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[Acquisition of a Temporary Construction License by Eminent Domain - Central Subwayfl‘ hird
Street Light Rail Extension - 1000 1032 Stockton Street]

Resolution authorizing the acquisition of a temporary construction license at the real

property commonly known as 1000 1032 Stocktfon Street, San Francisco California, '

. Assessor s Parcel Block No. 0193, Lot No. 019, by eminent domain for the public

purpose of constructing the Central Subwalehlrd Street Light Rail Extension and
other improvements; adoptlng enwronmental findings under the Californla
Enwronmental Quality Act (CEQA), CEQA Guidelines, and Admlnlstrative Code Chapter
31; and adopting findings of consrstency with the General Plan and City. Plannlng Code
Section 101. 1

WHEREAS The San Francisco Munimpal Transportatlon Agency (SFMTA) plans to
construct a continuation of the T-Third Light Rail Vehicle line from the Caltrain Statlon at
Fourth and King Streets to an underground station in Chinatown and other lmprovements (the
"Project”) to create a critical transportation improvement linking nelghborhoods in the
southeastern po.rtion-of the City and County of San Francisco (the "City") with the _retall_and

employment centers in the 'City's downtown and Chinatown neighborhoods, a public use, and

~ will require an interest in the real property described herein to construct the Project tunnels

that will connect the Pl’OjeCt'S three subway stations and provide dlrect rail service to the City's ‘
Financial Dlstnct and Chinatown nelghborhoods and '

WHEREAS The Project's pnmary objectives are to provxde direct rail service to

regional destinations, including the City's Chinatown, Union Square Moscone Convention |

Center, Yerba Buena, SoMa and AT&T Park neighborhoods; connect BART and Caltrain;

Municipal Transportation Agency" _
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serve a low-auto-ownership population of-transit customers; increase transit use and reduce
travel time; reduce air and poise pollution ahd provide congestion relief; and

WHEREAS, California Government Code Sections 25350.5 and 37350.5 authorize the
City's Board of Supervisors to acquire any property vnecessary to carry out any of the powers. '
or functions of the City by emlnent domain; and _

WHEREAS, The City requrres a temporary construction ||cense for the construction and
improvement of the Project at the real property commonly known-as 1000-1032 Stockton
Street, San Francisco, California, Assessor's Parcel Block No. 0193, Lot No. 019 (the "Subject
Property"), which license is more particularly described in File No. 121_091, including Exhibit A

'(the "License") and as shown in Exhibit B (the "Project Alignment"), on file with the Clerk of

the Board of Supervrsors whlch is hereby declared to be a part of this resolution as if set forth
fully hereln and

WHEREAS On August 7 2008, the Cltys Plannlng Commrssron certifi ed that the Final
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement/SupplementaI Environmental Impact Report |

("Final Supplemental EIS/EIR") for the Central Subway/Third Street Light Rail Phase 2was in -

compliance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines in Planning Commission Motion No. M-

17668. The Final Supplemental EIS/EIR and Motion No. M-17668 are on file with the Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors in File No. 121091, which is hereby declared-to be a part of thie
resolution as if eet forth fu_lly:herein; and

| WHEREAS, On August 19, 2008, the SFMTA's Board of Dlrectors by Resolution No.
08- 150 approved the Project, adopted CEQA Flndlngs rncludmg a Statement of Overndmg
Consuderatlons and a Mltlgat|on Momtonng_and Reportlng Program (MMRP) as required by
CEQA. Resolution No. 08-150 is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No.
121091, which is hereby declared to be a patt of this resolution as if set forth fully herein; and

Municipal Transportation Agency
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WHEREAS, On September 16, 2008, the Cltys Board of Supervisors (this "Board")
adopted Motron No. M08-145, in Board File No. 081138, afﬁrmlng the City's Plannlng
Department decision to certify the Final Supplemental EIS/EIR. Motion No. M08-145 i is on file
with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No. 121091, which is hereby declared to .be
a part of this resolution as if set forth fully herein; and | |

