&E.  
b. 20th Street lateral at Michigan Street  

i. Submission of instructional bulletin to remove the scope of work from the 
Street Improvement Permit.  

ii. Submission of a Minor Encroachment Permit application for the 20th street 
sewer lateral.  

iii. Update PIA Maintenance Matrix to reflect maintenance responsibilities. 
 

 



Please contact me for further inquiries and assistance.  

Regards, 
 
 
 

 
Cathal Hennessy 
Project Manager, Infrastructure Task Force 

 

Attachments  

• FC Pier 70 LLC NOC request Letter, Dated 3/28/2022 
• Exhibit A - NOC limits of work 

 
 

cc:   
Tim Bacon, Brookfield 
Samantha Beckerman, Brookfield 
Carla Short, Interim Director of Public Works 
Albert Ko, Deputy Director and City Engineer 
Judson True, Mayor’s Office 
Patrick Rivera, Acting Bureau Manager 
Molly Petrick, SFPUC 
Derek Adams, SFPUC 
Brandy Batelaan, SFPUC 
Josh Keane, Port 
Kevin Matsuda, Port 
Christine Maher, Port 
Kimberly Beal, Port 
Ed Yee, Public Work, BCM 
Bill Lau, Public Works BCM 
John Bardet, Hollins Consulting 
Pier 70 File 
 



Ill 1111111111111111111111111111111111111 

City and County of San Francisco 
Joaquin Torres, Assessor-Recorder 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY Doc # 2024009693 Fees 
AND WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO: 

' 

City and County of San Francisco 
Director of Property 
25 Van Ness A venue 
Suite 400 
San Francisco,. CA 94102 

1/25/2024 10:26:32 AM 
ES Electronic 

Pages 9 Title 079 

Customer 2327 

Assessor Parcel Numbers (APNs): 3941-042; 4111-005; 4114-001; 4111-007; 4114-002; 4116-004; 4114-010 
(a portion); APN 4114-004 (a portion); a portion ofFinal Transfer Map 9597 Lot CC within 20th Street (being 
a portion of APN 3941-041); a portion of Final Transfer Map 9597 Lot Z within Maryland Street immediately 
south of22"d Street (being a portion of APN 4115-002); a portionof2Qth between Lot CC and Third Street that 
includes a portion of the intersection of201h Street and Illinois; a portion of22"d Street that spans between 
Illinois Street; a portion of Illinois Street between 20th Street and 22nd Street; and Final Map 9585 Lot F that 
includes a portion of the intersection of22"d Street and Illino.is 

[Address: Pier 70 28-Acre Site] 

Exempt from recording fees under Government Code §27373 

AMENDED AND RESTATED OFFER OF IMPROVEMENTS 

Taxes 
Other 

SB2 Fees 
Paid 

This document is exempt from the $75 Building Homes and Jobs Act Fee (per Government Code 
§27388.1 (a)(2)(D) because the document is a real estate instrument, paper, or notice executed or 
recorded by the state or any county, municipality, or other political subdivision of the state. 

S0.00 

S0.00 

S0.00 

S0.00 

S0.00 



AMENDED AND RESTATED OFFER OF 
IMPROVEMENTS 

Final Map 9585 Lot/APN: 
. Lot A (APN 3941-042);·Lot B (APN 4111- 005); Lot C (APN 
4114-001); Lot D (APN 4111-007); Lot E (APN 4114-002), 
Lot F (APN 4116-004); and 

a portion of Final Transfer Map 9597 Lot CC within 20th 
Street (being a portion of APN 3941-041); a portion of Final 
Transfer Map 9597 Lot Z within Maryland Street . 
immediately south of Lot F (being a portion of APN 4115-
002); a portion of 20th between Lot CC and Illinois Street 
that includes a portion of the intersection of 20th Street and 
Illinois; a portion of 22nd Street that spans between Illinois 
Street and Lot F that includes a portion of the intersection of 
22nd Street and Illinois; and 

Auxiliary Water Supply System (A WSS) Earthquake 
Resistant Ductile Iron Pipe and appurtenances extended 
approximately 300 linear feet along 20th Street from the 
project boundary on 20th Street at Illinois to a connection at 
3rd Street; 

Traffic signal conduit installed within a portion of the Illinois 
Street right-of-way connecting the intersections of 20th Stret 
and 22nd Street 

The Building 15 structural frame located primarily within 
portions of Final Map 9585 Lot J (APN 4114-004) and Lot F 
(APN 4116-004) and encroaches onto Final Map 9585 Lot 4 
(APN 4114-010). 

, FC PIER 70, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company ("Subdivider"), does hereby 
irrevocably offer to the City and County of San .Francisco, a municipal corporation ("City"), 
and/or the City, acting by and through the San Francisco. Port ·commission ("Port"), 
(collectively "Offerees"), and their successors and assigns, all of the improvements required 
pursuant to the Pier 70 Public Improvement Agreement dated September 15, 2020 as specified 
in those certain Improvement Plans and Specifications prepared for Subdivider, entitled "Pier 70 · 
SUD Phase .1 Improvement Plans" prepared by BKF Engineers, dated January 14, 2019, and 
approved. by the City, dated March 13, 2019, as those plans may have been amended or revised 
from time to time with the City's or.Port's approval. The property where the public improvements 
are located consists of: 

(1) the following property, as shown on Final Map No. 9585, recorded on October 23, 
2020 as Doc. No. 2020035295 in the Official Records of the City and County of San Francisco 
(the "Official Records"): · 



Lot A (APN 3941-042): 
Lot B (APN 4111-005) (a Port Street); 
Lot C (AP'N 4114-001); 
Lot D (APN 4111-007); 
Lot E (APN 4114-002); 
Lot F (APN 4116-004); and 

(2): the following property: 

• a portion of Lot CC (as.shown on Final Transfer Map 9597 
recorded in the Official Records on February 07, 2019, in 
Book HH of Maps at pages 89-98, inclusive ("Final Map 
9597"), lying within 20th· Street (being a portion of Lot 
3941-041); 

• a portion of 20th Street between Lot CC (as shown on 
Final Map 9597) and Illinois Street that includes a portion 
of the intersection of 20th St and Illinois; · 

• a portion of 22nd street that spans between Illinois Street 
and Lot V (as shown on Finai Map 9597) that includes a 
portion of the intersection of 22nd St and Illinois; and 

• a portion of Lot Z (future Maryland Street) lying directly 
south of Lot V (as those Lots are shown on Final Map 
9597); and 

(3) The Auxiliary Water Supply System (A WSS) Earthquake Resistant Ductile Iron Pipe 
("ERDIP") and appurtenances, which extends approximately 300 linear feet along 20th Street 
from the project boundary on 20th Street at Illinois ·to a connection at 3rd Street. The 20-in 
diameter ERDIP and appurtenances design and submittals were approved in the Pier 70 SUD 
Street Improvement Permit #19IE 00245; and 

(4) Traffic signal conduit and appurtenances located within the Illinois Street right-of­
way between the intersections of 201h Street and 22nd Street, which conduits and appurtenances 
were approved in the Pier 70 SUD Street Improvement Permit #l 9IE 00245; and · 

. (5) The Building 15 structural frame that is located primarily within portions of Final Map 
9585 Lots J (APN 4114-004) and F (APN 4116-004), and encroaches onto Final Map 9585 Lot 4 
(APN 4114-010) that will be owned by the Port upon Port Commission acceptance. 

The foregoing affected property is shown on the plat map attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

It is understood and agreed that Offerees have no obligation to accept any offer for public 
improvements. If the City or Port ac~epts any offer for public improvements: (i) upon acceptance 
of this offer of public improvements the Offeree shall own, and be responsible for · the 
maintenance of the offered public facilities and improvements, except as may be provided by 
separate instrument, or local law, including Public Works Code Section 706 and 786, and (ii) the 



City, and the Port, and their successors or assigns, shall incur no liability or obligation whatsoever 
hereunder with respect to such offer of public improvements, and, shall not assume any 
responsibility for the offered improvements, unless and until such offer has been accepted by the 
Board of Supervisors or the Port Commission, as applicable, except as may be provided by 
separate instrument, such as a permit under Public Works Code section 786, or other local law. 

This Amended and Restated Offer of Improvements amends and -restates in its entirety 
that certain Offer of Improvements recorded October 23, 2020 as Document Number 
2020035280 in the Official Records of the City and County of San Francisco. 

The provisions hereof shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the heirs, 
successors, assigns and personal representatives of the respective parties hereto .. 

[Signatures on Following Page] 
/ 

/ 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned has executed this instrument this t',~ay of 
January, 2024. 

FC PIER 70, LLC 
a Delaware limited liability company 

By:~~-t7ifJ 
Nam~ 
Title: President 



CERTIFICATE OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate 
verifies only the identity of the individual who signed the 
document, to which this certificate is attached, and not the 
truthfulness, accuracy, or validitv of that document. 

STATE OF OHIO 

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA 

On January 8, 2024 before me, Ketan Patel, personally appeared, who proved to me on the basis of 
satisfactory evidence to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged 
to me that he executed the same in his authorized capacity, and that by his signature on the instrument the 
person, or the entity upon behalf of which the person acted, executed the instrument. 

I certify under PENAL TY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of Ohio that the foregoing paragraph is 
true and correct. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

(Seal) 
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~ OFFER OF IMPROVEMENT AREA 

LOTCC LOTS PER FINAL TRANSFER MAP 9597 RECORDED 
FEBRUARY 7, 2019 IN BOOK HH OF SURVEY MAPS, 
AT PAGES 89-98, OFFICIAL RECORDS OF THE CITY 
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

LOT A LOTS PER FINAL MAP 9585, RECORDED OCTOBER 
23, 2020 IN BOOK 1 OF FINAL MAPS, PAGES 
94-103, OFFICIAL RECORDS OF THE CITY AND 
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. 
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General Plan consistency determination 
and CEQA Findings  

 
January 25, 2024 
 
 
Ms. Carla Short 
Interim Director 
San Francisco Public Works 
49 South Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
Project Title:   Pier 70 Waterfront Site – Acceptance and Permitting of Public 

 Improvements 
Assessor’s Blocks(s)/Lot(s): 4111-009, 4052-008, 4112-001, 4112-002, 4112-003, 4113-002, 4113-003, 

4114-005, 4114-007, 4052-009, 4116-008, 4052-010, 4052-011, 4116-009, 
4115-003, 4117-002, 4117-003, 4052-012, 4115-004, 3941-042, 4052-002, 
4052-003, 4052-004, 4111-005, 4114-001, 4111-006, 4113-001, 4111-007, 
4114-002, 4114-003, 4114-004, 4052-005, 4052-006, 4052-007, 4116-001, 
4116-002, 4116-003, 4116-004, 4116-005, 4116-006, 4115-001, 4115-002, 
4117-001, and 4116-007 

Design Review Approval No.(s):  2014-001272GPA, ENV, DVA, MAP, PHA 
Zoning District(s): Pier 70 Mixed Use (P70-MU), Heavy Industrial (M2) Zoning Districts, 40-X, 60-

X, and 90-X Height/Bulk Districts 
Staff Contact:    Elizabeth Purl, 628.652.7529, elizabeth.purl@sfgov.org 
 
Dear Ms. Short: 
 
This letter addresses the proposed acceptance of public improvements, approval of master and major encroachment 
permits, and related actions within the Pier 70 Disposition and Development Agreement project area, located on the 
following Assessor’s Blocks/Lots: 4111-009, 4052-008, 4112-001, 4112-002, 4112-003, 4113-002, 4113-003, 4114-005, 4114-
007, 4052-009, 4116-008, 4052-010, 4052-011, 4116-009, 4115-003, 4117-002, 4117-003, 4052-012, 4115-004, 3941-042, 
4052-002, 4052-003, 4052-004, 4111-005, 4114-001, 4111-006, 4113-001, 4111-007, 4114-002, 4114-003, 4114-004, 4052-
005, 4052-006, 4052-007, 4116-001, 4116-002, 4116-003, 4116-004, 4116-005, 4116-006, 4115-001, 4115-002, 4117-001, and 
4116-007.  The public improvements are shown in the plans (“Plans”) for the following: 
 

 Public improvements constructed under Street Improvement Permit (SIP) No. 19IE-00245, approved by Public 
Works Street Use and Mapping on March 13, 2019,  that the City and County of San Francisco (“City”)  will 
maintain, and other public improvements that the Port of San Francisco (“Port”) will maintain; 

 Public improvements to be permitted as encroachments, located within the Project area’s Phase 1 development  
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that will be assets maintained by the Port, as described in the Master Encroachment Permit and Maintenance 
Agreement between the  City and the Port;  

 Sidewalks within the Project area’s Phase 1 development  that will be maintained by FC Pier 70, LLC (the “Master 
Developer”), the Homeowner’s Association, or another entity as described in the Master Encroachment Permit 
and Maintenance Agreement between the City and the Master Developer;  

 A Major Encroachment Permit for excess conduit in a joint trench to be temporarily held by the Master Developer 
prior to its transfer to a third-party utility; and 

 The Second Amendment to the Pier 70 Disposition and Development Agreement, covering: Pier 70 Phase 1  
Project Area Maintained Facilities; Self-Warranty; Schedule of Performance; and Fronting Property Owners. 

On August 24, 2017, the San Francisco Planning Commission issued a series of approvals for the Pier 70 Mixed-Use 
Project (Planning Department Records 2014-001272GPA, ENV, DVA, the “Project”).  These approval actions included 
certification of the Final Environmental Impact Report (“FEIR”) through Motion No. 19976, adoption of California 
Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) findings through Motion No. 19977, and adoption of General Plan and Planning 
Section 101.1 consistency findings through Resolution No. 19978.  The Board of Supervisors subsequently adopted the 
CEQA Findings through Resolution No. 402-17.  
 
Planning Department Staff has reviewed the Plans and considered the other actions comprising the Board of Supervisors 
legislation and finds them consistent with the Planning Commission’s approvals for the Project .  Therefore, the Planning 
Department Staff finds that the Board of Supervisors and Port Commission actions are covered with the scope of the FEIR 
and the CEQA findings of Planning Commission Motion Nos. 19976 and 19977 and there is no need for subsequent 
environmental analysis. In addition, the Planning Department Staff finds that these actions are, on balance, consistent 
with and covered within the scope of the General Plan and Planning Code Section 101.1 Consistency Findings of Planning 
Commission Resolution No. 19978.  For purposes of the Board of Supervisors and Port Commission actions identified in 
this letter, the Planning Department Staff relies on and incorporates by reference these Planning Commission Motions 
and their associated findings, copies of which are attached to this letter.    
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Elizabeth Purl 
Senior Planner 
 
cc: (via email) 
 Christine Maher, Development Project Manager 
 Port of San Francisco



SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Planning Comm1ission Motion 
No. 19976 

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

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Case No.: 
Project Title: 
Zoning: 

Block/Lot: 

Project Sponsor: 

Staff" Contact: 

HEARING DATE: AUGUST 24, 2017 

2014-001272ENV 
Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project 
M-2 (I Ieavy Industrial) and P (Public) 

40-X and 65-X Height and Bulk Districts 
Assessor's Block 4052/Lot 001, Block 4111/Lot 004 
Block 4 I20/Lot 002, and Block 4110/Lotc; 001 and 008A 
David Beaupre/Port of San Francisco 
david.beaupre®sfport.com. (415) 274-0539 
Kelly Pretzer/Forest City Development California, Inc. 
KellyPrctzer(~forcstcity.net. (415) 593 4227 
Melinda Hue-(415) 575-9041 
melinda.hue@sfgov.org 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.55B.&3n 

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
FOR THE PROPOSED PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT. 

MOVED, that the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") hereby CERTIFIES the 
final Environmental Impact Report identified as Case No. 2014-001272ENV, the "Pier 70 Mixed-Use 
District ProjL>(.i" (hereinafter "Projed"), based upon the following findings: 

I. The City and County of San Francisco, acting through the Planning Department (hereinafter 
"Department") fulfilled all procedural requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act 
(Cal. Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 et seq., hereinafter "CEQA"), the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. 
Admin. Code Title 14, Section 15000 et seq., (hereinafter "CEQA Guidelines") and Chapter 31 of the 

San Francisco Administrative Code (hereinafter "Chapter 31"). 

A. The Department determined that an Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter "EIR") was 

rt..'<.J_uircd and provided public notice of that determination by publication in a newspaper of 
general circulation on May 6, 2015. 

B. The Department held a public scoping meeting on May 28, 2015 in order to solicit public comment 
on the scope of the Project's environmental review. 

C. On December 21, 2016, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(hereinafter "DEIR") and provided public notice in a newspaper of general circulation of the 

availability of the DEIR for public review and comment and of the dale and Lime of the Planning 

wv,;w.sfpJanning.org 



Motion No. 19976 
August 24, 2017 

CASE NO. 2014-001272ENV 
Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project 

Commission public hearing on the DEIR; this notice was mailed to the Department's list of 

persons requesting such notice. 

D. Notices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of the public hearing were posted near 
the project site on December 21, 2016. 

E. On December 21, 2016, copies of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of persons 
requesting it, to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, and to government agencies, the 
latter both directly and through the State Clearinghouse. 

F. A Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the State 
Clea£inghouse on December 21, 2016. 

2. The Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on said DEIR on February 9, 2017 at which 

opportunity for public comment was given, and public comment was received on the DEIR. The 
period for acceptance of written comments ended on February 21, 2017. 

3. The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental is!>ues received at the public 
hearing and in writing during the 60-day public review period for the DEIR, prepared revisions to 
the text of the DEIR in response to comments received or based on additional information that 
became available during the public review period, and corrected errors in the DEIR. This material 
was presented in a Comments and Responses document, published on August 9, 2017, distributed to 
the Commission and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made available to others upon 
request at the Department. 

4. A Final Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter "FEIR") has been prepared by the Department, 
consisting of the DEIR, any consultations and comments received during the review process, any 
additional infonnation that hecame available, and the Comments and Responses dorument all as 
required by law. 

5. Project EIR files have been made available for review by the Cornrni5Sion and the public. These files 
are available for public review at the Department at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, and are part of the 
reeord befot~ the Commission. 

6. On August 24, 2017, the Commission reviewed and considered the information contained in the FEIR 
and hereby does find that the contents of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR was 
prepared, publicized, and reviewed comply with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and 
Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

7. The Planning Commis.-,ion hereby does find that the FEIR concerning File Nu. 2014-001272ENV 

reflects the independent judgement and analysis of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, 
accurate and objective, and that the Comments and Responses document contains no significant 
revisions to the DEIR that would require recirculation of the document pursuant to CEQA Guideline 
Section 15088.5, and hereby does CERTIFY THE COMPLETION of said FETR in compliance with 
CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DIEPAR1'MIEHT 2 



Motion No. 19976 
August 24, 2017 

CASE NO. 2014-001272ENV 
Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project 

8. The Commission, in certifying the completion of said liEIR, hereby does find that the project 

described in the EIR would have the following significant unavoidable environmental impacts, which 
cannot be mitigated to a level of insignificance: 

A. TR-5: The Proposed Project would cause the 48 Quintara/241
h Street bus route to exceed 85 percent 

capacity utilization in the a.m. and p.m. peak hours in both the inbound and outbound directions. 

B. TR-12: The Proposed Project's loading demand during the peak loading hour would not be 

adequately accommodated by proposed on-site or off-street loading supply or in proposed on­

street loading wnes, which may create hazardous conditions or significant delays for transit, 

bicycles or pedestrians. 

C. C-TR-4: 1111.~ Proposed Project would contribute considerably to sigoifi,ant cumulativP transit 
impacts on the 48 Quintara/241h Street and 22 fillmore bus routes. 

D. N0-2: Construction of the Proposed Project would cause a substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the projed. 

E. N0-5: Operation of the Proposed Project would cause substantial permanent increases in ambient 

noise levels along some roadway segments in the project site vicinity. 

F. C-N0-2: Operation of the Proposed Project, in combination with other cumulative development, would 

cause a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity. 

G. AQ-1: Construction of the Proposed Project would generate fugitive dust and criteria air 
po11utants, which would violate an air quality standard, rnntrihute substantially to an Pxisling or 

projected air quality violation, and result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in criteria air 

pollutants. 

JI. AQ-2: At project build-out, 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, and result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in criteria air 

pollutants. 

I. C-AQ-1: The Proposed Project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable 

future development in the project area, would contribute to cumulative regional air quality 

impacts. 

9. The Commission reviewed and considered the information contained in the FEIR prior to approving 

the Project. 

SAN FMNCISCO 
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Motion No. 19976 
August 24, 2017 

CASE NO. 2014--001272ENV 
Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project 

I herc:>by certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission at its regular 

meeting of August 24, 2017. 

AYES: 

NOES: 

AHSEN'l': 

ADOPTED: 

SAN fRANCt~CO 

Hillis, Richards, Johnson, Koppel, Melgar, Moore 

None 

Fong 

August 24, 2017 

PLANNll'olG DliPAATM&WT 

~~~ 
Jonas P. 1onin 
Commission Secretary 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Planning Commission Motion No. 19977 
HEARING DATE: AUGUST 24, 2017 

Case No.: 2014-001272ENV 
Project Address: Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project 

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

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 Existing Z-<ming: M-2 (l leavy Industrial) Zoning District 

r (Public) Zoning District 
40-X and 65-X Height and Bulk Districts 

Block/Lot: 4052/001, 4110/001 and 008A, 4111/004, and 4120/002 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.&an 

Project Spo11sor: 
Staff C()ntact: 

Port of San f rancisco and FC Pier 70, LLC 
Richard Sucre - (415) 575-9108 

richard.sucr~fgov.org 

ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT, INCLUDING FINDINGS OF FACT, FlNDINGS REGARDING 
SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS AND SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS, EVALUATION 
OF MITIGATION MEASURES AND ALTERNATIVES, AND A STATEMENT OF OVERIUDING 
CONSIDERATIONS RELATED TO APPROVALS FOR THE PIER 70 MIXED-USE PROJECT 
("PROJECT"), LOCATED ON ASSESSOR'S BLOCK 4052 LOT 001, BlOCK 4110 LOTS 001 and 008A, 
BLOCK 4111 LOT 004 and BLOCK 4120 LOT 002. 

PREAMBLE 

The Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project ("Project") comprises a project site of approximately 35-acres, bounded by 
lllinois Street to the west, 20th Street to the north, San Francisco Bay to the east, and 22nd Street to the 
south. Together, the Port of San Francisco ("Port") and FC Pier 70, LLC ("Forest City") are project 
sponsors for the Project. The Project is a mixed-use development containing two development areas- the 
"28-Acre Site" and the "Illinois Parcels" -that will include substantial residential uses (including 
affordable housing), office, retail, light industrial, arts, parks and open space areas. 

The "28-Acre Site" is an approximately 28-acre area located between 20th, Michigan, and 22nd streets, 
and San Francisco Bay. This site includes Assessor's Block 4052/Lot 001 and Lot 002 and Block 4111/Lot 
003 and Lot 004. The "Illinois Parcels" form an approximately 7-acre site that consists of an 
approximately 3.4-acre Port-owned parcel, called the "20th/Illinois Parcel," along Illinois Street at 20th 
Street (Assessor's Block 4110/Lot 001) and the approximately 3.6-acre "Hoedown Yard," at Illinois and 
22nd streets (Assessor's Block 4120/Lot 002 and Block 4110/Lot 008A), which is owned by PC&E. The 
Ho(>down Yard includes a City-owned 0.2-acre portion of street right-of-way that bisects the site. 

The Project would rcwne the entire 35-acrc project site (including the 28-Acre Site and the lllinois 
Parcels) and establish land use controls for the project site through adoption of the Pier 70 Special Use 

District (SUD), and incorporation of design standards and guidelines in a proposed Pier 70 Desigri for 
Droelopment dorum<mt. 1hc Project would include the rehabilitation and adaptive reuse of three of the 12 

www.sfplanning.org 



Motion No. 19977 
August 24, 2017 

CASE NO 2014-001272ENV 
Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project 

on-site contributing resources in the Union Iron Works Historic District, and retention of the majority of 
one on-site contributing resource (Irish Hill). The Ptoject would demolish eight remaining on-site 

contributing resources and partially demolish the single, non-contributing structure, Slipways 5 through 

8, which arc currently covered by fill and asphalt. As envisioned, the Project would include market-rate 
1 

and affordable residential uses, commercial use, RALi uses, parking, shoreline improvements, 

infrastructure development and street improvements, and public open space. The Project involves a 
flexible land use program under which certain parcels on the project site rnuld be designated for either 

commercial-office or residential uses, depending on future market demand. Depending on the uses 

proposed, the Project would include between 1,645 to J,025 residential units, a maximum of 1,102,250 to 

2,262,350 gross square feel (gsf) of cornmercial-office use, and a maximum of 494,100 to 518,700 gsf of 
retail-light industrial-arts use. The Project also includes construction of transportation and circulation 

improvements, new and upgraded utilities and infrastructure, geotechnical and shoreline improvements, 
between 3,215 to 3,345 off-street parking spares in proprn,P.d buildings and district parking structures, 

and nine acres of publicly-owned open space. New buildings would range in height from 50 to 90 feet, 

consistent with Proposition F, which was passed by San Francisco voters in November 2014. Under the 
Project, development of the 28-Acre Site would include up to approximately 3,422,265 gsf of construction 

in new buildings and improvements to existing structures (excluding square footage allocated to 

accessory and structured parking). . Development of the Illinois Parcels would include up to 

approximately 801,400 gsf of construction in new buildings (excluding square footage allocated to 
accessory parking). New buildings on thf' Illinois Parcels would not exceed a height of 65 feet. The Project 

is more particularly described in Attachment A (See Below). 

The Project Sponsors filed an Environmental Evaluation Application for the Project with the Department 
on November 10, 2014. 

Pursuant to and in accordance with the requirements of Section 21094 of CEQA and Sections 15063 and 
15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, the San Francisco Planning Department ("Department"), as lead agency, 

published and circulated a Notice of Preparation ("NOP") on May 6, 2015, which notice solicited 

comments regarding the scope of the environmental impact report ("EIR'') for the proposed project. The 

NOP and its 30-day public review comment period were advertised in a newspaper of general circulation 

in San Francisco and mailed to gov~rnm~ntal agencies, organizations and persons interested in the 

potential impacts of the proposed project. The Department held a public scoping meeting on May 28, 
2015, at the Port of San Francisco, Pier 1. 

During the approximately 30-day public scoping period that ended on June 5, 2015, the Department 

accepted comments from agencies and interested parties that identified environmental issues that should 

be addressed in the EIR. Comments received during the scoping process were considered in preparation 
of the Draft EIR. 

1 
The Project SpoI\SOrs describe the RAU use as including neighborhood-serving retail, arts activity, eating and drinking plac.es, 

production distribution and repair, light manufacturing. and entertainment establishmcnl<;. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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CASE NO 2014-001272ENV 
Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project 

The Department prepared the Draft EIR, which describes the Draft EIR Project and the envirorunental 
setting, analyzes potential impacts, identifies mitigation measures for impacts found to be significant or 
potentially significant, and evaluates alternatives to the Draft EIR Project. The Draft EIR assesses the 
potential construction and operational impacts of the Draft ETR Project on the environment, and the 
potential cumulative impacts associated with the lJraft EIR Project in combination with other past, 
present, and future actions with potential for impacts on the same resources. The analysis of potential 
environmental impacts in the Draft EJR utili7..es significance criteria that are based on the San Francisco 
Planning Oepartment Environmental Planning lJivision guidance regarding the environmental effects to 

be considered significant. The Environmental Planning Division's guidance is, in tum, based on CEQA 
Guidelines Appendix G, with some modifications. 

The Department published a Draft EIR for the project on December 21, 2016, and circulated the Draft EIR 
to local, state, and federal agencies and to interestPd organi7.ations and individuals for public rPview. On 

December 21, 2016, the Department also distributed notices of availability of the Draft EIR; published 
notification of its availability in a newspaper of general circulation in San Francisco; posted the notice of 
availability at the San Francisco County Clerk's office; and posted notices at locations within the projPt"l 

area. The Planning Commission held a public hearing on J:<'ebruary 9, 2017, to solicit testimony on the 
Draft EIR during the public review period. A court reporter, present at the public hearing, transcribed the 
oral comments verbatim, and prepared written transcripLc;. The Department also received written 

comments on the Draft ElR, which were sent through mail, fax, hand delivery, or email. 'lhc Ucparbnent 
accepted public comment on the Draft EIR until February 21, 2017. 

The San hancisco Planning Department then prepared the Comments and Responses to Comments on 
Draft EIR document ("RTC"). The RTC document was published on August 9, 2017, and includes copies 
of all o( lhe commenls received on the Draft EIR and written responses to each comment. 

During the period between publication of the Draft EIR and the RTC document, the Project Sponsor has 
requestPd to adopt three variants into the Project, including the RP<luced Off-Haul Variant, the 
Wastewater Treahnent and Reuse System Variant, and the lrish Hill Passageway Variant. Thus, these 
three variants are added to the Project Description as part of the Project. The Reduced Off-Haul Variant 
would minimizP the overall volume of excavated soils and the number of off-haul truck trips required for 

the transport and disposal of excavated soils. Under the Wastewater Treatment and Reuse System 
Variant, blackwater, graywater, and rainwater would be collected from all newly constructed 
buildings, treatPd, and reused for toilet and urinal flushing, irrigation, and cooling tower makeup. This 
variant differs from the project without the variant, because it assumes blackwater is treated and 
recycled and that all newly constructed buildings would form a district system. Finally, the Irish I lill 
Passageway Variant would realign the proposed pedestrian passageway between Illinois Street and the 

proposed Irish Hill Playground in order to create a view corridor through the proposed infill 
construction, from Illinois Street to the Irish llill landscape feature. Under this Variant, the 40-foot-wide 
pedestrian passageway co1meding Illinois Street and the proposed Irish Hill Playground would separak 
construction within Parcel PKS and Parcel HDY2 at the southwest comer of the project site. The 
pedestrian passageway would be shifted northward by approximately 165 feet, to bisect Parcel PKS 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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(which would become PKSl and HDY3 with this variant), to allow views of the western face of the Irish 

Hill remnant from lllinois Street. These variants were fully studied in the Draft EIR. 

In addition to describing and analyzing the physi-cal, environmental impacts of the revisions to the 
Project, the RTC dorument provided additional, updated information, clarification and modifications on 
issues raised by commenters, as well as Planning Department staff-initiated text changes to the Draft EIR. 
The Final EIR, which includes the Draft ElR, the RTC document, the Appendices to the Draft EIR and 
RTC document, and all of the supporting infonna tion, has been reviewed and considered. The RTC 
documents and appendices and all supporting information do not add significant new information to the 
Draft F.IR that would individually or collectively mnstitute significant new jnformation within the 
meaning of Public Resources Code Section 2.1092.l or CE(..)A C:uidelines Section 10088.5 so as to require 
recirculation of the Final EIR (or any portion thereof) under CEQA. The RTC documents and appendices 
and all supporting information contain no information revealing (1) any new significant environmental 
impact that would result from the Project or from a new mitigation measure proposed to be 
implemented. (2) any substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified environmental impact. 
(3) any feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others previously 
analyz.ed that would dearly lessen the environmerltal impacts of the Project, but that was rejected by the 
project sponsor, or (4) that the Draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory 
in nature that meaningful public review and comment were precluded. 

The Commission reviewed and considered the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the Project 
and found the contents of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR was prepared, 
publicized and reviewed complied with the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources 
Code section 21000 ct seq.) ("CEQA"), the CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Reg. section 15000 et seq.), and 
Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

The Commission found the FElR was adequate, accurate and objective, reflected the independenl analysis 
and judgment of the Department and the Planning Commission, and that the summary of comments and 
responses contained no significant revisions to the Oraft EIR, and certified the Final EIR for the Project in 
compliance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31 by its Motion No. 19976. 

The Commission, in certifying the FEJR, found that the Project described in the FEIR will have the 
following significant and unavoidable environmental impacts: 

• Cause one individual Muni route ( 48 Quintara/24lh Street bus routes) to exceed 85 percent 
capacity utilization in the a.m. and p.m. peak hours in both the inbound and outbound directions; 

• Cause loading demand during the peak loading hour to not be adequately accommodated by 
proposed on-site/off-street loading supply or in proposed on-street loading zones, which may 
create hazardous conditions or significant delays for transit, bicycles, or pedestrians; 

• Contribute considerably to significant cumulative transit impacts on the 48 Quintara/24lh Stred 
and 22 Fillmore bus routes; 

• Cause a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels during construction in 
the project vicinity above levels existing withQut the project; 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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• Cause substantial permanent increases in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity (22nd Street 
[east of Tennessee Street to east of Illinois Street]; and Illinois Street [201

h Street to south of 22"0 

Street)); 

• Combine with cumulative development to cause a substantial permanent increase in ambient 
noise levels in the project vicinity (22nd Street [ east of Tennessee Street to east of lllinois Street] 
and lllinois Street [201h Street to south of 22"d Street I); 

• Generate fugitive dust and criteria air pollutants during construction, which would violate an air 
quality standard, contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation, and 
result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in criteria air pollutants; 

• Result in operational emissions of criteria air pollutants at levels that would violate an air quality 
standard, contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation, and result in a cumulatively 
considerable net increase in criteria air pollutants; and 

• Combine with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future development in the project area to 
contribute to cumulative regional air quality impacts. 

The Planning Commission Secretary is the custodian of records for the Planning Department materials, 
located in the File for Case No. 2014-001272ENV, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, 
California. 
On August 24, 2017, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled 
meeting on Case No. 2014-001272ENV to consider the approval of the Project. The Commission has heard 
and mnsidered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing and has further considered written 
materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the ProjL'Ct, the Planning Department staff, expert 
consultants and other interested parties. 

This Commission has reviewed the entire record of this proceeding, the Environmental Findings, 
attached to this Motion as Attachment A and incorporated fully by this reference, regarding the 
allernatives, mitigation measures, environmental impacts analyzed in the FEIR and overriding 
considerations for approving the Project, and the proposed MMRP attached as Attachment B and 
incorporated fully by this reference, which material was made available to the public. 

MOVED, that the Planning Commission hereby adopts these findings under the California 
Environmental Quality Act, including rejecting alternatives as infeasible and adopting a Statement of 
Overriding Considerations, as further set forth in Attachment A hereto, and adopts the MMRP attached 
as Attachment 13, based on substantial evidence in the entire record of this proceeding. 
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J hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on August 24, 2017. 

Commission Secretary 

AYES: 

NAYES: 

ABSENT: 

ADOPTED: 

SAIi FRANCISCO 

Hillis, Johm;on, Koppel, Melgar, Moore and Richards 

None 

Fong 

August 24, 2017 
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Attachment A 

Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project 

California Environmental Quality Act Findings: 

FINDINGS OF FACT, EVALUATION OF MITIGATION MEASURES AND 
ALTERNATIVES, ANO STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING COMMISSION 

August 24, 2017 

In determining to approve the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project ("Project"), as described in Section I.A, Project 
Description, below, the following findings of fact and decisions regarding mitigation measures and 
alternatives arc made and adopted, and the statement of overriding considerations is made and adopted, 
based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding and under the California 
Environmental Quality Act, California Public Resources Code Sections 21000-21189.3 ("CEQA"), 
partirularly SE>ctions 2108'1 and 21081.5, the Guidelines for implementation of CEQA, California Code of 
Regulations, Title 14, Sections '15000-"JS387 ("CF.QA Guidelines"), particularly Sections 15091 through 
15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

This document is organized as follows: 

Section I provides a description of the project proposed for adoption, project objectives, the 
environmental review process for the project, the approval actions to be taken, and the location of 
records; 

Section II identifies the impacts that were not studied in the EIR; 

Section III identifies the impacts found not to be significant that do not require mitigation; 

Section IV identifies potentially significant impacts that can be avoided or reduced to less-than­
significant levels through mitigation and describes the disposition of the mitigation measures; 

Section V identifies significant impacts that cannot be avoided or reduced to less-than-significant levels 
and describes any applicable mitigation measures as well as the disposition of the mitigation measures; 

Section VI evaluates the different project alternatives and the economic, legal, social, technological, and 
other considerations that support approval of the project and the rejection as infeasible of alternatives, or 
elements thereof, analyzed; and 
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Section VII presents a statement of overriding considerations setting forth specific reasons in support of 
the actions for the project and the rejection as infeasible of the alternatives not incorporated into the 
project. 

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP") for the mitigation measures that have 
been proposed for adoption is attached with these findings as Attachment B to Motion No. 19977. The 
MMRP is required by CEQA Section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091. The MMRP provides a 
table setting forth each mitigation measure listed in the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Project 
("Final EIR") that is required to reduce or avoid a significant adverse impact. The Mi\.fRP also specifies 
the agency responsible for implementation of each measure and establishes monitoring actions and a 
monitoring schedule. The full text of the mitigation measures is set forth in the MMRP. 

The~ findings are based upon substantial evidence in the entire record before the San Francisco Planning 
Commission. The references set forth in these findings to certain pages or sections of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report ("Draft EIR" or "DEIR") or the Responses to Comments document ("RTC") 
in the Final EIR are for ease of reference and are not intended to provide an exhaustive list of the evidence 
relied upon for these findings. 

I. FROJECT DESCRIPl'ION, 0BJECTlVE5, ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS, 
APPROVAL ACTIONS, AND RECORDS 

The 11-'roject is a mixed-use development project, located on an approximately 35-acre portion of Pier 70 

uuunt..l~Ll uy llli11uis Slrt'el Lu U1~ we:;l, 20U1 Sht'el lo Ute 1101lh, San Francisco Bay lo Lhe east, and 2211d 
Street to the south. Together, the Port of San Francisco ("Port") and FC Pier 70, LLC ("Forest City'') are 
project sponsors for the Project. The Project contains two development areas: the "28-Acre Site" and the 
"Illinois Parcels." The "28-Acre Site" is an approximately 28-acre area located between 20th, Michigan, 
and 22nd streets, and San Francisco Bay. This site includes Assessor's Block 4052/Lot 001 and Lot 002 and 
Block 4111/Lot 003 and Lot 004. The "Illinois Parcels" form an approximately 7-acre site that consists of 
an approximately 3.4-acre Port-owned parcel, called the "20th/Illinois Parcel," along Illinois Street at 20th 
Street (Assessor's Block 4110/Lot 001) and the approximately 3.6-acre "Hoedown Yard," at Illinois and 
22nd streets (Assessor's Block 4120/Lot 002 and Block 4110/Lot 008A), which is owned by PG&E. The 
Hoedown Yard includes a City-owned 0.2-acre portion of street right-of-way that bisects the site. 

The Project would provide a phased mixed-use land use program in which certain parcels could be 
developed with either primarily commercial uses or residential uses, with much of the ground Ooor 
dedicated to retail/arts/light-industrial ("RALi") uses. ln addition, two parcels on the project site (Parcels 
Cl and C2) could be developed for structured parking, residential/commercial use, or solely residential 
use, depending on future market demand for parking and future travel demand patterns. Development of 
the 28-Acre Site would include up to a maximum of approximately 3,422,265 gross square feet (gsf) of 

construction in new buildings and improvements to existing structures (excluding square footage 
allocated to accessory parking). New buildings would have maximum heights of 50 to 90 feet. 
Development of the Illinois Parcels would include up to a maximum of approximately 801,400 gsf in new 
buildings; these new buildings would not exceed a height of 65 feet, which is the existing height limit 
along lllinois Street on both the Port-owned and the western portion of the Hoedown Yard. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project 

The 35-acre project site is located within the 69-acre Pier 70 area on San Francisco Bay along San 
l<rancisco's Central Waterfront. It is just south of Mission Bay South and east of the l'otrero Hill and 
Dogpatch neighborhoods. 'lhe American Industrial Center, a large multi-tenant light-industrial 
building, is located across Illinois Street, west of the Illinois Parcels. To the north of the project site are 
the HAE Systems Ship Repair facility, the 20th Street Historic Core (Historic Core) of the Union Iron 
Works Historic L>istrict, future Crane Cove Park (construction of which is scheduled to begin in 2016), 
and the Mission Bay South redevelopment area. To the south of the project site are PG&E's Potrero 
Substation (a hmctioning high-voltage transmission substation ~rving San Francisco), the 
dlc'conunissionl'd Potrero Power Plant, and the TransBay Cable converter station, whid, coruwcts the 
Pittsburg-San Francisco 400-megawall direct-current, underwater electric transmission cable to 
PG&E's f'lecl ricity transmission grid by way of the Potn>ro Suhstalion. ll1f'rf' is a di1apidated pier 
extending from the project site into San Francisco Bay immedialf'ly northeast of the slipways, but is not 
part of the Project analyzed in this EIR. 

The projecl site currently contains approximately 351,800 gsf of buildings and facilities, most of which 
are deteriorating. Current uses on the site, all of which are temporary, include special event venues, 
artists' sh1dios, Sf'lf-storage facilities, warehouses, automobi1f' storage lots, a parking 1ot, a soil 
recyding yard, and office spaces. Thf' project site has varying topography, sloping up from San 
Francisco Bay, with an approximately 30-foot increase in elevation at the western extent of the 28-Acre 
Site. The 35- foot-tall remnant of Irish I lill is located in the southwestern portion of the project site and 
straddles both the 28-Acre Site and Illinois Parcels. Impervious surface covers approximately 98 
percent of the 28-Acre Site and approximately 43 percent of the Illinois Parcels. 

b. Union Iron Works Historic District. 

Most of Pier 70 (66 of the total 69 acres) is listed in the Union Iron Works Historic District. The Historic 
District's National Register nomination report documents the significance of Union Iron Works (UlW) 
and Bethlehem Steel at Pier 70 and their role in the nation's maritime history, supporting multiple war 
efforts, as well as in the evolution of industrial architecture in San Francisco. The Historic District's 44 
contributing features and 10 non contributing features include "buildings, piers, slips, cranes, 
segments of a railroad network, and Landscape clements." Most of the buildings are of an industrial 
architectural style and historic use, and made of "tuuei.nforced brick masonry, concrete, and steel 
framing, with corrugated iron or steel cladding." UIW built or repaired ships al Pier 70 from the time 
of the Spanish American War in 1898, and ship repair operations continue today. 

lhe project site contains 12 of the 44 contributing features in the l listoric District and one of the ten 
non-contributing features in the Historic L>istrict. The Hoedown Yard is not within the Historic 
District, but it has also been used for industrial purposes since the 1880s. Identifiable historical uses at 
the Hoedown Yard appear to have been limited to the storage of fuel oil in above-ground storage tanks 
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(30,000- to 40,000-barrel capacity) for adjacent industrial activities. PG&E acquired the Hoedown Yard 
over time from various companies, including UIW and Bethlehem Steel. 

The largest portion of the Pier 70 site comprises lands mapped and sold by the Board of Tide Land 
Commissioners (BTLC). The sales were authorized by Chapter 543 of the Statutes of 1868. Most of the 
BTI..C lots were owned by Bethlehem Steel or Risdon Iron & Locomotive Works by the turn of the 

nineteenth century into the twentieth century. AU of the filled lands north of the Bethlehem Steel 
property appear to have been reserved from sale by the State, including Illinois Street, portions of 20lh and 
Mir.hig;:m 51TPPts, ;mrl thP C'Pntr::il R::ic;in Thr> St::ite r.nnvPyf'rl thPc;f' l;:mrlc; to th,,. City ;15 p::irt of thP Rmtnn 

Act grant. 

d. Proposition F. 

On November 4, 2014, the San Francisco electorate approved Proposition F, a ballot measure that 
authorized a height increase at the 28-Acre Site from the existing 40 to 90 feet, directed that the projP<i 
proposed on the 28-Acre Site undergo environmental review, and established policies regarding the 
provision of certain significant public benefits as part of the proposed project at the 28-Acre Site. 
Proposition F complied with the requirement established by Proposition B Gune 2014) for San Francisco 
voter approval for any proposed height limit increase along the San Francisco waterfront on Port-owned 

property that would exceed existing height limits in effect on January 1, 2014. Proposition B does not 
apply to the Hoedown Yard, because the property is not owned by the Port. Proposition F conditioned 
the effective date of the proposed height increase on completion of an EIR and approval of a development 
plan for the 28-Acre Site by the Port Commission and Board of Supervisors. Proposition F did not address 
heights on the Illinois Parcels. 

The height increase approved in Proposition F was contingent on the City's later approval of a project at 
the 28-Acre Site that would include the following: 

• Provision of 9 acres of waterfront parks, playgrounds, and recreation opportunities on and 
adjacent to the 28-Acre Site; 

• Construction of between approximately 1,000 and 2,000 new housing units; 

• Provision of 30 percent of all new housing units at below-market rates; 

• Stipulation that the majority of new housing units be offered for rent; 

• Restoration of those historic struchtres on the site that are essential to the integrity of the Union 
Iron Works Historic District; 

• Creation of substantial new and renovated space for arts, cultural, small-scale manufacturing, 
local retail, and neighborhood-serving uses; 

• Preservation of the artist community currently located in Building 11 (the Noonan Building) by 
providing new state-of-the-art, on-site space that is affordable, functional and aesthetic, and by 
continuing to accommodate the Noonan Building community within the Union Iron Works 
Historic District during any transition period associated with the construction of new space; 
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• Creation of between approximately 1,000,000 and 2,000,000 square feet of new commercial and 
office space; and 

• Provision of accessory parking facilities and other transportation infrastructure as part of a 
transportation demand management program that enhances mobility in the district and 
neighborhood. 

2. Project Characteristics. 

a. Demolition and Rehabilitation. 

The project site has 12 contributors to the Union Iron Works Historic District and one non-contributor, 
totaling 351,800 gsf. The Project includes rehabilitation, in compliance with the Secretary of the 
Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties, of approximately 227,800 gsf in Buildings 
2, 12, and 21 for reuse. Buildings 2 and 12 would remain in their current location. Building 21 would be 

relocated about 75 feet to the southeast, to create public frontage along the waterfront park and 
maintain a visual connection to Buildings 2 and 12. Seven of the remaining contributing buildings and 
structures on the site (Buildings 11, 15, 16, 19, 25, 32, and 66), containing 92,94~ gsf, would be 

demolished. A small portion of the contributing feature, the remnant of Irish Hill, would also be 
removed. The l"ort has proposed to demolish the 30,940-gsf Building 117, located on the Project site, as 
part of the 20th Street Historic Core project to allow the adjacent building (HuiJding 116) to be 
rehabilitated to meet fire code. Titis demolition is proposed separately from and prior to approval of 
the Project. TI1e non-contributing feature on the projf'Ct site (subterranean portions of Slipways .5 

through 8) would be partially remoVPd as part of thP Project. 

b. Special Use District and Land Use Pl'Qg[_am 

Th<' Project amends the Planning Code to create the Pier 70 Special Use District (SUD), and amends the 

Zoning Maps to make conforming changes related to Pier 70 SUD. The Pier l'O SUD requires compliance 
with the proposed Pier 70 SUD Design for Development, which is discussed on p. 2.35 of the DEIR. 
Under the SUD, the Project provides a mixed-use land use program in which certain parcels (Parcels F, G, 
HI, HZ, HlJYl, and HDY2) and Building 2 could be developed for either primarily commercial uses or 

residential uses. Parcels Cl and C2 would be designated for structured parking, but could be developed 
with either residenlial or commercial (Parcel Cl) or residential uses (Parcel C2), depending on future 
methods of travel for residents and visitors. 

The Zoning Maps are amended to show changes from the current zoning (M-2 [Heavy Industrial] and P 

[Public]) to the Pier 70 SUD. J Jeight limit,; on the 28-Acre Site would be increased from 40 to 90 feet, 
except for a 100-foot-wide portion adjacent to the shoreline that would remain at 40 feet, as authorized by 
Proposition F in November 2014. llle Zoning Map amendments also modify the existing height limits on 
an eastern portion of the Hoedown Yard from 40 to 65 feet. The height limits for the lllinois Street parcels 

would remain the same at 65 feet. I !eight limits are further restricted through the design standards 
L"!;tablishl'd in the Pier 70 SUD Design for Development (Design for DPvelopmPnt). Tht"> Project also 

amends the Port's Waterfront Land Use Plan (WLUP). 
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Proposed new zoning in the SUD would permit the following uses, listed below by parcel and shown in 

DEIR Table 22: Proposed Pier 70 Special Use District - Primary Uses by Parcel and Rehabilitated 
Building. 

On the 28-Acre Site: 

• Parcels A and B: Restricted to primarily commercial use, with RALi uses allowed on the 
ground floor. 

• Parcel Cl: Permitted for commercial, residential, or structured parking uses with MLI uses 
allowed on the ground floor. 

• Parcel C2: Permitted for either residential or structured parking uses, with RAU uses 
allowed on the ground floor_ 

• Parcels D, El, E2, and E3: Restricted to primarily residential use, with RAU uses allowed on 

the ground floor. 

• Parcels F, G, Hl, and H2, and Building 2: Permitted for either commercial or residential uses, 
with RAU uses allowed on the ground floor. 

• Parcel E4 and Buildings 12 and 21: Permitted for RALi uses with commercial allowed on the 
upper floor of Parcel E4 and Building 12. 

• All 28-Acre Site parcels except existing Buildings 2, 12, and 21 and Parcel E4: Permitted to 
include ac:cesso1 y par lo.ii 1g. 

On the Illinois Parcels: 

• 2Ut11/l1Iinois Parcel {Subdivided into Parcel K North tpKNJ and Parcel K South [PKSI): 
Restricled to primarily residential use, wilh RAU uses on Lhe ground floor. 

• Hoedown Yard (Subdivided into Parcel Hoedown Yard 1 IHDYl] and Parcel Hoedown Yard 
2 [HDY2]): Permitted for either commerdal or residential uses, with RALi uses allowed on 
the ground floor. 

• All Illinois Parcels: Permitted to include accessory parking. 

To cover a full range of potential land uses that could be developed under the proposed SUD, the EIR 
analyzed a m.a.ximum residential-use scenario and a maximum commercial-use scenario for the project 
site. The Maximum Residential Scenario and the Maximum Commercial Scenario for both the 28-Acre 
Site and the Illinois Parcels are mutually exclusive: the maximum commercial and maximum 
residential programs could not both be built. Depending on the uses developed over time, the Project's 
total gross square feet (gsf) would range between a maximum of 4,212,230 gsf, under the Maximum 
Residential Scenario, to 4,179,300 gsf, under the Maximum Commercial Scenario, excluding square 
footage associated with accessory and structured parking. Total construction would not exceed a 
maximum of 3,422,265 gsf on the 28--Acre Site and 801,400 gsf on the Illinois Parcels. 

Maximum Residential Scenario 
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Development under the Maximum Residential Scenario un the 28-Acre Site would include a maximum 
of up to 3,410,830 gsf in new and renovated buildings (excluding square footage allocated to parking). 
Under this scenario, there would be up to 2,150 residential W1its (up to approximately 710 studio/one­
bedroom units and 1,440 two- or more bedroom units), totaling about 1,870,000 gsf, as well as 
approximately 1,095,650 gsf of commercial space and 445,180 gsf of RALI space (241,655 gsf of retail 
space, 60,415 gsf of restaurant space, and 143,110 gsf of arts/light-industrial space). Under a scenario 
where the Project provides up to 10 percent three-bedroom units, there would be up to 2,150 
residential units (up to approximately 925 studio/one-bedroom units and 1,225 two- or more bedroom 
units), totaling about 1,870,000 gsf. The overall development envelope includes rehabilitation of 
237,800 gsf in Buildings 2, 12, and 21 in compliance with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for 
the Treatment of I Iistoric Properties. 

Development under the Maximum ResjdenLial S,enario on the Illinois Parcels would include a 
maximum of up to 801,400 gsf in newly constructed buildings. Under this scenario, there wou]d be up 
to 875 residential units (up to approximately 290 studio/one-bedroom units and 585 two- or more 
bedroom units), totaling about 760,000 gsf, as well as approximately 6,600 gsf of commercial area and 
approximately 34,800 gsf of RALi space (27,840 gsf of retail space and 6,960 gsf of restaurant space) in 
new buildings. Under a scenario where the Project provides up to 10 percent three-bedroom units, 
there would be up to 875 residential units (up to approximately 377 studio/one-bedroom units and 498 
two- or more bedroom units) totaling about 760,000 gsf. Under the Maximum Residential Scenario a 
maximum of 3,370 off-street parking spaces would be allowed. 

Maximum Commercial Scenario 

Development on the 28-Acre Site under the Maximum CommNcia1 Scenario would include a 
maximum of up to about 3,422,26S gsf in new and renovated buildings. Under this scenario, there 
would be up lo 1,100 residential unilc; (up to approximately 365 studio/one-bedroom units and 735 
two- or morfl' bedroom units), totaling about 957,000 gsf, as well as approximately 2,024,050 gsf of 
commercial arfl'a, and 441,215 gsf of RALi space (238,485 gsf of retail space, 59,620 gsf of restaurant 
space, and 143, l IO gsf of arts/Jight-industrial space). Under a scenario where the Project provides up to 
l O percent three-bedroom units, there would be up to 1,100 residential units (up to approximately 473 
studio/one-bedroom units and 627 two- or more bedroom units) totaling about 957,000 gsf. The overall 
development envelope includes the rehabilitation of 227,800 gsf in Buildings 2, 12, and 21 in 
compliance with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Treatment of Historic Properties. 

T11inois Parcels 

Development on the lllinois Parcels W1dcr the Maximum Commercial Scenario would include a 
maximum of about 757,035 gsf in new buildings. Under this scenario, there would be up to 545 
residential units (up to approximately 180 studio/one-bedroom units and 365 two or· more bedroom 
units), totaling about 473,000 gsf, as well as approximately 238,300 gsf of corruncrcial area and 
approximately 45,735 gsf of RAU (36,590 gsf of retail space and 9,145 gsf of restaurant space) in new 
buildings. Under a scenario where the Project provides up to 10 percent three-bedroom units, 545 
residential units (up to approximately 235 studio/one-bedroom units and 310 two-or-more hedroorn 
units ) totaling about 473,000 gsf. Under the Maximum Commercial Scenario a maximum of ::\,496 off­
street parking spaces wuuld be allowed. 
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Portions of the 28-Acre Site and Illinois Parcels are subject to the common law public trust for commerce, 

navigation, and fisheries and the statutory trust under the Burton Act, as amended (the Public Trust). In 

order to clarify the Public Trust status of portions of Pier 70, the Port has obtained State legislation (AB 
418) that authorizes the State Lands Commission to approve a Public Trust exchange that would free 

some portions of the project site from the Public Trust while committing others to the Public Trust. To 
implement the Project in accordance with the proposed SUD, the Port and State Lands Commission 
wrnikl havP to implPmPnt a p11hlir tnic;t PxrhanEP that wo11lrl lift thP Pnhlir Truc;t frnm df::'sigt1<1tf::'d 

portions of Pier 70 in accordance with the terms of a negotiated trust exchange agreement meeting the 

requirt!mt!nts of AB 418. The Hot!down Yard is not subject to tht! Public Trust and will not be affected by 
the trust exchange. 

d. Affordable Housint Program. 

Under the Project, 30 percent of all completed residential units on the 28-Acre Site would be required to 
be offered at below market rate prices, and a majority of residential units constructed would be rentals, in 

compliance with Proposition F. Residential units on the Illinois Parcels would be subject to the affordable 
housing requirements in Section 415 of the Planning Code. Under Board of Supervisors Resolution No. 

54-14, if the City exercises its option to purchase the Hoedown Yard from PG&E, proceeds from the sale 
of the Hoedown Yard would be directed to the City's HOPE SF housing program, which includes the 

Potrero Terrace and Annex I IOPE Sf project. 

e. Pier 70 SUD Design for Development 

"lhe Pier 70 SUD Design for Development sets forth the underlying v1s1on and principles for 
development of the project site, and eslablishes implementing standards and design guidelines. The 
Design for Development includes building design standards and guidelines (Building Design 
Standards) that are intended to address compatibility of new development within the project site with 
tht! Histurk Distrid, guide reh<tbilitatiun of existing historic buildings as critical anchors, and 
encourage architecture of its own time in new construction. 

Future vertical development at the project site, whether constructed by Forest City, Forest City 
affiliates, or third-party developers selected by the Port through broker-managed offerings, would be 
bound by the Design for Development, including the Building Design Standards. 

The Design for Development provides standards and guidelines for Zoning and Land US€; Open Space 
& Streetscape Improvements; Streets and Streetscapes; Parking and Loading; Building Form, Massing, 
and Architecture; and Lighting, Signage, and Art. 

f. Project Open Space Plan. 

1he Project includes 9 acres of publicly owned open space, in addition to private open space areas such 
as balconies, rooftops with active recreational spaces, and courtyards th.at would be accessible only to 
building occupants. The open 5pace6 are anticipated to accommodate everyday passive u6es as well as 
public outdoor events, including art exhibitions, theater performances, cultural events, outdoor fairs, 
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festivals and markets, outdoor film screenings, evening/night markets, food events, street fairs, and 
lecture services. Fewer than 100 events per year are anticipated and would likely include 
approximately 25 mid-size events attracting between 500 to 750 people, and four larger-size events 
attracting up to 5,000 people. The proposed open space would supplement recreational amenities in 
the vicinity of the project site, such as the future Crane Cove Park in the northwestern part of Pier 70, 
and would include extension of the Blue Greenway and Bay Trail through the southern half of the Pier 
70 area. Publicly owned open space on the site is allocated as follows: Waterfront Promenade; 
Waterfront Terrace; Slipway Commons; Building 12 Plaza and Market Square; lrish Hill Playground; 
20th Street Plaza; and Rooftop Open Space Areas. 

g. Traffic and Circulation Plan. 

i. Street Improvements, Circulation and Parking. 

The primary streets on the project site would be 20th and 22nd streets, built out from west t-o east. 
Maryland Street woukl be a secondary north-south-running street designed as a shared streel. New 
minor streets include a new 21st Street, rwming west to east from 11linois Street to the waterfront, and 
Louisiana Street, rwming north from 22nd Street. New traffic signals would be installed at the 
intersection of Illinois and 21st streets. Louisiana Street from 21st Street to 20th Street would include a 
jog to accommodate existing historic structures within the l ristoric Core. Except for the western side of 
Louisiana Street adjacent to the r fistoric Core, all new streets would include sidewalks, and street 
furniture where appropriate. Maryland, 20th, and 22nd streets would include bicycle infrastructure or 
sign.age. With the exception of Louisiana Street between 20th and 21st streets, all streets would be two­
way, with a single lane of travel in each direction. Louisiana Street would be one-way in the 
southbound direction, with a single lane of travel. 

As part of the Project, Michigan Street from the southern side of 20th Street towards 21st Street sha11 be 
narrowed from 80 to 68 feet with 12 feet of the right-of-way converted from a public street to private 
use, i.e., "vacated," and developed as part of the lllinois Parcels. Vehicle travel would not be connected 
through to 21st Street due to a grade change, but pedestrian pathways would connect. 

The Project provides parking spaces within a site-wide maximum and a maximum ratio per use. Under 
the Maximum Residential Scenario a maximum of 3,370 off-street parking spaces would be allowed, 
and under the Maximum Commercial Scenario a maximum of 3,496 off-street parking spaces would be 
allowed. The Project provides about 285 on street parking spaces along most the streets internal to the 
project site under either scenario. One parking space per 1,000 square feet of gross floor area would be 
provided for office/ commercial and RALi uses, and 0.75 parking spaces per residential unit would be 
allowed. If not developed as residential or commercial uses, planned structured parking on Parcels Cl 
and C2 would provide shared parking for multiple uses. The Illinois Parcels and most parcels on the 
28-Acre Site, excluding Buildings 2, 12, and 21, would also have accessory parking. All residential 
parking would be unbundled, which means parking would be an optional, additional cost to the price 
of renting or purchasing a dwelling unit. 

ii. Transportation Plan. 

SAIi FRANCISCO 
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The Project includes a Pier 70 SUD Transportation Plan intended to manage transportation demands 
and to encourage sustainable transportation choices, consistent with the City of San Francisco's Transit 
First, Detter Streets, Climate Action, and Transportahon Sustainability Plans and Policies. The Pier 70 
SUD Transportation Plan includes a transportation demand management ("TDM") plan, which is 
described in an exhibit to the lJevelopment Agreement for the Project. The TLJM 1-'lan provides a 
comprehensive strategy lo manage the transportation demands that the Project would create, and is 
also required as a mitigation measure under the Final EIR [See Mitigation Measure M-AQ-lf}. The 
street improvements and TDM Plan would be the same for both the Maximum Residential Scenario 
and the Maximum Comml:'rcial Scenario. 

The Project's TDM Plan would be administered and maintained by a Transportation Management 
Association (!'MA). The TMA would be responsible for provision of shuttle service between the project 
site and local and regional transit hubs. 

The TMA would work collaboratively with SFMTA and Bay Area Bike Share (BABS) representatives to 
finalize the design, location, installation timeline, and funding arrangements for both initial installation 
and ongoing operation and maintenance of any proposed bikesharing station. Supplementary 
components such as provision of passenger amenities, real-time occupancy data for shared parking 
facilities, on-street carshare spaces, unbundled. parking for residents, and preferential treahnent for 
high-ocrupancy vehicles wouJd be coordinated and provided through the TlvfA, as required by the 
TDM Plan and mitigation measure. 

iii. Bicyc:Je and Pedestrian Improvements. 

The Project includes bike lanes, bike-safety-oriented. street design, and bike-parking facilities to promote 
bicycling in and around the project site. Under the provisions of the SUD, bike amenities would be 

constructed on the project site that would meet or exceed the existing Planning Code rec:iuirements at the 
time of permit submittal. Under the Maximum Residential Scenario, 1,142 Class I and 514 Class 2 bicycle 
parking spaces would be required. Sufficient Class 2 bicycle parking should also be provided at key 
entrance areas of the major open spaces. Under the Maximum Commercial Scenario, 995 Class 1 and 475 
Class 2 bicycle parking spaces would be required. Improvements proposed for the Project include 
construction of Class II facilities (bicycle Janes) and Class IJ1 facilities (shared-lane markings and signage) 
on 20th, 22nd, and Maryland streets. A Class I separated bicycle and pedestrian facility would be 
provided along the Bay Trail and blue Greenway the length of the project site along the shoreline, 
connecting at Georgia Street to the northbound path to Crane Cove Park and the southern waterfront 
park boundary to the future southern connection through the former Potrero Power Plant site_ 

Pedestrian travel would be encouraged throughout the project site by establishing a network of connected 
pedestrian pathways running both west-to-east and north-to-south to connect open spaces. Street and 
open space design would also incorporate pedestrian-safe sidewalk and street design and sign.age. All 
streets on the project site would include 9- to 18-foot-wide sidewalks. The project site is designed to 
make the area east of Maryland Street a predominantly pedestrian zone, and there would be no vehirular 
streets along the length of waterfront parks, with the exception of the north-south running portion of 20th 

Str~t. Mary lam.I. Str~t aml 20lh Street multi. pu lt!JLliall y ha v t! a sharfii ~lf·t:t:L Lum.Ii liu11, tu rt!i11.fur1.:e the 

pedestrian connection from the western portion of the site, across the street, and to San Francisco Bay. 
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Both 20th and 22nc1 streets would feature pedestrian amenities to encourage walking from the Dogpatch 

neighborhood, as well as transit use along the Third and 22nd streets corridors. 

iv. Loading. 

The proposed new streets would provide access for emergency vehicles and off-street freight loading. 
Michjgan, Louisiana, and 21st streets would be designed as primary on-street loading corridors. 

h. Infrastructure and Utilities. 

i, Potable Water. 

Potable water distribution piping would be constructed in trenches illlder the plarmed streets to 
provide water for site uses and firefighting needs. To reduce potable water dem,.md, high-efficiency 
fixtures and appliances would be installed in new buildings, and fixtures in existing buildings would 
be retrofitted, as required by City regulations. 

ii. Recycled (Reclaimed} Water. 

The project site is located within the City's designated recycled water use area and is subject to Article 
22 of the San .Francisco Public Works Code, the Recycled Water Use Ordinance, whose goal is to 
maximize the use of recycled water. '1herefore, buildings and facilities that are subject to this 
ordinance must use recycled water for all uses authorized by the State once a source of recycled water 
is available and projects must include recycled water distribution systems within buildings as well as 
throughout the project sites. Although a source of recycled water is nut yet available from the City, the 
project sponsors would install distribution pipelines to ultimately cormect with the City's recycled water 
distribution system unce it is constructed. Accordingly, the Project includes the installation of 

distribution pipelines beneath existing and proposed streets within the project area. Once the City's 
recyded water system is constructed, the Project's recycled water pipelines \\'.Ould connect to the City's 
recycled water system. 

iii. 9n-Site Non-Potable W.1ter. 

San Francisco's Non-potable Water Ordinance requires new buildings larger than 250,000 square feet to 
use on-site "alternate water sources" of graywater, rainwater, and foundation drainage water to meet that 

building's toilet and urinal flushing and irrigation demands. The Project would include the diversion 
and reuse of graywater and rainwater for toilet and urinal flushing and irrigation. 

IV. AuxiJiary Water Supply System. 

To meet supplemental firefighting water requirements for the Auxiliary Water Supply System (A WSS), 

the Project would be required to include on-site A WSS high-pressure distribution piping. The pipelines 
would be installed beneath existing and proposed streets and would supply fire hydrants within the 

project site for the purposes of firefighting. The AWSS may also include a permanent manifold installed 

upland of the shoreline that can be conm.-..:ted to a temporary, portable submersible pump for 

redundancy. 

v. Wastewater (Sanitary Sewer) and Stormwater Facilities. 

SAtl IRANt: l';,o 
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Wastewater and stormwater flows from the project site are currently conveyed to the Southeast Water 
Pollution Control Plant ("SEWPCP") for treatment via the City's combined sewer system. The Port also 
owns and maintains many gravity sewer lines that connect the existing buildings on the site to the SFPUC 
sewer lines. The project sponsors are considering three options for managing wastewater and stormwater 
flows from the project site: Option 1, Combined Sewer System; Option 2, Separate Wastewater and 
Storm water Systems; and Option 3, Hybrid System. 

vi. Electricity and Natural Gas. 

The Project would replace overhead electrical distribution with a joint trench utilities distribution system 
which wuultl follow tlt~ prupu~t'd r~<1lig11t!d ruauwdys. Titt' Pwjed would abu t'.\lt!CH.1 l11t' ~.\isling 
natural gas distribution system from 20th Street to connect to the 28-Acre Site. A new natural gas 
distribution system would be constructed to extend to the Illinois Parcels. New gas Jines would be placed 
in the joint utilities trench distribution system following the realigned roadways. 

The Project would comply with San Francisco Green Building Requirements for energy efficiency in new 
buildings. Energy-efficient appliances and energy-i!fficient lighting would be installed in the three 

rehabilitated historic buildings. 

Back-up emergency diesel generators are required by the San Francisco Building Code for new 
buildings with occupied floor levels greater than 75 feet in height. There are 10 parcels (all in the 28-
Acre Site) that would allow building heights of up to 90 feet; Parcels A, B, Cl, C2, D, El, F, G, Hl, and 
J--12. Each of the buildings on Parcels A, Cl, C2, lJ, El, f, G, HI, and H2 would have a back-up diesel 
generator, if built with occupied floor levels greater than 75 feel; such generators would operate in 
emergency situations, each having an average size of 400 horsepower. Due to the larger size of Parcel 
B, the building proposed for that parcel would have two 400-horsepower, back-up diesel generators to 
operatt' in t'mergency situations. In total, 11 g~neraton; are anticipc1kd on tht:" project sitt'. 

vii. Renewable Energy. 

The Project is required to meet the State's Title 24 and the San Francisco Green Building Requirements for 
renewable energy and the Better Roof Requirements for Renewable Energy Standards. The Project would 
allow for roof-mounted or building-integrated solar photovoltaic (PV) systt'Ill5 and/or roof-mountro 
solar thermal hot wuter systems for oil proposed buildings, excluding existing Buildings 2, 12, and 21. At 
least 15 percent of the roof area would include roof-mounted or building-integrated PV systems and/or 
roof-mounted solar them'tal hot water systems that would be installed in residential and commercial 
buildings. These systems would partially offset the energy demands of the- associated buildings. No 
ground-mounted facilities are proposed under the Project. The solar PV arrays located on various 
rooftops could be interconnected via a community microgrid that serves as a site-wide distribution 
network capable of balancing captive supply and demand resources to maintain stable service within the 
Project. 

i. Grading and Stabilization Plan. 

i. Site Grading. 

sAN f qA~~ISCO 
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Thl' Project would involve excavation of soils for grading and constrm.iion of the 15- to 27-foot-dt>ep 
basements planned on Parcels A, 8, Cl, C2, D, El, E2, E3, E4, F, G, Hl, H2, PKN, PKS, HDY1 and HDY2. 
No basement levels are planned for existing Ouildings 2, 12, or 21. The Project will likely require bedrock 
removal by controlled rock fragmentation tedm.ic.1ues. Controlled rock fragmentation tedmologies may 
include pulse plasma rock fragmentation, controlled foam or hydraulic injection, and controlled blasting. 
In some scenarios it may be necessary to utilize a combination of these techniques. 

The Project would raise the grade of the 28-Acre Site and the southern, low-lying portions of the Illinois 
Parcels by adding up to 5 feet of fill in order to help protect against flooding and projected future sea 

level rise and as required for environment.ii reml'diation. 

A portion of the northern spur of the remnant of Irish Hill would be removed for construction of the new 
21•1 Street. Retaining walls would be necessary along the sides of the new 21'1 Street Lo protect the 
adjacent Building 116 in the Historic Core as well as the remnant of Irish I lill and along the reconfigured 
22nd Street, to account for the proposed elevation difference between the streets and adjacent ground 
surfaci>s. 

ii. Geotechnical Stabilization. 

To address the potential hazard of liquefaction and lateral spreading that may occur during a major 

earthquake, the Project would include construction of improvements to control the amount of lateral 
displacement that could occur. These improvements could include either reinforcing the existing slope 
with structural walls or implementing ground improvements. 

iii. Shoreline Protection Improvements and Sea Level Rise 
Adaptation. 

The objectives of the proposed shoreline protection improvements include maintaining a stable shoreline 
in the project area by preventing shoreline erosion and protecting the proposed development from coastal 
flooding. The proposed shoreline protection system is designed to minimi:t.e the need for placing fill in 
San Francisco Bay; maximize open space and public access to the shoreline edge; improve existing slope 
protection, where feasible; develop aesthetically pleasing and cost-efficient shoreline protection; and 
provide fo.r future sea level rise adaptation. For design purposes, the existing shoreline is divided into 
four separate "reaches." Options for shoreline protection improvements were developed for each reach. 
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The improvements constitute minor repairs to the existing shoreline protection system along the bayfront 
of the 28-Acre site that is currently in disrepair. These improvements are restricted to repair or 
replacement of the existing bulkhead in Reach II, and repair or replacement of the existing rip rap slopes 
in Reaches I, III, and IV. As proposed, the improvements would provide shoreline protection from 
erosion based on current flooding conditions, and the worst case flooding projected for the year 2100. 
The entire 100-foot shoreline band, including the shoreline prolection features, would be reserved for 
public access that is safe and feasible. The project sponsors would also implement a long-term inspection 
and maintenance program to observe for deterioration of the shoreline protection system, and would 
repair any deficiencies noted to ensure adequate erosion and fluod protection for the life uf the projed. 

3. Project Variants. 

The Draft EIR studied five variants to the Project. Each variant would modify a limited feature or aspect 
of the Project. During the period between publication of the Draft EIR and the RTC document, the Project 
Sponsor requested adoption of three variants into the Project, including the Reduced Off-Him! Variant, 