- WHEREAS, SFMTA staff obtalned an apprarsal of the chense in complrance with
Callfornla Government Code Sectron 7267 et seq. and all related statutory procedures for
possrble acqu15|t|on of the License, submitted an offer to the Subject Property owner of record
to purchase the License as required by California Government Code Section 7267 2o0n |
October 15, 2012, and continues to negotlate the possible acquisition of the chense with the
Subject Property owner of record and

WHEREAS, On May 4, 2009, the City's Plannlng Department found the Project to be

- -oonsrstent with the General Plan and the Eight Prronty Policies of City Planning Code Section

101.1 to the extent apphcable On October 17,2012, the Planning Department confirmed the
May 4, 2009 determlnatlon as applicable to the acquisition of the License; and

WHEREAS On October 19, 2012, the City's Planning Department found that there
have been no substantial changes proposed for the Project, ‘and no substantial changes in
PrOJect circumstances, that would require major revisions to the Final Supplemental EIS/EIR
due to the involvement of new 31gn|t" jcant enwronmental effects or a substantral increase in the

severity of previously ldentrfred slgnlflcant |mpacts and there is'no new information of

‘substantlal importance that was not known and could not have been known at the time the

Frnal Supplemental EIS/EIR was certified, that shows either srgnlf icant envrronmental effects

not discussed in the Final Supplemental EIS/EIR, a substantlal increase in the seventy of

_prewously examlned significant effects, or that unadopted mitigation measures or alternatlves

Municipal Transportation Agency , . ‘
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ] : Page 3
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prevrously found not to be feasible, would be feasible and capable of substantially.reducing
one or more of the S|gn|t" icant effects of the Project; and

WHEREAS, On June 19, 2012, the SFMTA's Board of Directors adopted Resolution
No. 12-087, in which it tound that (a) the Project will assist _SFMTA tn meeting the objectives
of Goal No. 1 of the SFMTA Strategic Plan (to provide safe, accessible, clean, .
environmentally sustainable service and encourage the use of auto-alternative modes through

the Transit First po!icy), of Goal No. 2 (to improve transit reliability), of Goal No: 3 (to improve

~economic vitality through improved regional transportation), and of Goal No. 4 (to ensure the '

efﬁcient and effective use of resources); (b) the License is needed to construct the Project; (c)
SFMTA has limited any potent'ial'.p'rivate injury by seeking to acquire only a license; and (d)
the acquisition and use of the License for construction of the Project is compatib,le with the
existing uses of the Subject Property and the surrounding area; an'd

| WHEREAS., On June 19, 2012, the SFMTA Board of Directors, by SFMTA Resolution
No: 12-087, atrthorize_d the SFMTA Executive Director to request that this Board hold a duly'
noticed _public hearing, as required by State law, to consider the adoption of a Resolution of |
NecesSity for the acqu'isition of the License for its appraised fair market value and, if this

Board adopts such Resolution of Necessrty to take such actions that are consistent with the -

" City's Charter and all appllcable Iaw to proceed to achIre the License; and

WHEREAS, This Board finds and determines that each person whose name and )

- address appears on the last equalized COUrrty Assessment Roll as an owner of the Subject

Property has been given notice and a reasonable opportunlty to appear and be heard on this

date on the matter referred to in Calrfornra Code of ClVI| Procedure Sectlon 1240.030 in

- accordance wrth Callforn_ra Code of Civil Procedure Section 1245.235; now, therefore, be it

Municipal Transportation Agency
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' RESOLVED That by at Ieast'a two-thirds vote of this Board un‘der California Code of
Civil Procedure Sections 1240 030 and 1245.230, this Board finds and determines each of the
foIlowmg
1. The public interest and necessﬂy requrre the proposed Project; .