the Wastewater Treatment and Reuse System Variant, and the Irish Hill Passageway Variant. Thus, these 
three variants are added to the Project. 

The Reduced Off-Haul Variant would minimize the overall volume of ex:cavated soils and the number of 
off-haul truck trips required for the transport and dispasal of excavated soils. Under the Wastewater 
Treatment and Reuse System Variant, blackwater, graywater, and rainwater would be collected from all 
newly constructed buildings, treated, and reused for toilet and urinal flushing, irrigation, and cooling 
tower makeup. This variant differs from the project without the variant. because it assumes blackwater is 
treated and recycled and that all newly constructed buildings would form a district system. Finally, the 
Irish Hill Passageway Variant would realign the proposed pedestrian passageway between Illinois Street 
and the proposed Irish Hill Playground in order to create a view corridor through the proposed infill 
construction, from Illinois Street to the Irish Hill landscape feature. Under this Variant, the 40-foot-wide 
pedestrian passageway connecting Illinois Street and the proposed Irish Hill Playground would separate 
construction within Parcel PKS and Parcel HDY2 at the southwest comer of the project site. The 
pedt!Strian passagt!way would be shifted northward by approximately 165 feet, to bisect Parcel PKS 
(which would become PKSl and HDY3 with this variant), to allow views of the western face of the Irish 
Hill remnant from Illinois Street. 

Additionally, the J:iElR analyzed two additional project variants that are not proposed for approval at this 
lime: the District Energy System Variant and the Automated Waste Collection System Variant. The 
Project assumes all heating and cooling would be done at the individual building level and independent 
from adjacent buildings, and PG&E would provide natural gas, and electricity would be provided by the 
Sf PUC and renewable power generated on the project site. Under the District Energy System Variant, a 
single central energy plant would be located in one of the basement levels of a newly constructed 
building on Parcel Cl. The proposed central energy plant would provide heating and cooling for a linked 
group of residential and commerdal buildiI'lgs. 

Under the Project, typical collection trucks would drive around the project site to pick up solid waste 
(separated by residents and businesses mto recyclables, compostables, and trash/waste) trom each 
individual building for transport to Pier 96 (recyclables) in San Francisco, the Jepson-Prairie facility 
(compostables) in Solano County, and the Hay Road Landfill (trash/waste) in Solano County. Under the 
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Automated Waste Collection System (AWCS) Variant, an automated waste collection system would be 
installed tu transport solid waste from individual new buildings and in public areas, replacing interior 
and outdoor trash receptacles. TI1e central waste collL><.tion facility would be located in a stand-alone 
building near the propost.'d ?0th Street Pump Station on the BAE Systems Ship Rt.'pair site directly north 
of Parcels A and Bon the project site. This variant has the potential to operate more efficiently and would 
reduce the number of trash collection truck trips and the associated noise and air pollutant emissions. 

1. Project Construction Phasing and Duration. 

For both development scenarios, the Maximum Residential Scenario and the Maximum Commercial 
Scenario, Project construction is conceptual; however it is expected to begin in 2018 and would be 
phased over an approximately 11-year period, concluding in 2029. Proposed development is expected 
to involve up to five phases, designated as Phases 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5. The Project's construction and 
rehabilitation phasing for the Maximum Residential and Maximum Commercial Scenarios are outlined 
in Tables 2 . .:i and 2.6 in the DEIR on pp. 2.80 to 2.84. 

Infrastructure improvements (utilities, streets, and open space) and grading and excavation activities 
would be constructed by forest City, as master developer, and would occur in tandem, as respective 
and adjacent parcels are developed. Vertical development on the various parcels could be constructed 
by Forest City and its affiliates, or by third party developers. 

B. Project Objectives. 

The Port and Forest City seek to achieve the following objectives by undertaking the Project: 

• Create a unique San Francisco neighborhood within an industrial historic district that includes 
new, activated waterfront open spaces with the amenities and services necessary to support a 
diverse, thriving community of residents and workers, while addressing potential land use 
conflicts with ongoing ship repair at Pier 70. 

• Implement the open space, housing, affordability, historic rehabilitation, artist community 
preservation, commercial, waterfront height limit and urban design policies endorsed by the 
voters in Proposition F for the 28-Acre Site (November 2014). 

• Provide dense, mixed-income housing that includes both ownership and rental opportuniti@.s, to 
attract a diversity of household types in order to help San Francisco meet itc; fair share of regional 
housing needs. 

• Provide a modPI of 21 •t rPntury sustainable urban development by implementing the Pier 70 Risk 
Management Plan approved by the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board; 
encouraging energy and water conservation systems; and reducing vehicle usage, emissions, and 
vehidP milPs travPli>d lo reduce thi> carbon footprinl impacts of new devi>lopment, consistent 
with the Port's Climate Action Plan. 

• Provide access to San Francisco Bay where it has been historically precluded, by opening the 
eastern shore of the site to the public with a majnr new waterfront park, extending the Bay Trail, 
and est.ab! ishing thi> Blue Greenway, and c-ri>ali> a pedestrian- and bicycle-friendly envirorunent. 

$AM <RANC1SC0 
Pl.ANNING DEPARTMl;,..T 21 



Motion No. 19977 
August 24, 2017 

CASE NO 2014-001272ENV 
Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project 

• Rehabilitate three contributors to the Union Iron Works Historic District to accommodate new 
uses consistent with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic 
Properties, and design and build new infrastructure, public realm areas, parks and buildings 
consistent with the Infill Development Design Criteria within the Port's Pier 70 Preferred Master 

Plan and support the continued integrity of the Union Iron Works Historic District. 

• Create business and employment opportunities for local workers and businesses during the 
design, construction, and operation phases of the Project. 

• Elevate and reinforce site infrastructure and building parcels to allow the new Pier 70 
neighborhood to be resilient to projected levels of sea level rise and any major seismic event, as 

well as incorporate financing strategies that enable the project and the Port's Bay shoreline to 
adapt to future, increased levels of sea level rise. 

• Along with the Historic Core and Crane Cove Park, serve as a catalyst project for Pier 70 to 
support the Port's site-wide goals established in the Pier 70 Prderre<l Master Plan, induding new 
infrastn.Icture, streets and utilities, and new revenue to fund other Pier 70 improvements. 

• Construct a high-quality, public-private development project that can attract sources of public 
investment, equity, and debt financing sufficient to fund the Project's site and infrastn.Icture 
costs, fund ongoing maintenance and operation costs, and produce a market rate return 
investment that meets the requirement of Assembly Bill (AB) 418 (2011) and allows the Port to 
further its Public Trust mandate and mission. 

• Through exercise of the City's option with PG&E to purchase the Hoedown Yard, provide funds 
for the City's HOPE VI rebuild projecls in accordance with Board Resolution No. 54-14, such as 
the Potrero Terrace and Annex project. 

C. Approval Actions. 

The Project is subject to review and approvals by local, regional, State, and Federal agencies, with 
jurisdiction after completion of environmental review, including the following: 

San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

• Approval of Grni:rul Plan amendments. 

• Approval of Planning Code Text Amendments and associated Zoning Map Amendments. 

• Approval of a Development Agreement. 

• Approval of the Interagency Cooperation Agreement. 

• Approval of a Public Trust Exchange Agreement. 

• Approval of a Disposition and Development Agreement, including forms of ground leases and 
purchase and sale agreements. 

• Approval of Final Subdivision Maps. 

• Approval uf street vacatiuns, approval (Jf <le<licatiuns and ectsements for public improvements, 
and acceptance (or delegation to Public Works Director to accept) of public improvements, as 
necessary. 
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• Approval of the formation of one or more community facilities districts and adoption of a Rate 
and Method of Apportionment for the districts and authorizing other implementing actions and 
documents. 

• Approval of one or more appendices to the Infrastructure Financing Plan for City and County of 
San Francisco Infrastructure Financing District No. 2 (Port of San Francisco) and formation of 
one or more sub-project areas for the 28-Acre Site and some or all of the Illinois Parcels and 
authorizing other implementing actions and documents. 

San Francisco Planning Commission 

• Certification of the Final EIR. 

• Adoption of findings that the Public Trust Exchange is consistent with the General Plan. 

• Approval of Pier 70 SUD Uesign for Development. 

• Initiation and recommendation to Board of Supervisors to approve amendments to the General 

Plan. 

• Initiation and recommendation to the Board of Supervisors to approve Planning Code 
amendments adopting a Special Use District and associated Zoning Map amendments. 

• Recommendation to Board of Supervisors to approve a Development Agreement. 

• Approval of the Interagency Cooperation Agreement. 

San Francisco Port Commission 

• Adoption of findings regarding Public Trust consistency. 

• Approval of Disposition and Devt"lopment Agrf'emt"nt, including forms of Ground l.ea!>es and 
Purchase and Sale Agrt"f'ments, authori7.ing other actions and documents necessary to implement 
thP" projPct, and rPrnmmending that the Port Commission and the Board of Supervisors take other 
actions and documenlc; necessary to implement the project. 

• Consent to a Development Agreement and recommendation to the Board of Supervisors to 
approve. 

• Approval of the lnteragency Cooperation Agreement. 

• Approval of a Dt>vPlopment Plan for the 28-Acre Site in accordancP with Section 11 of 
Proposition F. 

• Approval of Pier 70 SUD Design for Development. 

• Approval of amendments to Waterfront Land Use Plan. 

• Public Trust consistency findings and approval of Public Trust Exchange Agreement with the 
State Lands Commission. 

• Approval of project construdion-related permits for property within Port jurisdiction. 

• Approval of Construction Site Storm water Runoff Control Permit. 

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
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• Consent to Development Agreement. 

• Consent to Interagency Cooperation Agreement. 

San Francisco Public Works 

• Review of subdivision maps and presentation to the Board for approval. 

• Approval of Interagency Cooperation Agreement. 

• Issuance of Public Works street vacation order. 

San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency 

• Approval of transit improvements, public improvements and infrastructure, including certain 
roadway improvements, bicycle infrastructure and loading Lones, to the extent included in the 
project, if any. 

• Consent to Development Agreement. 

• Consent to Interagcncy Cooperation Agreement. 

San Francisco Fire Department 

• Consent to Interagency Cooperation Agreement. 

San Francisco Art Commission 

• Approval of design of public structures and private structures located within public property, to 
the extent any such structures are located outside of Port jurisdiction. 

San Francisco Department of Public Health 

• Oversee compliance with San Francisco Health Code Article 22A (Maher Ordinance). 

Bay Conservation and Development Commission 

• Approval of permits for improvements and activities within the San Francisco Bay Conservation 
and Development Commission's jurisdictions. 

State Lands Commission 

• Approval of Public Trust Exchange Agreement. 

Regional Water Quality Control Board - San Francisco Bay Region 

• Approval of Section 401 water quality certification. 

• Site-Specific Remediation Completion Approval(s) under Risk Management Plan. 

Hay Area Air Qu;)lity Management District 
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• Approval of any n(>("essary air quality permits (e.g., Authority to Construct and Permit to 
Operate) for individual air pollution sources, such as boilers and emergency diesel generators. 

California Public Utilities Commission 

• Approval of PG&E's sale of Hoedown Yard parcel, if PG&E's operations on the site have not 
already been relocated. 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

• Po~sible Section 404/Section 10 Permit. 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

• Possible Section 404/Section 10 Permit. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

• Possible Section 404/Section 10 Permit. 

National Marine Fisheries Service 

• Possible Essential Fish Habitat Consultation. 

• Possible Endangered Species Act Consultation. 

D. findings About Significant 1::nvironmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures. 

The following Sections II, Ill, IV, and V set forth the findings about the determinations of the Final EIR 
regarding significant environmental impacts and the mitigation measures proposed to address them. 
These findings provide written analysis and conclusions regarding the environmental impacts of the 
Project and the mitigation measures included as part of the Final EIR and adopted as part of the Project. 

In making these findings, the opinions of the Planning Department and other City staff and experts, other 
agencies and members of the public have been considered. These findings recognize that the 
determination of significance thresholds is a judgment within the discretion of the City and County of 
San Francisco; the significance thresholds used in the Final EIR are supported by substantial evidence in 
the record, including the expert opinion of the Final EIR preparers and City staff; and the significance 
thresholds used in the Final EIR provide reasonable and appropriate means of assessing the significance 
of the adverse environmental effects of the Project. 

These findings do not attempt to describe the full analysis of each environmental impact contained in the 
Final EIR. Instead, a full explanation of these environmental findings and conclusions can be found in thf" 
Final EIR and these findings hereby incorporate by reference the disrussion and analysis in the Final ETR 
supporting the determination regarding the Project impacts and mitigation measures designed to address 
those impacLc;. In making these findings, the determinations and conclusions of the Final EIR relating to 
environmental impacts and mitigation measures, are hereby ratified, adopted and incorporated in these 
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findings, except to the extent any such determinations and conclusions are specifically and expressly 
modified by these findings. 

As set forth below, the mitigation measures set forth in the Final EIR and the attached MMRP are hereby 
adopted and incorporated to substantially lessen or avoid the potentially significant impacts of tht.> 
Project. Accordingly, in the event a mitigation measure recommended in the Final EIR has inadvertently 
been omitted in these findings or the MMRP, such mitigation measure is nevertheless hereby adopted 
and incorporated in the findings below by reference. In addition, in the event the language describing a 
mitigation measure set forth in these findings or the MMRP fails to accurately reflect the mitigation 
measure in the Final EIR due to a clerical error, the language of the mitigation measure as set forth in the 
Final EIR shall control. The impact numbers and mitigation measure numbers used in these findings 
reflect the numbers contained in the Final EIR. 

In Sections II, III, IV, and V below, the same findings arc made for a category of environmental impacls 
and mitigation measures. Rather than repeat the identical finding dozens of times to address each and 
every significant effect and mitigation measure, the initial finding obviates the need for such repetition 
because in nu instanc.:e are the conclusions of the Final EIR, or the mitigation measures recommended in 
the Final EIR for the Project, being rejected. 

E. Location and Custodian of Records. 

The public hearing transcripts and audio files, a copy of all letters regarding the Final EIR received 
during the public review period, the udministrutive record, und background documentation for the Final 
EIR are located at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, San Francisco. The Planning 
Commission Secretary, Jonas P. Ionin, is the custodian of records for the Planning Department and the 
Planning Commission. 

II. IMPACTS NOT CONSIDERED 

CEQA Section 21099(d), provides that "aesthetics and parking impacts of a residential, mixed-use 
residential, or employment center project on an infill site located within a transit priority area shall not be 

considered significant impacts on the environment." Accordingly, aesthetics and parking are not 
considered in determining whether the Project has the potential to result in significant environmental 
pfff.cts sinn• thP ProjPct mN'ts all of thf' following thrE>e criteria: 

1. The Project is in a transit priority area; 

2. The Project is on an infill site; and 

3. The Project is residential, mixed-use residential, or an employment center. 

A "transit priority area" is defined as an area within one-half mile of an existing or planned major transit 
stop. A "major transit stop" is defined in California Public Resources Code Section 21064.3 as a rail 
transit station, a ferry terminal served by either a bus or rail transit service, or the intersection of two or 
more major bus routes with c1 frequency of service interval of 15 minutes or less during the morning and 
a~emoon peak commute periods. 
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III. IMPACTS FOUND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT AND 
THUS DO NOT REQUIRE MITIGATION 

Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant (Pub. Res. 
Code§ 21002; CEQA Guidelines§§ 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091). As more fully described in the Final EIR 
and based on the evidence in the whole record of this proceeding, it is hereby found that implementation 
of the Project would not result in any significant impacts in the following areas and that these impact 
areas therefore do not require mitigation. 

A. Land Use. 

Impacts LU-1: lhe Project would not physically divide an existing community. 

Impacts LU-2: The Project would not conflict with applicable land use plans, policies or regulations 

adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect, Such that a substantial adverse 
physical change in the environment related to Land Use would result. 

Impact C-T.U-1: The Projecl, in combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable future 

projects, would not contribute considerably to significant cumulative land use impacts related to (a) 
physical division of an established community, or (b) conflicts with applicable land use plans and policies 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. 

B. Population, Employment and Housing. 

Impacts PH-1: The Project would not substantially induce population growth. either directly or 
indirectly. 

Impacts PH-2: The Project would not displace substantial numbers of existing housing units or create 
demand for additional housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. 

Impact C-PH-1: The Project under the Maximum Residential and Maximum Commercial scenarios, in 

combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects, would not result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to significant cumulative population and housing impacts. 

C. Cultural Resources. 

Impact CR-3: Construction activities for the Project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource, as defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074, if such 
resources are present within the project site. 

Impact CR-4: The Project would result in the demolition of seven buildings that contribute to the 
significance of the UIW l listoric District. These are Buildings 11, 15, 16, 19, 25, 32, and 66. 

The demolition of these buildings would not result in a substantial adverse change in the historic 
significance of the UIW Historic District, nor would the demolition result in a deleterious effect on most 
of the District's character-defining features. The CIW I Iistoric District would retain sufficient 
contributing features, character-defining features, and overall integrity to continue its listing in the NRI IP 
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and the CRHR. As such, the demolition of contributing Buildings 11, 15, 16, 19, 25, 32, and 66 would not 
materially impair the physical characteristics that justify the UIW Historic District's inclusion in the 
NRHP or the CRHR. Although demolition of contributing Buildings 11, 15, 16, 19, 25, 32, and 66 would 
have a Jess-than- significant impact on individual historical resources identified in this EIR and the UIW 
Historic District as a whole, implementation of Improvement Measure I-CR-4a: Documentation and I­
CR-4b: Public Interpretation,. which call for the documentation and interpretation of the UIW Historic 
District for the general public, would further reduce the less-than-significant impact resulting from the 
proposed demolition of contributing features. 

Impact CR-6: The relocation of contributing Ruilding 21 would not materially alter, in an adverse 
manner, the physical characteristics of the UIW National Register Historic District that justify its inclusion 
in the California Register of Historical Resources, nor the physical characteristics of Building 21 that 
justify its eligibility for individual inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources. 

Impact CR~7: The demolition of non-contributing slipways would not materially alter, in an adverse 
manner, the physical characteristics of the UIW National Register Historic District that justify its inclusion 
in the California Register of I Iistorical Resources. 

Impact CR-8: '!he site grading work associated with contributing Buildings 2 and 12 would not 
materially alter, in an adverse manner, the physical c.:hani.deristics of the UIW National Regiskr Historic 
District that justify its inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources. 

Impact CR-9; The alteration of lrish llill, a contributing landscape feature, and the proposed infill 
construction surrounding Trish Hill, would not materially alter, in an adverse manner, the physical 
characteristics of the UJW National Register Historic District that justify its inclusion in the California 
Register of l listorical Resources. 

Impact CR-10: The changes and additions to the network of streets and open space would not materially 
alter, in an adverse manner, the physical characteristics of the UIW National Register Historic District that 
justify its inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources. 

Impact CR-12: The Project would not materially alter, in an adverse manner, the physical characteristics 
of other historical resources (outside of the UJW National Register Historic District) that justify inclusion 
of such resources in a Federal, State or local register of historical resources. 

Impact C-CK-3: The impacts of the Project, in combination with other past, present, and future projects, 
would not materially alter, in an adverse manner, the physical characteristics of historical resourct!s 
(outside of the UIW National Register Historic District) that justify its inclusion in the California Register 
of Historical Resources, resulting in a cumulative impact. 

D. Transportation and Circulation. 

Impact TR-1: Construction of the Project would not result in significant impacts on the transportation 
and circulation netwoTlc: ~"11se they wo\1Id b".' of limited duration and t~mpornry. 

Although no mitigation measures would be required, Improvement Measure 1-TR·A! Construction 
Management Plan is identified to further reduce less-than-significant potential conflicts between 
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construction activities and pedestrians, bicyclists, transit, and autos, and between construction activities 
and nearby businesses and residents. 

Impact TR-2: The Project would not cause substantial additional VMT nor substantially induce 
automobilE:" travel. 

Impact TR-3: The Project would not create major traffic hazards. 

Impact TR-4: The Project would not result in any Muni screenlines or sub-corridors exceeding 85 percent 
capacity utilization nor would it increase ridership by more than five percent on any Muni screenline or 
subcorridor forecast to exceed 85 percent capacity utilization under Baseline conditions without the 
Project. 

Impact TR-6: Two individual Muni routes would continue to operate within the 85 percent capacity 
utilization standard in the a.m. and p.m. peak hours in both the inbound and outbound directions with 
addition of the Project. 

Impact TR-7: The Project would not cause significant impacts on regional transit routes. 

Impact TR-8: Pedestrian travel generated by lhe Project could be accommodated on the new roadway 
and sidewalk network proposed for the project site. 

Although the Project's parking facility access points would comply with appropriate design standards, 
the less-than-significant effect of vehicle queuing across sidewalks would be minimized with 
implementation of Improvement Measure 1-TR-B: Queue Abatement, to ensure that pedestrian travel is 
unimpeded. 

Impact TR-9: Existing pedestrian facilities in the vicinity of the project site, while incomplete, would not 
pose substantial hazards to pedestrian traffic generated by the Project. 

Impact TR-11: The Project would not create potentially hazardous conditions for bicyclists and would not 
interfere with bicycle accessibility to the project site or adjoining areas. 

Impact TR-13: The Project would not result in significant impacts on emergency access to the project site 
or adjacent locations. 

Although not required to address significant impads, implementation of Improvement Measure 1-TR-C: 
Strategies to Enhance Transportation Conditions During Events would ensure that events at Pier 70 are 
coordinated with events at AT&T Park to further reduce the less-than-significant effects of congestion on 
emergency vehicle circulation. 

Impact C-TR-1; Construction of the Project would occur over an approximately 11-year time frame and 
may overlap with construction of other projects in the vicinity. Due to the detailed planning and 
coordination requirements, the Project would not contribute considerably to a significant cumulative 
impact in the area. 
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Although no mitigation measures would be required, Improvement Measure I-TR-A: Construction 
Management Plan is identified to further reduce impacts associated with construction of the Project. 

Impact C-TR-2: The Project's incremental effects on regional VMf would not be significant, when viewed 
in combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects. 

Impact C-TR-3: The Project would not contribute to a major traffic hazard. 

Impact C-TR-5: The Project would not contribute considerably to a significant cumulative impact on the 
KT Thud lngles1de Mum lme. 

Impact C-TR-6: The Project would not contribute considerably to significant cumulative impacts at Muni 
Downtown screenlines or subcorridors. 

Impact C-TR-7: The Project would not contribute considerably to significant cumulative impacts on 
n:gional tran5it routes. 

Impact C-TR-8: The Project would not contribute considerably to significant cumulative pedestrian 
impacts. 

Impact C-TR-9: The Project would not contribute considerably to a significant cumulative bicyde impact. 

Impact C-TR-10: The Project would not contribute to a signiHcant cumulative loading impact. 

Impact C-TR-11: The Project would not contribute considerably to a significant cumulative impact on 
emergency vehicle access. 

E. Noise. 

Impact N0-8: Operation of the Project would not expose people and structures to or generate excessive 
groundbome vibration or noise levels. 

Impact C-N0-1: C'onstri.1ction of th"' Proj"'ct oombined with curnulativ"' rnnstn1ction nois"' in th"' project 
area would not cause a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity during construction. 

F. Air Quality. 

Impact AQ-5: The Maximum Residential or Maximum Commercial Scenarios would not create 
objectionable odors that would affttt a substantial numbt'r of pt'oplt'. 

G. Greenhouse Gas Emissions. 

Impact C-GG-1: The Project would generate GHG emissions, but not at levels that would result in a 
significant impact on the environment or conflict with any policy, plan, or regulation adopted for the 
purpose of reducing GHG emissions. 
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Impact WS-3: At full build-out, the Project would not alter wind in a manner that substantially affects 
ground-level public areas. The pedestrian comfort criterion is not considered within the CEQA 
significance threshold; however, Improvement Measures I-WS-3a; Wind Reduction for Public Open 
Spaces and Pedestrian and Bicycle Areas, I-WS-3b: Wind Reduction for Waterfront Promenade and 
Waterfront Terrace, I-WS-3c: Wind Reduction for Slipways Commons, T-WS-3d: Wind Reduction for 
Building 12 Market Plaza and Market Square, l-WS-3e: Wind Reduction for Irish Hill Playground. and 
l-WS-3f; Wind Reduction for 20th Street Plaza would improve the comfort, suitability, and usability of 
public open /'.paces and further reduce this less-than-significant impact. City decision makers may choose 
lo imposP th@se improvement measu,·@s on the Project as conditions of approval. 

Impact WS-4: The Project would not create new shadow in a manner that substantially affects outdoor 
n.'<..Tcation facilities or other public areas. 

Impact C-WS-1: The Project at full build-out, when combined with other cumulative projects, would not 
alter wind in a manner that substantially affects public areas within the vicinity of the project site. 

Impact C-WS-2: The Project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future 
projects in the project vicinity, would not create new shadow in a manner that substantially affects 
outdoor recreation facilities or other public areas. The Project would not make a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative shadow impact. 

I. Recreation. 

Impact RE-l: The Project would increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other 
recreational facilities, but not to such an (."xtent that substantial physical deterioration of existing facilities 
would occur or be accelerated, or such that the construction of new facilities would be required. 

Impact RE-2: Construction of the parks and recreational facilities proposed as part of the Project would 
not result in substantial adverse physical environmental impacts beyond those analyzed and disclosed in 
the Final EIR. 

Impact C-RE-1: The Project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future 
development, would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to significant cumulative 
impacts on recreation. 

J. Utilities and Service Systems. 

Impact UT-1: 1he City's water service provider would have sufficient water supply available to serve the 
Project from existing entitlements and resources, and would not require new or expanded water supply 
resources or entitlements. 

Impact UT-2: The Project would not require or result in the construction of new water treatment facilities 
or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects. 
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Impact UT-3: The Project would not exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the Southeast Water 
Pollution Control Plant. 

Impact UT-4: The Project would not require or result in the construction of new wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects. Nor would the project result in a determination by the Sf PUC that it has 
inadequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in addition to its existing commitments. 

Impact UT-5: The Project would not require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects. 

Impact UT-6: The Project would be served by a landfill with sufficient capacity to accommodate the 
Project's solid waste disposal needs. 

Impact UT-7: The Projecl would not fail to comply with FedNal, St:1tt', and local statutes and regulations 
rf'lalf'd lo solid waste. 

Impact C-UT-1: The Project, in combination with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future 
projects, would not result in significant adverse cumulative utilities and service systems impacts. 

K. Public Services. 

Impact PS-1: The Project would not result in the need for new or physically altered facilities in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for police protection. 

Impact PS-2: The Project would not result in the need for new or physically altered facilities in order to 
maintain acceptable response times for fire protection and emergency medical services. 

Impact PS-3: The increase in students associated with implementation of the Project would not require 
new or expanded school facilities, the construction of which could result in substantial advf'rse impacts. 

Impact PS-4: 11u~ Project would not result in an increase in demand for library services that could not be 
met by existing library facilities. 

Impact C-PS-1: The Project, in combination with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future 
projects, would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to significant adverse cumulative 
impacts that would result in a need for construction of new or physically altered facilities in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for any public 
services, including police prutcctiun, fire protection and emergenc..-y services, schools, and libraries. 

L. Biological Resource. 

Impact Bl--6: The Project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance, and would not have a substantial conflict with 
the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other 
approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan. 
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Impact GE-1: The Project would not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, 
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving fault rupture, seismic ground shaking, seismically 
induced ground failure, or seismically induced landslides. 

Impact GE-2: The Project would not result in substantial erosion ur loss uf topsoil. 

Impact GE-4; The Project would not create substantial risks to life or property as a result of locating 
buildings or other features on expansive or corrosive soils. 

Impact GE-5: The Project would not substantially change the topography or any unique geologic or 
physical features o( the site. 

Impact C-GE-1: The Project, m combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future 
projects, would not substantially contribute to cumulative impacts on geology and soils. 

N. fl...rdroJogy and Water Qualicy,_ 

Impact HY-1: Construction of the Project would not violate a water quality standard or a waste discharge 
requirement, or otherwise substantially degrade water quality. 

Impact IIY-3: The Project would not substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with 
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local 
groundwater table. 

Impact HY-4: The Project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner that would result in 
substantial erosion, siltation, or flooding on- or off site. 

Impact HY-5: Operation uf U1e Project would nut place housing within a 100-year flood zone or pL1ce 
structures within an existing l()(J year flood zone that would impede or redirect flood flows. 

Impact HY-6: Operation of the Project would not place structures within a future 100-year flood zone that 
would impede or redirect flood flows. 

Impact IIY-7: The Project would not expose people or structures to substantial risk of loss, injury, or 
death due to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mud flow. 

Impact C-HY-1: The Project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects 
in the site vicinity, would not result in a considerable contribution to cumulative impacts on hydrology 
and water quality. 

0. Hazards and Hazardous Materials. 

Impact HZ-1: Construction and operation of the Project would not create a significant hazard through 
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. 
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Impact HZ-9: The Project would not handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or 
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. Although construction activities would 
emit diesel particulate matter and naturally occurring asbestos, these emissions would not result in 
adverse effects on nearby schools. 

Impact HZ-10: The Project would not expose pcopk or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or 
death involving fires, nor would it impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. 

Impact C-HZ-1: The Project, in combination with other past, present or reasonably foreseeable future 
projects in the project vicinity, would not result in a considerable contribution to significant cumulative 
impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials. 

P. Mineral and Energy Resources. 

Impact :\.'IE-1: The Project would not have a significant adverse impact on the availability of a known 
mineral resource and/or a locally important mineral resource recovery site. 

Impact ME-2: The Project would not have a substantial adverse effect on the use of fwd, water, or energy 
consumption, and would not encourage activities that could result in the use of large amounts of fuel, 
water, or energy, or use these in a wasteful manner. 

Impact ME-3: The Project would not result in new or expan5ion of existing electric: or natural gas 
transmission and/or distribution facilities that would cause significant physical environmental effects. 

Impact C-ME-1: The Project, in combination with other past, present and reasonably foreseeable future 
projects in the vicinity, would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant 
adverse cumulative impact on mineral and energy resources. 

Q. Agriculture and Forest Resources. 

Impact AG-1: The Project would not convert designated farmland under the Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program, nor would it conflict with any existing agricultural zoning or a Williamson Act 
contract, nor would it involve any changes to the environment that would re5ult in the conversion of 
designated farmland. The Project would have no impact on farmland and land zoned or contracted for 
agricultural uses. Therefore no mitigation measures are necessary. 

Impact AG-2: The Project would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land or 
timberland, nor would it result in the loss of or conversion of forest land to non-forest uses. There would 
be no impact with respect to forest land or timberland, and no mitigation measures arc necessary. 

Impact C-AG-1: The Project, in combination with other past, present and reasonably foreseeable future 
projects in the vicinity, would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant 
adverse cumulative impact on agricultural resources or forest land or timberland, and no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
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R. Growth Inducement. 

While the Project in itself represents growth, the prov1s1on of new housing and employment 
opportunities would not encourage substantial new growth in the City that has not been previously 
projected or in an area of the City that has not been identified through local and regional planning 
processes as an area that could accommodate future population, housing, and employment growth. Thus, 
the Project would not have a substantial growth-inducing impact. 

IV. FINDINGS OF POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CAN DE AVOIDED OR 
REDUCED TO A LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL THROUGH MITIGATION AND THE 

DISPOSITION OF THE MITIGATION MEASURES 

CEQA requires agencies tu adopt mitigation measures that would avoid or substantially lessen a prujed's 
identified significant impacts or potential significant impacts if such measures are feasible (unless 
mitigation to such levels is achieved lhrrn~gh adoption of a project alternative). TI1@ findings in this 
Section IV and in Section V concern mitigation measures set forth in the Final EIR. These findings discuss 
mitigation measures as identified in the Final ElR for the Project. The full text of the mitigation measures 
is contained in the Final FIR and in Attachment B, the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. 
The impacts identified in this Section JV would be reduced to a less-than-significant level through 
implementation of the mitigation measures contained in the Final E:IR, included in the Project, or 
imposed as conditions of approval and set forth in Attachment B. The impacts identified in Section V, 
below, for which feasible mitigation has been identified in the Final EIR also would be reduced, although 
not to a less-than-significant level. 

This Commission recognizes that some of the mitigation measures are partially within the jurisdiction of 
other agencies. The Commission urges these agencies to assist in implementing these mitigation 
measures, and finds that these agencies can and should participate in implementing these mitigation 
measures. 

A. Cultural Resource!>. 

Impact CR-1: Construction activities for the Project would cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of archeological resources, if such resources arc present within the project site. 

Construction activities, in particular grading and excavation, could disturb archeological resources 

potentially located at the project site. Unless mitigated, ground-disturbing construction activity within 

the project site, particularly within previously undish.lrbed soils, could adversely affect the significance of 

archcological resources under CRHR Criterion 4 (Information Potential) by impairing the ability of such 

resources to convey important scientific and historical information. This effect would be considered a 

substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource and would therefore be a 

potentially significant impact under CEQA. 

Mitigation Measures M-CR-la: Archeological Testing.. Monitoring.. Data Recovery and Reporting and 
Mitigation Measure M-CR-lb: Interpretation, as more fully described in the Final EIR, are hereby 
adopted in the form set forth in the Final EIR and the attached MMRP and will be implemented as 
provided therein. 
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Based on the final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementing Mitigation Measures M-CR-la and M-CR-lb would reduce Impact CR-1 to a less-than­
significant level. 

Impact CR-2; Construction activities for the Project would cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of human remains, if such resources are present within the project site. 

Because the project site has been substantially disturbed over the last two centuries, the possibility of 
discovering human remains is considered low. Although unlikely, it is possible human remains may be 
encountered during project implementation. If human remams are present w1thm the pro1ect site, 
construction activities for the Project would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of 
human remains. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that with 
implementing Mitigation Measures M-CR-la, referenced above, would reduce Impact CR-2 to a less­

than-significant level. 

Impact C-CR-1: Disturbance of archeoJogical resources, if encountered during construction of the 
Project, in combination with other past, present, and future reasonably foreseeable projects, would 
make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact on archeological 
resources. 

Ground-disturbing activities of foreseeable projects, in particular (but not limited to) those along San 
Francisco's Central Waterfront, have the potential to disturb previously unidentified archeological 
resources lhal could yield information pertaining lo common research themes identified for the Pwject in 
the AR.DTP (consumer behavior, social status and identity, wharf and pier construction, land reclamation, 

and industrialization and technology). As such, the potential disturbance of archeological resources 
within the prujt:t:t site cuul<l make a cumulatively cun:;iclerablc contribution to a [u:,;s of significant historic 
and scientific information about California, Bay Area, and San Francisco history. 

There is no evidence that the Project would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 
tribal cultural resource. For this reason, the Project in combination with past, present, and future 
reasonably foreseeable projects would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant 
cumulative impact on tribal cultural resources. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that with 
implementation of Mitigation Measures M-CR-la and M-CR-lb, referenced above, the Project's 
contribution to cumulative impacts on archeological resources would not be cumulatively considerable. 

Impact CR-5: The rehabilitation of Buildings 2, 12, and 21 would materially alter, in an adverse 
manner, the physical characteristics of the UIW National Register Historic District that justify its 
inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources and would materially alter the physical 
characteristics of Building 21 that justify its individual eligibility for inclusion in the California 
Register of Historical Resou1ces. 
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Buildings 2, 12, and 21 would be rehabilitated under the Project for a range of possible reuse purposes. 
Prior to Port issuance of building permits, the City and the Port of San Francisco would require the 
project sponsors to rehabilitate Buildings 2, 12, and 21 in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior's 
Standards for Rehabilitation (Secretary's Standards). As noted in CEQA Section 15064.5(a)(3), "a project 
that follows the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Rehabilitation and Guidelines for 
Rehabilitating Historic Buildings ... shall be considered as mitigated to a level of less-than-significant 
impact on the historical resource." 

As the rehabilitation efforts for these buildings are still in the design phase, the Planning Department 
conservatively finds that the impact of the proposed rehabilitation to Buildings 2, 12, and 21 to be 
significant. 

Mitigation Measure M-CR-5: Preparation of Historic Resource Evaluation Reports, Review, and 
Performance Criteria, as more fully described in the Final EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in 
the Final EIR, and the attached MMRP, and will be implemented as provided therein. 

Dased on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementation of Mitigation Measure M-CR-5 would reduce Impact CR-5 to a less-than-significant level. 

Impact CR-11: The proposed infill construction would materially alter, in an adverse manner, the 
physical characteristics of the UIW National Register Historic District that justify its inclusion in the 
California Register of Historical Resources. 

As new construction is expected to begin in 2018, would be phased over an approximately 11-year period, 
and could be designed and constructed by different development teams responding to varying real estate 
market conditions, it is possible that new infill development could change the historic significance of the 
UIW Historic District by introducing a wide variety of new building designs and types that may not be 
compatible with the historic character of adjacent historical resources. This could incrementally reduce 
the integrity of the UIW Historic Distrid to the extent it may no longer qualify for the National Register, 
which wou Id be considered a significant impact on historical resources. 

However, the JJroject site was more densely developed at the end of the UIW Historic District's period of 
significance (1945) than it is today. As such, the proposed infill construction would return the site to a 
building density that is more in keeping with its historic density. 

The application of the Pier 70 Design for Development standards and guidelines, including the 
application of maximum heights, building articulation, material grain and palette, and building-specific 
responsiveness, would help maintain the integrity of the UIW Historic District by emphasizing the 
industrial character of the District. The Project would also establish buffer zones surrounding the core of 
historic buildings and landscapes that specify the minimum distances of separation between historic 
buildings and landscapes and new construction. These measures would reduce the impacts of new 
construction on the integrity of adjacent contributing buildings and the UIW Historic District. 

The proposed new construction would not result in the need to adjust the boundary of the UIW I Iistoric 
District, because the boundary is based on the boundary of the shipyard at the end of WWII, according to 
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the Bethlehem Shipbuilding Division's 1944 Master Plan. The district boundary, therefore, captures the 
entir~ shipyard's development from 1884 through 1945. 

Mitigation Measure M-CR-11: Performance Criteria and Review Process for New Construction, as 
more fully described in the final EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final EIR, and the 
attached MMRP, and will be implemented as provided therein. Based on the Final EIR and the entire 
administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that implementation of Mitigation Measure M­
CR-11 would reduce Impact CR-11 to a less-than-significant level. 

Impact C-CR-2: The impacts of the Project, in combination with other past, present, and future 
projects, would materially alter, in an adverse manner, the physical characteristics of the UIW 
National Register Historic District that justify its inclusion in the California Register of Historical 
Resources, and could materially alter the physical characteristics of Building 21 that justify its 

individual eligibility for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources. 

In addition to the Project, there are three anticipated projects within the UIW Historic District that have 
the potential to have a significant cumulative impact on the significance of the UIW Historic District: (1) 
Crane Cove Park project, (2) BAE Systems Lease Renewal project, and (3) revisions to the on-going 20th 
Street Historic Core project, which would demolish historic Buildings 40 and 117. 

The Planning Department completed the environmental review for the Crane Cove Park project in 
October 2015. As part of the Crane Covt! Pdrk t!nvirurunental review, Planning Department Preservation 
::itaff completed a HRER that evaluated the impacts of the project on historical resources. Department 
staff found that the demolition of two contributing buildings (Buildings 30 and 50) within the UIW 
Historic District would not cause a significant adverse impact upon any qualified historical resource. 

'Jhe Planning Department completed the environmental review for the BAE Systems Lease Renewal 
Project in March 2015. As part of the IlAE Systems Lease Renewal Project environmental review, Planning 
Department Preservation staff completed a HRER that evaluated the impacts of project on historical 
resources. Deparbnent staff found that the demolition of Buildings 38, 119, and 121 would not impact the 
integrity of the UIW Historic District. 

In 2014, the Planning Department issued a CPE for the 20m Street Historic Core Project (Case No. 
2013.1168£) to the Port of San Francisco for the rehabilitation of 10 historic buildings at Pier 70. The 
rehabilitation project is currently underway. In 2015, the Port added demolition of contributing 
Buildings 40 and 117, located within the Pier 70 project site. Although Building 40 is a contributor to the 
District, it was not found to possess individual significance because it is one of many architecturally 
undistinguished support buildings from World War II and it has lost integrity due to advanced 
deterioration. Therefore, it would not qualify for listing under the National or California Registers as an 
imiividual historical resource. The Planning Department and Porl of San Francisco found Lhal the 
proposed demolition of Building 40 would have a less-than-significant impact on the integrity of the UIW 

Historic District. 

Although Building 117 is a contributor to the District, it was not found to possess individual significance 
because its simple, undistinguished, and utilitarian design lacks architecrural distinction, and it had a 
111i11u1 :-;uppurl fuudion dS c1 pc11 ls slorc1ge Wdfehow;e in the shipbuilding and repair prnces5. TI1erefore, iL 
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would not qualify for listing under the National or California Registers as an individual historical 
resource. The Planning Department and Port of San Francisco found that the proposed demolition of 
Building 117 would have a less-than-significant impact on the integrity of the UlW Historic District. 

All projects described above cumulatively would result in the collective loss of 14 historic buildings that 
contribute to the significance of the U1W Historic District, as well as the retention and rehabilitation, or 
no change, to the other 30 contributing features. The collective demolition of these buildings and its 
cumulative impact on the integrity of the UIW I Hstoric District were analyzed in a report prepared by 
Carey & Co., Inc. for the Port of San Francisco in August 2015. The Planning Department concurs that that 
despite the new construction under the Crane Cove Park project and the loss of two contributing 
buildings (Buildings 30 and 50), the Joss of three contributing buildings (Buildings 38, 119, and 121) from 
the BAE Systems Lease Renewal project, and the Joss of two contributing buildings (Buildings 40 and 117) 
from the revised 20th Street Historic Core project, these three projects would have a less-than-significant 
impact on the integrity of the UIW Historic Oistrict. 

The Project would also result in a less-than-significant impact to historical resources (demolition of seven 
contributing resources), and would result in significant but mitigable impacts to historical resources 
resulting from rehabilitation of three contributing features and new infill construction. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that with 
implementation of Mitigation Measures M-CR-5 and M-CR-11, referenced above, the Project and other 
projects described above would collectively result in a less-than-significant cumulative impact upon 
historical resources. 

n. Transportation and Circulation. 

Impact TR-10: Existing pedestrian facilitie!! at the Project's acce~~ point~ would prei:;ent barrieri:; to 

accessible pedestrian travel. 

The Project's access points would use existing stop-controlled intersections on Illinois Street at 201h Street 
and 22nd Street and a new intersection at the new 21•1 Street to be added west of Illinois Street. Several 
barriers to accessible pedestrian travel currently exist between these intersections, including missing 
ADA curb ramps at the intersection of 22nc1 Street and Illinois Street and a narrow stretch of sidewalk with 
obstructions mid-block on Illinois Street betw('('n 22nd and 201h streets. This lack of an accessible path of 
travel to and from the project site would be a significant impact. 

Additionally, the Project's transit riders would cross Illinois Street at the intersections with 2ou., 21st, and 
22nd streets. Although the Project is proposing to construct a new signal at the new intersection at lllinois 
Street and 21"' Street, pedestrian crossings at the all-way stop controlled intersections along Illinois Street 
at 201h and 22"d streets would be particularly challenging, given forecastcd increases in traffic along 
Illinois Street. This would also be a significant impact. 

Mitigation Measure M-TR-10: Improve pedestrian facilities on Illinois Street adjacent to and leading 
to the project site, as more fully described in the Final EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the 
Final EIR, and the attached MMRP, and will be implemented as provided therein. 
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Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative .record, it is hereby found and determined that 

implementing Mitigation Measure M-TR-10 would reduce lmpact CR-5 to a less-than-significant level. 

C. Noise. 

Impact N0-1: Construction ot the Project would expose people to or generate noise levels in excess of 
standards in the Noise Ordinance (Article 29 of the San Francisco Police Code) or applicable standards 
of other agencies. 

Operation of jackhammers, concrete saws, controlled rock fragmentation (Cl{¥) equipment, rock drills, 
and a rock/concrete crusher would have the potential to exceed the noise limit for construction 
equipment (as specified by the Police Code) by 2 to 4 dBA. While jackhammers with approved acoustic 
shields as well as rock drills and pile drivers with approved intake and exhaust mufflers are exempt from 
this ordinance limit, concr~te saws and rock/concrete crushers would not be exempt. Therefore, 
operation of concrete saws, a rock/concrete crusher, or any other equipment not exempt from the Police 
Code that exceeds the noise limit would be a significant noise impact. 

Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Construction Noise Control Plan, as more fully described in the Final EIR.. 
is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final EIR and the MMRP and will be implemented as 
provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined 
implementing Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Conatruction Noise Control Pinn would reduce lmpilct N0-1 
to a less-than-significant level. 

Impact N0-3: Construction of the Project would expose people and structures to or generate excessive 
groundbome vibration levels. 

The Project would include the types of construction activities that could produce excessive grOlmdbome 
vibration (i.e., Clff during excavation and pile driving for foundations or secant walls). In addition, 
construction equipment used for demolition, site preparation, and shoring activities, such as 
jackhammers, pavement breakers, and drills, could generate varying degrees of temporary groundbome 
vibration, with the highest levels expected during demolition, excavation, and below-grade construction 
stages of each construction phase. lf groundborne vibration generated by project-related demolition and 
construction activihes were to exceed 0.5 in/sec. PPV, it could cause cosmetic damage to a nearby 
structure. Pile driving, CRF, and building locations on project parcels have not been specified for the 
entire site, but pile driving is proposed adjacent to and east of the 2011, Street Historic Core, which adjoins 
the northwestern boundary of the 28-Acre Site and eastern boundary of the 20th/Illinois Parcels. CRF may 
need to be employed along the western portion of the site (Parcels PKN, PKS, and HDY), as well as 
Parcels Cl, D, E2, F and G on the 28-Acre Site. While it may be possible to maintain a setback of 70 f~t or 
more between pile drivers and adjacent structures at many locations to avoid cosmetic damage to 