2. The proposed Project is planned and located in the manner that will be most

compatible with the greatest publlc good and the least private injury;

3. The License sought to be acqurred provrdes the right to temporanly use portrons of
the Subject Property, and is necessary for the PrOJect

4. The offer required by California Government Code Sectlon 7267 2has been made |
to the Subject Property owner of record; and, be it _

FURTHER RES.OLVED, That to the extent that any Use allowed under the License
sought to be acquired is presently appropriated to a public use, the purpose for which the
acquisition and use of the Llcense is sought, namely, for construction of the Pro;ect is a more
necessary public use under Section 1240. 610 of the Callfornra Code of Clvrl Procedure and,
be it

FURTHER- RESOLVED -That to the extent that any portion of the Subject Property is
presently appropnated toa pUbllC use, the purpose for which the acquisition and use of the
Llcense is sought, namely, for constructlon of the Project, is a compat|b|e public use under
Section 1240.510 of the California Code of Civil Procedure; and, be |t

FURTHER RESOLVED That the City Attorney is hereby authorized and dlrected to
take all necessary steps to commence and prosecute proceedings in eminent domain,

including settlement or compromise of any such proceedrngs consrstent with the City's

_ Charter and all applicable law, agarnst the Subject Property owner of record and the owner or

~ owners of any and all interests therein or claims thereto for the condemnation thereof for the

public use of the City, to the extent such proceedlngs are necessary, together with the

Municipal Transportation Agency . . . .
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authorization and direction to take any and all actions or comply' with any and all legal _
procedures to obtain an order for immediate or permanent possession to use the portions of

the Subject Property nursuant to the License as depicted in Exhibit A and Exhibit B, in

- eonformity with existing or amended law; and, be it

- FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Board has reviewed and considered th'e Final

~ Supplemental EIS/EIR and record as a whole finds that the action taken herein is within the

scope of the PrOJect and activities evaluated in the Final Supplemental EIS/EIR and that the
Final Supplemental EIS/EIR is adequate for l'[S use by the decision-making body for the action
taken herein; and, be it

| F URTHER RESOLVED, That this Board finds that there hat/e been no substantial

changes proposed for the Project, and no substantial changes in Project circumstances, that

- would require major revisions fo the Final Supplemental EIS/EIR due to the,-involvement.of

new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously |

identified éigniﬁcant impacts; and there is no new information of substantial importance that

‘was not known and could not have been known at the time the Final Supplemental EIS/EIR

was certified; that shows either significant environmental effects not discussed in the Final
Supplemental EIS/EIR, a substantial increase in the seventy of preVIoust examined
significant etfects or that unadopted mitigation measures or alternatlves preVIoust found not
to be feasible, would be feasible and capable of substantially reducing one or more of the -
significant effects of the Project; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Board hereby adopts as |ts own and mcorporates by -'

. reference, as though fully set forth herein, the fmdlngs of the Planmng Department that the '

3 acqwsmon of the Llcense is consistent with the General Plan and the Eight Priority POIICIes of

City Planning Code Sectlon 101.1; and be it

Municipal Transportation Agency-.
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FU RTHER RESOLVED, That this Bdard adopts as its own and incorporates by
reference as though fully set forth herein, each of the: findings made by the SFMTA in

- adopting Resolutlon No. 08- 150 on August 19, 2008 and Resolution No. 12-087 on June 19

2012.

- Municipal Transportation Agency
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Municipal Transportation Agency

November 29, 2012

The Honorable Members of the Board of Supemsors
City and County of San Francisco

.1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, California 94102 -

RE Request for Approval of Resolution Authorizing the Acquisifion of Temporary
Construction Licenses By Eminent Domain for the
Central Subway/Th lrd Street nght Rail Extenszon at Various Properttes :

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors:

The San Francisco Mumc1pal Transportation Agency requests approval of
Resolutions authorizing the acquisition of temporary construction licenses (the

- Licenses) by eminent domain for the public purpose of constructing the Central

Subway/Third Street Light Rail Extension and other improvements; adopting
environmental findings under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
CEQA Guidelines, and Administrative Code Chapter 31; and adopting findings of
consistency with the General Plan and City Planning Code Section 101.1, for the
real propert1es commonly known as:

e 1455 Stockton Street, San Fram:lsco Cahforma, Assessor's Parcel No. Block
0130, Lots 001 and 040;

e 801 Market Street, San Francisco, California, Assessor's Parcel No. Block
3705, Lot 048A;

e 212 Stockton Street, San Franc1sco California, Assessor's Parcel No. Block
0309, Lot 011;

« 216 Stockton Street, San Francisco, Cahforma, Assessor s Parcel No. Block
0309, Lot 013;

e 39 Stockton Street, San Francisco, Cahforma Asscssor s Parcel No Block
0327, Lot 004;

. 19 Stockton Street, San Francisco, Cahforma Assessor’s Parcel No. Block
0327, Lot 005;

e 1 Stockton Street, San Francisco, California, Assessor ) Parcel No. Block
0327, Lot 025;

e 250 Fourth Street, San Francisco, Cal1forma, Assessor s Parcel No. Block
3733, Lot 008;

s 1000-1032 Stockton Street San Francisco, Cahforma Assessor's Parcel No.
Block 0193 Lot 019;

1701
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e 950 Stockton Street, San Francisco, California, Asséssor's Parcel No. Block
0210A, Lots 002-103;

e 930 Stockton Street, San Franciscd, California, Assessor's Parcel No. Block
0210, Lot 047 - ‘ '

This acquisition is part of the Central Subway Project/Third Street Light Rail

" Extension (the Project). Supporting documentation regarding each resolution of
necessity is included in the Board of Supervisors briefing packets for the December
11, 2012 meeting. : ) '

Background : A

The Project is the second phase of the SFMTA's Third Street Light Rail Project, and
will add 1.67 miles-of light rail track north from the northern end of the new Third
Street Light Rail at Fourth and King streets to a terminal in Chinatown. The Project
will serve regional destinations, including Chinatown (the most densely populated
area of the city that is not currently served by rail transportation), Union Square,
Moscone Convention Center, Yerba Buena, SoMa and AT&T Park. The Project
will also connect with the Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) and Caltrain (the Bay
Area’s two largest regional commuter rail services), serve a low auto ownership
population of transit customers, increase transit use and reduce travel time, reduce
air and noise pollution, and-provide congestion relief. The buses currently serving
Chinatown are overcrowded and the corridor is severely congested. Projected
travel time on the Central Subway will be eight to ten minutes versus 20 minutes on -
the bus between Chinatown and the Caltrain station at Fourth and Brannan streets.
Thus, the public interest and necessity require the construction and operation of the
Project to achieve such benefits. '

The Project will include twin bore, subsurface tunnels to connect the three subway
stations and provide direct rail service to the Financial District and Chinatown. The -
Project has been planned and located in a manner that will be most compatible with
the greatest public good and the least private injury. -

The SFMTA has completed utility relocation for the Project's Portal, Yerba Buena-
Moscone Station and Union Square/Market Street Station. Construction of the
Tunnel Launch Box on Fourth Street is underway. The tunnel and station
construction will be underway by summer of 2013. The start of revenue operation
is scheduled for 2018. ' o

General Plan Consistency ; :

On May 4, 2009, the Planning Department, in Planning Case No. 2008.0849R,
determined that the Project was consistent with the General Plan and the Eight -
 Priority Policies of City Planning Code Section 101.1, to the extent applicable.

2
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On October 17, 2012, the Planning Department concluded that aequisition of the
~ Licenses was covered in Case No. 2008. 0849R, and therefore no additional General
- Plan Referral was requ1red

" Environmental Review o
A draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement/| Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report (SEIS/SEIR) was issued for the Pl‘O_]CCt on October
17,2007. :

On August 7, 2008, the San Francisco Planning Commission certified the Final
SEIS/SEIR as accurate and in compliance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Chapter
31 of the San Francisco Admmlstrahve Code in Plannmg Commission Motion No.
17668 .

On August 19, 2008, the SFMTA Board of Directors adopted Resolution . -
No. 08-150, approving the Project, adopting CEQA Findings, a Statement of
Overriding Considerations for the Project, and the Mitigation Momtormg and
Reportmg Plan for the Project.