adjacent structures, the minimum separation between some parcels such a.s between Parcel El, Parcel E4, 
and Building 21 or between Parcels E2 and E3 would be less than 70 feet. At distances o( less than 70 feet, 
vibration from impact or vibratory pile-driving activities could result in cosmetic damage to Project 
structures and historic Buildings 113 and 114, a significant vibration impact. 
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Depending on the timing of development at Parcels E2, E3, and E4, as well as the timing of the proposed 
relocation of Historic Building 21 to within 25 feet of new development, construction-related vibration 
impacts on this building from adjacent pile driving activities could be avoided entirely if development 
precedes relocation. lf, however, relocation of Building 21 precedes development at adjacent l'arcels E2, 
E3, and E4, significant vibration impacts could occur. When the more stringent threshold of U.2 in/sec 
PPV is applied to historic buildings, cosmetic damage could occur at distances of up to 160 feet from 
historic buildings. 

While vibratory pile driving (or similar continuous vibration sources) can reduce the potential impacts to 
fragile structures that can occur with impact pile driving (where higher intermittent vibration levels can 
occur when the hammer strikes the pile), continuous vibration can also cause liquefaction (or differential 
settlement in sandy soils), due to the continuous nature of the vibration. The potential for structural 
damage from vibration-induced liquefaction would be a significant vibration impact. 

Mitigation Measure M-N0-3: Vibration Control Measures During Construction, as more fully 
described in the Final EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final EIR and the MMRP and 
will be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, implementing Mitigation Measure M-N0-3 
would reduce Impact N0-3 to a less-than-significant level. 

Impact N0-4: Operation of the Project would result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient 
noise levels in the immediate project vicinity, or permanently expose persons to noise levels in excess 
of standards in the San Francisco General Plan and San Francisco Noise Ordinance. 

Stationary Equipment 

Assuming I-N AC equipment operates 24 hours per day (worst-case), such noise levels would exceed 
ordinam:e noise limits if this equipment is placed near parcel boundaries, resulting in a significant 
impact. 

Emergency generators would be required on at least 11 of the proposed parcels where building heights 
would exceed 70 feet under both the Maximum Residential and Maximum Commercial scenarios, as well 
as at the proposed pump station. The only exception would be Parcel El, which would not require an 
emergency generator under the Maximum Commercial Scenario, because the building on this parcel 
would be 65 f<..'Ct high under this scenario. The Project's residential receptors could be located as close as 
SO foct from these buildings/parcels. i\t thb distance, noise levels generated by operation of emergency 
generators would exceed noise limits specified in the City's Noise Ordinance and result in a significant 
impact. 

A wastewater pump station (the 20th Street Pump Station) and electrical transformers are proposed to be 
located to the north of the 28-Acre Site between Building 108 and Building 6. Combined noise generated 
by these facilities would have a slight potential to increase ambient noise levels in this vicinity. Given the 
range of existing ambient noise levels in the pump station vicinity, addition of the proposed pump station 
is conservatively considered to have the potential to slightly exceed ordinance noise limits, and result in a 
significant impact. 
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Development of commercial-office uses in proximity to existing residential uses would increase the 
potential for noise disturbance or conflicts. Sources of noise typically associated with such non-residential 

uses that can cause sleep disturbance include mechanical equipment, delivery trucks and associated 

loading areas, parking cars, and use of refuse bins. There would be a potential for sleep disturbance from 

these types of noise under both scenarios, because all future commercial-office or RALi buildings would 
be located adjacent to one or more residential buildings (as close as 23 to 38 feet in some instances), a 
pntPntially si~nifirnnt nnisP impart_ 

If deliveries and associated unloading/loading activities occur in proximity to future residential buildings 
and during the nighttime hours, future residents could be subject to sleep disturbance by noise from these 
activities. 

Noise associated with parking cars includes engines starting and car doors slamming. Such noise can 
cause annoyance at adjacent residential uses if it is concentrated in one area (i.e., a surface parking lot is 
located adjacent to residences), and if it occurs during the evening or nighttime hours, it could cause 
sleep disturbance, a potentially significant impact. 

Noise associated with trash or refuse facilities for both future residential and commercial-office uses 
could disturb or annoy any future nearby residents, a significant impact. 

Mitigation Measures M-N0-4a~ Stationary Equipment Noise Controls, M-N0-4b: Design of Future 
Noise-Generating Uses near Residential Uses and M-N0-6: Design of Future Noise-Sensitive Uses, as 
more fully described in the Final EIR, are hereby adopted in the form set forth in lhe Final EIR and the 
MMRP and will be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and detennined that 
implementing Mitigation Measures M-N0-4a, M-N0-4b and M-N0-6 would reduce Impact N0-4 to a 

less-than-significant level. 

Impact N0-6; The Project's occupants would be substantially affected by existing and future noise 
levels on the site. 

The primary sources of future noise on the project site and its vicinity are from BAE Systems Ship Repair 
facility activities, earthmoving activities in the southwestern comer of the Illinois Parcel (PG&E Hoedown 
Yard), Existing Plus Project traffic noise on Illinois Street and other local streets, tonal noise from 
transformers at PG&E Potrero Substation, and loading dock activities along Illinois Street at the AIC 
Building. In addition to shipyard-related noise, there is continuous, distant background traffic noise from 
the I-280 freeway and other roadways. Passing Muni light rail and Caltrain rail operations also contribute 
to background noise. 

Fulure noise levels at all Project parcels designated for residential use have existing noise levels that are 

considered Conditionally Accept.able .iccording the City's L.ind Use Compatibility Chart for Community 

Noise ranging between 60 dBA and 70 dBA (Ldn.), ex;cept resjdential units facing the furore 21st Street on 
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Parcels PKN and PKS would be subject to noise levels of up to 72 dBA (Ldn), resulting in a significant 
impact. 

The applicant would be required to demonstrate that the 45-dBA (Ldn or CNEL) interior noise standard 
specified by Title 24 would be met at all project residences, and additional noise attenuation measures are 
required to be incorporated into the project design as necessary to meet this interior standard, but also 
address potential sleep disturbance effects on affected parcels from adjacent or nearby industrial 

activities. It is noted that on-site noise levels could increase with proposed building demolition, but also 
decrease in the future with project implementation if existing heavy equipment operations at the 
Hoedown Yard cease and Project buildings are up to 90 feet tall in the northern portion of the 28-Acre 

Site. Such building heights could help partially shield the rest of the site from noise generated by the 
BAE Systems Ship Repair facility (i.e., BAE boilers and generators). Such future noise reductions, 
however, would ultimately depend on the final locations and heights of proposed buildings but could 
reduce the extent of noise attenuation required at some residential units. Compliance with Title 24's 
interior standard would reduce noise compatibility impacts to less-than-significant levels at all residential 
units except those subject to noise levels above 70 dBA (Ldn). Mitigation Measure M-N0--6 would require 
design elements for those units subject to noise levels of up to 72 dBa (Ldn) to meet Title 24's interior 

standard. 

Future noise levels at all but three Project parcels designated for open space/park/playground uses are 
considered acceptable. However, park users could access quieler areas within these parks (away from 
adjacent streets), and noise levels would be considered generally acceptable at all proposed open 

space/park/playground areas. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire ildministrative record, it is hereby found ilnd determined thilt 

implementing Mitigation Measure M-N0-6: Design of Future Noise-Sensitive Uses, referenced above, 
would reduce Impact N0-6 to a less-than-significant level. 

Impact NOr7: The Project's special events would result in substantial periodic, temporary noise 
increases. 

The proximity of future residential uses to open space uses would pose the potential for Project residents 
to be disturbed or annoyed by noise from outdoor active recreation/open space activities. Noise levels 
associated with the proposed cafe terrace, social lawn, beer garden, food/beverage operations, picnic 
areas and the playground would be typical of an urban, mixed-use residentiill area and would be less 
than significant in regards to compatibility with nearby sensitive receptors. The potential noise conflicts 
would be greatest where amplified sound systems would be used and/or events occur during the more 
noise-sensitive late evening/nighttime hours when sleep disturbance could occ.ur. 

Promoters of any proposed outdoor events on the site's outdoor plaza that would use amplified sound or 
music would be required to obtain a permit from the City prior to the event. This permit process requires 
a public hearing and includes a requirement for neighborhood outreach. Article 1, Section 47.2 of the 
Police Code, while generally focused on truck-mounted amplification equipment, regulates the use of any 
sound amplifying equipment, whether truck-mounted or otherwise. Hours of operation are restricted to 
between 9:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., unless permitted by the San Francisco Entertainment Commission. 
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Due to uncertainties as to the nature and ex.tent of future outdoor events at the project site, the use of 
amplified sound equipment could still have the potential for significant noise impacts to nearby sensitive 
receptors in excess of standards established in the San Francisco General Plan or San Francisco Noise 
Ordinance. 

Mitigation Measure M-N0-7: Noise Control Plan for Special Outdoor Amplified Sound, as more fully 
described in the Final EIR.. is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final EIR and the MMRP and 
will be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementing Mitigation Measure M-N0-7, and compliance with Sections 47.2, 1060.1 and 2909 of the 
Police Code, would reduce Impact N0-7 to less than significant. 

D. Air Quality. 

Impact AQ-3: Construction and operation of the Project would generate toxic air contaminants, 
including DPM, which would expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. 

Site preparation activities, such as demolition, excavation, grading, foundation construction, and other 
ground-disturbing construction activity, in addition to the long-term emissions from the Project's mobile 
and stationary sources would affect localized air quality during the construction phases of the Project. 
Neither the proposed receptors nor the nearest off-site receptors are located within an area that currently 
meets the APEZ criteria. Therefore, u He.ilth Risk Assessment (HRA) was conducted for the Project to 
determine whether the Project would, in combination with other existing sources in the area, result in a 
given off-site or on-site receptor meeting the APEZ criteria. 

!ixcess Cancer Risk from Construction and OpEration Emissions at Off-Site Receptors 

The HRA showed that unmitigated emissions plus existing hackground emissions would not result in a 
total excess cancer risk of 100 in one million at the most impacted off-site receptor. This would be below 
the level for causing a new location to meet the APEZ excess cancer risk criteria, and thus would be a less­
than-significant impact. 

Excess Cancer Risk from Construction and Operation Emissions at On-Site Receptors 

Both the Maximum Residential Scenario and the Maximum Commercial Scenario would include 
development of residential units, which is considered a sensitive land use for purposes of air quality 
evaluation. 

The HRA showed that the project's emissioru; would combine with existing background concentrations 
and would exceed the APEZ excess cancer risk criteria of an excess cancer risk of 100 per one million 
persons exposed. Therefore, the impact with regard to increased cancer risk would be significant for on­
site receptors for the Maximum Residential and Maximum Commercial Scenarios. The mitigated 

condition assumed in the HRA included emission reductions quuntified for Mitigation Measures M-AQ­
la; Construction Emissions Minimization, M-AQ-lb: Diesel Backup Generator Specifications, M-AQ-
1c: Use Low- and Super-Compliant VOC Architectural Coatings in Maintaining Buildings through 
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CC&Rs, and M-AQ-lf: Transportation Demand Management. Implementation of Mitigation Measure 

M-AQ-la alone would be sufficient to reduce this impact to a less-than-sib7I1ificant level. 

PM2.5 Concentrations from Construction and Operation Emissions at Off-Site l{eceptors 

The HRA showed that unmitigated emissions in combination with background concentrations would 

result in PM2.5 concentrations of 8.5 µg/m1 for both scenarios, which would be below the levels for 

causing a new location to meet the APEZ criteria of 10 µg/m3• Therefore, this would be a less than 

significant impact. 

PM2.5 Concentrations from Constructi~t}_and Operation Emissions at On-Site Rt-><:cptors 

ThP HRA showPd that unmitigatPd Pmissions in combination with background concentrations would 

result in PM2.5 concentrations of 8.6 µg/m3 for both scenarios, which would be below the levels for 

causing a new location to meet the APEZ criteria of 10 µg/m 1. Therefore, this would be a less than 

significant impact. 

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-la: Construction Emissions Minimization, as more fully described in the 
Final EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final EJR and the MMRP and will be 
implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementing Mitigation Measure M-AQ-la would reduce Impact AQ-3 to Jess than significant. 

Impact AQ-4: The Maximum Residential or Maximum Commercial Scenarios would conflict with 
implementation of the Bay Area 2010 Clean Air Plan. 

The most recently adopted air quality plan for the SFBAAB is the 2010 Clean Air Plan. The Clean Air Plan 
includes 55 control measures aimed at reducing air pollutants in the SFBAAB. Twenty-five of these 
measures are suited to implementation through local planning efforts or project approval actions. 
Without certain mitigation measures incorporated into the Project, the Project would not include 
applicable control measures from the 2010 Clean Air Plan and this impact would be significant. As such, 
mitigation described below requires incorporation of applicable measures, the Project would include the 
applicable control measures. Transportation control measures that are identified in the Clean Air Plan are 
implemented by the San Francisco General Plan and the Planning Code, for example, through the City's 
Transit First Policy, the bicycle parking requirements, and transit impact development fees. The Project 
will comply with these policies and regulations. 

Mitigation Measures M-AQ-1f; Transportation Demand Management, M-AQ-1g: Additional Mobile 
Source Control Measures, and M·AQ•lh; Offset of Operational Emissions, as more fully described in 
the Final Effi, are hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final EIR, and the attached MMRP, and will 
be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final F.IR and the PnlirP administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that with 
implPmPnting Mitigation MPasures M-AQ-la (referenced above), M-AQ-lf, AQ-1g, and M-AQ-lh, Impact 
AQ-4 would be Jpss than significant. 
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Impact C-AQ-2: The Maximum Residential or Maximum Commercial Scenarios, in combination with 
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future development in the project area, would contribute to 
cumulative health risk impacts on sensitive receptors. 

The HRA takes into account the cumulative contribution of existing localized health risks to sensitive 
receptors from sources included in the Citywide modeling plus the Project's sources. There .ire, however, 
other fonire projects, whose emissions have not been incorPorated into the existing citywide health risk 
modeling because analysis with respect to CEQA for these future project either has not yet been prepared 
or is pending. 

There are 16 rumulative projects within the 1,000 foot zonl! uf influence, two of which are already 
completed and/or occupied. Another one of these cumulative projects is for the renewal of the lease for 
BAE Systems whose operations were already considered in the HRA analysis. The remaining projects are 
either residential, most of which have a ground floor retail or commercial component, or the proposed 
development of Crane Cove Park 

Cumulative year 2040 conditions without the project show lower background risks than the existing 
baseline cancer risks and consequently, addition of the project's risks cancer risk to 2040 conditions 
would similarly not result in new locations meeting the APEZ criteria that otherwise would not without 
the project with mitigation. 111erefore, the project plus cumulative development projects and background 
risks in 2010 would not result in significant health risk impacts and the analysis in Impact AQ-3 presents 
a worst-case cumulative health risk analysis. 

The Project would be required to implement Mitigation Measure M-AQ-la: Construction Emission 
Minimization, referenced above. Additionally, Mitigation Measure M-AQ-lb: Diesel Backup 
Generator Specifications, as more fully described in the Final ElR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth 
in the Final EIR, and the attached MMRP, and will be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementing Mitigation Measures M-AQ-1a and M-AQ-1b would reduce the Project's contribution to 
cumulative air quality impacts to a less-than-significant level. 

E. Wind and Shadow 

Impact WS-1: The phased development of the Project would temporarily alter wind in a manner that 
substantially affects public areas. 

Although the Project at full build-out would generally slightly improve wind conditions on the project 
site, potentially significant interim wind impacts may occur prior to the completion of construction. Due 
to phased build-out, a particular building configuration resulting from partial completion of the Project 
could last for one or more years, creating the potential for interim wind impacts. 

The potential for exceedances of the wind hazard criterion during the phased construction period would 
cw:cur tu1d1;>r thl:' M.n:imum RP5irlPnti.1l ScPn::rrio and thP Maximum f'ommPrrial ScPnario. Additionally, 

the ultimate build-out of the Project might not maximize the development potential under either of these 
two scenarios. Such wind hazards would likely exist until buildings on adjacent parcel:; are completed 
and provide shelter from the unabated force of the wind. These hazards would be a significant impact. 
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Mitigation Measure M-WS-1: Identification and Mitigation of Interim Hazardous Wind Impacts, as 
more fully described in the Final EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the rinal EIR, and the 
attached MMRP, and will be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final ElR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementing Mitigation Measure M-WS-1 would reduce Impact WS-1 to a less-than- significant level. 

Impact WS-2: For public open space built on rooftops, the Project would alter wind in a manner that 
affects those public open spaces. 

If Parcels Cl and C2 are developed with structured parking, public open space would be provided on the 
rooftops. Under the Maximum Residential Scenario and Maximum Commercial Scenario, thf' wind 
hazard criterion of Planning Code Section 148 would be exceeded on the rooftop of Building C'.1 at test 
point 143 for 1 hour per year. Under the Maximum Commercial Scenario - Pedestrian Passageway 
Option, test point 143 would have 2 hours of exceedance of the hazard criterion. In all three modeled 
instances, Building Cl was modeled at a maximum height of 90 feet. These exceedances represent a 
potentially significant impact. 

Mitigation Measure M-WS-2: Wind Reduction for Rooftop Winds, as more fully described in the Final 
EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final EIR, and the attached MMRP, and will be 
implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementing Mitigation Measure M-WS-2 would reduce Impact WS-2 to a less-than- significant level. 

F. _!!iological Resources 

Impact BI-1: Construction and operation of the Project would have a substantial adverse effect either 
directly or through habitat modifications on migratory birds and/or on bird species identified as 
special status in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

Construction Impacts 

Construction activities within both th(' 201hfillinois Parcel and the 28-Acrc Site, especially those that 
involve heavy machinery, may adversely affect nt?sting bird species within 0.25 mile of the project site 
during the nesting season (January 15-August 15). 

Birds currently residing in both the terrestrial and marine study areas are accustomed to varying levels of 
ambient noise emanating from existing human activities in the area. Typical noise levels for some 
construction activities anticipated during project implementation would exceed ambient levels in the 
project vicinity. Construction activities that would substantially alter the noise environment could disrupt 
birds attempting to nest, disrupt parental foraging activity, or displace mated pairs with territories in the 
project vicinity. Given the long build-out period for the Project, the potential impacts of noise and visual 
disturbam:c to breeding birds are likely to ocmr over several nesting seasons, with the highest potential 
impads associated with initial disturbance to idle parcels of the site. 
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As the project progresses and the level of disturbance to the site increases w ith parcel development, 
nesting birds are less likely to be attracted to the site and the pott'ntial for construction-related impacts to 
birds and their nests will decrease over time. The loss of an active nest attributable to project activities 
would be considered a significant impact under CEQA. 

Disruption of nesting migratory or native birds is not permitted under the MBT A or California Fish and 
Game Code. Thus, the loss of any active nest by, for example, removing a tree, or shrub, or demolishing a 
building conlaining an active nest or causing visual or noise disturbance which leads to nest 
abandonment must be avoided under Federal and California law. 

Mitigation Measures M-Bl-la: Worker Environmental Awareness Program Training and M-BI-lb: 
Nesting Bird Protection Measures, as more fully described in the Final EJR, is hereby adopted in the 
form set forth in the Final EIR, and the attached MMRP, and will be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementing Mitigation Measures M-Bl-la and M-Bl-lb, in combination with compliance with the 
MBTA and California Fish and Game Code, would avoid or reduce Impact BI-1 lo a less-than- significant 
level. 

Operational Impacts 

Dire<:t effe<:ts on migratory as well as resident birds moving through the project site could include bird 
death or injury from collisions with lighted structures, and bird exhaustion and death due to light 
attraction, as well as bird collisions with glass during the daytime. Indirect effects to migratory birds 
could include delayed arrival at breeding or wintering grounds, and reduced energy stores necessary for 
migration, winter survival, or subsequent reproduction. 

Due to the surrounding urban setting. the Project is not expected to appreciably increase the overall 
amount of lighting along the San Francisco waterfront as a whole, considering existing nighttime lighting 
conditions within the project site and adjacent development along the eastern shoreline from San 
Francisco Bay to AT&T Park; however, avian collisions with glass or reflective surfaces used in the 
proposed buildings could result in mortality, which would be a significant impact under CEQA. 

The Project would comply with San Francisco's adopted Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings (Planning 
Code Section 139) and would incorporate specific design elements into the development to avoid or 
minimize avian collisions with buildings or other project features. 

Based on the Final F.IR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
Project compliance with the Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings, as administered by the San Francisco 
Planning Department, would avoid or minimize the adverse effects of avian collisions; therefore, no 
additional mitigation is necessary. 

Impact Bl-2: Construction of the Project would have a substantial advel"Se effect either directly or 
through habitat modifications on bats identified as special-status in local or regional plans, policies, 
or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or the United States Fish and 

Wildlife Service. 
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Commun bats (Mexican frl'c-tailed bat) and spl'cial-status bats (Pallid bat and Yuma myotis) have the 
potential to roost in existing vacant or underutilized buildings, other human-made structures, and trees 
within or near the 20th/Illinois Parcel and 28-Acre Site of the Project. Destruction of an occupied, non­
breeding bat roost, resulting in the death of bats; disturbance that causes the loss of a maternity colony uf 
bats (resulting in the death of young); or destruction of hibernacula are prohibited under the California 
Fish and Game Code and would be considered a significant impact. This may occur due to direct or 
indirect disturbances. 

Dcmolitiun uf Buildings 11, 15, 16, 19, 25, 32, and 66, and rehabilitation of Buildings 2, 12, and 21 could 
result in direct mortality of or indirect disturbance to roosting special-status bats, if present. Additionally, 
any bats roosting in eucalyptus trees in the project site could be disturbed by periphery construction 
activity. Direct mortality of special-status bats would be a significant impact. 

Mitigation Measure M-BI-2: Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Bats, as more fully described 
in the Final EIR, is hl!I"cby aduptcd in the form set forth in the Final EIR, and the attached MMRP, and 
will be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the final Ell{ and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementing Mitigation Measure M-1:Jl-2 would reduce lmpact Bl-2 to a less-than-significant level. 

Impact Bl-3: Construction of the Project would have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat modifications, on aquatic species identified as candidate, sensitive, or special6Status 
species in local, regional, or Federal plans, policies, or regulations, or by California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife, United States Fish and Wildlife Service, or National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration. 

San Francisco Bay waters adjacent to the Project site are used by multiple special-status marine species 
known to be present in the project site, including longfin smelt, green sturgeon, Pacific herring, harbor 
seals, California sea lions, and native Olympia oysters. In addition to FESA-, CESA-, and MMPA-Jisted 
species, as well as species of special concern, San Francisco Bay waters adjacent to the project site are used 
by 16 fish species managed by one of three Fisheries Management Plans under the Magnuson-Stevens 
Act. 

Accidental Discharge and Stormwater Run-Off Impacts 

The putential accidental discharge uf hydrucarbon-cuntaining materials (fuel, lubricating oils, 
cunstruction materials), construction debris, and packing materials from staged equipment, building 
materials, and demolition debris that might be located or staged close to or adjacent to San Francisco Hay 
waters could pose a short-term and temporary risk of exposing these taxa to toxic contaminants and non­
edible forage. Normal BMPs implemented as part of City of San Francisco, BCDC, and State Water 
Quality Control Board permits are expected to make the impact of these potential sources of 
contamination and their impact on special-status marine species less than significant. 

Demolition activities at the project site could also result in extensive ground disturbance and increased 
surface run-off through existing and future stormwater drains to San Francisco Bay, resulting in increased 
sedimcntatiun and organic and inorganic contaminant loading to San Francisco Bay waters with low-level 
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exposure to protected species. 1-'otenhal impacts on special-status fish and marine mammal species due to 
increased conlarninant loading to San Francisco Bay waters from low-level contaminated sediments could 
be significant if uncontrolled. Implementation of nmmal construction and demolition BMPs required as 
part of City of San Francisco, regional (BCDC), and St.ate (State Water Quality Control Boa.rd) permits 
would be expai:ed to reduce the:;e impacts to a less-than-significant level. In addition, specific 
requirements issued by the RWQCB for stormwater discharges within the City and County of San 
Francisco in accordance with the Statewide stormwater permit contain additional actions to prevent 
and/or reduce project site sediment from reaching Bay waters and causing any signHicant effect on 
resident offshore biological resources. 

Sewer/Storm.water Options 

The Project proposes to upgrade the sewer and stormwater collection and transport system according to 
one of three options: a combined sewer and stormwater system, a separated sewer and stormwater 
system, and a hybrid option where a C'omhined !>ewer and stormwater system would be located. only in 
the eastern portion of the project site, with the rest of the site having a separated sewer and stormwater 
system. All three options would include repaired or improved outfalls at 201h and 22nd streets; however, in 
a separated and hybrid system option, a potential new outfall at 21•t Street would be constructed in San 
Francisco Bay. The repair and potential construction of these outfalls would be expected to result in short­
term disturbance to existing subtidal soft and hard substrate habitat and associated biological 
communities. Although the potential disturbance and/or loss of these habitats and associated marine 
communities could have an effect on special-status fish and marine mammal foraging, the overall effect 
would be minor and less Lhan significant because of the very small area being dislurbed and lht: 
temporary nature of the disturbance. Once installed and repaired, these stonnwater outfalls and any 
temporarily disturbed subtidal habitat associated with them would be expected to recover naturally and 
quickly to pre-disturbance conditions. 

Additionally, planned upgrades to the project site stormwater and sanitary waste collection, transport, 
and treatment system would ultimately reduce the contaminant loading of organic, inorganic, and fecal 
bacteria into San Francisco Bay waters. Therefore, potential impacts to special-stah1s species from the 
improved storm water and sanitary wastewater system and discharges to San Francisco Bay would be less 
than significant. 

Sheet Pile and Soldier Pile Impacts 

·1he repair of the bulkhead would entail the installation of either a new sheet pile bulkhead or a soldier 
pile wall seaward of the existing bulkhead. 111e construction activities associated with either option 
would be expected to result in the temporary loss of the sessile marine invertebrate community rurrently 
present, Joss of a small area of soft substrate intertidal habitat in Reach I and associated marine 
communities, and potential temporary distuJbance to soft and hard substrate habitat and associated 
marine communities where personnel and equipment transit to work on the reconstructed bulkhead. 
Recovery of disturbed intertidal habitat to pre-disturbance conditions is expected to occur naturally 
within 6 to 18 months with no remediate actions required. Consequently, these disturbances are expected 
to be less than significant, and no mitigation is required. 
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The installation of either the sheet pile or soldier wall bulkhl'ad (using prel:ast H piles) for improving 
Reach ll, could result in the generation of potential underwater noise from either vibratory or impact pile-­
driving hammers used to install the pilings. This underwater noise could have a damaging effect on 
special-status fish species and marine mammals. Further, although the potential for acute barotrauma to 
OC('Ur is limited, behavioral changes in fish movement or a('tivity can be expected. 

The use of vibratory pile drivers rather than impaL1 pile drivers, or the application of L~i:ablishL-d industry 
BMPs to reduce underwater noise generation from either equipment type, would be expectcd tu 
substantially reduce underwater pile-driving noise, so that thl' potential impact would be ll'ss than 
significant. 

However, if the sheet piling or H-piling installation occurs when the tide is in, the potential exists to 
generate underwater noise levels that could result in significant impac..1s to special-status fish species, and 
multiple marine mammal species. 

Mitigation Measure M-Bl-3: Pile Driving Noise Reduction for Protection of fish and Marine 
Mammals, as more fully described in the Vinal Ell{, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final 
EIR, and the attached MMRl', and will be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementing Mitigation Measure M-Bl-3 would reduce Impact Bl-3 to a less-than-significant level. 

Impact BI-4: The Project would have a substantial adverse effect on Federally-protected waters as 
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means. 

San Francisco Bay is considered a navigab1e water of lhe United StJtes and is therefore considered 
jurisdidional waters of the U.S. regulated by the Corps under Section 404 of the CWA up to the high tide 
line, and under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act up to the mean high water ma1·k. l11ese waters 
also are regulated by the RWQCB as Waters of the State and by BCDC, which has jurisdiction over all 
area5 of San Francisco Bay that are subject to tidal action, as well as a 100-foot shoreline band. 

Prujec..1 ,K1i vi ties such as demolition, exteusive growld disturbance, grading, and shordinl' improvements 
could result in increased surface run-off through stormwater drains to San Francisco Bay, ur erosion ur 
siltation into San Francisco Bay. In the case of soil erosion or an accidental release of damaging materials 
during construction, the Project could indirectly impact water quality, a significant impact. However, 
because the project site exceeds 1 acre in size, the project sponsors or future developers would be 
required to apply for coverage under the Construction General Stormwater Permit to comply with 
Federal National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) regulations (NPDES permit), and 
would be required to df'velop and imp1ement a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that 
identifif's appropriate construction BMPs designed to prevent pollutants from coming into contact with 
stormwater and to keep all products of erosion and stormwater pollutant5 from moving offsite into 
receiving waters. Implementation of the SWPPP would maintain the potential for degradation of water 
quality in wetlands and other jurisdictional waters at a less-than-significant level. 
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The Project includes shoreline improvements to the 28-Acre Site that would repair or replace existing 
shoreline protection and the existing bulkhead along Reach II with a new sheet piling or soldier wall 
adjacent to the east (seaward) of the existing concrete bulkhead. Additionally, planned upgrades to the 
project site's stormwater and sanitary waste collection, transport, and treatment system could include 
rebuilding the outfalls at 20th and 22nd streets or the installation of a new outfall at 21"1 Street under the 
separated system approach or the hybrid system approach and possible cleanup and rehabilitation of the 
intertidal areas in Reaches I and IV. Should this option be selected, these activities woold result in both 
temporary impacts to jurisdictional waters during repair of the existing shoreline protection, bulkhead, or 
201

h and 22"d streets outfalls, or installation of the new 21" Street outfall, as well as potential permanent 
impacts through placement of fill material associated with a new bulkhead and/or a new 21 <t Street 
stormwater outfall, which would be considered a significant impact. 

Project activities resulting in the discharge of Bay fill or other disturbance to jurisdictional waters (i.e., 
below the high tide line) require permit approval from the Corps, and a water quality certification and/or 
waste discharge requirements from the RWQCB. Those projects within San Francisco Bay or within the 
shoreline band require a permit from BCDC. Collectively, these regulatory agencies and the permits and 
authorizations they issue for the Project would require that placement of new fill in jurisdictional waters 
be avoided or minimized to the maximum extent practicable while still accomplishing the Project's 
purpose, and would specify an array of measures and performance standards as conditions of Project 
approval. In addition, permanent placement of new fill resulting in the loss of jurisdictional waters in 

excess of that necessary for normal maintenance may trigger a requirement for compensatory mitigation 
that will be aimed at restoring or enhancing similar ecological functions and services as those displaced. 
The types, amounts, and methods of compensatory measures required will differ between the permitting 
agencies depending on the specific resources they regulate and the policies and guidelines they 
implement. 

Mitigation Measure M-81-4: Compensation for Fill of Jurisdictional Waters, as more fully described in 
the Final EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final EIR, and the attached MMRP, and will 
be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementing Mitigation Measure M-BI-4 would reduce ImpaLt BI-4 to a less-than-significant level. 

Impact 81-5: The Project would interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, 
or impede the u.se of native wildlife nursery sites. 

Terrestrial 

Construction of the Project could affect birds attempting to nest within the project site directly through 
nest destruction or avian mortality, and indirectly through an increase in the ambient noise environment 
that might disrupt breeding behavior, discourage nesting, or cause nest abandonment. _Compliance with 
the MBTA and California Fish and Game Code, and compliance with the San Francisco Standards for Bird­

Safe Buildinga arc expected to reduce potcntinl construction-related effects on birds nesting within the 
project site and surrounding vicinity and potential collision hazards for migrating birds tn les.,;-than­
significant levels. 
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If impact hammers are used for pile driving. harbor seals and California sea lions could be subjected to 
underwater noise levels high enough to cause avoidance behavior while they migrate to or from haul-out 
or pupping locations or during normal foraging. Therefore, the potential impact from impact-hammer­
generated noise on special-status marine mammal species, including harbor seals and California sea lions, 
migrating to or from haul-out and pupping sites or foraging could be significant. 

There is a very low probability of any salmonids being present in the shallow waters adjacent to the 
project site where potential underwater noise levels would be high enough to result in any behavioral 
disturbance. As a consequence, any potential disturbance to migrating salmonids (steelhead and salmon) 
would be very minimal in the waters adjacent to the project site. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementation of Mitigation Measure M-Bl-3: Pile Driving Noise Reduction for Protection of Fish 
and Marine Mammals, referenced above, would reduce Impact Bl-5 to a less-than-significant level. 

Impact C-Bl-1: The Project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future 
project.,; in the site vicinity, would result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to significant 
biological resources impacts. 

Terrestrial 

The Project would have a limited effect on terrestrial biological resources that inhabit the Project site and 
surrounding vicinity primarily because the existing built-out environment of th<.' study area offers 
marginal habitat value to resident spcdcs. Short-term construction impads and long-term operation.al 
impacts to nesting birds and roosting bats, and the mitigation of the Project's impacts are discussed in this 
Sedion above under Impa<..t Bl 1 an 81-2, induding Mitigatjon Measures M-Bl-la: Worker 
Environmental Awareness Program Training and M-BI-lb: Nesting Bird Protection Measures, and M­
BI-2: Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Bats. These impacts would not be cumulatively 
considerable. 

Development of the projects on San Francisco's eastern waterfront is likely tu have limited effects on 
nesting birds and roosting bats, similar to those with the Project; however, given the limited extent of 
existing habitat and poor habitat quality in these planned development areas, project implementation 
would not result in a cumulatively considerable impact on terrestrial resources. Mitigation measures 
similar to those for the Project would reduce the incremental effect of tht' individual projects on such 
resources. 

Landside redevelopment projects in the vicinity of the Project may result in similar temporary impacts to 
biological resources considered under the project analysis; however, given their existing conditions and 
location away from the eastern waterfront, these project sites likely offer even less habitat for terrestrial 
resources than the Project site. 

None of the potential adverse effects identified for the Project would result in a cumulative effect with 
other approved or anticipated projects considered in this analysis. 
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The Project would have limited. activities and potential effects on marine habitats and associated 
biological communities with.in the Central Bay basin waters and marine habitats adjacent to the Project 
site, primarily because limited project components would occur below the high tide mark. Potential 
effects on marine habitat and biological taxa, and the mitigation of the Project's impacts are discussed in 
this Section above under Impact Bl-3, BI-4, and Bl-5, including Mitigation Measure M-Bl-3: Pile Driving 
Noise Reduction for Protection of Fish and Marine Mammals and M-Bl-4; Compensation for Fill of 
Jurisdictional Waters. 

All of these potential impacts are common to any project sited on the San Francisco Bay shoreline. 
Despite this commonality with other similar projects, none of these Project impacts are anticipated to 
result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact with other approved 
or reasonably foreseeable projects. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementation of Mitigation Measures M-BI-1: Worker Environmental Awareness Program Training, 
M-Bl-2: Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Bats, M-81-3: Pile Driving Noise Reduction for 
Protection of Fish and Marine Mammals and M-Bl-4: Compensation for Fill of Jurisdictional Waters, 
all referenced above, the Project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future 
projects in the site vicinity, would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to significant 
biological resources impacts. 

G. Geology and Soils. 

Impact GE-3: The Project site would not be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that 
could become unstable as a result of the Project. 

Settlement During Construction 

TI1e Project could induce ground settlement during construction as a result of excavation for construction 
of utilities as well as for the building foundations and basement levels, construction dewatering, and 
heave during pile installation. 

Pile driving may cause the ground to heave up to several inches, and the heave could adversely affect 
structures adjacent to the pile driving work, such as existing utilities and streets as well as the 2Qlh Street 
Historic Core, the existing historic buildings that would be retained on the project site (Buildings 2, 12, 
and 21), and buildings constructed as part of the Project during earlier development phases. 

DBI or the Port would require a site-specific gcotcchnical report for the specific developments to be 
constructed under the Project in accordance with Section 1803 of the San Francisco and Port of San 
Francisco Building Codes. DBI or the Port would review the report to ensure that the potential settlement 
effects of excavation, construction-related dewatering, and pile driving are adequately addressed. With 
implementation of the recommendations provided in the site-specific geotechnical report, subject to 
review and approval by Ul:H or the Port as part of the building permit approval process, as well as 
monitoring by the project sponsor (if required.), impacts related to the settlement and subsidence due to 
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construction on soil that is unstable, or that could become unstable as a result of excavation, dewatering, 
and pile driving, would be less than significant. No mitigation is necessary. 

Settlement and Unstable Conditions Durin~ Operation 

Once constructed, differential settlement within the Young Bay Mud could occur as a result of placement 
of up to 5 feet of soil to raise the site grade. In addition, cuts made into the bedrock of the remnant of 
Irish Hill for the construction of the new 21" Street could become unstable if not supported. Rock fall 
hazards also would be present near the remnant of lrish I lill and exposed bedrock cuts. The dilapidated 
pier extending from the project site into the Bay could also fail if it is used by site occupants and visitors. 

Long-term dewatering would not be required because the below-grade walls and basement slabs would 
be waterproofed and designed to withstand the anticipated hydrostatic pressure in accordance with the 
recommendations of the preliminary geotechnical evaluations that have been completed for the ProjP.('t. 
The design of these features would be further evaluated in the site-specific geotechnical report required 
under Section 1803 of the San Francisco and Port of San Francisco Building Codes. 

The preliminary geotechnical evaluations for the Project estimate that the placement of fill throughout the 
site to raise site grades by up to 5 feet would generate large amounts of total and differential settlement in 
areas underlain by Young Bay Mud. These settlement effects would be restricted to those areas north and 
east of the historic 1869 shoreline that are underlain by artificial fill, marsh deposits, and Young Bay Mud. 
The proposed streets and non-building improvements also could experience settlement in areas underlain 
by Young Bay Mud where fill is placed. The magnitude of settlement would depend on several factors, 
including the thickness of fill, the thickness of Young Bay Mud, and the state of consolidation of the 
Young Bay Mud. 

Specific intervention would be further refined in the site-specific geotechnical report and would be 
subject to review and approval by DBI or the Port as part of the building permit approval process. 
Therefore, impacts related to settlement following construction of the proposed buildings would be less 
than significant. No mitigation is necessary. 

The existing near-vertical cuts in the serpentinite bedrock of the project site, including the remnant of 
Irish l lill, could be subject to rock fall hazards, as noted in the preliminary geotechnical evaluation for the 
Illinois Parcels. Any rock fall could potentially damage nearby structures, including buildings on Parcels 
PKS, C-1, and C-2, or injure site occupants, particularly visitors to the Irish Hill playground and 
pedestrians on 21•t Street. Therefore, rock fall hazards would be significant. 

A dilapidated pier extends from the project site into the Bay immediately northeast of the slipways. 
Although the pier is not a geologic unit, its use by future site occupants and visitors could cause it to fail 
due to the increased loads, which would be a significant impact. 

Mitigation Measure M-GE-3a: Reduction of Rock Fall Hazards and M-GE-3b: Signage and Restricted 
Access to Pier 70, as more fully described in the f'inal EIR, are hereby adopted in the form set forth in the 
Final EIR, and the attached MMRP, and will be implemented as provided therein. 
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Based on the Final ElR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementing Mitigation Measure M-GE-3a and M-GE-3b would reduce Impact GE-3 to a Iess-than­
significant level. 

Impact GE-6: The Project would directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or 
site. 

Given that sedimentary rock.s of the Franciscan Complex have produced significant fossils important for 
understanding the age, depositional environments, and tectonic history the San Francisco area, 
paleontological resources could exist m the sedimentary rocks of the Franciscan Complex that underlie 
the project site. Project construction activities, including excavation for the planned basement levels and 
anticipated pile-driving activities, could disturb significant paleontological resources if such resources are 
present within the project site. Unless mitigated, implementation of the Project could impair the 
significance of unknown paleontological resources on the project site; this would be considered a 
significant impact 

In addition to Mitigation Measures M-CR-la: Archaeological Testing, Monitoring, Data Recovery and 
Reporting, and M-CR-lb: Interpretation, referenced above, Mitigation Measure M-GF-6: 
Paleontological Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Program, as more fully described in the Final 
EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final ETR, and the attached MMRP, and will be 
implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR und the entire administrative record, it is hereby found und determined that 
implc>menting Mitigation Measures M-CR-la, M-CR-lb and M-GE-6 would reduce Impact GE-6 to a lc>ss­
than-significant level. 

H:. Hydrology and Water Quality. 

Impact HY-2: The Project could violate a water quality standard or waste discharge requirement or 
otherwise substantially degrade water quality, but runoff from the Project could exceed the capacity 
of a storm drain system or provide a substantial source of storm water pollutants. 

The Project includes three options for stormwater and wastewater management: Option 1, Combined 
Sewer System; Option 2, Separate Wastewater and Storm water Systems; and Option 3, Hybrid System. 

Water Quality Effects Related to Exceedance of Water Quality Crikria ,md Waste Di:.d1ar~t: 

RCQU irements 

Di$rl1arst>s fn the Combined Sewer System 

Option 1, Combined Sewer System, and Option 3, Hybrid System, would both involve discharges of 
wastewater and stormwater to the City's combined sewer system, and Option 2, Separate Wastewater and 
Stc:nmw;i.tc>r SystPm'-, w011lrl involvf' rlii:;ch;;irBP'i of w;;istpw;i_tf,r to thP ,omhinPd .'Wwf'r systPm. HowPvPr, 
these discharges would not violate water quality standards or otherwise degrade water quality because 
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all discharges would be in accordance with City regulatory requirements that have been developed to 
ensure compliance with the Bayside N'PDES permit. 

Wastewater discharges from future development projects would be subject to the permit requirements of 
Article 4.1 of the San Francisco Public Works Code and supplemented by SFPW Order No. 158170. 
Accordingly, future commercial users of the site would be required to develop and implement a 
pollution prevention program and comply with the pretreatment standards and discharge limitations 
specified in Article 4.1. These dischargers would also be required to monitor the discharge quality for 
compliance with permit limitations. 

Additionally, Stormwater discharges to the combined sewer system under Options 1 and 3 would be 
subject to Article 4.2 of the San Francisco Public Works Code, Section 147 and the San Francisco 
Stormwater Management Requirements and Design Guidelines that apply to future development projects 
that create and/or replace 5,000 square feet or more of impervious surfaces. 

All wastewater and stormwater discharges to the combined sewer system would be treated at the 
SEWPCP and Bayside wet-weather facilities in compliance with the Bayside NPDES permit for 
discharges from the SEWPCP, North Point Wet Weather Facility, and all of the Bayside wet-weather 
facilities. Therefore, project-related discharges to the combined sewer system during operation under all 
three options would not cause a violation of water quality standards or WDRs and would not otherwise 
substantially degrade water quality. This impact would be less than significant for discharges to the 
combined sewer system, and no mitigation is necessary. 

Discharges to a Separate Stonnwater System 

Under Option 2, Separate Wastewater and Stormwater Systems, and Option 3, Hybrid System, future 
development projects would discharge stormwater to new separate stormwater systems constructed 
under the Project. These discharges would not violate water quality standards or otherwise degrade 
water quality because all discharges would be in accordance with City regulatory requirements that have 
been developed to ensure compliance with the Small MS4 General Storm water Permit. 

Stormwater runoff from the project site to the separate stormwater system would be managed in 
accordance with Article 4.2 of the San Francisco Publk Works Code, Section 147, and the Stormwater 
Management Requirements and Design Guidelines. 

Artide 4.2 of the San Fram:isrn Publk Works Cude, Section 147, and the Stormwater Management 
Requirements and Design Guidelines implement the stormwater treatment requirements of the Small 
MS4 General Stormwater Permit. Therefore, project-related stormwater discharges to the separate 
stormwater system that would be constructed under Options 2 and 3 would not cause a violation of water 
quality standards or WDRs and would not otherwise substantially degrade water quality. This impact 
would be less than significant for discharges to the separate stormwater system, and no mitigation is 
necessary. 

Water Quality Effects Related. to Exceeding the Capacitr.9£ the Stormwater S~stem 

None of the three stormwater management options would result in storm water runoff that would exceed 
the capacity of the stormwater conveyance system because the new stormwater systems would be 
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constructed in accordance with the City Subdivision Regulations. Accordingly, the new separate 
stormwater system and components of the combined sewer system would be sized to accommodate the 5-
year storm, and flows for the 100-ycar storm would be directed to San Francisco Bay via streets and other 
approved corridors that would be designed to accommodate 100-year flood flows in excess of the 5-year 
storm in accordance with the subdivision regulations. Therefore, water quality effects related to 
exceeding the capacity of the stormwater system would be less than significant, and no mitigation is 
nf'('essary, 

Water Quality Effects Related to Additional Sources of Polluted Runoff 

Option I, Combined Sewer System, and Option 3, Hybrid System, would both involve discharges of 
stonnwater to the City's combined sewer system. Option 2, Separate Wastewater and Stormwater 
Systems, and Option 3 would both involve discharges of stormwater to the separate stormwater system 
that would be built for the Project. However, these discharges would not provide an additional source of 
stonnwater pollutants, because all discharges would be in accordance with Article 4.2, Section 147 of the 
San Francisco Public Works Code and Stormwater Management Requirements and LJesign Guidelines 
that have been developed to ensure compliance with the Bayside NPDES permit and the Small MS4 
General Stonnwater Permit. With implementation of the source control and treatment BMPs in 
accordance with Article 4.2 of the San francisco Public Works Code, Part 147, the Project would not 
provide an additional source of stormwater pollutants, and this impact would be less than significant. 
No mitigation is neces5ary. 

Water Quality Effects Related to Changes in Combined Sewer Discharges 

The project site is located within the 201h Street sub-basin of the City's combined sewer system. The 
Bayside NPDES permit requires that the wet-weather facilities within this sub-basin be designed for a 
long-term average of no more than IO CSD events per year. The permit allows for this annual average to 
be exceeded in any particular year as long as the long-term average is maintained at the appropriate level. 
However, a permanent increase in wastewater flows could affect the ability to maintain the long-term 
average of no more than 10 C5D events, potentialJy resulting in a violation of the NPDES permit, a 
significant water quality impact. 

Option 1: Combined Sewer System 

Under Option 1, Combined Sewer System, both wastewater and stonnwater from the project site would 
be conveyed to the new 20th Street Pump Station for ultimate conveyance to the SEWPCP via the City's 
combined sewer system. Without sufficient pumping capacity, the new pump station could cause the 
frequency of C5Ds from the 20lh Street sub-basin and/or downstream basins to increase beyond the long­
term average of 10 CSD events per year, in violation of the tsayside NPDES permit. 'lhis would constitute 
a significanl impact. 

Option 2.- Separate Wastewater and Stonnwater Systems 

Under Option 2, Separate Wastewater and Stormwater Systems, wastewater from the project site would 
continue to be conveyed to the City's combined sewer system for treatment at the SEWPCP. A new 
separate stormwater system would abo be constructed to convey stormwatcr flows to a new outfall 
located near the foot of the realigned 2151 Street. This option would eliminate all stonnwater flows from 
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the project site to the combined sewer system, although stormwater flows from the 201" Street Historic 
Core site and BAE Systems Ship Repair facility to the north of 201h Street would continue to discharge to 
the combined sewer system. 

Under this option, wet-weather discharges to the new pump station would consist of wastewater from 
the entire sub-basin, and stormwater from the 201

" Street Historic Core and BAE Systems site. Because of 
the elimination of stormwater discharges from the project site and the addition of wastewater discharges 
from the project site to the new 201h Street Pump Station, future combined sewer discharges would consist 
of a much larger portion of sanitary sewage and industrial wastewater relative to existing conditions. The 
Bayside NPDES permit includes collection system management requirements that require the combined 
sewer system to be operated in a manner that does not result in a release of untreated or partially treated 
wastewater. Therefore, this option could result in a violation of the Bayside NPDES permit without 
appropriate design of the proposed pump station. This would constitute a significant impact. 

Option 3: Hybrid System 

Under Option 3, I Iybrid System, wastewater from the entire project site and storm water from the areas of 
the project site to the west of the proposed Maryland Street would be conveyed to the new pump station 
for ultimate conveyance to the SEWPCP via the City's combined sewer system. Only the small area to the 
east of the proposed Maryland Street would be served by a new separate stormwater system that would 
discharge stormwater to the Central Basin of Lower San Francisco Bay. The required capacity of the new 
pump station would be less than required under Option 1, because the total flows to the new pump 
station would be less under this option. However, without sufficient pumping capacity, the new pump 
station could cause the frequency of CSDs to increase beyond the long-term average of 10 CSD events per 
year specified in the Bayside NPDES Permit, a significant impact. 

Mitigation Measure M-HY-2a: Design and Construction of Proposed Pump Station for Options 1 and 3 
and Mitigation Measure M-HY-2b: Design and Construction of Proposed Pump Station for Option 2, 
as more fully described in the Final EIR, are hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final EIR, and the 
attached MMRP, and will be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
compliance with applicable regulations and implementing Mitigation Measures M-HY-2a and M-HY-2b 
Impact l IY-2 would be less than significant. 

Water Quality Eff('("ts Related to Use of Alternate Water Supply 

In accordance with San Francisco's Non-potable Water Ordinance, the Project would use alternate water 
sources for non-potable applications such as toilet and urinal flushing as well as irrigation. Compliance 
with water quality criteria would be ensured through the permitting process. 'Ihis process requires the 
project sponsors submit a water budget application to the SFPUC and an engineering report to the DPH. 
With compliance with these requirements, the quality of the alternate water supply would not exceed 
water quality criteria, and water quality effects related to use of an alternate water supply would be less 
than signifo.:ant. No mitigation is necessary 

Water Quality Effects Related to Littering 
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The proposed use of the project site for commercial, residential, RALL and public open space uses could 
increase the potential for litter, and the adjacen.t Lower San Francisco Bay is listed as impaired for trash. 
In accordance with Article 6 of the San Francisco Health Code, Garbage and Refuse, the project sponsors 
would be required to place containers in appropriate locations for the collection of refuse and ensure 
refuse containers must be constructed with tight fitting lids or sealed enclosures. The Project would also 
be required to comply with several City ordinances, which would decrease the amount of non-degradable 
trash generated under the Project. 

Further, under Option 21 Separate Wastewater and Stormwater Systems, and Option 3, Hybrid System, 
the Project would be required to comply with the lrash Amendment of the Water Quality Control Plan 
for Inland Surface Waters, Enclosed Bays, and Estuaries of California. This amendment would require the 
Project to implement specific measures to prevent the transport of trash to San Francisco Bay. 

Compliance with Article 6 of the San Francisco Health Code, the City ordinances, and the Trash 
Amendment for wastewater and stormwater, Options 2 and 3 would reduce the amount of non-recyclable 
and non-compostable wastes produced at the project site, would ensure that adequate containers and 
refuse service are provided, and would ensure that offshore San Francisco Bay water is kept free of trash 
as a result of littering at the Project site. This would reduce the potential for transport of litter to the 
combined or separate stormwater systems and directly to San Francisco Bay via wind or stormwater 
runuff. Therefore, water quality impacts related to littering would be less than significant, and no 
mitigation is necessary. 

I. Hazards and Hazardous Materials. 

Impact HZ-2: Demolition and renovation of buildings under the Project would not expose workers 
and the public to hazardous building materials including asbestos-containing materials, lead-based 
paint, bis (2-ethylhexyl) phthalate (DFHP), and mercury, or result in a release of these materials into 
the environment during construction. However, workers and the public would be exposed to PCBs as 
a result of the removal of electrical transformers. 

Construction 

Building 21 was constructed in approximately 1900. Allot the other exishng buildings at the project site 
were constructed between 1937 and 1945. Previous surveys for hazardous building materials have 
identified asbestos-containing materials and lead-based paint in Building 11 which would be demolished 
under the Project. Based on their age, these hazardous building materials are likely present in Buildings 
15, 16, 19, 25, 32, and 66 which also would be demolished under the Prujed. Similarly, previous surveys 
for hazardous building materials have identified asbestos-containing materials and lead-based paint in 
Buildings 2, 12, and 21, all of which would be renovated under the Project. The Phase I ESA for the 
Project also noted PCB-containing light ballasts and mercury switches and thermostats in most buildings 
in 2011 as well as PCB-containing transformers in several locations. In addition, the Phase I ES/\ noted 
that pipes associated with the historic distribution of steam are likely to include transite materials. Other 
existing utility systems could include asbestos in their coatings, gaskets, or other features. 

Workers and the public could be exposed to hazardous building materials if they were not removed or 
abated prior to demolition or renovation of the existing buildings and utility systems. There is a well-
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established regulatory process that must be followed for ensuring adequate abatement of these materials 
prior to building demolition or renovation. 

Asbestos-Containing Materials 

ln accordance with RAAQMD Rule 11, Regulation 2, the project sponsors would be required to retain a 
qualified contractor to conduct a survey to identify asbestos-containing materials in any building planned 
for demolition or renovation and in any utility systems that would be demolished. During removal 
activities, the contractor would implement controls to ensure that there are no visible asbestos emissions 
to the outside air. The removal activities would be conducted in accordance with the State regulations 
contained in Title 8 of the California Code of Regulations, Section 1529, and Title 8 of the California Code 
of Regulations, Sections 341.6 through 341.17. Pursuant to California law, the Port would not issue the 
building demolition or renovation permit until the project sponsors have complied with the notice and 
abatement requirements. 

Section 3425 of the Port of San Francisco Building Code also addresses work practices for asbestos­
containing materials. In accordance with this section, the project sponsors would be required to include 
an asbestos survey report with the building permit application for any subsequent development. 

Compliance with the regulatory requirements and implementation of the required procedures prior to 
building demolition or renovation would ensure that potential impacts due to demolition or renovation 
of structures with asbestos-containing materials would be less than significant. No mitigation measures 
are necessary. 

Because all of the buildings that would be demolished or renovated were constructed prior tu 1979, and 
could contain lead-based paint, the prujed sponsors would be required to implement the requirements of 
Section 3426 of the Port of San Francisco Building Code, Work Practices for Lead-Based Paint on Pre-1979 
Buildings and Steel Structures. Accordingly, the project sponsors would retain a qualified contractor to 
abate the lead based paint prior to demolition or renovation of any buildings. At the completion of 
abatement activities, the contract would demonstrate compliance with the clean-up standards of Section 
3426 that require removal of visible work debris, including the use of a I IEPA vacuum following interior 
work. Pursuant to Section 3426, the Port would not issue the building demolition or renovation permit 
until the prnjf'ct sponsors have complied with the requirements. 

Demolition of other strudurcs that include lead-containing materials and renovation of the interiors of 
Buildings 2, 12, and 21 could also result in exposure of workers and the public to lead. However, these 
activities would be subject to the CalOSHA Lead in Construction Standard (Title 8 of the California Code 
of Regulations, Section 1532.1). 

Any lead-based paint during abatement activities would be consolidated, and disposed of at a permitted 
facility in accordance with applicable law. Implementation of procedures required by Section 3426 of the 
Port of San francisco Building Code and the Lead in Construction Standard, along with legal disposal of 
the lead-based paint by the project sponsors would ensure that potential impacts of demolition or 
renovation of structures with lead-based paint would be less than significant. No mitigation measures arc 
necessary. 

SAN FR~NCISCD 
PLANNING D•PAfl'TMa:NT 61 



Motion No. 19977 
August 24, 2017 

Electrical Transformers 

CASE NO 2014-001272ENV 
Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project 

Electrical transformers are present in at least two locations of the 28-Acre Site, including Building 21 
which houses an operating electrical substation and Building 12 where a PCB-containing transformer was 
observed in a utility room during the 2011 Phase I ESA conducted for the 28-Acre Site in support of the 
Project. However, a complete survey of electrical transformers present at the site, and their PCB content, 
has not been conducted. If a PCB transformer is present in a building that would be demolished, a release 
of PCBs could occur, potentially exposing worke,s and the public to PCBs, or resulting in a release of 
PCBs to the environment. If a release of PCB-containing dielectric fluid has occurred, future occupants of 
the building could be exposed to residual PCBs in the building or in the soil if a release has affected soil. 
Therefore, impacts related to the potential release of PCBs from existing transformers at the site would be 
significant, if not mitigated. 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2a; Conduct Transformer Survey and Remove PCB Transformers, 
Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2b: Conduct Sampling and Cleanup if Stained Building Materials Are 
Observed and Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c: Conduct Soil Sampling if Stained Soil is Observed, as 
more fully described in the Final EJR, are hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final EIR, and the 
attached MMRP, and will be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implemfc'nting MiHB.:ition MP.:i<:11r('5 M-HZ-?<1, M-H7-7h .:ind M-ff7-?c wol1ld r,:>duce Impact HZ-2 to less 

than significant. 

Other Hazardou...:; Building Materials 

Other hazardous building materials that are likely present within the buildings to be demolished or 
renovated include fluorescent light ballasts that could contain PCBs or DEHP, fluorescent lamps that 
contain mercury vapors, and electrical switches and thermostats that also contain me,cury. Disruption or 
disturbance of these materials could pose health threats for construction workers if not properly disposed 
of. However, prior to demolition or renovation, the project sponsors, through their contractor, would 
remove these items and dispose of them in accordance with the eslablished Slate Regulatocy Framework. 
Therefore, through compliance with regulatory requirements, impacts related to exposure to PCBs, 
DEHP, and mercury in these materials would be less than significant. No mitigation measures are 
necessary. 

Operation 

Buildings 2, 12, and 21 would be renovated and reused under the Project. These buildings are known to 
include asbestos-containing materials and lead-based paint as well as other hazardous building materials 
such as fluorescent lamps, PCB-containing light ballasts, and mercury switches and thermostats. 
However, these materials would be abated and/or n=~moved during the constrnction phase of the Project, 
prior to reuse of the buildings, as discussed above. Although electrical transformers are also present in 
Buildings 12 and 21, and release of PCB---rontaining oil from these transformers could have potentially 
contaminated building surfai;:e::., the transformers would be removed and the surfaces would be deaned 
during the construction phase of the Project in accordance with Mitigation Measures M-HZ~2a and M­
HZ-2b. Soil conlainiug PCD5 would be managed in accordance wilh th~ Pit'1 70 RMP a!> ~jJt'Lifit!u. i11 
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Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c. 'Iherefore, site occupants and the public would not be exposed to 
hazardous building materials during operation of the Project, and this impact would be less than 
significant. 

Impact HZ-3: Project development within the 28-Acre Site and 20th/Illinois Parcel would be 
conducted on a site included on a government list of hazardous materials sites and could encounter 
hazardous materials in the soil and groundwater, creating a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the environment. 

The Pier 70 Preferred Master Plan area (including the 20th/Illinois Parcel, the 28-Acre Site, and Sims 
Metals and Auto Return which are two businesses formerly operated within the 28-Acre Site) is identified 
on several lists of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. 
Numerous site investigations have been completed for both the 28-Acre Site and the 201h/Illinois Parcel, 
located within the Pier 70 Preferred Master Plan area, and these investigations have identified chemicals 
in the soil and groundwater. Groundwater monitoring wells also could be located within the Pier 70 
Preferred Master Plan area, or new wells could be constructed in the future as part of remedial activities 
at the project site or other project activities. These wells could be damaged during construction. 

Exposure to Chemicals in Soil and Groundwater during Construction 

During development, including excavation for new structures, utilities, and shoreline improvements, 
construction workers could be exposed to chemicals in the soil, induding naturally occurring asbestos, 
and groundwater through skin contact with the soil or groundwater, ingestion of the soil, or inhalation of 
airborne dust or vapors. The public, including students and staff at nearby schools as well as occupants of 
off-site residences and developments on adjacent parcels that have previously been developed, could be 
exposed to these chemicals through inhalation of airborne dust, contact with accumulated dust, and 
contaminated runoff. Therefore, impacts related to exposure to chemicals in the soil and groundwater 
during construction would be significant if not mitigated. 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-3a: Implement Construction and Maintenance-Related Measures of the 
Pier 70 Risk Management Plan, as more fully described in the Final E1R, is hereby adoptf'd in the form 
set forth in the Final EIR, and the attached MMRP, and will be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is herl!by found and determined that 
implementing Pier 70 RMP risk management procedures in accordance with Mitigation Measure M-HZ-
3a would reduce this impact to a less-than-significant level. The deed restriction prepared and enforced 
by the RWQCB for the Pier 70 Pref erred Master Plan area also incorporates these requirements of the Pier 
70 RMP. 

Damage of Groundwater Monitoring Wells 

If groundwater monitoring wells are damaged during construction, they could potentially create a 
conduit for downward migration of chemicals in the overlying soil, potentially degrading groundwater 
quality. This would be a significant impact. 
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Mitigation Measure M-HZ-Jb; Implement Well Protection Requirements of the Pier 70 Risk 
Managemertt Plan, as more fully described in the Final EJR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the 

Final ElR, and the attached MMRP, and will be impkrncntcd as provided therein. 

lid~ed on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 

implementing Mitigation Measure M-1 IZ-3b would reduce this impact to a Less-than-significant level. The 

deed restriction prepared and enforced by the RWQCB for Pier 70 also incorporates these requirements of 

the Pier 70 RMP. 

Impact HZ-4: t'roject development within the Hoedown Yard would be conducted on a site included 
on a government list of hazardous materials sites and could encounter hazardous materials in the soil 
and groundwater, creating a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the 
environment. 

The Hoedown Yard is included in the Voluntary Cleanup Program database as part of the Potrero Power 

Plant. Several environmental investigations have identified chemicals in the soil and groundwater at the 
Hoedown Yard which is within the lllinois Parcels. During project construction, including excavation for 
new structures and utilities, construction workers could be exposed to chemicals in the soil and 

groundwater through skin contact with the soil or groundwater, ingestion of the soil, or inhalation of 

airborne dust. The public, including students and staff at nearby schools and occupants of adjacent 
parcels that have been previously developed, could be exposed to these chemicals through inhalation of 

ai[VUl'ltt:' Liusl, Lu11taLL willt accumuldtt'u c.lu~L, dllU L011Larninaled 1unoff. 1l1e1efo1e, impacls 1elaled lo 

exposure to chemicals in the soil and groundwater during construction at the Hoedown Yard would be 

significant, if not mitigated. 

This property is owned by PG&E, and a separate SMP has been prepared and approved hy the RWQCR 

for development of this site. The Hoedown Yard SMP specifies measures that must be implemented 

during development activities to ensurt:' the protection of construction workers and the public, and to 

ensure that contaminated materials are appropriately disposed of. 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-4: Implement Construction-Related Measures of the Hoedown Yard Site 
Management Plan, as more fully described in the Final EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the 

Final EIR, and the attached MMRP, and will be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Fina! EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 

implementing I loedown Yard SMP measures in accordance with Mitigation Mca~urc M-HZ-4 would 

reduce this impact to a less-than-significant level. Implementation of the Hoedown Yard SMP 

requirements is enforced by the RWQCB through the deed restriction recorded on the property in 2012. 

lmpact HZ-5: Operation of the Project within the "PG&E Responsibility Area" would expose 
residents, site workers, and site visitors to hazardous materials in the soil, creating a significant 
hazard to the pub1ic or the environment. 

Site investigations conducted by the Port and PG&E identified two localized areas in the southeast 

porlio11 uf Litt' 28-Aue Silt' wl 1e1e lhe accumulated DNAPL ranges in Lhickness from I to 4 feel in areas 
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where discontinuous DNAPL have accumulated. As the responsible party for the contamination, PG&E 
will be conducting site remediation with regulatory oversight by the RWQCB that involves excavating the 
continuous DNAPL areas at the southernmost slipway to a depth of about 25 feet and backfilling the 
excavations with clean fill. PG&E anticipates completing these remediation activities by 2018, well before 
construction would commence in Parcels Hl, H2, and H3. However, implementation of the remediation 
activities in the PG&E Responsibility Area is outside of the project sponsors' control. 1n the unlikely 
event that PG&E's remediation activities are delayed, construction of the proposed development on 
Parcels Hl, H2, and E3 could preclude implementation of the planned remediation and future 
construction workers and site occupants could be exposed to health risks if the existing pavement were 
removed from this area and development commenced prior to implementation of PG&E's remediation, a 
significant impact. 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-5: Delay Development on Proposed Parcels Hl, H2, and E3 Until 
Remediation of the "PG&E Responsibility Area" is Complete, as more fully described in the Final EIR, 
is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final EIR, and the attached MMRP, and will be 
implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Pinal EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined. that 
implementing Mitigation Measure M-HZ-5 would reduce this impact to less than significant. 

Impact HZ-6: Operation of the Project within the 28-Acre Site and the 20th/Illinois Parcel would 
expose residents, site workers, and site visitors to hazardous materials in the soil or soil vapors, 
creating a significant hazard to the public or the environment. 

Exposure to Hawrdous Materials in Soil 

Previous sampling within the 28-Acrc Site and 2Qthflllinoi.s Parcel which are part of the Pier 70 Preferred 
Master Plan area has found that chemical i:om:cntratioru; throughout the .sites contain PAHs, metals, 
and/or TPH at concentrations exceeding residential, commercial, and/or recreational cleanup levels. To 
avoid unacceptable health risks a.s.sodated with exposure to the soil by residents, site workers, and 
visitors, the Pier 70 RMP requires placement of a durable cover over the any soil with chemical 
concentrations greater than the cleanup level for the planned land use. However, maintenance workers 
would occasionally need to breach the durable cover to conduct repairs of utilities and other systems. 
This could result in exposure to chemicals in the soil beneath the durable cover, a significant impact. 

Residential Expo~ure to Soil Vapors 

In areas where groundwater and soil vapor concentrations exceed residential Environmental Screening 
Levels, building occupants in residential developments could be exposed to chemicals present in the soil 
vapors and groundwater as a result of vapor intrusion into the subsurface features of the building. 
However, the concentrations of chemicals detected in the soil vapor or groundwater exceeded residential 
cleanup levels in the groundwater or soil vapor at several locations. lf residential development is 
constructed al or near any of these locations, residents could be subjected to health risks, a significant 
impact unless mitigated. 
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Mitigation Measure M-HZ-6: Additional Risk Evaluations and Vapor Control Measures for 
Residential Land Uses, as more fully described in the Final EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth 
in the f.inal EIR, and the attached MMRP, and will be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final ElR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined 
implementing Mitigation Measure M-HZ-3a: Implement Construction and Maintenance-Related 
Measures of the Pier 70 Risk Management Plan and M-HZ-6 this impact would be reduced to less that 
significant. 

Impact HZ-7: Operation 0£ the Project within the Hoedown Yard would expose residents, site 
workers, and site visitors to hazardous materials in the soil, creating a significant hazard to the public 
ur th~ environment. 

Previous sampling within the Hoedown Yard has found that, based on future use of the Hoedown Yard 
for commercial or industrial purposes, arsenic is the primary chemical of concern identified in the soil. 
Naturally occurring asbestos was also identified in the fill materials. Although the Hoedown Yard SMP 
addresses risk management measures necessary to manage site risks based on industrial use of the site by 
PG&E, the plan does not provide measures for redevelopment of the site, and does not address risks 
related to potential residential uses. Without additional evaluation and implementation of additional risk 
management measures, future site occupants and visitors of the residential and commercial land uses 
under the Project could be subjected to potential health risks as a result of contact with the site soil, a 
significant impact unless mitigated. 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-7: Modify Hoedown Yard Site Mitigation Plan, as more fully described in 
the Final EIR, is hereby adopte<l in the form set forth in the Final EIR, and the attached MMRP, and will 
be implemented as provided therein. 

Based on the Final EIR and the entire administrative record, it is hereby found and determined that 
implementing Mitigation Measure M-HZ-7 would reduce this impact to less than significant. 

Impact HZ-8: Operation of the Irish Hill Playground would expose site visitors to naturally occurring 
asbestos and naturally occurring metals, creating a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment. 

The lrish IIill remnant is composed of serpentinite b~rock of the r:ranciscan Complex. Serpentin.ite 
commonly contains naturally occ.urring chrysotile and amphibole asbestos, fibrous minerals that can be 
hazardous to human health if they become airborne, as well as naturally ocrurring metals (i.e., arsenic, 
cadmium, copper, chromium, nickel, vanadium, and zinc). 

If visitors to the playground play on exposed bedrock or fill materials derived from the bedrock, they 
could cause naturally occurring asbestos and naturally occurring metals to become airborne. As a result, 
playgroW1d users, including young children, could be exposed to airborne asbestos fibers and/or 
potentially hazardous concentrations of naturally occurring metals, a significant impact unless mitigated. 

Similarly, visitors to the Irish Hill Playground could be exposed to airborne naturally occurring asbestos 
and naturally occurring metals if they use the playground during ground-disturbing activities for 
construction on adjacent parcels or during the construction of the new 21" Street which would remove a 
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portion of the northern spur of the Irish Hill remnant. This would also be a significant impact unless 
mitigated. 

Mitigation Measures M-HZ-8a: Prevent Contact with Serpentinite Bedrock and Fill Materials in Irish 
Hill Playground and M-HZ-Sb: Restrictions on the Use of Irish Hill Playground, as more fully 
described in the Final EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final EIR, and the attached 
MMRP, and will be implemented as provided therein. Based on the Final EIR and the entire 
administrative record, it is hereby found and determined implementing Mitigation Measures M-HZ-8a 
and M·IIZ-Sb would reduce these impacts to less than significant. 

V. SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CANNOT BE AVOIDED OR 
MITIGATED TO A LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL 

Based on substantial evidence in the whole record of these proceedings, the Planning Commission finds 
that, where feasible, changes or alterations have been required, or incorporated into, the Project to reduce 
the significant environmental impacts as identified in the final EIK The Commission finds that certain 
mitigation measures in the Final EJR, as described in this Section V, or changes, have been required in, or 
incorporated into, the Project, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21002 and CEQA Guidelines 
Section 1~091, that may lessen, but do not avoid (i.e., reduce to less-than-significant levels), the 
potentially significant envirumnental effects associated with implementation of the Projed that are 
described below. Although all of the mitigation rneasures set forth in the Final F.lR and the Mitigatiun 
Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP), attached as AttachmPnt H, are hereby adopted, for some of the 
impacts listed below, despite tlw implPmPntation of ff'asihle mitigation rnPasurPs, thP Pffects remain 
significant and unavoidable. 

1he Commission further finds, as described in this Section V below, based on the analysis contained 
within the Final EIR, other considerations in the record, and the significance criteria identified in the Final 
EIR. that b(Xause some aspeds of the Project could cause potentially significant impacts for which feasible 
mitigation measures are not available to reduce the impact to a less-than-significant level, those impacts 
remain significant and unavoidahlP. ThP Commission also finds that although mitigation mPasures are 
identifif'<l jn the Final F.TR that would rPduCP some significant impacls, certain mPasurPs, as d~crihed in 
this Section V below, are uncertain or infeasible for reasons set forth below, and lherefore those impacts 
remain significant and unavoidable or potentially significant and unavoidable. 

Thus, the following significant impacts on the environment, as refleded in the Final EIR, are unavoidable. 
As more fully explained in Section Vll, below, under Public Resources Code Section 21081(a)(3) and (b), 
and CEQA Guidelin~ 15091(a)(3), 15092(b)(:?)(B), and 15093, it is found and determined that legal, 
envirurunental, c..><.:onomic, social, tedrnological and other benefits of the Project override any remaining 
significant adverse impacts of the Project for each of the significant and unavoidable impacts described 
bduw. TI1is finding is supported by subst.anlial evidence in lhe record of this pr:oceeding. 
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Impact TR-5; The Project would cause one individual Muni route to exceed 85 percent capacity 

utilization in the a.m. and p.m. peak hours in both the inbound and outbound diredions. 

The T Third light rail line (renamed from the KT Third/Ingleside route following completion of the 
Central Subway) as well as the 22 Fillmore and the 48 Quintara/2411' Street bus routes under Baseline 
Conditions operate within the capacity utilization standard of 85 percent in the a.m. and p.m. peak 
period. With ridership generated by the Maximum Residential Scenario and Maximum Commercial 
Scenario, the 'l lh1rd light rail Jme and 'fl. Fillmore bus route would continue to operate below 8!, percent 
capacity utilization. However, the 48 Quintara/24th Street routes would exceed 85 percent capacity 
utilization inbound and outbound with project implementation. Th.is would occur in the a.m. and p.m. 
peak hours. The increase in capacity utilization of the 48 Quintara/24'h Street routes would be a 
significant impact on this Muni route under either scenario of the Project. 

Mitigation Measure M~TR-5: Monitor and increase capacity on the 48 Quintara/24th Street bus routes 
as needed, as more fully described in the Final EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final 
EIR and the MMRP and will be implemented as provided therein. 

Implementing any of the components of Mitigation Measure M-TR-5 would allow Muni to maintain 
transit headways, and would reduce the Project's impact to less-than-significant levels. However, 
implementation of features of the mitigation measure above that would reguire discretionary approval 
actions by the SFMT A or other public ilgcncics (including allocation of fund:; to operate increased 
frequencies) is considered uncertain because public agencies subject to CEQA cannot commit to 
implementing any part of a proposed project, including proposed mitigation measures, until 
environmental review is complete. Thus, while the SFMTA has reviewed the feasibility of the options 
listed above, implementation of thPSe measures cannot be assured until after certification of this EIR. 
Because it is unknown whether M-TR-5 would be implemented, project-related impacts on the 48 
Quintara/24rh Street would be significant and unavoidable if M-TR-5 is not implemented. 

Impact TR-12: The Project's loading demand during the peak luading hour wuuld nut be adequately 
accommodated by proposed on-site/off-street loading supply or in proposed on-street loading zones, 
which may create hazardous conditions or significant delays for transit, bicycles or pedestrians. 

To minimize conflicts with pedestrians and bicyclists, a maximum of one loading access point would be 

permitted for each building. This requirement would minimize curb cuts and prioritize pedestrian 
movement where a sidewalk is present. Exterior loading <locb, where loading and unloading occurs 
outside of a building. would not be permitted fronting major public open spaces and the project's central 
waterfront area, and commercial loading entries would be required to be at least 60 feet from the corner 
of an intersection. Waste collection facilities would be provided separately for each building and would 
be visually screened from the public right-of-way, minimizing conflicts with travelways. 

TI1e Project includes a shared street treatment on Maryland Street and 20th Street that would allow 
limited or no vehicular access at some times1 either for special events or at designated times of day. 
However, for all buildings fronting Maryland Street service entrances would be provided on 21•t, 
Louisiana, and 22°d streets (although on-street loa<ling could still octur from Maryland Street and 20th 
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Stwet <luring periods when the shared street was open to vehicular access). Thus, limiting or prohibiting 
deliwry vehicles from accessing Maryland Street from time to time would not result in a significant 
impact because building service access would be retained. 

Despite the fact that the Proje<.t would minimize loading confli<.ts with bicycles and pedestrians and 
would not result in significant loading impacts on the shared street, there would be a loading supply 
shortfall that would result in significant impacts. 

Mitigation Measures M-TR-12A: Coordinate Deliveries and M-TR-12B: Monitor loading activity and 
convert general purpose on-street parking spaces to commercial loading spaces as needed, as more 
fully described in the Final EIR, is hereby adopted in the torm set forth in the l<"inal EIR and the MMRP 
and will be implemented as provided therein. 

While the project sponsor may reduce the severity of the impact with implementation of Mitigation 
Measures M-TR-12A and M-TR-12B, these measures may not fully resolve the loading shortfall, as the 
project's Transportation Coordinator may not be able to shift on-site delivery times. Additionally, there 
may not be an adequate supply of on-street general purpose parking spaces to convert to commercial 
loading spaces such that the loading shortfall can be accommodated on-street. Thus, even with 
implementation of Mitigation Measures M-TR-12A and M-TI<-128, the Project's loading impacts would 
remain significant and unavoidable. 

Impact C-TR-4: The Project would contribute considerably to significant cumulative transit impacts 
on the 48 Quintara/24th Street and 22 Fillmore bus routes. 

In combination with reasonably foreseeable development expected to occur under Cumulative 
Conditions, the Project would cause the 48 Quintara/24u, Street bus route to exceed 85 percent utilization 
in both the Maximum Residential Scenario and the Maximum Commercial Scenario during the a.m. and 
p.m. peak hours. lrus would be a considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact on 
individual transit routes. 

Mitigation Measure M-TR-5: Monitor and increase capacity on the 48 Quintara/24th Street bus routes 
as needed, to increase capacity on the 48 Quintara/241h Street bus route, as referenced above under Impact 
TR-5, could reduce the Project's contribution to this significant cumulative impact. Under the Maximum 
Commercial Scenario, Mitigation Measure M-TR-5 would be adequate to reduce the Project's contribution 
to the significant cumulative impact to not considerable. Under the Maximum Residential Scenario, the 
Project's contribution would remain considerable even with the implementation of Mitigation Measure 
M-TR-5. Therefore, additional mitigation would be necessary for the Maximum Residential Scenario to 
reduce the considerable contribution to the significant cumulative impact on Muni service on this route. 

Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-4A: Increase capacity on the 48 Quintara/24th bus route under the 
Maximum Residential Scenario, as more fully described in the Final F.IR, is hereby adopted in the form 
set forth in the Final EIR and the MMRP and will be implemented as provided therein. 

The Project would also cause the 22 Fillmore bus route to exceed 85 percent utilization in the Maximum 
Commercial Scenario during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours. This would be a considerable contribution to 
a significant cumulative impact on individual transit routes. Therefore, additional mitigation would be 
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necessary for the Maximum Commercial Scenario to reduce the considerable contribution to the 
significant cumulative impact on Muni service on this route. 

Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-4B: Increase capacity on the 22 Fi!Jmore bus route under the Maximum 
Commercial Scenario, as more fully described in the Final EIR is hereby adopted in the form set forth in 
the Final EIR and the MMRP and will be implemented as provided therein. 

Because SFMTA cannot commit funding to operate additional buses on these routes, to expand bus zones, 
or to increase transit vehicle travel speeds until environmental review of the selected elements is 
complete, the implementation of Mitigation Measures M-C-TR-4A and M-C-TR-4B is uncertain, and the 
Project's contribution to the significant rumulative impact would remain significant and unavoidable 
under both project SCPnarios if Mitigation Measures M-C· TR-4A and M-C-TR-4B are not implemented. 

B. Noise. 

Impact N0-2; Construction of the Project would cause a substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project. 

On-Site Construction Activities 

Demolition and conslruclion activities would require the use of heavy trucks, material loaders, cranes, 
concrete saws, and other mobile and stationary construction equipment. Piles would be driven with the 
use of impact or vibratory pile drivers. Controlled rock &agmentation (CRF) would occur for a 
c.umulative total uf approximately 30 days per phase. During controlled ruck fragmentation activities, up 
to five CRF events would occur daily with one drilling event lasting up to one hour before each CRF 
event. General building construction would be less noise intrusive, involving cranes, forklifts, saws, and 
nail guns. Project construction would also result in temporary increases in truck traffic noise along haul 
routes for off-hauling excavated materials and materials deliveries. 

Decause the project would be constructed in phases over an ll·year period, multiple construction 
activities could be occurring on different parcels within the project site at any given time (i.e., demolition 
could occur on one parcel while pile driving occurs on another) so that some of the noisier construction 
adivities, ~ul:h as pile driving, un one pruj~t parcel could overlap with other noisier construction phases, 
such as demolition or CRF and rock crushing, on other parcels. This could expose nearby sensitive 
receptors to temporary increases in noise levels substantially in excess of ambient levels. 

If pile drivers operated on one parcel while a mounted impact hammer or concrete saw (for demolition) 
occurred on another parcel at the same time (worst~case condition), the combined noise level from these 
two noisiest pieces of e<]uipment would not exceed these thresholds because it is expected that both types 
of equipment would not operate simultaneously closer than 50 feet to any existing residential or 
commercial uses. 

Noise Impacts on Off-Site Receptors 

The closest existing off-site sensitive receptors are located 140 to 200 feet from the closest site boundary 
(northwest comer of Parcel PKN). The maximum combined noise \pvels at thP. thn~ closest off-sitP 
receptors would exceed these thresholds, a significant noise impact. 
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For all but these three receptor locations (residences at 820 Illinois Street and 628 201h Street (second 
floor), and Dogpatch Alt School at 616 201h Street), there are intervening buildings that would block and 
reduce Project-related construction noise at nearby existing receptors. If phasing occurs as proposed, it 
would result in the construction of residential buildings on the western portion of the Project site (lllinois 
Parcels) first. These buildings would also help block and reduce project-related construction noise 
(including noise from pile-driving activities to the cast on the 28-Acrc Site) at all existing off-site rcct!ptors 
(including the closest existing receptors). 

Mitigation Measure M-N0-2: Noise Control Measures During Pile Driving.. as more fully described in 
the Final EIR, is hereby adopted in the form set forth in the rinal ElR and the MMRP and will be 
implemented as provided therein. 

With implementation of noise controls during all construction phases (specified in Mitigation Measure 
M-N0-1: Construction Noise Control Plan, referenced above) as well as implementation of noise 
controls during pile driving (specified in Mitigation Measure M-N0-2), the potential for noise 
disturbance of existing off-site receptors (assumed to be present during the 11-year construction period) 
located approximately 140 to 200 feet to the northwest would be reduced. However, even with 
implementation of these noise controls, the feasibility of quieter, alternative pile driving methods in all 
areas cannot be determined at this time and also the potential would still exist that combined noise levels 
from simultaneous operation of the noisiest types of construction equipment could still exceed the 
threshold. Given this uncertainty and the potential 11-ycar duration of this activity, this impact is 
conservatively considered to remain significant and um1voidable with mitigation, even with 
implement.:ition of Mitigation Measures M-N0-1 and M-N0-2. 

Noise Impacts on On-Site Receptors 

While early construction of Project residential uses on the Illinois Parcels would help reduce 
construction-related noise levels at existing receptors, it would also expose future residents living in these 
new residential buildings to construction noise generated during subsequent phases of project 
construction. Construction activities in this area would occur in phases over an 11-year period. 

As a result of this possible phasing under either scenario, future residents in the project site area that face 
an adjacent or nearby construction project could be subject to demolition and construction noise for as 
long as 6 to 9 years. Depending on the order of construction within each phase and overaJI phasing, some 
Project buildings that have already been constructed could interrupt the direct line-of-sight between 
construction sources and noise-sensitive receptors, and reduce the number of receptors directly exposed 
to construction noise with no intervening buffering structure. 

The average thresholds at on-site receptors, and the maximum combined noise level would, at times, 
exceed thresholds at the closest future on-site residential receptors (those occupying residential units 
built in earlier phases). The degree of disturbance would vary with proximity of the demolition and 
construction activities to sensitive receptors, but is considered significant and unavoidable because the 
"Ambient +10 dBA" threshold could be exceeded. 

Construction noise impacts associatt>d with the street network, new infrastrncture, and open space would 
be similar to, but somewhat less substantial than, those for development projects in the project site area, 
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except that pile driving would not be necessary for the street network changes, utility lines (including 
those associated with all thret! sewer options), or open space improvements. Building demolition, road 
construction, and building construction would all occur concurrently within each phase. Simultaneous 
operation of the noisiest pieces of equipment associated with demolition (mounted impact hammer or 
concrete saw) and other construction activities (excavator) would result in combined noise levds would 
that exceed the average thresholds at on-site receptors located at this proximity. Therefore, construction­
related noise increases during other phases of construction, such as construction for road and 
infrastructure improvements, could adversely affect future on-site residents, a significant noise impact. 

With implementation ot noise controls during all construction phases {specitied in Mitigation Measure 
M-N0-1: Const.ruction Noise Control P1m, referenced above) as well as implementation of noise 
controls during pile driving (specified in Mitigation Measure M-N0-2: Noise Control Measures During 
Pile Drivins, referenced above), the potential for noise disturbance of future on-site residents would be 

reduced. However, even with implementation of these noise controls, the potential would still exist that 
combined noise levels from simultaneous operation of the noisiest types of construction equipment could 
still exceed the Ambient+lO dBA threshold, and therefore, construction-related noise impacts on future 
on-site residential receptors is conservatively considered to be significant and unavoidable with 
mitigation. 

Off-Site Haul Truck Traffic 

The net export total 0£ about 340,000 cubic yards of soil and an import of about 20,000 cubic yards of 
clean fill would generate a totaJ of about 45,000 truck trips, whkh would be phased over the duration of 
the planned construction activities (averaging 17 truck trips per day). Given the minimal increase in 

traffic on local roadways that would be attributable to project-related haul trucks, temporary increases in 
traffic noise resulting from haul trucks would be less than significant. Use of truck routes that avoid 
residential uses as required by the Construction Traffic Control Plan (Improvement Measure I-TR-A: 
Construction Management Plan) would further reduce less-than-significant construction-related truck 
noi5e impact5. 

Impact N0-5: Operation of the Project would cause substantial permanent inc.rea.ses in ambient noise 
leveh1 a.long some roadway segments in the project site vicinity. 

Operational Traffic Noise 

Project implementation (under both the Maximum Residential and Maximum Commercial scenarios) 
would result in traffic noise increases ranging from O to 14.3 dBA on local roadways providing access to 

the site. 

The Project would include a shuttle service, operated and maintained by the Pier 70 TMA, to connect the 
Pier 70 Mixed-U5e District to regional transit hubs. The two preliminary ruute.o; c:1:,;sumec.l fur the DEIR 

analysis are: 

• 22nd Slrt.."t'l, Missi~sippi St1eet, and 16°' Streel lo access the 22nd Street Callrain Sta.lion and the 16th 
Street/ Mission BART station; and 
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• Third Street, 161
h Street, and King Street to access the Fourth and King Caltrain Station (with some 

trips extending to the Transbay Transit Center)).) 

An increase in shuttle bus volumes along these routes would incrementally increase traffic noise levels 
along these streets. However, the degree of impact would depend on bus sizes, frequency of buses on an 
hourly basis, and hours of operation. The future shuttle bus schedule is not known at this time, but it is 
anticipated that any shuttle trips would be relatively minor and adequately accounted for in the modeled 
traffic noise analysis above. 

Operation of the Project would result in permanent increases in ambient noise levels, primarily through 
project-related increases in traffic. Noise modeling was completed to estimate existing (baseline) and 
future traffic noise levels along 79 road segments in the Pier 70 Mixed-Use District project area based on 
traffic volumes presented in the project's Traffic Impact Study. Of the 79 road segments examined, traffic 
noise increases on all analyzed street segments would not exceed the applicable thresholds except for the 
following, which would exceed traffic noise thresholds, resulting in significant impacts: 

• 201h Street (east of Third Street to east of Tllinois Street) 

• 22nd Street (east of Tennessee Street to east of Illinois Street) 

• Illinois Street (20th Street to south of 22nd Street). 

There is one street segment, 22nd Street between Tennessee Street and Third Street where there are 
residential uses and the resulting noise level is estimated to slightly exceed 60 dBA (Ldn or CNEL) and 
the incremental increase attributable to the project would be 3.2 dB, 0.2 dB above the threshold. 

Reduction of project-related one-way traffic by 20 percent through transportation demand management 
measures required in Air Quality Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1£: Transportation Demand Management 
(referenced above), could reduce noise levels by up to 1.0 dB and would reduce the above significant 
impacts related to noise increases to less than significant with mitigation at all of the above street 
segments except for three road segments: 

• 22nd Street from Third Street to Illinois Street; 

• 22nd Street east of Tllinois Street (on the project site); and 

• Illinois Street from the future 2151 Street and 22nd Street (adj .. :icent to the project site). 

Project residences located adjacent to the section of 22nd Street east of lllinois Street and the section of 
lllinois Street between the proposed 21st and 22nd streets would not be adversely affected by future noise 
levels because noise attenuation measures would be incorporated into these units as necessary to ensure 
that interior noise levels are maintained at acceptable levels even with future traffic noise level increases, 
as required by Mitigation Measure M-N0-6: Design of Future Noise-Sensitive Uses (referenced above). 
While this mitigation measure would reduce the effects of project-related traffic noise increases on the 
interior environment of future uses, the Project's traffic would still result in noise levels that would cause 
a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels. Therefore, this impact would remain significant 
and unavoidable with mitigation. 
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Impact C-N0-2: Operation of the Project, in combination with other cumulative development would 
cause a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity. 

When traffic noise increases related to the Project (under both the Maximum Hesidential and Maximum 
Commercial scenarios) are added to future traffic noise increases resulting from cumulative development, 
the Project would add O to 8.0 dBA (Ldn) to estimated cumulative noise increases under both scenarios. 
Of the 79 road segments examined, the Project would contribute considerably to cumulative traffic noise 
increases along the following street segments because cumulative nuist:: im:reases would exceed 
significance thresholds for traffic noise increases: 

• 22nd Street (east of Third Street to east of Illinois Street) 

• Illinois Street (Mariposa Street to 22nd Street) 

These street segments either directly adjoin the project site or are within two blocks of the project site and 
provide direct access to the site. Residential development is located adjacent to the segment of Illinois 
Street between Mariposa Street and 20th Street. Based on the significance thresholds for traffic noise 
increases, these cumulative traffic noise increases would be a cumulatively significant impact because 
traffic noise would result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels, and the project's 
contribution to these cumulative increases would be cumulatively considerable. 

Additionally, when 2040 cumulative (with Project) noise levels a.re compared to 2020 baseline noise 
levels, 2020 noise levels would increase by Oto 15 dBA under both scenarios with increases exceeding the 
significance thresholds for traffic noise increases on the following roadway segments: 

• Third Street (Channel to south of Mission Rock and 20th to 23rd Streets) 

• 20th Street (east of Third Street to east of Illinois Street) 

• 22nd Street (west of Third Street to east of Illinois Street) 

• 23rd Slreel (TI1ird Slreet to Illinois Street) 

• 25th Street (west of Third Street to Illinois Street) 

• Cesar Otavez {East of Third Street) 

• Illinois Street (Mariposa Street to south of 22nd Street) 

• Indiana Street (north of 25th Street) 

These street segments either directly adjoin the prujed site ur are within appruximately eight blocks of 
the project site and several provide direct access to the site. There is a school and residential development 
located adjacent to 20th Street between Third Street and Illinois Street. Residential development is also 
located adjacent to Third Street (Channel to 25th), Illinois Street (Mariposa Street to 20th Street), and on 
22nd Street (west of Third Street). Based on the significance thresholds for traffic noise increases, these 
cumulative traffic noise increases would also be a cumulatively significant impact because traffic noise 
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would result in a substantial permanent increase in baseline noise levels. The Project's contribution to 
these increases would range from 22 to 95 percent of these increases and therefore, the Project 
contribution to these cumulative traffic noise increases would be rumulatively considerable. 

Implementation of Transportation Demand Management measures required in Mitigation Measure M­
AQ-lf: Transportation Demand Management, referenced above, could result in reductions of one-way 
traffic by up to 20 percent, and such reductions could provide noise level reductions. Such reductions 
would reduce the above significant noise increases to less than significant along lllinois Street (between 
Mariposa Street and the proposed 23rd Street) and 22nd Street (west of Third Street) but would not he 
sufficient to reduce cumulative noise increases on any of the other above-listed street segmentc:; to less­
than-sienificant levels (i.e., below threshold levels). Cumulative traffic noise increases would still exceed 
the significance thresholds for traffic noise increases on some of the above-listed street segments when 
compared to future baseline noise levels (2040) and existing baseline noise levels (2020). Therefore, the 
Project would result in a considerable contribution to this rumulative impact, which is significant and 
unavoidable with mitigation. 

C. Air Quality. 

Impact AQ-1: During construction. the Project would generate fugitive dust and criteria air 
pollutants, which would violate an air quality standard, contribute substantially to an existing or 
projected air quality violation, and result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in criteria air 
pollutants. 

Construction activities would result in emissions of ozone precursors and PM in the fonn of dust 
(fugitive dust) and exhaust (e.g., vehicle tailpipe emissions). Emissions of ozone precursors and PM arc 
primarily a result of the combustion of fuel from on-road and off-road vehicles. However, ROGs arc also 
emitted from activities that involve painting. other types of architectural coatings, or asphalt paving. 

Fugitive Dust 

Project-related demolition, excavation, grading, drilling, rock crushing and potentially blasting, and other 
construction activities may cause wind-blown dust that could contribute PM into the local atmosphere. 
The City's Dust Control Ordinance would be applicable for the portion of the project site that is outside 
Port jurisdiction (Hoe Down Yard). for portions of the project site under the jurisdiction of the Port 
(201h/lllinois Parcel and 28-Acre Site), Section 1247 of Article 22B of the Public Health Code requires that 
all city agencies that authorize construction or other improvements on City property adopt rules and 
regulations to ensure that the dust control requirements of Article 22B arc followed. DBI will not issue a 
building permit without written notification from the Director of Public Health that the applicant has a 
site-specific dust control plan, Wlless the Director waives the requirement. 

Implementation of dust control measures in compliance with the regulations and procedures set forth by 
the San francisco Dust Control Ordinance would ensure that potential dust-related construction air 
quality impacts of the l'roject would be less than significant. 

Criteria Air Pollutants 

Maximum Residential Scenario 

Construction of the Maximum Residential Scenario would result in emissions of Rex;, NOx, PMIO, and 
PM2.5 that would be below the thresholds of significance when considered alone. However, future 
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construction phases (Phases 3, 4, and S) would occur when operational emissions would also be 
generated by the earlier phases. Construction-related emissions during concurrent construction of Phases 
1 and 2 which includes development of the entirety of the Illinois Parcels would be less than significant. 
Additionally, after completion and occupancy of Phase 1 and the continuation of Phase 2 constmction, 
the combined construction-related and operational emissions would be less than significant. However, 
construction of Phase 3, when considered with occupancy and operation of Phases 1 and 2, would result 
in emissions of ROG and NOx that would exceed significance thresholds, while emissions of PMlO and 
PM2.5 would be below their respective thresholds. Construction of Phase 4 and Phase 5 when considered 
with occupancy and operation of earlier phases would also result in emissions of ROG and NO:x that 
would exceed significance thresholds, while emissions of PMlO would be meet the threshold with Phase 

5 construction and PM2.5 emissions would be below thresholds. Therefore, unmitigated criteria 
pollutant emissions from the Maximum Residential Scenario during simultaneous construction and 
operation would be a significant air quality impact. 

Maximum Commercial Scenario 

The Maximum Commercial Scenario's construction-related emissions during concurrent construction of 
Phases 1 and 2 which include development of the entirety of the Illinois Parcels would be less than 
significant, as would the continued construction of Phase 2 with completion and occupancy of Phase 1. 

However, construction of Phase 3 when considered with occupancy and operation of Phases 1 and 2 
would result in emissions of ROG and NOx that would exceed significance thresholds, while emissions of 
PM10 and PM25 would be below Lheir respective thresholds. Construction of Phase 4 when considered 
with occupancy and operation of earlier phases would result in emissions of ROC and NOx that would 
exceed signiticance thresholds, while emissions ot l'MlU and PM.Lt> would be below the applicable 
thresholds. Conslrnction of Phase 5 when considered with occupancy and operation of earlier phases 
would result in emissions of ROC, NOx, and PMIO that would exceed significance thresholds, while 
emissions of PM2.5 would be below the applicable threshold. Therefore, criteria pollutant emissions 
during simultc1nL'Uus construction and operation of the Maximum Commercial S~enario would be 
significant. 

Generally the Maximum Commercial Scenario results in a marginal 1 to 6 percent greater emissions than 
the Maximum Residential Scenario, depending on the year analyzed and whether average pounds per 