~ On September 16, 2008, the BOS unanimously adopted Motion No. 08-145,
affirming the Planning Commission's decision to certify the Final SEIS/SEIR and
rejected an appeal of the Planning Commission's certification of the Final

'SEIS/SEIR. A notice of determination was filed on September 18, 2008. The
Record of Decision was issued by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) on
November 26, 2008, which determined that the proposed Pro_]ect satlsﬁed the
requirements of NEPA.

On October 19, 2012, the Planning Department found that there have been no
substantial changes proposed for the Project that would require major revisions to
the Final SEIS/SEIR or that would result in significant environmental impacts that
were not evaluated in the Final SEIS/SEIR; and no new information has become

- available that was not known and could not have been known at the time the Final
SEIS/SEIR was certified as complete and that would result in significant
environmental impacts not evaluated in the Final SEIS/SEIR. Specifically, the
Planning Department concluded that the Final SEIS/SEIR described and analyzed
the potenual for jet grouting, permeation grouting, compaction grouting and
compensation grouting underneath properties along the tunnel alignment.
Therefore, no additional environmental review is required for the Licenses.

Acquisition of The Licenses

The Licenses will allow the SFMTA to protect buildings adjacent to the Project, to
the greatest extent possible. Specifically, the Licenses will allow for the installation
of subsurface grout pipes below each property and the installation of ‘exterior and
interior settlement monitoring equipment on the buildings. The extetrior and interior

1703
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monitoring equipment will allow the SFMTA to monitor any movement of the
buildings during construction of the Project. Should building movement be

" detected, the SFMTA will have the ability to inject grout in the soil to counteract
this movement. '

The SEMTA needs to acquire these Licenses to protect adjacent buildings during
construction of the Project. Any impacts to existing residential, commercial and
retail uses will be mitigated to the greatest extent possible during the installation-of
these grout pipes and settlement monitoring equipment. Thus, the acquisition and
use of the License for construction of the Project is compatible with the existing
surface uses of the Properti¢s and the surrounding areas. ' '

* Although the SFMTA has made offers (in conformance with Government Code

Section 7267.2) to acquire these Licenses through a negotiated agreement, no such

agreements have been reached. The SFMTA will continue to negotiate with the

Property owners of record (Owners) to attempt to acquire the Licenses without the

" need for litigation. However, the SFMTA seeks a Resolution of Necessity because

it must acquire the Licenses in a timely manner to avoid delays in the construction

~ of the Project. If the SFMTA and the Owners do not timely agree to the purchase
of the Licenses, it will impair the SFMTA's ability to construct the Project and will -

cause delays and increased costs. C ' o

- SFMTA Proceedings _ ‘
The SFMTA obtained independent real property appraisals, which determined the
fair market value of each License. Pursuant to Government Code Section 7267.2,
the SEMTA sent letters offering to purchase the License from the Owners. The
offers were conditioned on the negotiation of a temporary license agreement with
each Owner. The offers also notified the Owners of their rights to obtain
independent appraisals of the fair market value of the License. As required under
state law, the SFMTA agreed to reimburse each Owner up to $5,000 for such an
independent appraisal subject to FTA appraisal requirements. I

With the exception of one Property, the SFMTA has engaged — and continues to
engage — with Owners in negotiations for the acquisition of the Licenses. Project
representatives have been in regular contact with the Owners’ representatives over
" the past several months. In most cases, the Owners have provided comments on the
proposed license agreements and/or the proposed scopes of work. However, the
SFMTA has been unable to reach agreement with the property Owners for an
amicable and timely acquisition of the Licenses. ‘Only one of the above-listed -
properties (19 Stockton Street)-has been entirely unresponsive despite repeated
attempts by the SFMTA to discuss the scope of work and negotiate a license
agreement. : ' : :

'On June 19, 2012, the SEMTA's Board of Directors aﬂop_ted Resolution
No. 12-087, in which it found that (a) the Project will assist SFMTA in meeting the

4
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objectives of Goal No 1 of the SFMTA Strategic Plan (to provide safe, accessible,
clean, environmentally sustainable service and encourage the use of auto-alternative
modes through the Transit First policy), of Goal No. 2 (to improve transit
reliability), of Goal No. 3 (to improve economic v1ta]1ty through improved reglonal
' transportatlon) and of Goal No. 4 (to ensure the efficient and effective use of
resources); (b) the Licenses are needed to construct the Project; (c) SFMTA has
limited any potential private injury by seeking to acquire only a temporary license;
- and (d) the acquisition and use of the Licenses for construction of the Project are .
compatible with the existing uses of the subject Property and the surrounding area.

The SFMTA Board of Directors, by adopting SFMTA Resolution No. 12-087, also
authorized the SFMTA Director of Transportation to request that this Board hold a
duly noticed public bearing, as required by State law, to consider the adoption of
Resolutions of Necessity for the acquisition of the Licenses for their appraised fair
market value and, if this Board adopts such Resolutions of Necessity, to take such
actions that are consistent with the City's Charter and all applicable law to proceed
to acquire the Licenses.

Funding Impact
The SFMT A intends to use State Prop. 1B funds for the acqulsmon of the Licenses.

Resolution of Necessity -

On November 21, 2012 a "Notice of Public Hearing of the Board of Superv1sors of
the City and County of San Francisco on the Temporary Construction License
Acquisition — Eminent Domain" was sent to each Owner whose name and address
appears on the last Equalized Assessment Roll for the Property, notifying them that
a hearing is scheduled for December 11, 2012, before the Board of Supervisors, to -
consider the adoption of a Resolution of Necessity determining the followmg issues
and their right to appear and be heard on these issues:

" 1. Whetherthe public interest and necessity require the Project and acquisition
of the License;

2. Whether the Ptoj ect is planned and located in the manner that will be the
most compatible with the g'reatest public good and the least pn'vate injury;

3. Whether the City's acquisition of the License is necessary for the Proj ect
and _

- 4, Whether the offer reqmred by Government Code Section 7267.2 has been
made to the Owner.

!

Adoption of the Resolutions of Necessity would not determine the amount of
‘compensation to be paid to the Owners. If the Resolutions of Necessity are -
adopted, SFMTA staff will continue to make good faith efforts to negotiate wﬂh the

5
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property Owners for an amicable acquisition of the Licenses, even if the City files
an eminent domain action. Only if no voluntary agreement is reached would a trial
be necessary. In such proceedings, the Court or jury would determine the fair
market value for each License. '

Recommendation . _
'The SFMTA recommends that the Board of Supervisors adopt the resolutions:

(a) detérmining that the public interest and necessity require acquisition of
the Licenses; !

. (b) making all findings required by state law; and

(c) au.thorizing and directing the City Attorney commence proceedings in
eminent domain to acquire the Licenses, apply for an order for possession
before judgment, and to prosecute the action to final judgment.

~ Sincerely,

Edward D. Reiskin
Director of Transportation

cc:  John Funghi, Central Subwﬁy Pro grarh Director
Brian Crossman, Deputy City Attorney '
Janet Martinsen, Local Government Affairs Liaison
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EXHIBIT “A”

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

For a portion of 1000-1032 Stockton Street,
Assessor's Block 0193, Lot 019

The proposed acquisition comprises a license affecting an underground rectangular area
coterminous with the area of the subject property, in which thin-diameter grout pipes
cross the property line in a horizontal orientation at approximately 30 to 40 feet below the
surface of the ground. The license further authorizes installation, monitoring, repair, and

maintenance of settlement monitor markers and equipment.

Containing 8,250 square feet, more or less.

APN: 0193-019
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EXHIBIT A

Legal Description of Property
THE LAND REFERRED TO HEREIN BELOW IS SITUATED IN THE CITY OF SAN FRANCISCO,
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AND IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
BEGINNING at the point of Intersection of the Northerly line of Washington Street, and the Easterly line
of Stockton Street, running thence Easterly along said line of Washington Street 60 feet; thence at a right
angle Northerly 137 feet and 6 inches; thence at a right angle Westerly 60 feet to the Easterly line of
Stockton Street; thence at a right angle Southerly along said line of Stockton Street 137 feet and 6 inches
to the point of beginning. -

Being a part of 50 Vara Block No.112.