day or maximum tons per year are considered. Regardless, under the Maximum Commercial Scenario 
emissions of ROG, NOx, and PMlO would exceed significance thresholds, while emissions of PM2.5 
would be below the applicable threshold 

Health Implications of Significant lm pacts Related to Emissions of Ozone Prernrsors and P M10 

It is difficult to predict the magnitude of health effects from the project's exceedance of significance 
criteria for regional ROC, NOx, and PMlO emissions. The increase in emissions associated with the 
Project represents a fraction of total SFBAAB regional ROG emissions. However, the Project's ROC, NOx, 
and PMlO increases could contribute to new or exacerbated air quality violations in the SFBAAB region 
hy contributing to more days of omne or PM10 exceedance or result in AQI values that are unhealthy for 
sensitive groups and other populations. Therefore, criteria pollutant emissions during simultaneous 
construction and operation of the Maximum Commercial Scenario would be significant. 

To address ROC, NOx. and PM10 emissions that would occur during construction ot the Project under 
both the Maximum Residential and Maximum Commercial Scenarios, Mitigation Measure M-AQ-la: 
Construction Emissions Minimization, referenced above, has been identified and would apply during 
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construction of Phases 3, 4, and 5, or after build-out of 1.3 million gross square feet of development, 
whichever comes first. 

Residual Impacts with Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1a 

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-la would result in a reduction of construction-related ROG emissions ranging 
from 8 to 10 percent, depending on the construction phase. Emissions of construction-related NOx would 
be reduced by 54 to 64 percent and emissions of construction-related PMlO would be reduced between 72 

and 83 percent. While construction emissions alone would be less than significance thresholds, emissions 
of simultaneous operational and construction emissions would still exceed thresholds but would be 
substantially reduced by this measure. Additionally, particulate emission reductions from this measure 
are necessary to reduce potential health risk impacts to on-site receptors to less than significant levels. 
Implementation of this mitigation measure would not result in any adverse environmental effects. 

To address emissions that would occur during operation of the Project, M-AQ-lr. Transportation 
Demand Management, referenced above; M-AQ-lg: Additional Mobile Source Control Measures, 
referenced above; and M-AQ-lh: Offset Operational Emissions, referenced above would be applied to 
the Project. 

Additionally, Mitigation Measures M-AQ-lb: Diesel Backup Generator Specifications, M-AQ-lc: Use 
Low and Super-compliant VOC Architectural Coatings in Maintaining Buildings through Covenants 
Conditions and Restrictions (CC&Rs) and Ground Lease, M-AQ-ld: Promote use of Green Consumer 
Products, and M-AQ-le: Electrification of Loading Docks, as more fully described in the Final EIR, are 
hereby adopted in the form set forth in the Final EIR and the MMRP and will be implemented as 
provided therein. 

Residual Impact with Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1b 

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-lb would result in an 86 percent reduction of ROG emissions from generators. 
Emissions of NOx emissions from generators would be reduced by 89 percent and emissions of PMIO 
would be reduced by 98 percent. Operational emissions would still exceed thresholds as the overall 
contribution of generator emissions to total projL'Ct emissions is very !Small. However, a!:i discu!:iscd later in 
Impact AQ-3, particulate emission reductions from this measure are necessary to reduce potential health 
risk impacts to on-site receptors to less than significant levels. Implementation of this mitigation measure 
would not result in any adverse environmental effects. 

Residual Impact with Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1c 

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-lc would reduce ROG emissions associated with maintenance application of 
paint and other architectural coatings by 31 percent. Operational emissions would still exceed thresholds 
as the overall contribution of architectural coating emissions to total project emissions is comparatively 
small. Should the applicant commit to requiring use of no-VOC interior paints, ROG emissions from 
maintenance application of paint and other architectural coatings could be further reduced by up to 90 
percent. Implementation of this mitigation measure would not result in any adverse environmental 
effects. 

Residual Impact with lm11Iementatimz of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1d 
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Mitigation MeasurP M-AQ-1 d would reduce ROG emissions associated with use of consumer products. 
Given that the project applicant does not have authority to require use of certain products, no reduction 
in mx:; emissions can be estimated from this measure. Implementation of this mitigation measure would 
not result in any adverse environmental effects. 

Residual Impact with Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1e 

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-le would reduce emissions of ROG, NOx, and PMIO. Given that the specific 
land uses are not determined, no reduction in emissions can be reliably estimated from this measure at 
this time. Implementation of this mitigation measure would not result in any adverse environmental 

effects. 

Residual Impact with Implementation of Mitigation Measure M AQ If 

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-lf would reduce mobile source emissions of ROC, NOx, and PMIO. 
Quantification of emission reduction from this measure is based on a 20 percent reduction target for 

vehicle trips. Although emission reductions would be substantial, operational emissions would still 
ex<.:~<l thresholds. Implementation of this mitigation measure would not cause any signifi<.:ant effects in 
addition to those that would result from implementation of the Project. 

Residual Impact with Implemimtatio11 of Mitigation Measure M·AQ-1g 

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-lg would marginally reduce mobile source emissions of ROG, NOx, and 
PMIO. No additional emissions reductions were quantified from implementation of this mitigation 
measure. Implementation of this mitigation measure would not result in any adverse environmental 
effects. 

Residual Impact with Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-lh 

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-lh would offset emissions of ROG, NOx, and PM10 that would exceed the 
respective thresholds of significance for these pollutants. Implementation of the emissions reduction 
project could be conducted by the BAAQMD and is outside the jurisdiction and control of the City and 
not fully within the control of the project sponsor. M-AQ-lh also allows the project sponsor to directly 
fund or implement an offset project; however, no such project has yet been identified. Therefore, the 
residual impact of project emissions during construction is conservatively considered significant and 
unavoidable with mitigation, acknowledging the assumption that the project sponsor would implement 
Mitigation Measures M-AQ-a though M-AQ-lh (Emission Offsets). Although the specific offset projects 
are not known, il is anticipated that implementation of this mitigation measure would not result in any 
adverse environmental effects. 

Residual Impact with Impleme,itati.on of All Identified Mitigation Measures 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1a would substantially reduce construction-related 
emissions of ROG, NOx, und PM10. The measure would require use of off-road equipment to meet the 
most stringent emission standards available and would reduce construction-related emissions of ROG, 
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NOx, and PM10. However, criteria air pollutant emissions would remain significant during construction 
of Phases 3, 4, and 5 when operational emissions are also considered. 

Mitigation Measures M-AQ-1b through M-AQ-1g would reduce operational emissions associated with 
both the Maximum Residential Scenario and the Maximum Commercial Scenario. However, emissions of 
ROG and NOx during construction of Phases 3, 4, and 5 with consideration of concurrent operational 
emissions would remain significant even with implementation of Mitigation Measures M-AQ-1a through 
M-AQ-1g. Consequently, Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1h (Emissions Offsets) is identified to further reduce 
the residual pollutant emissions. Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1 h would require the project sponsor to 
offset remaining emissions to below significance thresholds by funding the implementation of an offsite 
emissions reduction project in an amount sufficient to mitigate residual criteria pollutant emissions. 

As specified in Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1h, offsetting of the project's emissions would follow 
completion of construction activities for Phases I and 2. If construction emissions were considered alone, 
without operational emissions, construction emissions would be less than significant. Consequently, 
emissions offsets would represent the necessary amount of offset required to also address operational 
emissions. Therefore, emissions reduction projects funded through Mitigation Measure M-AQ-Ih would 
offset the regional criteria pollutant emissions generated by operation of the Projcd that would remain in 
excess of the applicable thresholds after implementation of the project-specific emission reductions 
required under Mitigation MeasurC'S M-AQ-Ia through M-AQ-lg. If Mitigation Measure M-AQ-lh is 
implemented via a directly funded or implemented offset project, it c-ould havf' the potential to reduCC' 
the impact to a less than significant level but only if thf' timing of the offsets could be documented prior 
to the occupancy of Phase 3 and ensured for the life of the project. Therefore, the residual impact of 
projP.Ct emissions during construction is conservatively considered significant and unavoidable with 
mitigation, acknowledging the assumption that the project sponsor would implement Mitigation 
Measures M-AQ-la though M-AQ-lh. 

Impact AQ-2: At project build-out, the 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, and result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in criteria air pollutants. 

Maximum Residential Scenario 

Project-related emissions under the Maximum Residential Scenario would exceed BAAQMD thresholds 
of significance for ROC, NOx, and PMlO. Therefore, the Project would have a significant impact on 
regional emissions related to operational emissions of ozone precursors and PMlO. Significant emissions 
of ozone precursors (Rex; and NOx) and PMlO from operation would have the same potential health 
effects as discussed in Impact AQ-1 above. 

Maximum Commercial Scenario 

Project-related emissions under the Maximum Commercial Scenario would exceed RAAQMD thresholds 
of significance for ROG, NOx, and PMIO. Therefore, the Project would also have a significant impact on 
regional emissions related to ozone precursors and PM"I O under this scenario. Significant emissions of 
ozone precursors (ROG and NOx) and PM10 from opnation would have- the same potential health effe,ts 
as discussed in Impact AQ-·1 above. 
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Mitigation Measures M-AQ-lb: Diesel Backup Generator Specifications, M-AQ-lc Use Low and 
Super-compliant VOC Architectural Coatings in Maintaining Buildings through Covenants 
Conditions and Restrictions (CC&Rs) and Ground Lease, M-AQ-ld: Promote use of Green Consumer 
Products, M-AQ-le: F.lectrifkation of Loading Docks, M-AQ-lf: Transportation Demand Management, 
and M-AQ-lg: Additional Mobile Source Control Measures would reduce operational emissions 
associated with both the Maximum Residential and Maximum Commercial Scenarios. However, even 
with implementation of Mitigation Measures M-AQ-lb through M-AQ-lg, criteria pollutant emissions 
from operation of the Maximum Residential Scenario or the Maximum Commercial Scenario would 
remain significant. Consequently, implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-lh: Offsets of 
Operational Emissions would be required to reduce emission to the extent feasible. As discussed in 

Impact AQ-1 (above). if Mitigation Measure M-AQ-lh is implemented via a directly funded or 
implemented offset project, it could have the potential to reduce the impact to a lt'::is th,m :;ignificant level 
but only if the timing of the offsets could be documented prior to the occupancy of Phase 3 and ensured 
for the Jife of the project. Therefore, the residual impact of project emissions during operation at build out 
is conservatively considered significant and unavoidable with mitigation, acknowledging the assumption 
that the project sponsor would implement Mitigation Measures M-AQ-la though M-AQ-lh. 

Impact C-AQ-1: The Maximum Residential or Maximum Commercial Scenarios, in combination with 
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future development in the project area., would contribute to 
cumulative regional air quality impacts. 

The contribution of a project's individual air emissions to regional air quality impacts is, by its nature, a 
cumulative effect. Emissions from past, present, and fuhJTe projects in the re~ion also have· or will 
contribute to adverse regional air quality impacts on a cumulative basis. l\'o single project by itself would 
be sufficient in size to result in non-attainment of ambient air quality standards. Instead, a project's 
individual emissions contribute to existing cumulative air quality conditions. The project-level thresholds 
for criteria air pollutants are based on levels by which new sources are not anticipated to contribute to an 
air quality violation or result in a considerable net increase in criteria air pollutants. Therefore, because 
the Project's emissions exceed the project-level thresholds, the project would result in a considerable 
contribution to cumulative regional air quality impacts. As discussed above, implementation of 
Mitigation Measures M-AQ-la through M-AQ-lh would reduce this impact, however, not to a less­
than-significant level. Therefore, this impact would be significant and unavoidable with mitigation. 

VI. EVALUATION OF PROJECT ALTERNt\TIVES 

This Section describes the reasons for approving the Project and the reasons for rejecting the alkmatives 
as infeasible. CEQA requires that an EIR evaluate a reasonable range o( alternatives to the propcsed 
project or the project location that substantially reduce or avoid significant impacts of the proposed 
project. CEQA requires that every EIR also evaluate a "No Project" alternative. Alternatives provide the 
decision maker with a basis of comparison to the proposed Project in terms of their significant impacts 
and their ability to meet project objectives. This comparative analysis is used to consider reasonable, 
potentially foasible options for minimizing environmental consequences of the Project. 

A. Alt~matiy~s_ Seleded for Detailed Ana.lyii.~ 

The Alternatives set forth in the Final EIR and listed below are hereby rejected as infeasible based upon 
substantial evidence in the record, including evidence of economic, legal, social, technological, and other 
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considerations described in this Section, in addition to those described in Section VII below, which are 
hereby incorporated by reference, that make these alternatives infeasible. These determinations are made 
with the awareness that CEQA defines "feasibility" to mean "capable of being accomplished in a 
successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, environmental, 
legal, social, and technological factors." (CEQA Guidelines§ 15364.) Under CEQA case law, the concept 
of "feasibility" encompasses (i) the question of whether a particular alternative promotes the underlying 
goals and objectives of a project; and (ii) the question of whether an alternative is "desirable" from a 
policy standpoint to the extent that desirability is based on a reasonable balancing of the relevant 
economic, environmental, social, Jegal, and technological factors. 

1. No Project Alternative. 

Under the No Project Alternative, existing conditions at the Pier 70 project site would not change. Under 
this alternative, there would be no exchange of land under the Public Trust Exchange Agreement. The 35-
acre project site that contains approximately 351,800 gsf of mostly vacant buildings and facilities, most of 
which are unoccupied, would be retained in its current condition with the current level of maintenance. 
Current uses on the site, all of which are on short-term leases or temporary, would continue. The Port 
would continue to renew the existing short-term leases on the project site; no tenant relocation plan 
would be proposed. While it is likely that the Port and/or developers could develop portions or all the 28 
Acre Site and Illinois Parcels over a period of time, such development is speculative and therefore not 
analyzed under the No Project Alternative. 

Under the No Project Alternative, there would be no amendment to the Planning Code, no rezoning of 
the entire 35-acre project site, and no adoption of a SUD enabling development controls. None of the 
approximately 3,422,265 gsf or 801,400 gsf of new buildings and improvements to existing structures on 
the 28-Acre Site and the Illinois Parcels, respectively, proposed as part of the Project would be 
constructed or improved. No new proposed residential, commercial, RALi, or open space uses would be 
constructed on the project site under this alternative. No affordable residential units complying with the 
City's Affordable Inclusionary Housing Ordinance would be built. There would be no demolition or 
rehabilitation of contributing historic architectural resources in the Union Iron Works (UIW) Historic 
District on the project site under the No Project Alternative; no traffic or street and circulation 
improvements; no infrastructure or utilities improvements; no new 20th Street pump station; no grading 
or stabilization improvements; and no shoreline protection or sea level rise adaptation strategies on the 
project site. 

If the No Project Alternative were implemented, none of the impacts associated with the Project would 
occur. The No Project Alternative would not preclude future development of the project site with a range 
of land uses that are principally permitted at the project site. Development and growth would continue 
within the vicinity of the project site as nearby projects are approved, constructed, and occupied. These 
projects would contribute to significant cumulative impacts in the vicinity, but under the No Project 
Alternative, the existing land use activity on the project site would continue and would therefore not 
contribute to these cumulative impacts beyond existing levels. 

The No Project Alternative is hereby rejected as infeasible because, although it would eliminate the 
Project's significant and unavoidable impacts, it would fail to meet any of the basic objectives of the 
project and, therefore, is not a feasible alternative. 
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Under the Code Compliant Alternative, there would be no establishment of an SUD; the project site 
would remain in M-2 and P Zoning Districts. The Code Compliant Alternative would include 
approximately 1,881,360 gsf of development, about 45 percent less than under the Project overall. This 
alternative would include 590 residential units totaling 519,950 gsf, 1,162,260 gsf of commercial (office) 
use, 156,780 gsf of retail use, and 42,370 gsf of arts/light-industrial uses. The Code Compliant Alternative 
would provide 150 on-street vehicle parking spaces and 985 off-street spaces located on several surface 
parking lots on the site. Under this alternative, 5.76 acres of public open space would be constructed, 
including promenade and terrace areas along the waterfront, an Irish Hill playground area, and a plaza 
and market square around Building 12. Unlike the Project, this alternative does not include the Maximum 
Residential Scenario and the Maximum Commercial Scenario as optional development scenarios. 

Under this alternative, the project site would remain within the existing Height and Bulk Districts of 65-X 
and 40-X. No voter approval would have been required pursuant to Proposition B under the Code 
Compliant Alternative because no changes to the height districts would be proposed. 

Under the Code Compliant Alternative, 227,866 gsf located in Buildings 2, 12, and 21 on the project site 
would be retained and rehabilitated in accordance with Secretary of the Interior's Standards. As with the 
Project, the no:rthem spur of the Irish Hill remnant would be removed to allow for the construction of 
21st Street. Also, as under the Project, Building 21 would be relocated about 75 feet to the southeast. The 
remaining seven structures on the project site (Buildings 11, 15, 16, 19, 25, 32, and 66), containing 92,945 
gsf, wuult.l be <lemulishe<l. 

Similar to the Project, the Code Compliant Alternative includes construction of transportation and 
circulation improvements. Under this alternative, the following transportation and cirrnlation 
improvements would be implemented: construction of new 21st Street, reconstruction of 20th and 22nd 
streets, and construction of new Louisiana and Maryland streets. All new and reconstructed streets would 
be built with sidewalks. As under the Project, the Code Compliant Alternative would include the same 
bicycle circulation improvements (Bay Trail extension, Class II and Class Ill facilities on internal streets, 
and a bikeshare location). The Code Compliant Alternative would include same Transportation Demand 
Management (TOM) program as the Project, with exception of those items that pertain only to residential 
tenants. A IDM program would include the following: establishment of a Transportation Management 
Agency (TMA) that employs an on-site transit coordinator, operation of a shuttle system. maintenance of 
a TMA website with real-time transit information, distribution of educational documents, coordination of 
ride-matching services, enrollment in Emergency Ride Home program, employment of a structured 
parking strategy, unbundled residential and commercial parking, provision of car-share parking spaces, 
metering of on-street parking, and parking wayfinding signage across the site. 

Under this alternative, new and upgraded utilities and infrastructure would be constructed, including a 
new 20th Street pump station. A combined sewer and stormwater system would be built, similar to 
Option 1 under the Project, but it would have slightly different alignments due to different building and 
roadway siting and locations. Unlike the Project, th.is alternative does not include variants. The Code 
Compliant Alternative wuuld further some of the prujec..1 spunsurs' ubjec..1ives. 
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The Code Compliant Alternative includes about 47,962 cubic yards of off-haul of excavated materials and 
about 8,900 cubic yards of clean fill import. This alternative includes construction of an engineered berm 
along the eastern property boundary with an approximately 3:1 slope and a maximum height of 
approximately 4 feet to address projected sea level rise flooding risks. Shoreline protection 
improvements, including placing rip-rap along the water's edge, under this alternative would be similar 
to those under the Project. Like the Project, implementation of this alternative would take place over a 
period of 11 years, similar tu the Projcd, and in several phases (up to five for the Project, up to four for 
this alternative). 

Under this alternative, an exchange of land under the Public Trust Exchange Agreement would occur 
under in order to clarify the Public Trust status of portions of Pier 70 that would free some portions of the 
project site from the Public Trust while committing others to the Public Trust. 

The Draft EIR identified the Code Compliant as the environmentally superior alternative. Due to the 
substantially lower number of residential units and the decrease in the amount of commercial and RAU 
space to be constructed and occupied under the Code Compliant Alternative, that Alternative would 
lessen (but not avoid) the significant adverse impacts identified for the Project related to the topics of 
transportation, noise, and air quality. The Code Compliant Alternative would also lessen impacts of the 
Project that were found to be less than significant, or less than significant with mitigation, related to the 
topics of Land Use, Population and Housing, Cultural Resources (Archcological and Historic 
Architectural), Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Wind, Shadow, Recreation, Utilities and Service Systems, 
Public Services, Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, and Mineral and Energy 
Resources. 

The Code Compliant Alternative would partially meet the objectives of the Project. Like the Project, it 
would retain, rehabilitate, and reuse a former industrial complex that would continue tu be a part uf an 
historic district. It would provide public open spaces and waterfront access, commercial and retail space, 
and would contribute market-rate and affordable units toward meeting San Francisco's regional housing 
needs. However, it would provide substantially less public open space, market-rate and affordable 
residential units, and commercial and retail space than the Project. This alternative would not elevate 
building parcels, nor would it include a financing strategy to enable thP project to adapt to future, 
increased levels of sea level rise. This alternative would not construct a high-quality, public-private 
development project that could attract sources of public investment, equity, and debt financing to fund 
site and infrastruch1re costs, and ongoing maintenance, and produce a market rate return investment that 
allows the Port to further its Public Trust mandate and mission. 

The Project's transit impacts would be reduced but would still be significant and unavoidable with 
mitigation under the Code Compliant Alternative. As with the Project, loading impacts would remain 
significant and unavoidable even with implementation of identified mitigation. Similarly, the Code 
Compliant Alternative would reduce significant and unavoidable noise impacts related to increases in 
ambient noise (both temporary/periodic and permanent) associated with the Project, but theS(' impacts 
would still be significant and unavoidabltc> with mitigation. Compared to the Project, the Code Compliant 
Alternative would, howtc>ver, reduce cumulative impacts related to increase in permanent ambient noise 
levels. Like the Project, the Code Compliant Allernative would result in air quality impacts that art:> 
significant and unavoidable with mitieation, althoueh thesf' impacts would be reduced compared to the 
Projec..'t . 
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The Code Compliant Alternative is rejected as infeasible because, although it would eliminate impacts 
associated with increase in ambient noise levels identified as significant and unavoidable with mitigation 
for the Project, it would not reduce to a Jess-than-significant level any of the other impacts identified as 
significant and unavoidable with mitigation for the Project. Additionally, the Code Compliant 
Alternative would not meet many of the project objectives. The Code Compliant Alternative would retain 
and reuse a former industrial complex that would continue to be a part of an historic di.strict. However, 
the alternative would have significantly fewer waterfront open spaces, amenities, and services. Overall 
density of residential and commercial office uses would also be substantially reduced, as well as reduced 
housing affordabilily levels. As such, the Code Compliant Alternative would contribute fewer markel­
rate and affordable units toward meeting San Francisco's fair share of the regional housing needs. The 
catalytic effect of the Code Compliant Alternative on the larger Pier 70 area would be significantly 
diminish~d, as would r~v~nue g~n~ration to fund other Pier 70 improvements, due to greatly r~duced 
density. At the given density, taking into account the level of infra5tructure necessary to facilitate 
development, development under the alternative would not be able to attract sources of equity and debt 
financing sufficient to fund the project's site and infrastruchlre costs, would not be able to fund ongoing 
maintenance and operation costs, and would not produce a market rate return on investment that meets 
the requirements of AB 418. While the alternative would comply with the Pier 70 Risk Managtm'lent Plan, it 
would not include sustainability features over and above those currently required by the Planning and 
Building codes. The alternative would include construction of an engineered berm to protect the 
shoreline against projected levels of sea level rise. However, the alternative would not elevate building 
parcels, nor would it include a financing strategy to enable the project to adapt to future, increased levels 
of sea level rise. 

3. 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative. 

The 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative would conform to the Port of San Francisco's 2010 Pier 70 
Preferred Master Plan. The 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative includes approximately 31.4 acres, and 
would not include development on the 3.6-acre Hoedown Yard (which would continue to be owned and 
operated by PG&E as a storage and maintenance yard). Under the 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative, 
the General Plan and Planning Code would be amended, adding a new Pier 70 SUD, which would 
establish land use and zoning controls for the 31.4--acre site. The existing Zoning Map would be amended 
to show changes from the current Zoning District (M-2 and P) to the proposed SUI) zoning. Under this 
alt~rnative, as under the Project, the existing Height and Bulk Districts of 65-X and 40-X would be 

increased to 90-X, except for a 100-foot-wide portion adjacent to the shoreline that would remain at '10 
feet, but would become public open space under this alternative. 

The 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative would include approximately 2,153,330 gsf of development, 
about 50 percent less square footage than under the Project. This alternative would include 195 residential 
units totaling 160,440 gsf, 1,698,780 gsf of commercial (office) use, 188,610 gsf of retail use, and 105,500 gsf 
of arts/light-industrial uses. The 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative would provide 405 on-street vehicle 
parking spaces and 2,120 off-street spaces located on several surface parking lots on the site. Under this 
alternative, 8.07 acres of open space would be corn,tructed, including promenade and terrace areas along 
the waterfront, a plaza and market square around Buildings 2 and 12, an open space block along the 
northern portion of the 28-Acre Site, and a plaz.a on 20th Street around Building 3A. Unlike the Project, 
this alternative does not include the Maximum Residential Scenario and the Maximum Commercial 
Scenario as optional development scenarios. 
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Like the Project, this alternative would include a Design for Development document comparable to that 
of the Project, but would apply specifically to the height districts, use program, and site plan for streets, 
configuration of parcels, and open spaces under this alternative. As with the Project, the Design for 
Development under this alternative would establish standards and guidelines for the rehabilitation of 
historic buildings, buildable zones for infill construction, and would contain project-wide as well as 
location-specific massing and architecture requirements that would govern the design of infill 
construction within the project site to ensure architectural compatibility with historic buildings within the 
UIW Historic District. 

Under the 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative, a total of 293,228 gsf of existing buildings would be 
retained and rehabilitated in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards. Buildings 2, 12, 
and 19 on the project site would be retained and rehabilitated in their current location, and Building 21 
would be relocated just to the south of the Historic Core boundary, at the intersection of Louisiana and 
21st streets within the project site. The remaining six structures on the project site (Buildings 11, 15, 16, 25, 
32, and 66), containing about 86,7Y3 gsf, would be demolished. As with the l'rojcct, the northern spur of 
the Irish Hill remnant would be removed to allow for the construction of 21st Street. The less-than­
significant impacts associated with the demolition of contributing Building 19, specifically, under the 
Project, would be redm:ed to a level of no impact under this alternative, because this building would be 

retained. 

Similar to the Project, the 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative includes construction of transportation 
and circulation improvements. Under this alternative, the following transportation and circulation 
improvements would be implemented: construction of new 21st Street, reconstruction of 20th and 22nd 
streets, and construction of new Louisiana and Maryland streets. All new and reconstructed streets would 
be built with sidewalks. The 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative would include the same bicycle 
circulation improvements (Bay Trail extension, Class JI and Class IJl facilities on internal str~ts, and a 
bikeshare location) as the Project. The 2010 PiPr 70 Master Plan AltPrnative would includP thP samP IDM 
program as the Projt><'t, with exception of thosp itP.ms that pPrtain only to residP.ntial tenants. The IDM 
program would include PStablishmPnt of a TMA that employs an on-site transit coordinator, operation of 
a shuttle system, maintenancP. of a TMA website with real-time transit information, distribution of 
educational documents, coordination of ride-matching services, enrollment in Emergency Ride Home 
program, empJoyment of a district parking strategy, unbundled residential and commercial parking, 
provision of car-share parking spaces, metering of on-street parking, and parking wayfinding signage 
across the site. 

Under this alternativE>, new and upgradf'd utilitiP.S and infrastructurP, and a new 20th Street pump 
station, would be constructPd. A combinf'd sP.wPr and stormwatP.r systP.m would be built, similar to 
Option 1 under the Project, but with slightly different alignments due to different building and roadway 
siting and locations. Unlike the Project, this alternative does not include variants. The 2010 Pier 70 Master 
Plan Alternative would further some of the project sponsors' objectives. 

The 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative includes about 47,962 cubit.: yards of off-haul of excavated 
materials and about 8,900 cubic yards of dean fill import. It also includes construction of an engineered 
berm along the eastern property boundary with an approximately 3:1 slope and a maximum height of 
approximately 4 feet to address pro;ected sea level rise flooding risks. Shoreline protedion improvements 
under this alternative, including placement of new rip-rap along thP watPr'i:; Pdge, would be similar to 
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those under the Project. Like the Project, implementation of this alternative would take place over a 
period of 11 years and in several phases (up to five for the Project, up to four for this alternative). Similar 
to the Project, an exchange of land under the Public Trust Exchange Agreement would occur under the 
2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative in order to clarify the Public Trust status portions of Pier 70, which 
would free some portions of the project site from the Public Trust while committing others to the Public 
Trust. 

The Project's transit impacts would be reduced but would still be significant and unavoidable with 
mitigation under the 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative. As with the Project, loading impacts would 
remain significant and unavoidable even with implementation of identified mitigation. The 2010 Pier 70 
Master Plan Alternative would avoid the significant cumulative noise increases that would occur under 
either scenario of the Project. This alternative would substantially reduce the number of roadway 
segmenlc; subject to significant noise increases. With implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-lf, 
Transportation Demand Management, these increases could be reduced by up to 1.0 dB, and all but two 
of these significant cumulative noise increases would be reduced to less than significant. Although there 
would still be a significant and unavoidable cumulative impact under this alternative for two roadway 
segments (20th Street east of Illinois Street and 25th Street east of Third Street), the degree of impact on 
both of these segments would be less than the Project. The 2.010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative's 
contribution to this cumulative impact would still be cumulatively considerable, but substantially less 
than the Project. Like the Project, the 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative would result in air quality 
impacts that remain significant and unavoidable with mitigation, although these impacts would be 

reduced compared to the Project. 

The 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative is rejected as infeasible because, although it would reduce to 
less-than-significant impacts associated with increase in ambient noise levels identified as significant and 
unavoidable with mitigation for the Project, it would not reduce to a less-than-significant level any of the 
other impacts identified as significant and unavoidable with mitigation for the Project. Additionally, the 
2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative would not m~t many of the project objectives. The alternative 
would retain and reuse a former industrial complex that would continue to be a part of an historic 
district. However, the alternative would have fewer amenities and services and overall density of 
residential uses would be substantially reduced, eliminating the mixed-use nature of the project. The 
alternative would provide only one parcel for housing, with the standard level of affordable housing 
units. The alternative would have a reduced amount of open space. While the alternative would likely 
include development able to fund ongoing maintenance and operation costs, it may not be able to 
produce a market rate return on inveshnent that meets the requirements of AB 418 and therefore would 
not attract cost-efficient sources of equity and debt financing sufficient to fund the project's site and 
infrastructure construction costs. Finally, the 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative does not include future 
development at the Hoedown Yard. 

B. Alternatives Considered and Rejected 

I. Maritime Use Alternative. 

TI1e Mariti.Ine u~ Altemalive wuulc..l mill.au I only rnarilirne; imlU:,Lrial; pnx.lw . .:liuII, c..ful.riLuliuu i:titc..l n::p.,ti.r 
(PDR); and parking uses throughout the entirety of th£' project site, consistent with existing zoning and 
height limits. This alternative would be more consistent with the current and past uses at the site. The 
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resu1Ling projecl would have a signi(icanlly lower inlensity, which would redure project trips and associated 
noise and air quality impacts. It would also eliminate residential uses at both the 28-Acre Site and Jllinois 
Parcels, which would address potential transportation, noise and vibration, and air quality impacts. 
However, the maritime or industrial uses could themselves produce greater noise and/or air quality impacts 
as compared to the Project. 

11lis allernalive was ultimately not selected as il does nol achieve a variely of the project sponsors' basic 
objectives. lhe Maritime Use Alternative would significantly modify the Project lo allow only marilime, 
industrial, PDR,. and parking uses. The overall intensity would be significantly less than lhe Project. l11e 
Maritime Use Alternative would not fully meet the project objectives of providing a new, activated 
waterfront open space and providing access to San Francisco Bay where it has historically been precluded, 
by opening the eastern shore of the site to the public with a significant new waterfront park, and creating a 
pedestrian- and bicycle-friendly environment. This alternative would result in no new affordable housing. 
Additionally, the alternative would not attract sources of equity and debt financing sufficient to fund the 
alternative's site and infrastructure construction costs or fund ongoing maintenance and operation costs, and 
would not achieve a market-rate return on investment that meets the requirements of Assembly Bill No. 418 
(2011). 

2. No Hoedown Yard Alternative. 

The No Hoedown Yard Alternative would modify the Project to eliminate all future development at or 
improvemPnt of the approximately 3.6-a('re HOPdown Yard parcel. This condition would occur if 
PG&H were unahle to find a suitable area to relocate the utilities operations that currently occur at lhe 
Hoedown Yard. This alternative would result in a total open space area of 6.7 acres at the project site, a 
2.3 acre reduction from the Project. The No Hoedown Yard Alternative would also result in a reduced 
intensity of development. The No I Ioedown Yard Alternative would result in reduced excavation at 
the I Joedown Yard parcel. Except for these modifications, the No Hoedown Yard Alternative would 
include components similar to the Project. 

The No Hoedown Yard Alternalive would not rP<Juire the approval of the California Public Utilities 
Commission of PG&H's sale of Hoedown Yard parcel. Otherwi~, all of the same approval actions as 
those listed for the Project in Section 2.G of this HlR. 

lhis alternative would meet most, but not all, of the Project Sponsors' objectives. However, th.is ElR 
analyzes as an alternative the 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan Alternative, which includes approximately 32 
acres, and excludes all land associated with the Hoedown Yard. Accordingly, the No Hoedown Yard 
Allernative was ultimately not selected for furthPr consideration because the 2010 Pier 70 Master Plan 
Alternative simjJarly excluded the Hoedown Yard, and lherefore analysis of this alternative would be 
redundant. Additionally, this allernativP would not substantia11y reducP environmental impacts as 
comparPd to the Project. 

3. Noise Compatibility Alternative. 

The Noise Compatibility Alternative would be similar to the Project but would allow only conunercial­
office and RAU uses on the lllinois Parcels, in order to prevent exposure of future sensitive receptors 
(that would locate on Tllinois Street within the project sitE') to significant noise impacts. This alternative 
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was also intended to address comments submitted on behalf of the American Industrial Center during 
the Notice of Pl'l'!paration public comment period. Except for the modification in allowable uses, the 
Noise Compatibility i\.Jtemativc would include components similar to the Project and would meet 
most of the project sponsor's objectives. Mitigation Measure M-N0--6: Design of Fuhlre Noise­
Sensitive Uses would reguire that a noise study be conducted by a qualified acoustician who shall 
determine the need to incorporate noise attenuation measures into the building design. Under the 
Project, Mitigation Meaiaue M-NO-ti would r@duce the potentially significant noise impact on 
proposed residential sensitive receptors in the Illinois Parcels to a less-than-significant level. Because 
no significant and unavoidable impact on proposed residential sensitive receptors would result under 
the Project, the identification and evaluation of a Noise Compatibility Alternative is not required under 
CEQA. 

Vil STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

Pursuant to Public Resources Section 21081 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15093, it is hereby found, after 
consideration of the Final EIR and the evidence in the record, that each of the specific overriding 
economic, legal, social, technological and other benefits of thP Project as sPt forth below independently 
and collectively outweighs the significant and unavoidable impacts and is an overriding consideration 
warranting approval of the Project. Any one of the reasons for approval cited below is sufficient to justify 
approval of the Project. Thus, even if a court were to conclude that not every reason is supported by 
substantial evidence, this determination is that each individual reason is sufficient. The substantial 
evidence supporting the various benefits can be found in the Pinal EIR and the preceding findings, which 
are incorporated by reference into this Section, and i11 the documents found in the administrative record, 
as described in Section I. 

On the basis of the above findings and the substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding, it 
is specifically found that there are significant benefits of the Project in spite of the unavoidable significant 
impacts. It is further found that, as part of the process of obtaining Project approval, all significant effects 
on the environment from implementation of the Project have been eliminated or substantially lessened 
where feasible. Any remaining significant effects on the envirorunent found to be unavoidable are found 
to be acceptable due to the following specific overriding economic, technical, legal, social and other 
consider a ti.ans: 

• The Project would implement the open space, housing, affordability, historic rehabilitation, artist 
community preservation, commercial, waterfront height limit and urban design policies 
endorsed by the voters in Proposition F for thP 28-Acre Site (November 2014). 

• The Project would serve, along with the Historic Core Project (also referred to as the Orton 
Project) and Crane Cove Park, as a catalyst project for Pier 70 to support the Port's site-wide goals 
established in the Pier lD Preferred Master Plan, including new infrastructure, streets and utilities, 
and new revenue to fund other Pier 70 improvements. 
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• The Project would invest over $390 million in improvements in transportation and other 
infrastructure critical to serving the Project Site, the Union Iron Works Historic District, the 

historic ship repair operations and the surrounding neighborhood. 

• The Project would create a unique San Francisco neighborhood within an industrial historic 
district that includes new, activated waterfront open spaces with the amenities and services 
necessary to support a diverse, thriving community of residents and workers, while addressing 
potential land use conflicts with ongoing ship repair at Pier 70. 

• The Project would provide a model of 21•t century sustainable urban development by 
implementing the Pier 70 Risk Management Plan approved by the San Francisco Bay Regional 
Water Quality Control Board; encouraging energy and water conservation systems; and reducing 
vehicle usage, emissions, and vehicle miles traveled to reduce the carbon footprint impacts of 
new development, consistent with the Port's Climate Action Plan. 

• Development of the 28-J\cre Site will include sustainability measur<.~ rcquirL><f under the Design 
for Development, Infrastructure Plan, TDM Plan, and MMRP, s~kiug tu enham.:e livability, 
health and wellne~s, mobility and cmmectivity, ecosystem stewardship, dimate protection, and 
resource effidency of the 28-Acre Site. 

• The Project's Transportation Plan, which includes a TDM plan, would provide a full suite of 
measures to reduce vehicles on the road and would result in a minimum of a 20% vehicle trip 
reduction. 

• The Project would provide dense, mixed-income housing that includes both ownership and 
rental opportunities, to attract a diversity of household types in order to help San Francisco meet 
its fair share of regional housing needs. 

• The Project would create between approximately 300 and 600 new affordable homes, comprising 
30% of all new homes at the 28-Acrf' Site. The Project would also include a priority housing 

program for residents of lJistrict 10, to the extent allowable under applicable law. 

• The Project would generate approximately $15-20 million in revenue to support the rebuild of 

public housing facilities, such as the nearby Potrero Annex and Potrero Terrace public housing 

communities, in accordance with Board Resolution No. 54-14. 

• The Project would provide long overdue improvements and revitalize the former industrial site 

that is currently asphalt lots and deteriorating buildings behind chain link fences, which prohibit 

public access to the waterfront. 

• The Project would provide access to San Francisco Bay where it has been historically precluded, 
by opening the eastern shore of the site to thP public with a major new waterfront park, extending 
the Bay Trail, and establishing the Blue Greenway, all of which will create a pedestrian- and 
bicycle-friendly environment. 
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• The Project would incorporate cutting edge streetscape design that prioritizes pedestrian access, 
such as providing a raised street design at Maryland and 20th Street at the waterfront and over 
50% of the Project site as open space or pedestrian only paths. 

• The Project's design would provide an innovative approach to complement the Union Iron 
Works Historic District, with the Pier 70 SUD Design for Development document establishing 
standards and guidelines for rehabilitation of historic buildings, as well as maximum building 
heights and buildable zones for infill construction and project-side and location-specific massing 
and architecture requirements. Key design features of the Design for Development intended to 
enhance compatibility of new infill construction with adjacent historical resources in the UIW 
Historic Ot.c;trirt inrhidr.: (1) hoffr.r zones; (2) famdr.s and m;itrriality; (::\) adjarrncy to historira 1 
resources. 

• The Project would establish nine acres of parks, playgrounds and recreational facilities on and 
adjacent to the Project Site, more than tripling the amount of parks in the Dogpatch 
neighborhood. Potential rooftop areas adjacent to Irish Hill would provide active recreation 
opportunities, such as playing fields and courts. 

• Private development will bear the cost for long-term maintenance and management of parks and 
open spaces within the Project, as well as future sea level rise improvements. 

• The Project would include dedicated on-site childcare for at least 100 children to serve area 
residents and workers, to be operated by a qualified non-profit operator. 

• The Projecl would rehabilitate three contributors to the Union Iron Works Historic District to 
accommodate new uses consistent with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment 
of Historic Properties, and design and build new infrastructure, public realm areas, parks and 
buildings consistent with the Infill Development Design Criteria within the Port's Pier 70 Preferred 
Master Plan and support the continued integrity of the Union Iron Works Historic District. 

• The Project would create business and employment opportunities, including an estimated 10,000 
permanent jobs and 11,000 temporary construction jobs, for local workers and businesses during 
the design, construction, and operation phases of the Project. The Project sponsors have 
committed to hiring local employees for 30% of the infrastructure and building construction jobs, 
and implementing a small diversity business program and a workforce training program that 
partners with local organizations. 

• The Project would provide substantial new and renovated space for arts, cultural, non-profits, 
small-scale manufacturing, local retail and neighborhood services, including a new arts facility 

up to 90,000 square feet and 50,000 square feet of production, distribution and repair (PDR) uses. 

• 'lhe Project would preserve the artist community currently located in the Noonan Building in 
new state-of-lhe-arl, on-site space that is affordable, f unclional and aeslhelic. 
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• The Project would elevate and reinforce site infrastructure and building parcels to allow the new 

Pier 70 neighborhood to be resilient to projected levels of sea level rise and any major seismic 
event, as well as incorporate financing strategies and generate funding streams that enable lhe 

project and the Port's Bay shoreline to adapt to future, increased levels of sea level rise. 

• The Project would construct a high-quality, public-private development project that can attract 
sources of public investment, equily, and debt financing sufficient to fund the ProjP.Ct's sitP. and 
infrastn1ch1re costs, fund ongoing maintenance and operation costs, and produce a market rate 
return inveslmP.nt that mP.P.ls the requirement of Assembly Bill (AB) 418 (2011) and allows the 
Port to further its Public Trust mandate and mission. 

• The project will provide training and hiring opportunities for hiring San Francisco residents and 
formerly homeless and economically disadvantaged individuals for temporary construction and 
permanent jobs, including local hire mandatory participation at 30% per trade, opportunities for 
local business enterprise participation and first source hiring. 

Having considered the above, the Planning Commission finds that the benefits of the Project outweigh 
the unavoidable adverse environmental effects identified in the Final Em, and that those adverse 

environmental effects are therefore acceptable. 
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Planning Commission Resolution No. 19978 
HEARING DATE: AUGUST 24, 2017 

Case No.: 
Project Name: 
Existing Zoning: 

Block/Lot: 

Proposed Zoning: 

Project Sponsor: 
Staff Co1ttact: 

2014-001272GPA 
Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project 
M-2 (Heavy lndustrial) Zoning District 

P (Public) Zoning District 
40-X and 65-X Height and Bulk Districts 

4052/001, 4110/001 and 008A, 4111/004, 4120/002, 

Pier 70 Mixed-Use Zoning District 
65-X and 90-X Height and Bulk Districts 

Port of San Francisco and Forest City Development California Inc. 

Richard Sucre- (415) 575·9108 

richard.sucreCwsfgov.or~ 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco. 
CA 94103·2479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 

RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE 
AMENDMENTS TO MAP NO. 04 AND MAP NO. 05 OF THE URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT OF 
GENERAL PLAN AND THE LAND USE INDEX OF THE GENERAL PLAN TO PROVIDE 
RFFERENCE TO THE PIER 70 MIXED-USE PROTECT SPECIAL USE DISTRICT, AND MAKING 
FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL Pl.AN AND Pl.ANNING CODE SECTION 
101.1, ANO FINDINGS UNDER THF. CAI.IFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAi. QUALITY ACT. 

WHEREAS, Sl'Ction 4.105 of the Charter of thl• City and County of San Francisco provides to the 
Planning Commission the opportunity to periodically reconunen<l General Plan Amendments to the 
Board of Supervisors; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Planning Code Section 340(C), the Planning Commission 
("Commission") initiated a General Plan Amendment for the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project ("Project''), per 
Planning Commission Resolution No. 19949 on June 22, 2017. 

WHEREAS, these General Plan Amendments would enable the Project. The Project includes new 
market-rate and affordable residential uses, commercial use, retail-arts-light industrial uses, parking, 
shoreline improvements, infrastructure development and street improvements, and public open space. 
Depending on the uses proposed, the ProjPCt would include between 1,645 to 3,025 residential units, a 
maximum of 1,102,250 to 2,262,350 gross square feet (gsf) of commercial-office use, and a maximum of 
494,100 to 518,700 gsf of retail-light industrial-arts use. Tile Project also includes construction of 
transportation and circ..ulation improvements, new and upgraded utilities and infrastructure, geotedutkal 
and shoreline improvements, between 3,215 to 3,345 off-strt.-et parking space:; in proposed buildings and 
district parking structures, and nine acres of publicly-owned open space. 

WHEREAS, the Project would construct new buildings that would range in height from 50 to 90 
feet, as is consistent with Proposition F which was passed by the voters of San Francisco in November 

2014. 
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WHEREA5, these General Plan Amendments would amend Map No. 04 "Urban Design 
Guidelines for Heights of Buildings" and Map No. 5 "Urban Design Guidelines for Bulk of Buildings" in 
the Urban Design Element to reference the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project Special Use District, as well as 
update and amend the Land Use Index of the General Plan accordingly. 

WHEREAS, this R~solution approving thest' General Plan Amendments is a companion to other 
legislative approvals relating to the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project, including recommendation of approval of 
Planning Code Text Amendments and Zoning Map Amendments, approval of the Pier 70 SUD Design for 
Development and recommendation for approval of the Development Agreement. 

WHEREAS, on August 14, 2017, the Planning Commission reviewed and considered the Final 
EIR for the Pier 70 Mixed Project (FEIR) and found the FEIR to be adequate. accurate and objective, thus 
reflecting the independent analysis and judgment of the Department and the Commission, and that the 
summary of comments and responses contained no significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and approved 
the FEIR for the Project in compliance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31. 

WHEREAS, on August 24, 2017, by Motion No. 19976, the Commission certified the Final 
Envirornnental Impact Report for the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project as accurate, complete and in compliance 
with the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"). 

WHEREAS, on August 14, 2017, the Commission by Motion No. 19977 approved c.alifomia 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Findings, including adoption of a Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (MMRP), under case No. 2014-001272ENV, for approval of the Project, which 
findings are incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

WHEREAS, the CEQA Findings included adoption of a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program (MMRP) as Allachrnenl B, which MMRP is hereby incorporated by reference as though fully set 
forth herein and which requirements are made conditions of this approval. 

WHEREAS, on July 20, 2017, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a 
regularly scheduled meeting on General Plan Amendment Application Case No. 2014-001272GPA. At the 
public hearing on July 20, 2017, the Commission continued the adoption of the General Plan Amendment 
Application to the public hearing on August 24, 2017. 

WHEREAS, a draft ordinance, substantially in the form attached hereto as Exhibit A, approved as 
to form, would amend Map No. 04 "Urban Design Guidelines for Heights of Buildings/, and Map No. 05 
"Urban Design Guidelines for Bulk of Buildings" in the Urban Design Element, and the Land Use Index 
of the General Plan. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission hereby finds that the 
General Plan Amendments promote the public welfare, convenience and necessity for the following 
reasons: 

1. The General Plan Amendments would help implement the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project 