APN: Lot 19, Block 193
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. CityHall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
' - San Francisco 94102-4689
" Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 544-5227 -

BOARD of SUPERVISORS -

Complete copy of the Central Subway-E-inal Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement/ Supplemental Environmental Impact
Report is located with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 121091, Tab 5
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August 7, 2008

File No. 1956.281E

Assessor’s Block 3733, Lot 093;

Assessor's Block 0308, Lot 001(portion); -

Assessor's Block 0211, Lot 001 and
various easements.

~ SANFRANCISCO
CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
MOTION NO. M-§7668

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL SUPPLEMENTAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED CENTRAL SUBWAY
PROJECT, LOCATED ALONG: AND UNDER. FOURTH STREET AND:- UNDER. STOCKTON
STREET IN. THE DOWNTOWN, CHINATOWN AND NORTH BEACH AREAS. WITH A
SURFACE STATION AT FOURTH/BRANNAN AND UNDERGROUND STATIONS AT
MOSCONE, UNION SQUARE/MARKET STREET AND CHINATOWN. AND CONSTRUCTION
TUNNEL UNDER COLUMBUS AVENUE TO WASBHINGTON SQUARE.

‘MOVED, That the San Francisco Pla.nnmg Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) hereby
CERTIFIES the Final Environmental Impact Report identified as case file No. 96.281E — Central Subway
(Phase 2 of the Third Street Light Rail) Project (hereinafter “Project”) based upon the following findings:

1) The City and County of San Francisco, acting through the Planning Department (hereinafter

_ “Department”) fulfilled all procedural requirements of the California Environmentat Quality Act (Cal.
Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 et seq., hereinafter “CEQA™), the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Admin.

Code Title 14, Section 15000 et. 5eq., (hereinafter. “CEQA Guidelines”) and Chapter 31 of the San

Francisco Administrative Code (liereinafter “Chapter 31""). ‘

a The Department determined that a Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
(hereinafter “EIR") was required for Phase 2 of the Central Subway and pmwded public notice of that
* determination by publication in a newspaper of general circulation on Jure 11, 2005. As the original
environmental document for the Third Street Light Rail Project (certified 1998) was a joint federal and -
state document, the supplemental is also a joint document, a Supplemental Envxronmental Impact
Statemcnt/Supplcmental Environmental Impact Report. :

b. On October 17, 2007,Athe Department published the Draft Supplemental Environmental
 Impact Statement/Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter “DSEIS/SEIR™) and provided .
public notice in a newspaper of general circulation of the availability of the document for public review
and comment and of the date and time of the Planning Commission publie hearing on the DEIR; this
notice was mzuled to the Deparlmcnt’s list of persons requesting such notice.

C ‘Notices of availability of the DSEIS/SEIR and of the date and time of the public hearmg
were posted along the project site by staff on October 17, 2007. The Federal Transit Administration
published a Notice of Availability of a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement in the Federal
" Register on October 26, 2007.

1726




Assessor's Block 3733, Lot 093;
Assessor’s Black 0308, Lot 001(portion);
Assessor’s Block 0211, Lot 001 and
various.easéments.

Motion No. M-17668

Page Two

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION : ' File No.1996.281E

d On QOctober 17, 2007, copies of the DSEIS/SEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered toa
Iist of persons requesting it, to those noted on the distribution list ia the'DEIR, to adjacent property
owners, and-to government agencies, the latter both directly and through the Stafe Clearinghouse,

e TheNotice of Completion for the DSEIR was filed with the Stae Secretaty of Résotrces
via the State Clearinghouse on October 15, 2007.