development, thereby evolving currently under-utilized industrial land for needed housing, 
commercial space, and parks and open space_ 

2. The General Plan Amendments would help implement the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project, which in 
tum will provide employment opportunities for local residents during construction and post­
occupani:y, :lS well ::is ""mm11nity facilitie-c: ,mcl p::irkc: fnr ne-w ;rnci Pxic:tins- rP'-irlPnt<;. 
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3. The General Plan Amendments would help implement the Pier 70 Mix('Ci-Use Project by enabling 
the creation of a mixed-use and sustainable neighborhood, with fully rebuilt infrastructure. The 
new neighborhood would improve the site's multi-modal connectivity to and integration with 
the surrounding City fabric, and connect existing neighborhoods to the City's central waterfront. 

4. The General Plan Amendments would enable the construction of a new vibrant, safe, and 
connected neighborhood, including new parks and open spaces. The General Plan Amendments 
would help ensure a vibrant neighborhood with active streets and open spaces, high quality and 
wel1-designed buildings, and thoughtful relationships between buildings and the public realm, 
including the waterfront. 

5. TI1e General Plan Amendmt>nts would Pnablt> construction of new housing, including new on-site 
affordable housine, and ,ww arts, retail and manufacturing uses. These new uses would create a 
new mixed-use neighborhood that would strengthPn and rornplemenl nParby neighborhoods. 

6. The General Plan Amendments would fadlitate the preservation and rehabilitation of portions of 
the Union Iron Works Historic District--an important historic.: rcsourc.:e listed in the National 
Register of Historic Places. 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission finds these General Plan 
Amendments are in general conformity with the General Plan, and the Project and its approvals 
associated therein, all as more particularly described in Exhibit A to the Development Agreement on file 
with the Planning Department in Case No. 2014-001272DVA, are each on balance, consistent with the 
following Objectives and Policies of the General Plan, as it is proposed to be amended as described 
herein, and as follows: 

HOUSING ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVE 1 
IDENTIFY AND MAKE AVAILABLE FOR DEVELOPMENT ADEQUATE SITES TO M£ET THE 
CITY'S HOUSING NEEDS, ESPECIALLY P[RMAN[NTL Y AFFORDABLL I IOUSING. 

POUCY1.1 
Pl.an for the full range of housing needs in the City and County of San Francisco, especially affordable 
housing. 

POLICYI.8 
Promote mixed use development, and include housing, particularly permrmc71tfy affordable huui;ing, in new 
commercial, institutional or other single use development projects. 

POLICY1.l0 
Support new housing projects, especially affordable housing, where households can easily rely on public 
transportation, walking and bicycling for the majority of daily trips. 

The Project is a mixed-use development with between 1,645 and 3,025 dwelling units at full 
project build-out, which provides a wide range of housing options. As detailed in the 
Development Agreement, the Project exceeds the inclusionary affordable housing requirements 
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of the Planning Code, through a partnership between the developer and the City to reach a 30% 
affordable level. 

OBJECTIVE 11 
SUPPORT AND RESPECT THE DfVERSf. A.\l D DJSTI/\'C r CHARACTER OF SAN FRANCISCO'S 

NLlGI lDORI IOODS. 

POLICY11.1 
Promote the construction and rehabilitation of well-designed housing that emphasizes beauty, flexibility, 
and innovative design, and respects existing neighborhood character. 

POLICY11.2 
Ensure implementation of accepted design standards in project approvals. 

POLIC'Y 11.7 
Respect San Francisco's historic fabric, by preseraing landmark buildings and ensuring cvnsistency with 
historic districts. 

The Project, as described in the Oevelupment Agreement and controlled in the Design for 
Development (040), includes a program of substantial community benefits designed to revitalize 
a former industrial shipyard and complement the surrounding neighborhood. Through the 
standards and guidelines in the D4D, the Project would respect the character of existing historic 
resources, while providing for a distinctly new and unique design. The Project retains three 
historic resources (Buildings 2, 12 and 21) and preserves the character of the Union Iron Works 
Historic District by providing for compatible new construction. 

OBJECTIVE 12 
BALANCE HOUSING GROWTH WITH ADEQUATE INFRASTRUCTURE THAT SERVES THE 
CITY'S GROWING POPULATION. 

POT.ICY 12.1 
Encourage new housing that relies on transit use and environmentally sustainable patterns of movement. 

POUCY12.2 
Considrr the proximity of quality of life elements, such as open space, child care, and neighborhood seroices, 
when developing new housing units. 

The Project appropriately balances housing with new and improved infrastructure and related 
public benefits. 

The project site is located adjacent to a transit corridor, and is within proximity to major regional 
and local public transit. The Project includes incentives for the use of transit, walking and 

liiLydiug Lluuugh it:, IDM progiam. In addition, the Prnjecl's slreelscape design would enhance 
vehirular, bicycle and pedestrian access and connectivity through the site. The Project will 
establish a new bus line through the project site, and will provide an open-to-the-public shuttle. 

SAN fRANCISCO 
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Therefore, new residential and cumrnerdal buildings constructed as part of the Project would 
rely on transit use and environmentally sustainable patterns of movement. 

The Project will provide over nine acres of new open space for a variety of activities, including an 
lrish Hill playground, a market square, a central commons, a minimum Yi acre active recreation 
on the rooftop of buildings, and waterfront parks along 1,380 feet of shoreline. 

The Project includes substantial contributions related to quality of life elements such as open 
space, affordable housing, transportation improvements, childcare, schools, arts and cultural 
facilities and activities, workforce development, youth development, and historic preservation. 

COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT 

0BJECTIVE1 
MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTII AND CIIANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE 
TOT AL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT. 

POl.ICY1.1 
f.ncourage develnr1menl which provides .'1ul,stantial net benefits and minimizes undesirable consequences. 

Discourage development which has substantial undesirable consequences that cannot be mitigated. 

The Project is intended to provide a distinct mixed-use development with residential, office, 
retail, cultural, and open space uses. The Project would leverage the Project site's location on the 
Central Waterfront and close proximity to major regional and local public transit by building a 
dense mixed-use development that allows people to work and live close to transit. The Project's 
buildings would be developed in a manner that reflects the Project's unique location in a former 
industrial shipyard. The Project would incorporate varying heights, massing and scale, 
maintaining a strong streetwall along streets, and focused attention around public open spaces. 
"[he Project would create a balanced commercial center with a continuum of floorplate sizes for a 
range of users, substantial new on-site open space, and sufficient density to support and activate 
the new active ground floor uses and open space in the Project. 

The Project would help meet the job creation goals established in the City's Economic 
Development Strategy by generating new employment opportunities and stimulating job 
creation across all sectors. The Project would also construct high-quality housing with sufficient 
density to contribute to 24-hour activity on the Project site, while offering a mix of unit types, 
sizes, and levels of affordability to accommodate a range of potential residents. The Project 
would facilitate a vibrant, interactive ground plane for Project and neighborhood residents, 
commercial users, and the public, with public spaces that could accommodate a variety of events 
and programs, and adjacent ground floor building spaces that include elements such as 
transparent building frontages and large, din~.t ao.:ess points tu maximize drculatiun between, 
and cross-activation of, interior and exterior spaces. 

OBJECTIVE2 
MAINTAIN AND ENHANCE A SOUND AND DIVERSE f.CONOMJC BASE AND rISCAL 

STRUCTURE TOR THE CITY. 
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POUCY2.1 
Seek to retain existing commercial and industrial activity and to attract new such activity to the city. 

See above (<:::ommerce and Industry Element Objective I and Policy I.I) which explain the 
Project's contribution to the City's overall economic vitality. 

OB]ECTIVE3 
PROVIDE EXPANDED EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNlTJES FOR CITY RESIDENTS, 
PARTICULARLY THE UNEMPLOYED AND ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED. 

POUCY3.2 

Promote measures designed to increase the number of San Francisco jobs held by San Francisco residents. 

The Project would help meet the job creation goals established in the City's Economic 
Development Strategy by generating new employment opportunities and stimulating job 
creation across all sectors. The Project will provide expanded employment opportunities for City 
residents at all employment levels, both during and after construction. The Development 
Agreement, as part of the extensive community benefit programs, includes focused workforce 
first source hiring - both construction and end-user - as well as a local business enterprise 
component. 

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVE 2 
USE THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM AS A M[ANS FOR GUIDING D[Vf.LOPM[NT AND 
IMPROVING THE ENVIRONMENT. 

POLICY2.1 
Use rapid transit and other transportation imprcroements in the city and region as the catalyst for desirable 
development, and coordinate new facilities with public and private development. 

POLICY2.5 
Provide incentives far the use of transit, carpools, uanpools, walking and bicycling and reduce the need for 
new or expand.ea automobile and automobile parking facilities. 

The Project is located within a former industrial shipyard, and will provide new local, regional, 
and statewide transportation services. The Project is located in close proximity to the c.aJtrain 
Station on 22nd Street, and the Muni T-Line along 3rd Street. The Project includes a detailed TDM 
program, including various performance measures, physical improvements and monitoring and 
enforcement measurPs dPsigned to creatP incentives for transit and other alternative to the single 
occupancy vehicle for both residential and commercial buildings. In addition, the Project's 
design, including its streetscape elements, is intended to promote and enhance walking and 
bicycling. 

OBJECTIVE 23 

SAN fRANCISCO 
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IMPROVE THE CITY'S PEDESTRIAN CIRCULATION SYSTEM TO PROVIDE FOR EFFICIENT, 

PLEASANT, AND SAFE MOVEMENT. 

POUCY23.1 
Provide sufficknt pedestrian movement spact· with a minimum of pedestrian congestion in accordance with 
a pedestrian street classification system. 

POLICY23.2 
Widen sidewalks where intensive commercial, recreational, or institutional activity is present, sidewalks 
are con~ested, where sidewalks are less than adequately wide to provide appropriate pede~trian amenities, 
or where residential densities are hi~h. 

POLICY23.6 
faisure convenient and safe pedestrian crossings by minimizing the distance pedestrians must walk to 
cross a street. 

The Project will re-establish a street network on the project site, and will provide pedestrian 
im prov em en ts and streetscape enhancement measures as described in the D4D and reflected in 
lhe mitigation measures and Transportation Plan in the Development Agreement. The Project 
would establish 21st Street (between the existing 20th and 22nd Streets) and Maryland Street, which 
would funclion as a main north-south Lhoroughfare through the project site. Each o{ lhe new 
streets would have sidewalks and streetscape improvements as is consistent with the Better 
Streets Plan. 

URBAN DESIGN F.1.F.MF.NT 

0BJ1:::C'l1VE 1 
EMPHASIS OJ-' '/HE CHARACJ'l::.J<JS'flC PATJ'l::.RN WHICH G1V£S TO 'J'HJ.:. CffY ANV l'J'S 

Nt:JGHBORHOODS AN IMAGE. A SENSE OJ-' JJURPOSJ.:., AND A Ml::.ANS Of ORll:NfATlON. 

POLICYI.1 
Recognize and protect major views in the city, with particular attention to those of open space and water. 

As explained in the D4D, the Project uses a mix of scales and interior and exterior spaces, with 
this basic massing further articulated through carving and shaping the buildings to create views 
and variety on the project site, as well as pedestrian-friendly, engaging spaces on the ground. The 
Project maintains and opens view corridors to the waterfront. 

POUCYJ.2 
Recognize, 11rotecl and reinforce the existing street pattern, P.Specinlly as it is relatP.d lo tnpngraphy. 

POLICY1.3 
Recognize that buildings, when seen toxether, produce a total effect that characterizes the city and its 
districts. 

\,Af'I Fflll.NCISCtJ 
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The Project would re-establish the City's street pattern on the project site, and would construct 
new buildings, which would range in height from 50 and 90 feet. These new buildings would be 
viewed in conjunction with the three existing historic resources (Buildings 2, 12 and 21) on the 
prnject site, and the larger Union Iron Works Historic District. The Project would include new 
construction, which is sensitive to the existing historic context, and would be compatible, yet 
differentiated, from the historic district's character-defining features. The Project is envisioned as 
an extension of the Central Waterfront and Dogpatch neighborhoods. 

0BJECTIVE2 
CONSERVATION OF RESOURCES WHICH PROVIDE A SENSE OF NATURE, CONTINUITY 

WITH THE PAST, AND FREEDOM FROM OVERCROWDING. 

POLICY2.4 
Presn-ve notable landmarks and areas of historic, architectural or aesthetic value, and promote the 

preservation of other buildings and features that provide continuity with past development. 

POLICY2.5 
Use care in remodeling of older buildings, in order to enhance rather than weaken the original character of 
such buildings. 

The Project would revitalize a portion of a former industrial shipyard, and would preserve and 
rehabilitate important historic resources, including Buildings 2, 12 and 21, which contribute to the 
Union Iron Works Historic District, which is listed in the National Register of Historic Places. 
New construction would be designed to be compatible, yet differentiated, with the existing 
historic context. 

RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVE 1 
ENSURE A WELL-MAINTAINED, HIGHLY UTILIZED, AND INTEGRATED OPEN SPACE 

SYSTEM. 

POLICY1.1 
Encourage the dynamic and flexible use of existing open spaces and promote a Wlriety of recreation and 
open space uses, where appropriate. 

POUCY1.7 
Support public art as an essential component of open space design. 

The Project would build a network of waterfront parks, playgrounds and recreational facilities on 
the 28-Acre Site that, with development of the Illinois Street Parcels, will more than triple the 
amount of parks in the neighborhood. The Project will provide over nine acres of new open space 
fur c1 va1 iely of adivitie:s, including an Irish I Iill playground, a maiket square, a i.::enlral commons, 
a minimum ~ acre active recreation on the rooftop of buildings, and waterfront parks along 1,380 
feet of shoreline. In addition, the Project would provide new private open space for each of the 
new dwelling units. 

SAN fRANCISCO 
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POLICY1.12 
Preserve historic and culturally significant landscapes, sites, structures, buildings and objects. 

See Discussion in Urban Element Objective 2, Policy 2.4 and 2.5. 

0BJECTIVE3 
IMPROVE ACCESS AND CONNECTIVI1Y TO OPEN SPACf.. 

POLICY3.l 
Creatively develop existing publicly-owned right-uf-wuys tmtl streets into open spuce. 

The Project provides nine acres of new public open space and opens up new connections to the 
shoreline in the Central Waterfront neighborhood. The Project would encourage non-automobile 
transportation to and from open spaces, and would ensure physical accessibility these open 
spaces to the extent feasible. 

CENTRAL WATERFRONT AREA PLAN 
Objectives and Policies 

OBJECTIVE 1.1 
ENCOURAGE THE TRANSITION or PORTIONS or THE CENTRAL WATERFRONT TO A 
MOR£ MIXf.D-USf. CIIARACTf.R, WIIILf. PROTf.CTING TIIE NEIGHBORHOOD'S CORE or 
PDR usr.s AS Wf.LL AS Tllf. HISTORIC DOGPATCII Nf.IGHBORilOOD. 

POLICY 1.1.2 
Revise land use controls in formerly industrial areas outside the core Central Waterfront industrial area, to 
create new mixed use areas, allowing mixed-income housing as a principal use, as well as limited amounts 
of retail, office, and research and development, while protecting against the wholesale displacement of PDR 
uses. 

POLICY 1.1.7 
Ensure that future development of the Port's Pier /0 Mixed Use Opr1ortunity Site supports the Port's 
rl."oenue-raising goals while remaining complementary to the maritime and industrial nature of the area. 

POLICY 1.1.10 

While continuing to protect traditional PDRfimctions that need large, inexpensive spaces to operate, also 
recognize that the nature of PDR businesses is evolving gradually so that their production and distributicm 
activities are becoming more integrated physically with their research, design and administrative functions. 

OBJECTIVE 1.2 

S~N f~AN:l~CO 
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IN AREAS OF THE CENTRAL WATERFRONT WHERE HOUSING ANV MlXl::V·USE JS 
ENCOURAGED, MAXIMIZE DEVELOPMENT POTENTIAL IN KEEPING WITH 
NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER. 

POLICY 1.2.1 

Ensure that infill housing development is compatible with its surroundings. 

POLICY 1.2.2 

For new construction, and as part of major expansio1t of existing buildings in neighborhood commercinl 
districts, require housing devewpment over commerciill. In other mixed-use districts encourage Jwusing 
over commercial or PVR where appropriate. 

POLICY 1.2.3 

In general, where residential development is permitted, control residential de11sity through building height 
and bulk guidelines and bedtoom mix requirements. 

POLICY 1.2.4 
Identify portions of Central Waterfront where it would be appropriate to increase maximum heights far 
residential development. 

OBJECTIVE 1.4 
SUPPORT A ROLE FOR "KNOVvLEDGE SECTOR" BUSJNESSES IN APPROPRIATE PORTIONS 
OF THE CENTRAL WATERFRONT. 

POLICY 1.4.1 
Continue to pennit manufacturing uses that support the Knowledge Sector in the Mixed Use and PDR 
districts of the Central Waterfront 

POLICY 1.4.3 
Allow other Knowledge Sector office uses in portions of the Central Waterfront where it is appropriate. 

OBJECTIVE 1.7 

RETAIN THE CENTRAL WATERFRONT'S ROU AS AN IMPORTANT LOCATION FOR 
PRODUCTION, DISTRIBUTION, AND REPAIR (PDR) ACTIVITIES 

POUCYl.7.3 
Require deuelopment of flexible buildings with generous floor-to-ceiling heights, large floor plates, and 
other features that will allow the structure to support various businesses. 

Housing 

OBJECTIVE 2.1 
ENSURE THAT A SIGNIFICANT PERCENTAGE OF NEW HOUSING CREATED IN 
THE CENTRAL WATERFRONT IS AFFORDABLE TO PEOPLE WITH A WIDE RANGE 
OF INCOMES. 

SA~ FRANCISCO 
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Require developers in some fonnally industrial areas to co,1tribute towards the City's very low, low, 
moderate and middle income needs as identified in the Housing Element of the General Plan. 

OBJECTIVE 2.3 
REQUIRF. THAT A SIGNlflCANT NUMBER OF UNITS IN NEW DEVELOPMENTS HAVE TWO 
OR MORE RF.DROOMS F.XCF.PT SF.NIOR HOUSING AND SRO DFVF.JDPMF.NTS UNI.F.SS Al.L 
BELOW MARKET RATf. UNITS ARF 1WO OR MORF RF.DROOM UNITS. 

POLICY 2.3.1 
Target the provision of uffurdable units for families. 

POLICY 2.3.2 
Prioritize the development of affordable family housing, both rental and ownership, particularly along 
transit corridors and adjacent to community amenities. 

POUCY2.3.3 
Require that a significant number of units in new developments have two or more bedrooms, except Senior 
Hoiisin~ and SRO developments. 

POLICY 2.3.4 
Encourage the creation of.family supportive services, such as child care facilities, parks and recrention, or 
other facilities, in affordable housing or mixed-use developments. 

Built Fonn 

OBJECTIVE 3.1 
PROMOTf. AN llRRAN FORM THAT RF.TNFORCF.S THE CF.NTRAI. WATF.RFRONT'S 
DTSTTNCTTVf. PT.ACF. IN THr: CITY'S LARGER FORM AND STRENGTHENS ITS PHYSICAi. 
FARRJC AND CHARACTFR. 

POLICY 3.1.1 
Adopt heights that are appropriate' for the Central Waterfront's locution in the city, the prt!vailing street 
and block pattern, and the antidpated land us£'S, while producing buildings compatible with thl' 
neighborhood's character. 

POLICY 3.1.2 
Development should step down in heiKht as it approaches the Bay to reinforce the city's natural topovaphy 
and to encourage and active and public waterfront. 

POLICY 3.1.6 
New buildings should epitomize the best in contemporary architecture, but should do so with full 
awareness of, and respect for, the height, mass, articulation a11d materials of the best of the older buildings 
that surrounds them. 

POLICY 3.1.9 

Sh~ r~ANCl:co 
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Preserve notable landmarks and areas of historic, architectural or aesthetic value, arnl promote the 
preservation of other buildings and features that provide continuity with past development. 

OBJECTIVE 3.2 
PROMOTE AN URBAN FORM AND ARCHITECTURAL CHARACTER THAT SUPPORTS 
WALKING AND SUSTAJNS A DIVERSE, ACTIVE AND SAFE PUBLIC REALM. 

POLICY 3.2.1 
Require high quality design of street-facing building exteriors. 

POUCY3.2.2 
Make ground floor retail and PDR uses as tall, roomy and pameablc as possible. 

POLICY 3.2.5 
Building fvnn should celebrate comer locutions. 

OBJECTIVE 3.3 
PROMOTE THE ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY, ECOLOGICAL FUNCTIONING AND 

THE OVERALL QUALITY OF THE NATURAL ENVIRONMENT IN THE PLAN AREA 

PULlCY 3.3.1 
Require new development to adhere to a new perfonnance-based ecological evaluatinn tool to improve the 
amount and quality of green landscaping. 

POLICY 3.3.3 
Enhance the connection between building fonn and ecological sustainability by promoting use of renewable 
energy, energy-efficient building envelopes, passive heating and cooling, and sustainable materials. 

Transportation 

OBJECTIVE 4.1 
IMPROVE PUBLIC TRANSIT TO BEITER SERVE EXISTING AND NEW DEVELOPMENT IN 

CENTRAL WATERFRONT 

POLICY 4.1.4 
Reduce existing curb cuts where possible and restrict new curb cuts to prevent vehicular conflicts with 
transit 011 important transit and neighborhood c:ommerr.ial strr.ets. 

POLICY 4.1.6 
Improve public transit in the Central Waterfront including cross-town routes and connectivu.s the 22nd 
Street Cal train Station and Third Street Light Riiil. 
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[STABUSJI PARKING POLICIES THAT IMPROVE TllE QUALITY or N£1GHBORllOODS AND 
REDUCE CONGESTION AND PRIVATE VEHICLE TRIPS BY f.NCOURAGING TRAVEL BY 
NON-AUTO MODES 

POLICY 4.3.1 
For new residential development, provide flexibility by eliminating minimum off-street parking 
requirements and establishing reasonable parking caps. 

POLICY 4.3.2 
For new non-residentiul develupment, provide flexibility by eliminating mrmmum off-:;treet parking 
requinwmt:; and estab/i:;hing caps generally equal tu the pn'l.1iuui; minimum requiremmts. Fur office uses 
limit parking relutivi' tu transit flccessibility. 

OBJECTIVE 4.4 
SUPPORT THE CIRCULATION N[LDS Of EXISTING AND NEW PDR AND MARITIME USES 
IN THE CENTRAL WA'I'ERFRONT 

POLICY 4.4.3 
In areas with a significant number of PDR establishments and particularly along Illinois Street, desiKft 
streets to serve the needs and access requirements of tmcks while maintaining a safe pedestrian and bicycle 
environment. 

08]£CTIVE 4.5 
CONSIDER THE STREET NEIWORK IN CENTRAL WATERFRONT AS A CITY RESOURCf. 
£SS£NT1AL TO MULTI-MODAL MOVEMENT AND PUBLIC OP[N SPACE 

POUCY4.5.2 
As part of a development project's open space requirement, require publicly-accessible alleys that break up 
the scale of large developments and allow additional access to buildings in the project. 

POLICY 4.5.4 
E:x tmd and rebuild the street grid, especially in the direction of the Bay. 

OBJECTIVE 4.7 
IMPROVE AND EXPAND INFRASTRUCTURE FOR BICYCI.ING AS AN IMPORTANT MODE 
OF TRANSPOJ<J"ATION 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Provide a continuous network of safe, convenient and attractive bicycle facilities connecting Central 

Waterfront to the citywide bicycle network and conforming to the San Francisco Bicycle Plan. 

POLICY 4.7.2 
Provide secure, accessible and abundant bicycle parking, particularly at transit stations, within shopping 
areas and at concentrations of employment. 

POLICY 4.7.3 
Support the establishment of the Blue-Greenway by including safe. quality pedestrian and bicycle 
connections from Central Waterfront. 

Streets f,y Open Space 

OBJECTIVE 5.1 
PROVIDE PUBLIC PARKS AND OPEN SPACES THAT MEET THE NEEDS OF RESIDENTS, 

WORKERS AND VISITORS 

POLICY 5.1.1 
ldentify opportunities to create new public open spaces and provide at least one new public open space 
scr-uing the Central Waterfront. 

POLICY 5.1.2 
Require new residential and commercial droelopment to provide, or contribute to the creation of public 
open space. 

OBJECTIVE 5.4 
THE OPEN SPACE SYSTEM SHOULD BOTH BEAUTifY THE NEIGHBORHOOD AND 

STRENGTHEN THE ENVIRONMENT 

POLICY 5.4.1 
Increase the environmental sustainability of Central Waterfronts system of public and private open spaces 
by improving the ecological functioning of all open space. 

POLICY 5.4.3 
Encourage public art in existing and proposed oprn spaces 

Historic Preservation 

OBJECTIVE 8.2 
PROTECT, PRESERVE, AND REUSE HISTORIC RESOURCES WITHIN THE CENTRAL 

WJ\ TERFRONT /\REA PLAN 
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Apply the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties in conjunction 
with the Central Waterfront urea plan and objectives for all projects involving historic or cultural 
resources. 

OBJECTIVE 8 .. 3 
ENSURE THAT HISTORIC PRESERVATION CONCERNS CONTINUE TO BE AN INTEGRAL 
PART OF THF. ONGOING Pl.ANNING PROCESSES FOR THE CENTRAi, WATERFRONT AREA 
Pl.AN 

POUCYS.3.1 
Pursu£' und mcuuruxe opportunities, consistent with the ol,jecl.ii,es of historic preseniation, to im'rea~,, the 

supply of affordable housing within the Central Waterfront plun ureu. 

The Central Wilterfront Area Plan anticipated a new mixed-use development at Pier 70. The 
Project is consistent with the objectives and policies of the Central Wilterfront Plan, since the 
Project adaptively reuses a portion of a former industrial shipyard and provides a new mixed-use 
development with substantial community benefits, including nine-acres of public open space, 
new streets and streetscape improvements, on-site affordable housing, rehabilitation of three 
historic buildings, and new arts, retail and light manufacturing uses. New construction will be 
appropriately designed to fit within the context of the Union Iron Works Historic District. In 
addition, the Project includes substantial transit and infrastructure improvements, including new 
on-site TDM program, facilities for a new public line through the project site, and a new open-to­
the public shuttle service. 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission finds these General Plan 
Amendments are in general conformity with the Planning Code Section 101.1, and the Project and its 
approvals associated therein, all as more particularly described in Exhibit B to the Development 
Agreement on file with the Planning Department in Case No. 2014-001272DV A, are each on balance, 
consistent with the following Objectives and Policies of the General Plan, as it is proposed to be amended 
as described herein, and as follows: 

1) That existing nei.ghlior-smJing retail uws will lw presm,P.d and mhartcP.d, and futurP. nppnrLunitie.<; for 
resident LmploymL71t in und owntrrship of such businesses cmhunced; 

No neighborhood-serving retail uses are present on the Project site. Once constructed, the Project will 
contain major new retail, arts and light industrial uses that will provide opportunities for employment 
and ownership of retail businesses in the community. These new uses will serve nearby residents and the 
surrounding community. ln addition, building tenants will patronize existing retail uses in the 
community (along 3,J Street and in nearby Dogpatch), thus enhancing the local retail economy. The 
Development Agreement includes commitments related to local hiring. 

2) That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in order to preserve the 
cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods; 
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No existing housing will be removed for the construction of the Project, which will provide at full build­

out between 1,645 and 3,025 new residential units. The Project is designed to revitalize a former industrial 
site and provide a varied land use program that is consistent with the surrounding Central Waterfront 
and Dogpatch neighborhoods, and the historic context of the Union Iron Works Historic District, which is 
listed in the National Register of Historic Places. The Projecl provides a new neighborhood complete with 
residential, office, retail, arts, and light manufacturing uses, along with new transit and street 
infrastructure, and public open space. The Project design is consistent with the historic context, and 
provides a desirable, pedestrian-friendly experience with interactive and engaged ground floors. Thus, 
the Project would preserve and contribute to housing within the surrounding neighborhood and the 
larger City, and would otherwise preserve and be consistent with the neighborhood's industrial context. 

3) 11iat the Cit-y' s supply of affordable housing be preseroed and enhanced; 

The construction of the Project will not remove any residential uses, since none exist on the project site. 
The Project will enhance the City's supply of affordable housing through ils affordable housing 
commitments in the Development Agreement, which will result in total of 30% on-site affordable housing 

units. 

4) That commuter traffic not impede Muni transit service or overburden our streets or neighborhood parking; 

The Project would not impede transit service or overburden streets and neighborhood parking. The 
Project includes a robust transportation program with an on-site Transportation Demand Management 
(IDM) program, facilities to support a new bus line through the project site, an open-to-the-public shuttle 
service, and funding for new neighborhood-supporting transportation infrastructure. 

The Project is also well served by public transit. The Project is Located within close proximity to the 
MUNI T-Line Station along 3rd Street and the bus routes, which pick-up/drop-off at 2011, and 3•d, and 23'<1 
and 3,d Streets. In addition, the Project is located within walking distance to the 22nd Street Caltrain 

Station. Future residents would be afford~d close proximity to bus or rail transit 

Lastly, the Project contains new space for vehicle parking to serve new parking demand. This will ensure 
that sufficient parking capacity is available so that the Proja.1 would nut overburden neighborhood 
parking, while still implementing a rigorous IDM Plan to be consistent with the City's "transit first" 
policy for promoting transit over personal vehicle trips. 

5) 11iat a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors from 

displacement due to commercial office dn,elopment, and that future opportunities for resident employment 
and ownership in these sectors be enhanced; 

Although the Project would displace portions of an industrial use historically associated with the 

Bethlehem Steel and/or Union Iron Works, the Project provides a strong and diverse economic base by 
the varied land use program, which includes new commercial office, retail, arts, and light industrial uses. 

The Project balances between residential, non-re9idential and PDR (Production, Di9tribution and Repair) 
uses. Across the larger site at Pier 70 (outside of the project site), the Port of San FrandS<'o bas maintained 
the industrial shipyard operations (currently under lease by BAE). On the 28-Acre site, the Proiect 
includes light manufactuTing and arts uses, in order to diversify the mix of goods and services within tbe 
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Resolution No. 19978 
August 24, 2017 

Case No. 2014-001272GPA 
Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project General Plan Amendment 

project site. The Project also includes a large workforce development program and protections for 
existing tenants/artists within the Noonan Building. All of these new uses will provide future 
opportunities for service-sector employment. 

6) 111at the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury 1111d loss of life in an 
earthquake; 

The Project will comply with all current structural and seismic requirements under the San Francisco 
Building Code and the Port of San Francisco. 

7) That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved; 

The Project would preserve and rehahilitate a portion of the Union Iron Works Historic District and three 
of its contributing resources: Buildings 2, 12 and 21. ln addition, the Project includes standards and 
guidelines for new construction adjacent to and within the Union Tron Works Historic District, which is 
listed in the National Register of Historic Places. These standards and guidelines ensure compatihility of 
new construction with the character-defining fl'atures of the Union Iron Works Hjstoric District, as 
guided by the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. ln addition, 
the Projed preserves and provides access to an important cultural relic, Irish Hill, whi{:h h<ts been 
identified as an important resource tu the surrounding community. 

8) That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from develapment. 

The Project will improve access to the shoreline within the Central Waterfront neighborhood, and will 
provide 9-acres of new public open space. The Project will not affect any of the City's existing parks or 
open space or their access to sunlight and vistas. A shadow study was completed and concluded that the 
Project will not cast shadows on any property under the jurisdiction of, or designated for acquisition by, 
the Recreation and Park Commission. 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to Planning Code Section 340, the Commission 
recommends to the Board of Supervisors APPROVAL of the aforementioned General Plan Amendments. 
This approval is contingent on, and will be of no further force and effect until the date that the San 
Francisco Board of Supervisor has approved by resolution approving the Zoning Map Amendment, 
Planning Code Text Amendment, and Development Agreement. 

I hercpFert~ hat the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Resolution on August 24, 2017. 

\_ ~ 
Jon:J1: ~ 
Commission Sf'<'retary 

AYES: 

NAYES: 

ABSENT: 

ADOPTED: 

5AN rnA.IICISCO 

Hillis, Jolu1son, Koppel, Melgar, Moore and Rjchards 

None 

Fong 

August 24, 2017 

PLANNING DIEP&RTMENT 17 
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PORT COMMISSION 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

  
RESOLUTION NO. 24-03 

 
WHEREAS, Charter Section B3.581 empowers the Port Commission with the authority 

and duty to use, conduct, operate, maintain, manage, regulate and control 
the lands within Port jurisdiction; and 

 
WHEREAS, On September 26, 2017, the Port Commission approved (1) Resolution 

No. 17-43 authorizing the Executive Director to enter into (a) a Disposition 
and Development Agreement (as amended, the “DDA”) between Port and 
FC Pier 70, LLC (“Developer”), an affiliate of Brookfield Properties, for a 
mixed-use development project on the 28-Acre Site (the “Project”), (b) 
Master Lease No. L-16390, dated as of May 2, 2018, between Port and 
Developer (as amended, the “Master Lease”), and (c) other Project-related 
documents, including an inter-departmental agreement called the 
Interagency Cooperation Agreement (“ICA”) between the Port, San 
Francisco Public Works (“Public Works”), San Francisco Public Utilities 
Commission (“SFPUC”), and San Francisco Municipal Transportation 
Authority (“SFMTA”), which governs how City departments will cooperate 
on project implementation, and (2) Resolution No. 17-45, authorizing the 
creation of the Pier 70 Special Use District, including the 28-Acre Site, 
Parcel K North, Parcel K South and the Hoedown Yard (the “Pier 70 
SUD”); and 

 
WHEREAS, On October 31, 2017, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors approved 

the Project, the Pier 70 SUD, the Development Agreement by and 
between Developer and the City, dated as of May 2, 2018, and the ICA; 
and 

 
WHEREAS,  On August 24, 2017, the Planning Commission (1) reviewed and 

considered the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Pier 70 Mixed-
Use Project (“FEIR”) (Case No. 2014-001272ENV); (2) found the FEIR to 
be adequate, accurate and objective, thus reflecting the independent 
analysis and judgment of the Planning Department and the Planning 
Commission; and (3) by Motion No. 19976, certified the FEIR as accurate, 
complete and in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act 
(“CEQA”), the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco 
Administrative Code; and  

 
WHEREAS, At the same hearing, the Planning Commission approved the Pier 70 

Mixed-Use District Project and in so doing, adopted approval findings 
under CEQA by Motion No. 19977, including a Statement of Overriding 
Considerations (the “CEQA Findings”), and adopted a Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program (“MMRP”).  A copy of the Planning 
Commission Motions, the CEQA Findings, and the MMRP are on file with 
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the Port Commission Secretary and may be found in the records of the 
Planning Department at 1650 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA, and are 
incorporated in this resolution by reference as if fully set forth herein; and 

 
WHEREAS,  The DDA contemplates development within the Pier 70 SUD to include up 

to 3,000 units of housing, 1.75 million gross square feet of office space, 
500,000 gross square feet of retail, arts, and light industrial space, nine 
acres of parks and open space, new and upgraded streets and other 
public ways, and extensive bicycle, pedestrian, and facilities; and  

 
WHEREAS,   Under the DDA, the Developer is required to construct public Horizontal 

Improvements (as defined in the DDA) serving the Project, including parks, 
streets, and utilities, which the Port or City, as applicable, will accept for 
ownership, maintenance and liability purposes; and 

 
WHEREAS, The Developer substantially commenced construction of Horizontal 

Improvements serving Phase 1 of the Project in March of 2019 upon 
issuance of Street Improvement Permit 19IE-00245 (as modified by 
Instructional Bulletins #1 through #13, the “Street Improvement Permit”) by 
the City. The horizontal scope of work under the Street Improvement 
Permit included installation of utilities, including auxiliary water supply 
mains, low-pressure water mains, combined sewer mains, combined 
sewer storage, non-potable water mains, electricity and gas infrastructure, 
and surface improvements along 20th Street, Maryland Street, Louisiana 
Street, 21st Street, and 22nd Street; and 

 
WHEREAS, The Port, Public Works and Developer entered into a Public Improvement 

Agreement dated as of September 15, 2020 (the “PIA”) governing the 
construction of the Horizontal Improvements as part of the final subdivision 
map process for Phase 1 of the Project; and  

 
WHEREAS, In November of 2022, Public Works granted a Notice of Completion to the 

Developer signaling that construction of Phase 1 Horizontal Improvements 
approved under the Street Improvement Permit was substantially complete 
and the Horizontal Improvements were ready for acceptance; and 

 
WHEREAS, The DDA requires the Port’s Chief Harbor Engineer to make a 

determination that the Horizontal Improvements have been completed as 
designed within the timeframes specified in the Schedule of Performance 
(as defined in the DDA) (the “SOP Compliance Determination”); and 

 
WHEREAS,  The Developer’s request for SOP Compliance Determination was 

submitted on July 1, 2023, and conditionally approved by the Acting Chief 
Harbor Engineer on January 3, 2024. In issuing the Conditional SOP 
Compliance Determination the Acting Chief Harbor Engineer determined 
(1) the Port Acceptance Items exclusive of Port Encroachments (defined 
below) to be complete and construction of those Horizontal Improvements 
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to be in accordance with applicable project and regulatory requirements, 
(2) that the Port Acceptance Items exclusive of Port Encroachments are 
ready for their intended use, and (3) the Developer’s compliance with the 
outside date set forth in the SOP for the completion of certain Phase 1 
Horizontal Improvements. It also signals certain of these improvements 
are ready for acceptance by the Port, and others by the City; and 

 
WHEREAS, Acceptance of improvements is governed by (i) the ICA, (ii) the 

jurisdictional memorandum of understanding between the Port, SFPUC, 
Public Works, SFMTA, and San Francisco Fire Department approved by 
the Port Commission via Resolution No. 20-39 (the “Interjurisdictional 
MOU”), (iii) the DDA, and (iv) the PIA; and 

 
WHEREAS, Horizontal Improvements built to City standards will be owned, maintained, 

and permitted by the City (Public Works, SFMTA, SFPUC, Department of 
Technology) (“City Acceptance Items”).  City Acceptance Items also 
include the power system, streetlights, and light poles in and on Louisiana 
Street between 20th and 21st Streets.   Non-standard improvements will 
be owned by the Port (“Port Acceptance Items”). Port Acceptance Items 
include a one-block segment of Louisiana Street, the frame of former 
Building 15 that spans 22nd Street, special sidewalk and in-street paving, 
bike racks, trash cans, bollards, understory plantings, retaining walls and 
portions of utility laterals serving Port-owned buildings. Once the 
acceptance process is complete, the Port will release the Port Acceptance 
Items and City Acceptance from the Master Lease premises. This 
framework is memorialized in the Interjurisdictional MOU and DDA, and 
further detailed in the staff report accompanying this resolution; and  

 
WHEREAS, Per the DDA, the Developer is responsible for maintenance of Port 

Acceptance Items until they are accepted by the Port Commission; upon 
Port Commission acceptance, services special taxes from the Pier 70 
Leased Property Community Facilities District (“CFD”) and Pier 70 Condo 
CFD are identified as the funding source for the ongoing maintenance of 
these items. The Pier 70 Leased Property CFD and Pier 70 Condo CFD 
were formed by the Board of Supervisors in 2020 by Resolution Nos. 011-
20 and 009-20, respectively; and 

 
WHEREAS, Due to delayed vertical development in Phase 1 of the Project, there are 

currently no developed properties subject to services special taxes.  As a 
result, there will be a period when services special taxes are unavailable 
or insufficient to cover ongoing maintenance costs of the Port Acceptance 
Items. Subject to Port Commission approval pursuant to Port Commission 
Resolution No. 24-04 and Board of Supervisor’s approval, Developer and 
Port anticipate entering into a second amendment to the DDA (the “DDA 
Amendment”) to allow Developer to perform and fund the ongoing 
maintenance of the Phase 1 Port Acceptance Items until such time as 
services special taxes become sufficiently available; and  
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WHEREAS, The Port and Public Works are negotiating a Master Major Encroachment 

Permit (“Port Encroachment MMEP”), to be approved by the Port 
Commission and Board of Supervisors, pursuant to which Port will accept 
maintenance and liability responsibility of the Port Acceptance Items in 
City rights-of-ways (the “Port Encroachments”), subject to assignment 
during the Phase 1 Maintenance Term (as defined in the DDA 
Amendment) of maintenance responsibility and liability to Developer; and  

 
WHEREAS, Pursuant to the PIA, the Developer provided an irrevocable offer of 

improvements for both Port Acceptance Items and City Acceptance Items 
to the Port and City (the “Offer of Improvements”). The Developer will also 
provide a quit claim deed, subject to the Conditional Assignment of 
Warranties (defined below) to the Port for Port Acceptance Items located 
outside of City rights-of-way on Port jurisdictional property; and 

 
WHEREAS, Public Works has prepared a Public Works Order (the “Public Works 

Order”), confirming that Public Works: (1) inspected the Port 
Encroachments and the City Acceptance Items, and the City Engineer, by 
issuing a series of Conditional Notices of Completion, determined them to 
be complete in substantial conformity with the approved plans, 
specifications, and applicable City regulations governing the applicable 
infrastructure improvements; and (2) determined that the City Acceptance 
Items and the Port Encroachments are ready for their intended use; and 

 
WHEREAS, Pursuant to the PIA, the Developer conditionally assigned all warranties 

and guarantees to the City and Port, as applicable, related to the 
construction of Horizontal Improvements pursuant to that certain 
Conditional Assignment of Warranties and Guarantees dated May 9, 2022 
(the “Conditional Assignment of Warranties”). With respect to any 
warranties and guaranties that by their term expired prior to acceptance of 
the Port and City Acceptance Items, the Developer has assumed 
performance of those warranties pursuant to the DDA (the “Self-
Warranties”). A copy of the Conditional Assignment of Warranties, the 
Self-Warranties, and the draft Public Works Order are on file with the 
Commission Secretary and are incorporated herein by reference; and   

 
WHEREAS, Port acceptance of the Port Acceptance Items is consistent with the FEIR 

and does not alter the maximum development capacity of the site or alter 
the Project from what was previously analyzed in the FEIR; now, therefore 
be it 

 
RESOLVED, The Port Commission has reviewed and considered the FEIR, the CEQA 

Findings, and the record as a whole, and finds that the FEIR is adequate 
for its use for the action taken by this resolution, and incorporates the 
CEQA Findings into this resolution; and, be it further 
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RESOLVED, The Port Commission further finds that since the FEIR was finalized, there 
have been no substantial project changes and no substantial changes in 
project circumstances that would require revisions to the FEIR due to the 
involvement of new significant environmental effects or an increase in the 
severity of previously identified significant impacts, and there is no new 
information of substantial importance that would change the conclusions 
set forth in the FEIR; and be it further 

 
RESOLVED, That the acceptance, operation, and maintenance of the Port Acceptance 

Items would not lead to additional or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts beyond those shown in the FEIR; and, be it further 

 
RESOLVED, That the Port Commission finds that the Port Acceptance Items described 

in the accompanying staff memorandum are functional and constructed in 
conformity with the Project Requirements and Regulatory Requirements, 
each as defined in the DDA; and, be it further 

 
RESOLVED, That the Port Commission accepts the Offer of Improvements for the Port 

Acceptance Items; and, be it further 
 
RESOLVED, That the Port Commission, subject to (i) the Acquisition Agreement by and 

between Port and the Developer, dated for reference purposes as of May 
2, 2018 (the “Acquisition Agreement”), (ii) the DDA, (iii) the Conditional 
Assignment of Warranties, (iv) the Self-Warranties, (v) execution of the 
Public Works Order, (vi) approval of the DDA Amendment by the Board of 
Supervisors, (vii) entry into the DDA Amendment, (viii) entry into the Port 
Encroachment MMEP or an interim license with the Developer in the event 
the MMEP is delayed, and (ix) entry into a license with Developer for 
private utilities in the portion of Louisiana Street to be accepted by the 
Port, (w) accepts the Port and City Acceptance Items, (x) dedicates the 
applicable Port and City Acceptance Items for public use, (y) designates 
the Port and City Acceptance Items on all City and Port public rights-of-
way for street and roadway purposes, and (z) accepts the Port Acceptance 
Items for maintenance and liability purposes; and, be it further 

 
RESOLVED, That the Port Commission acknowledges and accepts the Conditional 

Assignment of Warranties related to the construction of the Port 
Acceptance Items, substantially in the form on file with the Commission 
Secretary and incorporated herein by reference; and, be it further  

 
RESOLVED, That the Port Commission recommends that the Board of Supervisors 

accept ownership of the City Acceptance Items, (ii) dedicate such City 
Acceptance Items to public use, (iii) designate the City Acceptance Items 
in the City public right-of-way for street and roadway purposes; and (iv) 
accept City Acceptance Items for maintenance and liability purposes, 
including the power supply, streetlights, and light poles in Louisiana Street 
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(a Port Street) subject to the Conditional Assignment of Warranties and 
Self-Warranties; and, be it further 

 
RESOLVED, That the Port Commission authorizes Port Director to negotiate the Port 

Encroachment MMEP with Public Works and recommends that the Board 
of Supervisors delegate authority to the Port Director and the Public Works 
Director to (1) negotiate and enter into the Port Encroachment MMEP, 
including its exhibits and (2) annex improvements in future phases into the 
Port Encroachment MMEP; and, be it further 

 
RESOLVED,  That the Commission delegates the Port Director or her designee the 

authority to accept any Port Acceptance Items identified as deferred 
infrastructure in Public Works Director’s Order No. 205012 (Conditionally 
Approving Certain Requests for Exceptions to the Subdivision Code and 
2015 Subdivision Regulations, Including Conditionally Approving Deferral 
of Materials to be Submitted); and, be it further 

 
RESOLVED, That the Commission authorizes and directs the Port Director, or her 

designee, to record a signed, acknowledged Partial Release from the 
Master Lease releasing the Port Acceptance Items and City Acceptance 
Items from the Master Lease, upon acceptance of the City Acceptance 
Items by the Board of Supervisors and contingent upon approval by the 
Board of Supervisors, in their sole discretion, of the DDA Amendment; 
and, be it further 

 
RESOLVED, That the Port Commission authorizes the Executive Director, in 

consultation with the City Attorney, to take any and all actions (including 
(1) amending the Conditional Assignment of Warranties, (2) entering into 
and/or amending the Port Encroachment MMEP, (3) entering into 
additional master major encroachment permits, (4) accepting exhibits to 
the Port Encroachment MMEP, (5) accepting deferred infrastructure, and 
(6) executing and recording a signed, acknowledged Partial Release from 
the Master Lease releasing Port Acceptance Items and City Acceptance 
Items from the Master Lease upon acceptance by the City of the City 
Acceptance Items) which may be necessary or advisable to effectuate the 
purpose and intent of this resolution, are in the best interests of the 
Commission, and that do not materially increase the obligations or 
liabilities of the Port or materially reduce the rights of the Port, such 
determination to be conclusively evidenced by the execution and delivery 
by the Executive Director of the documents. 

 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the San Francisco Port 
Commission at its meeting of January 23, 2024. 
 

___________________________ 
        Secretary  
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PORT COMMISSION 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

  
RESOLUTION NO. 24-04 

 
WHEREAS, Charter Section B3.581 empowers the Port Commission with the authority 

and duty to use, conduct, operate, maintain, manage, regulate and control 
the lands within Port jurisdiction; and 

 
WHEREAS, On September 26, 2017, the Port Commission approved (1) Resolution No. 

17-43 authorizing (i) the Executive Director to enter into (a) a Development 
Disposition Agreement (the “Original DDA”) between Port and FC Pier 70, 
LLC (“Developer”), an affiliate of Brookfield Properties, for a mixed-use 
development project on the 28-Acre Site (the “Project”) and (b) other 
Project-related documents, and (ii) Resolution No. 17-45 authorizing the 
creation of the Pier 70 Special Use District, including the 28-Acre Site, 
Parcel K North, Parcel K South and the Hoedown Yard; and 

 
WHEREAS, Port and Developer entered into the Original DDA, dated as of May 2, 

2018, recorded in the Official Records on May 25, 2018, as Instrument No. 
2018-K619435-00, which was amended by that certain First Amendment to 
Pier 70 DDA (Self-Warranty) dated July 7, 2022 and recorded in the Official 
Records as Document 2022-083565 (as amended, the “DDA”); and 

 
WHEREAS,   Under the DDA, the Developer is required to construct public horizontal 

improvements serving the Project, including parks, streets, and utilities, 
which the Port or City, as applicable, will accept for ownership, 
maintenance and liability purposes; and 

 
WHEREAS, The Developer substantially commenced construction of horizontal 

improvements for Phase 1 of the Project in March of 2019 upon issuance of 
a Street Improvement Permit by the City. The horizontal scope of work 
under the Street Improvement Permit included the installation of utilities, 
including auxiliary water supply mains, low-pressure water mains, 
combined sewer mains, combined sewer storage, non-potable water 
mains, electricity and gas infrastructure, and surface improvements along 
20th Street, Maryland Street, Louisiana Street, 21st Street, and 22nd 
Street; and 

 
WHEREAS, In November of 2022, Public Works granted a Notice of Completion to the 

Developer signaling the substantial completion of Phase 1 horizontal 
improvements constructed pursuant to the Street Improvement Permit; and 

 
WHEREAS, The DDA requires the Port’s Chief Harbor Engineer to make a 

determination that the horizontal improvements have been completed as 
designed within the timeframes specified in the Schedule of Performance 
(as defined in the DDA) (the “SOP Compliance Determination”); and 
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WHEREAS,  The Developer’s request for SOP Compliance Determination was 

submitted on July 1, 2023, and conditionally approved by the Acting Chief 
Harbor Engineer on January 3, 2024.  The conditional SOP Compliance 
Determination establishes the Developer’s compliance with the outside 
date set forth in the SOP for the completion of certain Phase 1 horizontal 
improvements and construction of those horizontal improvements in 
accordance with applicable project and regulatory requirements.  It also 
signals certain of these improvements are ready for acceptance by the 
Port, and others by the City; and 

  
WHEREAS, Acceptance of horizontal improvements is governed by (i) the Interagency 

Cooperation Agreement between the Port, San Francisco Public Works 
(“Public Works”), San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (“SFPUC”), 
and San Francisco Municipal Transportation Authority (“SFMTA”) dated as 
of May 2, 2018, (ii) that certain jurisdiction and maintenance memorandum 
of understanding between the Port and other city departments that was 
approved by the Port Commission via Resolution No. 20-39 
(‘Interjurisdictional MOU”), (iii) the DDA, and (iv) the Public Improvement 
Agreement between Port, Public Works and Developer dated as of 
September 15, 2020; and 

 
WHEREAS, Improvements built to City standards will be owned, maintained, and 

permitted by the City (Public Works, SFMTA, SFPUC, Department of 
Technology) whereas non-standard improvements will be owned by the 
Port (“Port Acceptance Items”). Port Acceptance Items include a one-block 
segment of Louisiana Street, the frame of former Building 15 that spans 
22nd Street, special sidewalk pavers, bike racks, trash cans, bollards, and 
understory plantings. This framework is memorialized in the 
Interjurisdictional MOU; and  

 
WHEREAS, Per the DDA, the Developer is responsible for maintenance of Port 

Acceptance Items until they are accepted by the Port Commission pursuant 
to Resolution No. 24-03; upon Port Commission acceptance, services 
special taxes from the Pier 70 Leased Property Community Facilities 
District (“CFD”) and Pier 70 Condo CFD are identified as the funding 
source for the ongoing maintenance of these items; and  

 
WHEREAS, The Pier 70 Leased Property CFD and Pier 70 Condo CFD were formed by 

the Board of Supervisors in 2020 by Resolution Nos. 011-20 and 009-20, 
respectively. However, due to delayed vertical development in Phase 1 of 
the Project, there are currently no developed properties subject to services 
special taxes.  As a result, there will be a period when services special 
taxes are unavailable or insufficient to cover ongoing maintenance costs of 
the Port Acceptance Items; and 
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WHEREAS, Developer and Port are proposing to enter into a second amendment to the 
DDA (the “DDA Amendment”) to allow Developer to perform and fund the 
ongoing maintenance of the Phase 1 Port Acceptance Items until such time 
as services special taxes become sufficiently available.  Developer’s 
payments will be considered Project costs earning an 18% return pursuant 
to the DDA but will only accrue a return until the earlier of: (1) one year 
after issuance of a temporary certificate of occupancy for the first new 
vertical project or (2) June 30, 2028, provided however this date will be 
December 31st 2028 if Port has entered into a Parcel Lease (as defined in 
the DDA) with a Vertical Developer Affiliate (as defined in the DDA) prior to 
June 30, 2025. Costs incurred after that date will be eligible for 
reimbursement but will not accrue a return; and  

 
WHEREAS, The parties wish to enter into the DDA Amendment substantially in the form 

on file with the Commission Secretary and incorporated in this resolution by 
reference; and 

 
WHEREAS, The DDA Amendment is consistent with the Pier 70 Mixed Use District 

Final Environmental Impact Report (“FEIR”) (2014-001272ENV) and does 
not alter the maximum development capacity of the site or alter the Project 
from what was previously analyzed in the FEIR; now, therefore be it 

 
RESOLVED,  That the Commission approves the DDA Amendment to allow the 

Developer to maintain the Port Acceptance Items as a Project cost in the 
absence of services special taxes; and, be it further 

 
RESOLVED,  That the Port Commission authorizes the Executive Director of the Port, or 

her designee, to execute the DDA Amendment, upon Board of Supervisors’ 
approval, and recommends to the Board of Supervisors approval of the 
DDA Amendment; and, be it further 

 
RESOLVED, That the Port Commission authorizes and urges all officers, employees, 

and agents of the Port and the City to take all steps that they deem 
necessary or appropriate, to the extent permitted by applicable law, in order 
to implement the DDA Amendment in accordance with this resolution, 
including preparation and attachment of exhibits, execution of subsequent 
documents, or to otherwise effectuate the purpose and intent of this 
resolution and the DDA Amendment as described in the staff memorandum 
accompanying this resolution; and, be it further 

 
RESOLVED,  That the Port Commission authorizes the Executive Director of the Port, or 

her designee, to enter into any amendments or modifications to the DDA 
Amendment that the Executive Director determines, in consultation with the 
City Attorney, are in the best interest of the Port, do not materially decrease 
the benefits to or materially increase the obligations or liabilities of the Port, 
and are in compliance with all applicable laws. 
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I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the San Francisco Port 
Commission at its meeting of January 23, 2024. 
 
 

___________________________ 
        Secretary  

 



1  

CONDITIONAL ASSIGNMENT OF WARRANTIES AND GUARANTIES 

 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, FC PIER 70, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company (“PIER 

70”), does hereby conditionally assign to: (i) the City and County of San Francisco, a municipal corporation 
of the State of California (the “City”), all of its right, title and interest in and to any and all warranties and 
guaranties to the extent possible (collectively, “City Warranties”) to the facilities to be accepted by the City 
in accordance with that certain that certain Pier 70 SUD Improvement Matrix (“Matrix”) (collectively, the 
“City Acquisition Facilities”, or individually, a “City Acquisition Facility”); and (ii) the Port all of its right, 
title and interest in and to any and all warranties and guaranties to the extent possible (collectively, “Port 

Warranties”, and collectively with City Warranties, “Warranty(ies)”) to the facilities to be accepted by the 
Port in accordance with the Matrix (collectively, the “Port Acquisition Facilities” or individually, a “Port 

Acquisition Facility”).  The Matrix is attached hereto as Exhibit A-1.  
 

This Conditional Assignment of Warranties and Guaranties (the “Assignment”) is being made in 
connection with Section 8 and Exhibit E of that certain Public Improvement Agreement dated as of 
September 15, 2020, by and between PIER 70, the City, and the Port (the “PIA”). 
 

The parties hereto agree that if the Port or City or any of their successors and/or assigns exercise any 
right of repair, warranty, guaranty, or other right against PIER 70, if any, with respect to a City Acquisition 
Facility or a Port Acquisition Facility which is also the subject of a Warranty, PIER 70, at its option, 
without any requirement that it do so, may enforce the Warranty.  If PIER 70 fails to perform the work, 
as required by the PIA, demanded by the Port or City following written notice and a reasonable 
opportunity to cure, the Port or the City shall have the sole right and privilege to enforce the Warranty.  
60 days shall be considered a reasonable opportunity, unless the applicable work is not capable of being 
fully performed within such 60-day period, in which event PIER 70 must have commenced a cure within 
such 60-day period and work diligently to complete the work within a reasonable time thereafter.  
 

This Assignment shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the successors and assigns of 
PIER 70 and the Port, and the City. 
 

A notice or communication under this Assignment by any party to any other party shall be 
sufficiently given or delivered if dispatched by hand or by registered or certified mail, postage 
prepaid, addressed as follows: 

 
In the case of a notice or communication to the City:  
  
   Director of Public Works  
   City and County of San Francisco  
   49 South Van Ness Ave, Suite 1900   
   San Francisco, CA 94103 
   Attn: Infrastructure Task Force  
 
   With copies to:  
 
   Office of the City Attorney  
   City Hall, Room 234  
   1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place  
   San Francisco, CA 94102 
   Attn: Public Works General Counsel  
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   Reference: Pier 70 28-Acre Site Project  
 
   And  
 
   San Francisco Public Utilities Commission  
   525 Golden Gate Avenue  
   San Francisco, CA 94102  
   Attn: Dennis Herrera  
   Reference: Pier 70 28-Acre Site Project 
 
In the case of a notice or communication to Port:  

 
Port of San Francisco  
Pier 1 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
Attn: Rebecca Benassini, 
Deputy Director, Real Estate 
and Development  
Email: rebecca.benassini@sfport.com  
 
with copies to: 
 
Director of Public Works 
City & County of San Francisco  
49 South Van Ness Ave, Suite 1600 
 San Francisco, CA 94103  
Attn: Infrastructure Task Force 
Email:DPW-ITF@sfdpw.org 
 
And  
 
Port of San Francisco  
Pier 1 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
Attn: Michelle Sexton, General Counsel  
Email: Michelle.Sexton@sfcityatty.org 

 
In the case of a notice or communication to PIER 70: 

 
FC PIER 70, LLC, 
685 Market Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 
Attn: Jack Sylvan 
Email: Jack.Sylvan@brookfieldpropertiesdevelopment.com  
 
with a copy to: 
 
Gibson Dunn & Crutcher 
555 Mission Street, Suite 3000 
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San Francisco, CA 94105-0921 
Attention: Neil Sekhri & Allison Kidd 
Email: nsekhri@gibsondunn.com and 
akidd@gibsondunn.com  

Any mailing address or email may be changed at any time by giving written notice of such change in 
the manner provided above at least ten (10) days prior to the effective date of the change.  All notices under 
this Assignment shall be deemed given, received, made or communicated on the date personal receipt 
actually occurs or, if mailed, on the delivery date or attempted delivery date shown on the return receipt.  
For the convenience of the parties, copies of notices may also be given by email.  The effective time of a 
notice shall not be affected by the receipt, prior to receipt of the original, of an emailed copy of the notice. 

This Assignment may be executed in one or more counterparts, each of which shall constitute an 
original and all of which shall constitute one instrument.  Delivery of an executed counterpart of a 
signature page to this Agreement by pdf. or other electronic transmission shall be effective as delivery 
of a manually executed counterpart. 

The terms of this Assignment may not be modified or amended except by an instrument in writing 
executed by each of the parties hereto.  The waiver or failure to enforce any provision of this Assignment 
shall not operate as a waiver of any future breach of any such provision or any other provision hereof.  This 
Assignment shall be governed by and construed and enforced in accordance with the laws of the State 
of California. 

Nothing in this Assignment shall be construed in any way to alter, amend or otherwise relieve PIER 
70 of its warranty or guaranty responsibilities, with respect to any improvements, under the PIA. 

 
[Signatures on Following Page] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Assignment to be executed as of 
__________________________. 
 
 
PIER 70: 
 

FC PIER 70, LLC, 

a Delaware limited liability company 

 
By:___________________ 
Name: Jack Sylvan  
Its: Authorized Signatory  

 

PORT: 
 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN 

FRANCISCO, a municipal corporation, 
operating by and through the SAN 

FRANCISCO PORT COMMISSION  

 

 

By: ______________________ 
Elaine Forbes  
Port Director  

 
APPROVED AS TO FORM:  
DAVID CHIU, City Attorney  
 
 
By:_____________________ 

A. Mathai-Jackson 
Deputy City Attorney  
 
 

[Signatures Continue on Following Page] 
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CITY: 
 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
a municipal corporation 
 
By:___________________________ 
Name: Carla Short  
Its: Interim Director of Public Works 

 
APPROVED AS TO FORM:  
DAVID CHIU, City Attorney  
 
 
By:_____________________ 

Austin Yang 
Deputy City Attorney  
 
 

[End of Signatures] 
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Exhibit A-1: Pier 70 SUD Improvement Matrix1 
 

 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

 Real Property underlying Dedicated Right-of-Ways and Open Space Lands 
 

1.  Real Property 
underlying Dedicated 
Right-of-Ways 

Real property underneath 
public streets, as depicted.  
Improvements to be handled 
per entries below 

While real 
property 
should remain 
with fee 
owner, 
excavation 
permitting 
should follow 
permitting 
authority for 
surface 
improvements 
 
 

Port / City Per 
improvement 
entries below 

 
Per improvement entries below 

• See Jurisdictional MOU Exhibits B-1 and B-
2.  

• Fee title to land to remain under Port 
ownership as Trustee of Trust Lands and 
for Trust Termination Lands. 

• Port Streets subject to Trusts: 20th Street, 
Maryland Street, eastern portion of 22nd 
Street, Waterfront Street (See 
Jurisdictional MOU Exhibit B-1). 

• Port Streets not subject to Trusts: 21st 
Street, Louisiana Street, southern portion 
of Michigan Street, Maryland Street south 
of 22nd Street (See Jurisdictional MOU 
Exhibit B-1). 

• City Streets: western portion of 20th 
Street, western portion of 22nd Street, and 
unimproved/southern portion of Michigan 
Street from 21st Street to 22nd Street (See 
Jurisdictional MOU Exhibit C). 

2.  Real Property 
underlying Open Space 
Lands 
 
 

Real property only- 
Improvements to be handled 
per entries below 

Port  Port  Per 
improvement 
entries below 

 
Per improvement entries below 

• Fee title to land to remain under Port 
ownership as Trustee of Trust Lands and 
for Trust Termination Lands. 

 
Improvements in Dedicated Right-of-Ways 

3.  Standard Roadway  City standard roadway 
including appropriate 

Public Works Public Works  Public Works Public Works Jurisdictional 
MOU 

Public Works 
  

• Utility owner owns facilities and is 
responsible for maintenance. 

 
1 Responsibilities in this matrix are based on an understanding that City agencies will not be required to pay rent to occupy Port land, except as may be required pursuant to separate MOUs (including, but not limited to, the 20th Street Pump Station MOU). 
2 Where identified as “Port or its assignee,” liability and maintenance responsibilities will be allocated between Port and assignee in accordance with the governing assignment agreement. 
3 Maintenance is defined to include upkeep, repair, restoration, and life cycle replacement. Where maintenance obligation belongs to a private party for improvements in the right of way, obligations will be reflected in MEP.  SFPUC will only be required to restore 
their work areas with temporary pavement in non-standard roadways. 
4 See footnote 2. 
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

subgrade preparation, 
concrete base paving, 
asphalt concrete wearing 
surface, curb and gutter, but 
excludes sidewalk. 
 
Streets built to City 
standards to become 
Dedicated Right-of-Ways.  

• SFMTA to maintain striping. 
• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will 

provide partial funding only if street 
sweeping is not covered by sewer fees. 

• Public Works to provide life cycle 
replacement and other maintenance. 

• Cycle tracks and associated facilities to be 
operated and maintained by SFMTA. 

 
 

4.  Non-Standard 
Roadway Treatment 

Non-standard treatments on 
Dedicated Right-of Ways 
including but not limited to 
raised crosswalks, 
cobblestones, unit pavers or 
decorative paving in the 
roadway, non-standard 
detectable warning 
pavement, or other non-
standard materials in 
Dedicated Right of Ways, 
including thickened PCC sub-
slab beneath the pavers. 

Port Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

MEP 
 
 

Port or its 
assignee 

• If non-standard features on City Street, City 
will not accept non-standard feature for 
maintenance and liability purposes.   

•  “Port or its assignee” refers to non-city 
responsibility (e.g. Developer, HOA, 
management entity).   

• Port or designee to maintain lifecycle 
replacement, and paver/materials repair 

• Port or designee is responsible to restore 
non-standard roadway treatment after any 
utility excavations by the SFPUC 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will fund 
maintenance of non-standard features. 
 

5.  Standard Sidewalk 
Corner 

Standard corner curb 
returns, curb ramps 
including the wings; 
sidewalk area at corners 
between extensions of the 
adjacent property lines; 
sidewalk bulb-outs at 
corners with extensions of 
property lines; standard 
curb ramps including wings 
within non-standard curb 
returns/sidewalk corners. 

Public Works Public Works Public Works Public Works Jurisdictional 
MOU 

Public Works 
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

6.  Standard Sidewalks  Standard sidewalks, 
including bulb-outs, 
and pedestrian throughways 
 
 

Public Works 
 

 

Public Works   Fee owner of 
parcel fronting 
the sidewalk or, 
for Port 
development 
parcels, Parcel 
Lease tenant of 
fronting parcel, 
as applicable 

Fee owner of 
parcel fronting 
the sidewalk or, 
for Port 
development 
parcels, Parcel 
Lease tenant of 
fronting parcel, as 
applicable, unless 
assigned by MEP 

MEP and/or 
other instrument, 
depending on 
who performs 
the maintenance  

Port, as CFD 
Administrator, 
or its assignee 

• Sidewalks are part of Dedicated Right-of-
Ways, and Port proposes to dedicate these 
improvements to the City.  While Public 
Works would permit and own the 
sidewalks, Public Works Code Section 706 
assigns sidewalk liability and maintenance 
to the fronting property owner (which, 
within the Pier 70 SUD, will be any owner of 
a fee interest or, for Port development 
parcels, any Parcel Lease tenant.  Without 
limiting the indemnity provisions of an 
applicable Parcel Lease, if the Port 
determines that the Parcel Lease tenant or 
a separate Management Entity created for 
this purpose desires to take over the 
sidewalk maintenance obligations on behalf 
of some or all of the fronting property 
owners within the Pier 70 SUD, or if the 
Pier 70 Master Association desires to take 
over this obligation on behalf of its fee 
owner or Parcel Lease tenant members, 
such sidewalk maintenance obligations will 
be documented in the MEP with the Port, 
in which the Port, as Permittee, is 
authorized to assign or partially assign that 
responsibility to the Management Entity 
and/or the Pier 70 Master Association, as 
applicable, and the level of service should 
be equivalent to that required by PW Code 
706.  Once assigned, Port will be relieved of 
sidewalk liability and maintenance 
obligations.  

• Ownership, maintenance and funding will 
be equivalent for standard and non-
standard sidewalks. 

• The Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will 
fund maintenance of the sidewalks instead 
of the fronting property owners individually 
funding maintenance.   
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

7.  Sidewalk elements 
Dedicated Right-of-
Ways 

Elements in Sidewalk 
Streetlife Zone: Seating, 
Trash/Recycling 
Receptacles, Bollards, and 
Bike Racks. 
 

Public Works Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

MEP Port or its 
assignee 

• For trash: Public Works will be responsible 
for repair of standard trash receptacles due 
to damage or degradation and replacement 
at the end of the life cycle; Public Works 
responsible for collecting trash and 
recycling from all trash receptacles in the 
public right-of-way. 

• MTA will be responsible for standard bike 
racks. 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will fund 
maintenance of sidewalk elements. 

 
8.  Streetlife Zone 

Planting: Street Trees  
Trees planted within the 
sidewalk landscape zone, 
after an establishment 
period, fronting private 
property 
 
 

Public Works Public Works Public Works Public Works, or 
third party via 
voluntary 
agreement 

Jurisdictional 
MOU, or third 
party via 
voluntary 
agreement  

Public Works  • Charter 16.129(c) allows third party to 
maintain trees under an agreement with 
Public Works and take on liability and 
maintenance. 

• This responsibility could be incorporated 
into a larger MEP, but it may make sense to 
document separately.   

9.  Non-standard Sidewalk 
Streetlife Zone 

Non-standard 
improvements in sidewalk 
streetscape/street furniture 
zone including pavers, 
landscape, irrigation, 
intermediate curbs, sidewalk 
corners and bulb outs  

Public Works Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

MEP 
 

Port or its 
assignee 

• For trash: Pursuant to the MEP, Port or its 
assignee to own, maintain and have liability 
for the non-standard trash can reviewed 
and approved by DPW and Recology as part 
of the Phase 1 SIP. Port or its assignee will 
not be requesting a substitution of the 
approved non-standard trash can when a 
new City-standard trash can becomes 
available and Public Works agrees that the 
approved non-standard trash can may be 
used in future phases of the project. Public 
Works is responsible for collecting trash 
and recycling from all non-standard trash 
receptacles in the public right-of-way that 
meet City standards for access, including 
the trash can approved in the Phase 1 SIP.   

• Non-Standard Bike Rack:  SFMTA will 
provide emergency maintenance (not 
including full replacement) for non-
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

standard bike racks that have been 
approved by SFMTA (including the cast iron 
bike rack approved for Phase 1). 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will fund 
maintenance of non-standard 
improvements in sidewalk streetlife zone, 
except as noted above. 

 
10.  Louisiana Street 

(between 20th and 21st 
Streets, an Unaccepted 
Port Street) – Roadway 
Treatment, Sidewalk 
Corner, Signage and 
Striping, joint trench, 
and the combined 
sewer system (e.g. 
pipes, manholes, catch 
basins, and 
appurtenances) 
 

This is a non-standard street 
and not intended for 
acceptance by the City. 

Port  Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

TBD [Port to self- 
perform or enter 
third-party 
agreement] 

Port or its 
assignee 

• Includes drainage obligations in Louisiana 
Street. 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will fund 
maintenance of this street segment. 

 

 Streetlights 

11.  Standard Street Lights 
 
 

SFPUC standard street 
lights, roadway lighting and 
pedestrian lighting, 
including poles, luminaires, 
electrical cables, pull-boxes 
and conduit 

If in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works with 
signoff from 
PUC. 
 
If in 
Unaccepted 
Port Street  
Port with 
signoff from 
PUC 

SFPUC SFPUC SFPUC Jurisdictional 
MOU 

SFPUC • Includes street lights that are added to the 
SFPUC’s standard list 

• Port responsible for issuing banner permits 
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

12.  Non-Standard Street 
Lights  
 
 

Street lights not contained 
in SFPUC’s current catalog; 
roadway lighting and 
pedestrian lighting; 
including poles, luminaires, 
electrical cables, pull-boxes 
and conduit 

If in City 
Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works with 
signoff from 
PUC. 
 
If in 
Unaccepted 
Port Street  
Port with 
signoff from 
PUC 

SFPUC SFPUC SFPUC Jurisdictional 
MOU and Public 
Works Order No: 
203570 

SFPUC • See Public Works Order No: 203570 for 
details on conditions for SFPUC to maintain 
approved non-standard streetlights 

• Port responsible for issuing banner permits 

 Bike Lanes and Paths 
13.  Standard Bike Lanes 

and Paths 
Class II or Class III bike 
facilities in the roadway and 
Dedicated Right-of-Way, 
including pavement, 
striping, delineators, 
signing, striping, and 
median separators up to 
back of curb adjacent to 
vehicular roadway 

If in City 
Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works with 
signoff from 
SFMTA. 
 
If in 
Unaccepted 
Port Street  
Port with 
signoff from 
SFMTA 

SFMTA SFMTA SFMTA Jurisdictional 
MOU 

SFMTA • Public Works will maintain paving in 
standard roadway. 

• SFMTA will maintain striping  

14.  Non-Standard Bike 
Lanes and Paths 

Non-standard Class II or 
Class III bike facilities in the 
roadway and Dedicated 
Right-of-Ways, including 
pavement, striping, 
delineators, signing, 
striping, and median 
separators up to back of 

If in City 
Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works with 
signoff from 
SFMTA. 
 

SFMTA SFMTA SFMTA Jurisdictional 
MOU 

SFMTA • Special paving upkeep and replacement by 
the Port or assignee using Pier 70 CFD 
Services Special Taxes as funding source.   

• Applies to Class III bikeways on portions of 
20th, 22nd and Maryland Streets and Class 
II bikeways on 22nd Street. 
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

curb adjacent to vehicular 
roadway 

If in 
Unaccepted 
Port Street  
Port with 
signoff from 
SFMTA 

15.  Blue Greenway / Bay 
Trail in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 

Multi-use trail with bike 
facilities in 20th St. 
 
Portion of the path goes into 
the “sidewalk” area on 20th 
Street from Georgia to 
Waterfront Street. 
 

If in City 
Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works with 
signoff from 
SFMTA. 
 
If in 
Unaccepted 
Port Street  
Port with 
signoff from 
SFMTA 

SFMTA SFMTA SFMTA Jurisdictional 
MOU 

SFMTA   

 Miscellaneous elements 
16.  

 
Driveways Driveway sidewalk aprons 

including the curb (Curb Cut) 
along width of driveway 

If in City 
Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works. 
 
If in 
Unaccepted 
Port Street  
Port  

Public Works 
 
 
 
 
 
Port or its 
assignee 

Fee owner of 
parcel fronting 
the driveway or, 
for Port 
development 
parcels, Parcel 
Lease tenant of 
fronting parcel, 
as applicable 

Fee owner of 
parcel fronting 
the driveway or, 
for Port 
development 
parcels, Parcel 
Lease tenant of 
fronting parcel, as 
applicable, unless 
assigned by MEP  

MEP and/or 
other instrument, 
depending on 
who performs 
the maintenance  

Port, as CFD 
Administrator, 
or its assignee 

• Should be treated like standard sidewalks 
above (Row #6).   

17.  Custom 
Trash/Recycling 
Receptacles 

Any trash or recycling 
receptacles which does not 
meet City standards 

If iny 
Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works. 
 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

If in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way --> 
MEP  
 
If in Unaccepted 
Port Street --> 

Port or its 
assignee 

• For trash: Pursuant to the MEP, Port or its 
assignee to own, maintain and have 
liability for the non-standard trash can 
reviewed and approved by DPW and 
Recology as part of the Phase 1 SIP. Port or 
its assignee will not be requesting a 
substitution of the approved non-standard 
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

If in 
Unaccepted 
Port street  
Port  

Port to 
determine 

trash can when a new City-standard trash 
can becomes available and Public Works 
agrees that the approved non-standard 
trash can may be used in future phases of 
the project. Public Works is responsible for 
collecting trash and recycling from all non-
standard trash receptacles in the public 
right-of-way that meet City standards for 
access, including the trash can approved in 
the Phase 1 SIP. 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will 
fund maintenance of custom 
trash/recycling receptacles, except as 
noted above. 

 
18.  Bollards in right of way Various types at flush curb 

conditions or fire access 
terminus 

If in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works. 
 
If in 
Unaccepted 
Port Street  
Port  

Port or its 
assignee. If 
bollard 
stops/prohibits 
vehicular access 
MTA may need to 
approve 
temporary street 
closure 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

If in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way --> 
MEP  
 
If in Unaccepted 
Port Street --> 
Port to 
determine 

Port or its 
assignee 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will fund 
repair and replacement of bollards due to 
damage or life cycle degradation and 
restoring bollards if removed for utility 
excavations by the SFPUC. 

 

19.  Retaining Walls in 
Dedicated Right-of-
Ways 
 

Retaining walls constructed 
to support area adjacent to 
roadway or support 
roadway where higher than 
adjacent area  

Public Works 
(this assumes 
retaining walls 
are in 
Dedicated 
Right-of-Way) 
 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

MEP 
 

Port or its 
assignee 

• Port or its assignee will be responsible for 
repair and replacement of retaining walls 
due to damage or life cycle degradation 

20.  Building 15 Structural 
Frame 

Historic structure consisting 
of steel frame over roadway 
supported by columns with 
protective barrier at ground 
plane. 

Public Works 
(this assumes 
encroachment 
is in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way) 
  

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

MEP Port or its 
assignee 

• Includes structural frame within the entire 
right-of-way and Building 12 Plaza 
including protective elements 

• Port or its assignee purchases insurance as 
a rider to Port’s insurance  

• Maintenance per MEP 
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will fund 
maintenance of Building 15 frame. 

 
21.  Standard Bike 

Racks/Corrals 
SFMTA standard bike racks  If in Dedicated 

Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works 
approval for 
initial design 
with signoff 
from SFMTA. 
 
If in 
Unaccepted 
Port Street  
Port approval 
for initial 
design with 
signoff from 
SFMTA 

SFMTA SFMTA SFMTA Jurisdictional 
MOU 

SFMTA • Will not be accepted by Public Works.   
 

22.  Non-Standard Bike 
Rack/Corrals 

A. SFMTA approved non-
standard bike rack 

If in City 
Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works 
approval for 
initial design 
with signoff 
from SFMTA. 
 
If in 
Unaccepted 
Port Street  
Port approval 
for initial 
design with 
signoff from 
SFMTA 

SFMTA SFMTA SFMTA MEP SFMTA  
 

  B. Non-SFMTA approved 
non-standard bike rack 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

MEP Port or its 
assignee 

• SFMTA will provide emergency 
maintenance (not including full 
replacement) for non-standard bike racks 
that have been reviewed by SFMTA 
(including the cast iron bike rack reviewed 
for Phase 1). 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will 
fund maintenance of non-SFMTA 
approved non-standard bike racks, except 
as noted above. 
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

23.  Non-Standard 
Roadway Signage 

Any additional decorative 
signage for wayfinding, 
interpretive, art, etc. 

If in City 
Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works. 
 
If in 
Unaccepted 
Port Street  
Port 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

Port or its 
assignee 

MEP Port or its 
assignee 

• SFMTA to address standard roadway 
signage. 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will 
fund maintenance of non-standard 
roadway signage. 

  

24.  Traffic Signals  Traffic signal heads, poles, 
cabinets, conduits and all 
related appurtenances 
(excluding street lights)  

If in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works 
approval for 
initial design 
with signoff 
from SFMTA. 
 
If in 
Unaccepted 
Port Street  
Port approval 
for initial 
design with 
signoff from 
SFMTA 

SFMTA SFMTA SFMTA Jurisdictional 
MOU 

SFMTA  
 

25.  Standard Roadway 
Signage and Striping 

Traffic Routing signage and 
striping per State and 
Federal Guidelines, including 
but not limited to stop signs, 
speed limit signs, travel lane 
striping and crosswalk 
striping 

If in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works 
approval for 
initial design 
with signoff 
from SFMTA. 
 
If in 
Unaccepted 
Port Street  

SFMTA SFMTA SFMTA Jurisdictional 
MOU 

SFMTA Includes standard striping and signage on non-
standard roadways. 
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

Port approval 
for initial 
design with 
signoff from 
SFMTA 

 

26.  Bike Rental and Bike 
Share Stations 

non-standard bike rental 
and sharing facilities within 
the Dedicated Right-of-Way 
or Open Space Lands 

If in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Public 
Works 
approval for 
initial design 
with signoff 
from SFMTA. 
 
If in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
 Port 
approval for 
initial design 
with signoff 
from SFMTA 

Private Entity  Private Entity  Private Entity  Special Bike 
Share Station 
Permit through 
SFMTA 

Private entity • No reimbursement sought 
• License required if in Port jurisdiction 

27.  Parking Meters Parking Meters meeting 
SFMTA standard 

If in Dedicated 
Right-of-
Way Public 
Works 
approval for 
initial design 
with signoff 
from SFMTA. 
 
If in 
Unaccepted 
Port Street  
Port approval 
for initial 
design with 
signoff from 
SFMTA 

SFMTA SFMTA SFMTA Jurisdictional 
MOU and 
SFMTA-Port 
Parking MOU 

SFMTA • MOU between Port and SFMTA regarding 
maintenance and revenue sharing for 
parking meters on Port streets 
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

28.  Department of 
Technology (DT) 
Facility 

Fire Alarm Boxes, vaults, 
conduits and pull-boxes for 
DT fiber-optic network and 
Public Safety network 

Public Works 
approval if in 
Dedicated 
Right-of-Way; 
DT to inspect 

DT DT DT TBD DT  

29.  SFPUC Power System vaults, conduits, pull-boxes, 
ground rods, and 
appurtenances in 
accordance with SFPUC 
Rules and Regulations 
Governing Electrical Service 

Public Works 
approval for 
initial design if 
in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way; 
SFPUC to 
inspect 

SFPUC SFPUC SFPUC Jurisdictional 
MOU and 1990 
MOU 

SFPUC  

30.  Non-City Utility 
Systems 

Including but not limited to 
gas facilities, vaults, 
conduits, cabinets and pull-
boxes, and communications 

Public Works 
approval for 
initial design if 
in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 

Utility Owner Utility Owner Utility Owner Franchise 
Agreement or 
UCP 

N/A • Will not be accepted by the City.  These 
facilities will be owned by private utility 
providers. 

31.  Combined Sewer 
System 

permanent pipes, pipe 
fittings, manholes, catch 
basins and laterals up to 
face of vertical curb, storage 
pipes, outfalls and 
associated discharge control 
structure 
 

Public Works 
approval for 
initial design if 
in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way; 
SFPUC to 
inspect 

 SFPUC SFPUC SFPUC Jurisdictional 
MOU 1990 MOU 

SFPUC • MOU between Port and SFPUC 
• Also see Combined Sewer Pump Station 
• Except for the existing 12” and 18” 

combined sewer pipes and appurtenances 
in 20th Street, which shall remain under 
Port ownership and liability.  

32.  Auxiliary Water Supply 
System (AWSS) 

permanent pipes, pipe 
fittings, valves, vaults, 
above ground structures and 
infrastructure, pumps, 
manifolds and hydrants 

Public Works 
approval for 
initial design 
right of way if 
in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way; 
SFPUC to 
inspect 

SFPUC SFPUC SFPUC Jurisdictional 
MOU 

SFPUC  

33.  Non-potable Water 
Distribution System 
 
 

permanent pipes, pipe 
fittings, valves, laterals up 
to and including the meters 
in accordance with SFPUC 
regulations 

Public Works 
approval for 
initial design if 
in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way; 

SFPUC SFPUC  SFPUC  Jurisdictional 
MOU 

SFPUC  
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

SFPUC to 
inspect 

34.  Low Pressure Water 
System 

permanent pipes, pipe 
fittings, valves, hydrants, 
laterals up to and including 
the meters in accordance 
with SFPUC regulations  

Public Works 
approval for 
initial design if 
in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 
SFPUC to 
inspect 

SFPUC SFPUC SFPUC Jurisdictional 
MOU 

SFPUC • Division of Responsibility between SFFD 
and SFPUC per 2015 MOU 

35.  LPW/RW Inter-
Connections 

Temporary inter-connection 
pipe from LPW to RW, 
including pipes, valves, 
backflow preventers and 
any necessary meters. 

Public Works 
approval for 
initial design if 
in Dedicated 
Right-of-Way; 
SFPUC to 
inspect 

SFPUC SFPUC SFPUC Jurisdictional 
MOU 

SFPUC • As required.  Will require an easement or 
MOU if outside the right-of-way 

 Miscellaneous Public Improvements 

36.  Open Space 
Improvements 

Park improvements, 
shoreline repair, and 
landscaping within Slipway 
Commons, Waterfront 
Promenade, Waterfront 
Terrace, Market Square, 
Building 12 Plaza, and the 
open space near Louisiana 
and 22nd Streets 

Port Port Port Port or its 
assignee 

TBD [Port to self- 
perform and/or 
enter third-party 
agreement] 

Port or its 
assignee 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will 
fund maintenance of Open Space 
Improvements. 

 

37.  Building 12 Plaza – 
Benches/Furnishings 

Furnishings in the Building 
12 plaza area that cross 
over property line for plaza 
and sidewalk to address 
grade change 

Port for 
elements 
inside 
property line. 

Port Port Port or its 
assignee 

MEP Port or its 
assignee 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will 
fund maintenance of Building 12 
furnishings that encroach into the 
sidewalk. 

 
38.  Blue Greenway / Bay 

Trail in Open Space 
Lands 

Multi-use trail with bike 
facilities in Shoreline Park 

Port Port Port Port or its 
assignee 

TBD [Port to self- 
perform or enter 

Port or its 
assignee 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will 
fund maintenance of the Blue Greenway / 
Bay Trail in Open Space Lands. 
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

third-party 
agreement] 

39.  Retaining Walls in 
Open Space Lands or 
on Port Property 
Outside of Project 
Boundary 
 

Retaining walls constructed 
to support area adjacent to 
roadway or within park and 
open space areas generally  

Port Port Port Port or its 
assignee 

TBD [Port to self- 
perform or enter 
third-party 
agreement] 

Port or its 
assignee 

• Includes retaining walls in Pier 70 Shipyard 
along 20th St, Irish Hill Park along 21st, and 
Michigan Terminus along 21st St 

 

40.  Stormwater Drainage, 
Control Infrastructure, 
and Detention 
Structure in Open 
Space Lands 

Permanent SD pipes, pipe 
fittings, manholes, catch 
basins, permeable 
pavement, and detention 
structure 

Port Port Port Port or its 
assignee 

Port-SFPUC 
Maintenance 
Agreement as 
described in the 
Stormwater 
Control Plan 

Port or its 
assignee 

• Applies to stormwater management 
facilities that control runoff generated 
from public parks by infiltrating flows 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will fund 
maintenance.  
 

 
41.  Mid-Block 

Passageways 
publicly owned and 
accessible midblock 
passageways 

Port Port Port Port or its 
assignee 

TBD [Port to self- 
perform or enter 
third-party 
agreement]; 
License for 
private 
encroachments 

Port or its 
assignee 

• FPO responsible for costs to maintain any 
building encroachments into MBP 

• Pier 70 CFD Services Special Taxes will fund 
maintenance of the Midblock Passageways. 

 

42.  Intervening Electrical 
Switchgear  

Electrical switchgear facility 
between SFPUC and PG&E 
power, including but not 
limited to electrical switch 
components, equipment 
pads or buildings, fencing, 
access roads, screening and 
driveways 

Port; SFPUC to 
inspect 

SFPUC SFPUC SFPUC 2020 Temporary 
Power MOU 
between Port 
and SFPUC 

SFPUC • Space and location for Intervening facilities 
included in Infrastructure Plan 

• Will require additional property rights 
agreement if not located within right-of-
way 

43.  Existing Combined 
Sewer Outfalls  

Existing SFPUC Outfalls to 
remain at 20th St and 22nd St 
 

Port; SFPUC to 
inspect 

 SFPUC  SFPUC  SFPUC 1990 MOU  SFPUC • MOU between Port and SFPUC to address 
required improvements and ongoing 
operation 

44.  Pier 70 Shoreline 
Protection Facilities 

Adaptive Management 
Improvements to be 
designed and constructed in 
the future 

Port Port Port Port TBD [Port to self- 
perform or enter 
third-party 
agreement] 

Port or its 
assignee 

• Excludes buildings, which are the 
responsibility of the building owner. 

• Mitigations to be determined in the future 
based on monitoring. 

• Port to set aside land for future adaptation.  
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 Specific Improvement General Description Permitting 
Authority 

 

Improvement 
Ownership Party 

Party Having 
Liability2 

Party Responsible 
for 

Maintenance34 

Instrument 
Memorializing 
Maintenance 

Duties 

Party 
Responsible for 

Providing 
Maintenance 

Funding Source  

Additional Notes 

• Shoreline CFD provides funding for future 
Shoreline Protection Facilities, but Pier 70 
CFD Services Special Taxes will not fund the 
ongoing maintenance of those future 
improvements. 

45.  Combined Sewer Pump 
Station 
 

Pump station, and 
appurtenances, including 
the storage pipes located 
both in and out of Dedicated 
Right-of-Way 

Port; SFPUC to 
inspect 

SFPUC  SFPUC  SFPUC 1990 MOU  SFPUC • Port-SFPUC MOU amendment to 1990 
MOU for pump station location, access, 
etc. 
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NOT TO SCALE 

MAP SHOWING THE OPENING OF 20TH STREET, 21 ST STREET, 22ND STREET, LOUISIANA STREET AND MARYLAND STREET 

FILE: A-17-222 SHEET 2 OF 2 SCALE: 1"- 80' REVISION 



02/27/24

ABBREVIATIONS 
APN ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER 
N NORTH 
EX EXISTING 
ROW RIGHT OF WAY 
TC TOP OF CURB 
FL FLOW LINE 
C CURVE 
CONC CONCRETE 
L LINE 
S/W SIDEWALK 
BSW BACK OF SIDEWALK 
BVCE BEGINNING OF VERTICAL CURVE ELEVATION 
EVCE END OF VERTICAL CURVE ELEVATION 
PVIE POINT OF VERTICAL INTERSECTION ELEVATION 

NOTE: 

1. THE LINE AND CURVE DATA SHOWN MAY 
OVERLAP ON MULTIPLE SHEETS. 

LEGEND 
PROPERTY LINE 

CENTERLINE 

PROPOSED CURB 

EXISTING OFFICIAL CURB TO REMAIN 

NEW CURB RAMP 

REFERENCES: 

1. A-17-222 TITLED "MAP SHOWING THE 
OPENING OF 20TH STREET, 21 ST STREET, 
22ND STREET, LOUISIANA STREET AND 
MARYLAND STREET", IN THE OFFICE OF CITY 
& COUNTY SURVEYOR 

2. "FINAL MAP 9585, PIER 70; PIO 9585 -
PHASE 1", RECORDED OCTOBER 23, 2020 IN 
BOOK 1 OF FINAL MAPS, PAGES 94-103, IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY & COUNTY 
RECORDER. 

APPROVED: 

WILLIAM E. BLACKWELL JR., PLS 8251 

CITY & COUNTY SURVEYOR 

DATE 

I~~-- l~--::-b--1 ----fD - liorn ~ - L I§.. - .=h_ - - ~-

1 i=~rt - i - :..._ 
I I II 

--F~E 21ST STREE 

..... _....__. ...---..+--+--- ::I 
FUTURE 21ST STREET 

MICHAEL A. O'CONNELL 
SENIOR ASSOCIATE PRINCIPAL 
BKF ENGINEERS 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS 

I 
\ 

DATE 

r 1 

OFFICIAL GRADES OF SIDEWALK AND CURB ELEVATIONS ALONG 20TH STREET, ILLINOIS STREET, 
MICHIGAN STREET, 21 ST STREET, LOUISIANA STREET, MARYLAND STREET, AND 22ND STREET 

FILE: Q-20-1194 SHEET 1 OF 17 SCALE: 1,,_ 40 , REVISION 



LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L1 10.00 sa5·3a'o1''w 

L2 11 .84 S04"21'59"E 

L3 69.58 N04"21'59"W 

L4 9.00 N04"21'59"W 

L5 513.65 sa5·3a'01"w 

L6 12.85 so4·22'05"E 

L7 9.00 S04"21'59"E 

LB 223.00 sa5·3a·o1"w 

CURVE TABLE 

CURVE NO. LENGTH RADIUS DaTA 
C1 18.85 12.00 090·00·00" 

C2 12.87 20.00 035•52'12" 

C3 6.44 10.00 035•52•45" 

C4 15.71 10.00 090·00'00" 

C5 12.49 45.21 015•49•41" 

C7 10.72 9.62 063"49'18" 

CB 12.87 20.00 035•51•51" 

C9 6.44 10.00 035•52•19" 

C10 15.71 10.00 090·00·00" 

NOTES; 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REPRESENT THE DISTANCE 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS. 

APN 4058-002 

FL 31.53 

20TH STREET 
(66' ROW) 

TC 31,85 
FL 31.74 

APN 4109-001 

FL 30.09 

FL 30.24 

14.00' 
60.(X)' S/W 

L1 

~t 38.00' ~, 
69.59' 

14.00' 
S/W 

APN 3941-027 I 
I <O N 

<O <O 
.....: It') 
N N 

ti ...J u... 

60.(X)' - ~ 55./4'* (I) 
L100 

J5JJO' 

~t ti 

~1 p 
___ 5a_!ar_ ~ - =d 

:I 

L5 

b 
0 
(0 
<O 

50.cxJ' LB 

L101 

N 

"'? I : 
a, " 0 ;: .....: 
N N 

...J ti u... 

APN 4110-012 I -------

aAPHIC ICMI: -- -

LINE TABLE - BSW & ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L100 800.00 sa5·3a'01"w 

L101 762.07 N85.38'01 "E 

AN ASTERISK INDICATES THE NEXT ELEVATION 40 0 40 80 ! ..... _ 1s_ co_N_TI_N_uE_D_ o_N_ TH_E_ Fo_LL_o_wi_N_G_P_A_G_E. ______________________________________________________________ -t 
---

APPROVED: 

WILLIAM E. BLACKWELL JR., PLS 8251 

CITY & COUNTY SURVEYOR 

DATE 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS 

OFFICIAL GRADES OF SIDEWALK AND CURB ELEVATIONS ALONG 20TH STREET, ILL/NOIS STREET, 
MICHIGAN STREET, 21 ST STREET, LOUISIANA STREET, MARYLAND STREET, AND 22ND STREET 
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LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L5 513.65 sa5·3a'o1''w 

LB 223.00 sa5·3a'o1''w 

L9 220.90 Na5·3a'01 "E 

L61 150.00 N04°21'59"W 

L62 4.24 N04°21'37"W 

CURVE TABLE 

CURVE NO. LENGTH RADIUS DaTA 

C11 15.71 10.00 090·00·00" 

C12 15.80 10.00 090·32'46" 

NOTES: 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REPRESENT THE DISTANCE 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS. 

* AN ASTERISK INDICATES THE NEXT ELEVATION 
IS CONTINUED ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE. 

APPROVED: 

I 

I 

WILLIAM E. BLACKWELL JR., PLS 8251 

CITY & COUNTY SURVEYOR 

DATE 

CONC PAD 

LINE TABLE - BSW & ROW 

LINE NO. 

L100 

L101 

APN 3941-027 

I 

I 
APN 4111-008 

-- ----40 0 40 80 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS 

LENGTH DIRECTION 

800.00 sa5·3a'01"w 

762.07 N85.38'01"E 

OFFICIAL GRADES OF SIDEWALK AND CURB ELEVATIONS ALONG 20TH STREET, ILL/NOIS STREET, 
MICHIGAN STREET, 21 ST STREET, LOUISIANA STREET, MARYLAND STREET, AND 22ND STREET 

FILE: Q-20-1194 SHEET 3 OF 17 SCALE: 1 "- 40' REVISION ] _________________________________________________________________ _ 



LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L5 513.65 S85.38'01 "w 

L10 4.88 so4·21'59"E 

L11 10.14 N25·01 • 42"w 

L12 148.59 S85°38'01 "w 

L13 69.38 N72°53' 43"W 

L14 46.76 N85°38'01 "E 

L15 191.89 S85°38'01"w 

L16 8.26 S85°41'09"w 

L29 259.09 S04°21'59"E 

CURVE TABLE 

CURVE NO. LENGTH RADIUS DELTA 

C13 23.56 15.00 090·00'00" 

C14 6.80 30.00 012·59•39" 

C15 12.10 10.00 069°20'17" 

C16 18.74 50.00 021·28'15" 

C17 18.74 50.00 021·28'15" 

C18 9.76 20.00 027•57•10" 

C19 4.88 10.00 027°57'12" 

C20 6.53 10.00 037°23'50" 

C21 13.06 20.00 037°24'02" 

C22 17.28 11 .00 090·00'00" 

C23 15.71 10.00 090°00'48" 

C24 11.60 20.00 033i3'14" 

C25 11.60 20.00 033i3'14" 

NOTES: 

1. ITALIC NUMBERS REPRESENT THE DISTANCE 
BETWEEN ELEVATIONS. 

2. BSW AT EXISTING BUILDING WALL 

I * AN ASTERISK INDICATES THE NEXT ELEVATION 

I 

I 

I .,. 
I HI 

l :! a: (I) 

.5. 2-
___J/ CJ 

I 

N 
I') 

<'l ..... 
ii 

I 
I 
I 
I • 

15.00 
S/W I 

" O? ..... ..... 
ii 

SEE NOTE 2 

L100 

L12 

L101 

APN 3941-041 

16.67 
50.IXJ' S/W 

b 
0 
co 
<O 

38.00' 

--+-........ -

N 
I": ..... ..... 
...J .... 

APN 4111-008 

0 
I": ..... ..... 
ii 

O> O> 
"": <O 
N ...: .......... 

~, 

~ IO N 
O> N 

<'l ...: <'l ..... .......... 

I 
~ ..... ..... 

I 
-1 

., I 
~ 

LOUISIANA STREET \ 
(ROW VARIES) 

1 
' aAPHIC ICMI: -- ----

LINE TABLE - BSW & ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L100 800.00 S85°38'01 "w 

L101 762.07 N85°38'01 "E 

L129 41.76 S21°03'56"E 

U) ... 
w w 
:I: 
(I) 

I 
w 
~ _. 
:I: u ... 
,c 
2 

KEY MAP 

~ IS CONTINUED ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE. 

! ..... -----------------------------------------------------"° ___ o __ "° ___ ao ______________ ----t 
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LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L17 280.80 s55•35•01 "w 

L18 183.51 s55•35•01"w 

L19 16.48 s55•35•01"w 

L33 253.06 N04"21'58"W 

L34 251.09 S04"21'59"E 

CURVE TABLE 

CURVE NO. LENGTH RADIUS DaTA 
C26 18.85 12.00 090·00·00" 

C27 18.86 

NOT 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REP 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS 

12.00 090·02'04• 

.. ... 
w 
w 
::c 
(I) 

I 
w z 
:J 
0 ... 
i 

I 

I 
65.04'* 

+I.Of' 

1 ~~ 
C'J .,...! ........ 
~i 

~ IO IO IO 
O> .... <'? C'J .... C'J .... .... .... .... .... 

~ i ~ i 

16.00' L102 
S/W 60.()(J' 

L17 

29.00' 20TH STREET 
(57' ROW) 
60.()(J' L 18 

S/W L103 

~i 
APN 4111-009 

APN 3941-041 APN 

54.58' ,~ 

~ 
It'? .... 
~ TC FL 
.... 62.92' 

N 
I") 

C'J .... 
~ 

I 3941-02& 

~ N co 
IX? .... .... C'J C'J 

IO IO I 
C? IO 

.... .... .... .... .... 
i ~ i ~i 

N.,...! _l 
____ , _ - - - -

22.3-f' 
Q -Z1-:!t 

12.26 <wo -IWa: 
>- ... a:. a: 0 ~< (I) (ID 

U2 -

MATCHLINE - SHEET 10 

-- ----

LINE TABLE - BSW c!c ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L102 288.28 s55·40• 45"W 

L103 208.50 s55•35•01·w 

KEY MAP 

AN ASTERISK INDICATES THE NEXT ELEVATION 40 0 40 80 ! ..... _ 1s_ co_N_TI_N_uE_o_ o_N_ TH_E_ Fo_LL_o_wi_N_G_P_A_G_E. ______________________________________________________________ -t 
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WILLIAM E. BLACKWELL JR., PLS 8251 
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SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS 

OFFICIAL GRADES OF SIDEWALK AND CURB ELEVATIONS ALONG 20TH STREET, ILL/NOIS STREET, 
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LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L20 3.94 S34"23'53"E 

L21 14.00 S04"21'59"E 

L22 3.94 s25•39•55"w 

L23 222.06 S04"21'59"E 

L47 366.25 S04"21'59"E 

L48 246.80 S04"21'59"E 

CURVE TABLE 

CURVE NO. LENGTH RADIUS DELTA 

C28 10.48 20.00 030·01•54• 

C29 5.24 10.00 030·01•54" 

C30 5.24 10.00 030·01•54" 

C31 10.48 20.00 030·01'54" 

NOTES; 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REPRESENT lHE DISTANCE 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS. 

I 
U) -... 
w w 
::z:: en 

w z 
:J 
::z:: 

i i 
I 

0) 

~ 0) 

,.; ,.; 
N N 

f2 ii 

APN 
4113-003 

/(X).22' 

LOUISIANA STREET 
(54' ROW) 

,f{}./6' 

....... ....... N N 00 I") ....... N ,.; ,.; c-i c-i N N N N 

f2 ii f2 ii 

APN 4114-010 

113b' 
S/W 

31 .00' 

I") I") 
0 It) d . 
N~ 

22.13' 

en ~ en ~ 
d d oi oi N N .... .... 
f2 ii f2 ii 

APN 
4113-002 

b 
0 

"" It) 

L104 

L48 

30.18' 

L105 
It) IO N 
It) 0 0) co co io .... .... .... 

~ 
io .... 

f2 ii f2 ii 

It) 
00 
io .... 
f2 

LINE TABLE - BSW c!c ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L104 394.46 so4·21 '59"E 

L105 517.71 N04.21'59"W 

.... 
ti w 
i 

N N 0) U) U) 
It) ....... I") 0 It) 

io io io CD io .... .... .... .... .... 
ii f2 ii f2 ii 

I 

-z.,, ........... _ 
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LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L23 222.06 S04"21'59"E 

L24 2.13 s24·4a•4o"E 

L25 14.21 N85.38'01 "E 

CURVE TABLE 

CURVE NO. LENGTH RADIUS DaTA 

C32 35.75 100.00 020·29•00" 

C33 12.14 10.00 059•33'18" 

C34 19.41 90.00 012·21'27" 

C35 11.05 10.00 063i7'07" 

NOT 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REP 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS 

I 
(0 

APN 
4112-003 

Iii ......... L........:....-------1,------.-------+-~ 
w 
i LOUISIAN 31.00' 

STREET 
w (54' ROW) L23 

FL 

TC 13.92 
FL 13.59 

I 

z --.---------.-----'-...---+---llf-+-----.........+.....---------,IIE-,r-"'T""T""----
:::l 93.11'* .... 

L105 

I') IO co I') 
O> I') ;: CX) 
,..; ,..; ,..; .... .... I 

:::c -

i i 
~ ii ~ ii 

I APN 4114-008 I 

LINE TABLE - BSW & ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L104 394.46 S04"21'59"E 

L105 517.71 N04"21'59"W 

L106 13.09 s2s·49'04"E 

--... 
w w 
:::c 
(I) 

w z 
:::l 
:::c 
0 ... 
-a: 
::I 

KEY MAP 

-z.,, ........... _ 
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LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L54 517.71 N04"21'58"W 

L55 519.71 N04"21'58"W 

NOT 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REP 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS 

(0 -... 
w 33.9T' w ::c 
(I) 

I 
36.00' 

I 
w z 
:J ::c 
() 

t ... 
4( 
::I 

I 

~ ~ APN 4114-010 ~ ~ 

APN 4114-004 

L109 

L54 

ti 65.98' 

MARYLAND STREET 
(60' ROW) 

L55 
3262' 32.IX)' 

L110 
N 0) (0 ,.., "It- .... 
;;:j ...... 0) (0 .... CX) 

<'i <'i <'i I') <'i 
N N N N N N 

~ ~ ~~ ~~ 

APN 4114-008 

01' 
<O N .. .... .... 
Nc,.i• 

~~ 

J.1.03' -, 
~ IC I 
APN 4116-001 

w z 
:J 
::c 
() ... 
i 

-z.,, ........... _ 

-- ----

LINE TABLE - BSW c!c ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L109 517.71 N04"21'59"W 

L110 519.71 N04"21'59"W 

KEY MAP 
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LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L54 517.71 N04'21'58"W 

L55 519.71 N04'21'58"W 

NOT 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REP 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS 

CD 
t-w w ::c 
U) 

I 
w 
~ 
.J ::c u 
t-
~ 
::E 

I 

-

I 
I 

APN 4114-008 

b 
0 
d 
(0 

53.50' 12.00' ____ stp 

a:> IO ...... ,,t 
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O> 

d d • c,; 
<'I <'I ..... 

~~ 

APN 4118-001 

APN 4114-007 

MARYLAND STREET 

30.51' 

(80' ROW) L55 

..... a:> 
~ O> 
0 • 
<'I O> ..... 

4972' 

(0 ,., 
,., 0 
c,; c,; .......... 
(.) ....I 
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Tl.OT' 
L110 

APN 4052-009 

I 
<'I O> 
O> IO 

I (0 (0 ..... ..... 

<'I ~ I O> 
(0 (0 ..... ..... 

~~ 

I 

LINE TABLE - BSW & ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L109 517.71 N04'21'59"W 

L110 519.71 N04'21'59"W 

N -t-w w 
::c 
U) 

w z 
:J 
::c u 
t-
~ 
::E 

KEY MAP 
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LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L33 253.06 N04"21'58"W 

L34 251.09 S04"21'59"E 

NOT 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REP 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS 

I 
N -
ti 

93.12'* w 
::c en ! I 36.oo· 

:J 

L111 

L34 

:5 L112 
~ t ::~· 
• IO N 

N O> 
irl --i .,.... .,.... I APN 4052-008 g ,c 

APN 4111-009 
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~ ...J ~ ii ..... 
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MARYLAND STREET 
(80' ROW) 

/5.CK)' 32.()()' 

r-- .... 
IO N 
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I 
IO 
1-

69.83'* I 
I I 

~ 
..J 

12.00' 6/J2'* ::C 

sw __ i ~ 

I 

LINE TABLE - BSW c!c ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L111 255.09 N04"21'59"W 

L112 255.09 N04"21'59"W 

KEY MAP 

-z.,, ........... _ 
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LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L26 68.43 N04"21'59"W 

L27 29.93 N85.38'01 "E 

L28 1.32 N72"26'47"E 

L29 259.09 S04"21'59"E 

L30 179.75 N85.38'02"E 

L31 283.07 s55•35•02"w 

L105 517.71 N04"21 '59"W 

CURVE TABLE 

CURVE NO. LENGTH RADIUS DaTA 
C36 31.42 20.00 090·00·00" 

C37 23.16 100.01 01315'59" 

C38 9.38 7.00 076.48'46" 

C39 15.71 10.00 090-00'00" 

C40 15.71 10.00 090·00'00" 

NOTES; 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REPRESENT lHE DISTANCE 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS. 

APN 4111-008 
TC FL 12.95 

SIDEWALK 
TERMINATES 
TC 13.11 

TC 13.20 FL 12.78 
FL 12.70 TC 12.98 

FL 
TC 13.36 L27 
FL 12.86 I-w w a:_ 

I') 
I- 31: 
(I) 0 ..... 

~ < a: z. 
<O .CCD 
N -u, 
....I en-

5 IO 

0 0 ..... ..... ..... 

10.00·--1 .J ~~ ~~~ 
S/W I ~ I 

MATCHLINE - SHEET 7 

LINE TABLE - BSW & ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L113 98.46 S04"21'57"E 

L114 89.57 s55•35'02"w 

L115 188.75 N85.38'01 "E 

L116 281.07 N85.38'01 "E 

APN 4111-009 
I - IO IO f m 

TC FL 13.18 
r,.. N 
..f. ..f. z1-- ..... ..... 

I :!:HI~ TC 13.45 

" cna:> ~ FL 13.12 ~ ~ N 
" - ... -::, (I) 31: 

TC FL 13.06 ~ I-g 0 w 
~ L115 w :::c ..... . 

SJ.9J'* (I) 

" L30 891JB' 

L130 27.73 S2116'29"W 

.9 

21ST STREET b w 
0 z 

(49' ROW) 30.00' ai :J ...,. :::c 
BOB' 61.l){J'* 0 

I-
L31 9.50 < 

/JJJ.. - 2 
L116 

<O I') 
<O I') 

..f. ..f. ..... ..... ..... ..... ..... 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

APN 
APN APN 4114-007 

114-008 
4114-009 

KEY MAP 
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LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L30 179.75 N85.38'02"E 

L31 283.07 s55•35•02"w 

L32 11.55 N7412'37"E 

L33 253.06 N04°21'58"W 

L34 251.09 so4·21'59"E 

L35 6.58 s54•42'33"E 

L36 1.06 N85.38'01 "E 

L37 4.97 N85.38'01 "E 

L54 517.71 N04°21'58"W 

L55 519.71 N04°21'58"W 

CURVE TABLE 

CURVE NO. LENGTH RADIUS DaTA 
C41 19.94 100.00 011·25•24" 

C42 16.46 12.00 075•34•35" 

C43 13.18 15.00 050·20•34" 

C44 2.34 10.00 013°24'39" 

C45 18.85 12.00 090·00'00" 

C46 18.85 12.00 090·00'00" 

NOT 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REP 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS 

--
ti 
w 
::c en 

w z 

I 
APN 4111-009 

I') I') 
It') 0 
irl io ........ 

30.00' 

6-1.TT' 
21ST STREET 

(49' ROW) 

MATCHLINE - SHEET 10 

15.92 

TC FL 15.99 

:J --.................. ---*_,~------;M'----.'"*'-

0 s;.:.....,.._----4...: 
~ 1Tl"')I"') :I tq q 

It') It') 

~~ 

APN 4114-007 
MATCHLINE - SHEET 9 

APN 4052-008 

FUTURE 21ST STREET 
(49' ROW) 

APN 4052-009 

-- ----

LINE TABLE - BSW c!c ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L115 188.75 N85.38'01 "E 

L116 281 .07 N85.38'01 "E 

L117 20.15 N7411'04"E 

L118 7.55 S62°21'39"E 

KEY MAP 

AN ASTERISK INDICATES THE NEXT ELEVATION 40 0 40 80 ! ..... _ 1s_ co_N_TI_N_uE_o_ o_N_ TH_E_ Fo_LL_o_wi_N_G_P_A_G_E. ______________________________________________________________ -t 

I APPROVED: 

WILLIAM E. BLACKWELL JR., PLS 8251 

CITY & COUNTY SURVEYOR 

DATE 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS 

OFFICIAL GRADES OF SIDEWALK AND CURB ELEVATIONS ALONG 20TH STREET, ILL/NOIS STREET, 
MICHIGAN STREET, 21 ST STREET, LOUISIANA STREET, MARYLAND STREET, AND 22ND STREET 

FILE: Q-20-1194 SHEET 12 OF 17 SCALE: 1 "- 40' REVISION ] _________________________________________________________________ _ 



LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L38 15.15 N85.38'01 "E 

L39 13.20 N04"21'59"W 

L40 14.00 N04"22'06"W 

L41 530.84 s55•35•01 "w 

L42 9.88 s55•35'01"w 

L43 4.17 N04.21 '59"W 

L44 7.00 S04"21 '59"E 

L45 486.24 N85.38'01 "E 

CURVE TABLE 

CURVE NO. LENGTH RADIUS DaTA 
C47 18.85 12.00 090·00·00" 

C48 15.71 10.00 090·00'00" 

C49 21.99 14.00 090·00·00" 

C50 12.87 20.00 035•51•22" 

C51 6.44 10.00 035•52'12" 

C52 15.71 10.00 090·00·00" 

NOTES; 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REPRESENT THE DISTANCE 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS. 

APN 4109-001 ... 
w w_ 
a:. 
... 0 
Cl) a: 
Cl) • -o 0 Cl) ~-.J 
::I 

15.00 
FL 36.80 S/W 

APN 4173-001 

LINE TABLE - BSW & ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

APN 4110-00SA 
L119 480.00 N85.38'01"E 

L120 480.00 N85.38'01"E 

I O> <O 
O> ,.._ 
r..: co 
I") I") 

...I ...I 
LL. LL. 

L119 ... 
12:00· ~ -s w L41 63.96' 36.04' C? /(K}LKJ'* ... .... w w 

:c 
22ND STREET 

I 
Cl) 

b 
42.00' (88' ROW) 0 

co w <O z 
54J2' L45 38.IIY /07.94'* :::i 

:c 
12.00' 

() ... 
S/Yf._ L120 < 

2 

CX) ... CX) 
<O N O> 
r..: co co 

I I") I") I") 

...I ii ii LL. 

I 
I APN 4175-018 

KEY MAP 
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LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L41 530.84 s55•35•01"w 

L45 486.24 N85.38'01 "E 

NOT 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REP 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS 

I 
FUTURE MICHIGAN 

STREET 

It') 
It') 
CX) ..., 

1--2.00 

Ii 

(W) S/W 35.97' -
i i 

L41 

42.00' 
I 

50.IJO' 

APN 4120-002 

...... 
N I 
CX) ..., 
Ii 

L119 

38.15' 

b 
0 
(0 
CD 

50.IJO' 41'.(}8' 52.92' 20.01'* w I 
:J _ _______________ ....,,.._ _______________ _ 

L45 N 
C! 

z 
:J 

i i 
L120 .... 

0 0 
'st O> 
CX) " ..., ..., 
Ii ...J 

LL. 

% u 
I-

...... I~ 0 
(0 ..., 
Ii 

I APN 4175-018 I 

LINE TABLE - BSW & ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L119 480.00 N85.38'01"E 

L120 480.00 N85.38'01"E 

KEY MAP 
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LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L46 14.74 S85.38'01"w 

L47 366.25 S04"21'59"E 

L48 246.80 S04"21'59"E 

L49 285.07 N85.38'01 "E 

L50 27.02 N85.38'01"E 

L51 21.66 N85.38'01"E 

L52 36.00 S85.38'01 "w 

L53 53.64 S85.38'01"w 

CURVE TABLE 

CURVE NO. LENGTH RADIUS DELTA 

C53 61.69 283.00 012"29'25" 

C54 69.10 317.00 012"29'25" 

C55 39.27 25.00 090·00·00" 

C56 15.71 10.00 090·00'00" 

C57 13.68 20.00 03911'42" 

C58 13.68 20.00 03911'05" 

C59 61.35 316.50 011-06'23" 

C60 54.68 282.00 011-06'36" 

C61 12.30 20.00 03514'51" 

C62 6.15 10.00 03514'39" 

NOT 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REP 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS 

MATCHLINE - SHEET 6 

I 
APN L APN 

4113-001 _ 4113-003 
O> 
It) 

c,.j 
I") 

ii 

.... 
- ~:......__~::::::!a>':::...._----1-:~----:-=:~ 

31.fi()' C53 

22ND STREET 
(60' ROW) 

C59 

L50 

~----""""'+----~ -L125 C102 

.... 
0 
c,.j 
I") 

ii 

TC 25.18 

FL 24.68 

TC FL 

TC FL 

12.00' 
s w 

b b 
0 0 
co d 
I") U) 

32.67' 
12.00 L51 
s w 

L126 

I") 
O> 
..j, 
('II 

ii 
APN 4115-003 

L52 

" " It) 0 

'° '° ('II ('II 

~ ii 

5/.99' 

'<t' '<t' 
0 It) 

'° -.i-('II ('II 

~ ii 

22ND STREET 32•50, 

('II ('II 
CX) I") 

..j, ..j, 
('II ('II 

~ ii 

(62' ROW) 

I CX) CX) 

I~ 
0 
..j, 

('II ('II 

~ ii 

63.18'* 

17.50' 
S/W 

APN 
4115-001 

aAPHIC ICMI: 

CX) CX) 
I") CX) 
I") c,.j 
('II ('II 

~ ii 

1 
' 

I 

(0 -Iii 
w 
i 
w z 
:J 
:::c u 
~ 
::I 

-- ----

LINE TABLE - BSW & ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L121 21 .08 S85.38'01"w 

L122 9.05 N42"28'11 "E 

L123 281 .07 S85.38'01 "w 

L124 17.91 N55"28'14"E 

L125 26.17 N85.38'01 "E 

L126 368.74 S85.38'01·w 

BSW & ROW CURVE TABLE 

CURVE NO. LENGTH RADIUS DELTA 

C100 58.94 270.50 012·29•05• 

C101 71 .91 330.00 012·29'06" 

C102 63.65 328.50 011·05•07" 

C103 52.32 270.00 011-06'07" 

KEY MAP 
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LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L49 285.07 N85.38'01 "E 

L54 517.71 N04"21'58"W 

L55 519.71 N04"21'58"W 

L56 294.00 s55•35•01 "w 

L57 232.12 s55•35'01"w 

L58 11.24 No4·21•54"w 

L59 15.74 N04.21'58"W 

L60 293.00 N85.38'01 "E 

CURVE TABLE 

CURVE NO. LENGTH RADIUS DaTA 
C63 15.71 10.00 090·00·00" 

C64 15.71 10.00 090·00·00" 

C65 31.42 20.00 059•59•53" 

C66 15.71 10.00 090·00·00" 

NOT 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REP 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS 

APN 4114-010 

I") I") .,.... .,.... ...... ...... 

I 
0 IO I") CX) .,.... CD ,.,; c-l ,.,; c-l,.,; c-l 

"'""' N" ~ 

APN ~ ct ~ ct ~ ct 
4114-004 L123 

U) ,f2.3,f' .. ... L49 
w w b :::c 32.50' 0 
(I) c-l 

CD 

53.66' 42.34' 
w 

L57 z 17.50' 
:J S/W :::c u 1-- L126 ... 
~ O> O> IO IO ::I 

.,.... co .,.... I") CX) N ...... 
,.,; c-l ,.,; c-l ,.,; c-l 
N N N N N N 

I ~ ct ~ ct ~ ct 

APN 4115-004 

TC FL 22.72 

TC 22.99 
FL 22.66 
TC FL 22.5 

5/.82' 

22ND STREET 
(82' ROW) 
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~ TC 23.06 
IO 
.,.... FL 22.56 

TC 22.90 
FL 22.57 

TC 22.83 

FL 22.33 

MATCHLINE - SHEET 8 

22.70 
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IO 
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T/31' 

TC FL 
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.J a: 
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~~ 
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w ... a: w 
::::,W 
... a: 
::::, ... 
IL (I) 

APN 4114-008 
IO 
~ O? 

I .,.... 
N N 

~ ct 

11.50 

S/W I 
'V ~ O? .,.... .,.... 
N N 

~ ct I 
APN 4117-002 

t:: 
Iii 
w 
i 
w z 
:J u 
~ 
::I 

LINE TABLE - BSW & ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L123 281 .07 s55•35'01"w 

L126 368.74 s55•35'01"w 

KEY MAP 
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LINE TABLE - SIDEWALK 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L56 294.00 sas·3a'01"w 

L60 293.00 Nas·3a·o1 "E 

NOT 
1. ITALIC NUMBERS REP 

BETWEEN ELEVATIONS 

I 

(0 I .. ... 
w w 
:::c 
(I) 

w z 
::i 
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I 
I 

" " IC) 0 
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85JO'* s w 

37.00' 

85.30'* 

S/W 
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b 
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d 
<O 
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4118-002 
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s w 
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.... <O 
en cxi .... .... 
0 ....1 1 
I- .... 

I APN 
4117-001 

I ,., ,., 
I <'? ""': co co ........ 

,., ,., 
<O .... 
CX) CX) ........ 

l o ....1 
I- .... 

I 

APN 
4118-009 

FUTURE 22ND STREET 

------

APN 
4117-003 

-- ----

LINE TABLE - BSW c!c ROW 

LINE NO. LENGTH DIRECTION 

L127 292.00 sas·3a'01"w 

L128 291.00 sas·3a·o1 ·w 

KEY MAP 
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