*2) . The Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on said Draft Supplemental:
Environmentat Impact Report on November 15, 2007 at which time opportunity for public comment was
given, and public comment was received on the DSEIS/SEIR. The period for acceptance of written
comments ended on December 10, 2007. o

3) The Department prepared responses to comments on environmenta{ issues received at the public
hearing and in writing during the 55-day public review period for the DEIR; prepared revisions to the text
of the DSEIS/SEIR in response to comments received or based on additional information that became -
‘availagle during the public review period, and corrected errors in the DSEIS/SEIR. This material was
presented in a“Draft Comments and Responses” document, published on July i}, 2008 was distributed to
the Commission and to all parties who commented on the-DEIR, to persons-who had requested the -
document and was available to others upon request at Department offices. : :

4) A Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report has been prepared by the
Department, consisting of the Draft Environmental Impact Report, any consultations and comments
received during the review process, any additional information that became available, and the Summary
of Comments and Responses all as required by law. }

.5) On February 19, 2008, the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) adopted as
‘its preferred alternative the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) as described in the Final Supplemental
Eavironmental Impact Statement/Suppfemental Environmental Impact Report as Alternative 3 Option B.
The LPA would extend 1.7 miles north from the T-Third line teminus at Fourth and King Streets via
Fourth and Stockton Streets to the Central Subway Terminus in Chizatown. Beginning at the existing T-
Third station at Fourth and King Streets, the alignment would continue north on the surface of Fourth
Strect and go underground under the [-80 freeway to proceed in subway north under Fourth and Stockton
Streets to Jackson Street in Chinatown. A construction option would continue the tannels north of the
Chinatown station under Stockton Street and Columbus Avenue fo north of Union Street to aflow for the
removal of the tnnnel boring machines. There would be one surface station on Fourth Street, north of
Brannan Street and three subway stations at Moscone, Union Square/Market Street and Chinatown

between Washington and Jackson Streets. :

6) Project environmental files have been made available for review. by the Commission and the
public. These files are available for public review at the Department offices at 1650 Mission Street, and
are part of the record before the Commission. ’ -
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' - Hle No. 1996.281E
-, Assessor’s Black 3733, Lot 093;
Assessor’s Block 0308, Lot 001(portion);
Assessor’s Block 0211, Lot 001 and
various easements.
" Motion No. M-17668
Page Three

CITY. PLANNING' COMMISSION

. On August 7, 2008, the Commission reviewed and considered the Final Supplemental
- Environmental Impact Report and hereby does find that the contents of said report and the procedures -
through which the Final Supplemental Environmental Impact StatcmentlSupplemental Environmental
Impact Report was prepared, publicized and reviewed comply with the provisions of CEQA the CEQA
Guidelines and Chapter 31of the San Francisco Administrative Code. _

8) The Planning Commission hereby does find that the Final Supplemental Eavironmental Impact
Report concemning File No. 1996.281E — the Central Subway Project (Phase 2 of the Third Street Light
Rail Project) reflects the independent jidgment and analysis of the City and Comnty of San Francisco, is
adequate, accurate and objective, and that the Comments and Responses document contains no significant
new information to the DSEIS/SEIR that would require recirculation under CEQA Guideline Section
15088.5, and hereby does CERTIFY THE COMPLETION of said Final Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report in compliance with CEQA, the CEQA-Guidelines and Chapter 31.

9)°  The Commiission, in certifying the completion of said Final Supplemental Environmental Impact
Report, hereby daes find that the project described in the Final Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement/Supplemental Environmental Impact Report and as zdopted as’the LPA by the San Francisco
Municipal Transportation Agency, described as Altemative 3B in the Final Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report would have the following significant unavoidable environmental fmpacts, which could not

be mitigated to a level of non-significance;

. a. Asignificant effect on the environment in traffic impacts to the fdllowing intersections (1)
project-specific impacts at Third/King in the am peak hour; and (2) cumulatively considerable impacts at
Third/King in the am and pm peaks; and Fourth and King in the pm peak.

b. A significant effect on the environment in housing and employment in that the project would
displace 8 businesses and 17 residential units with the demolition at 933-949 Stockton Strest.

¢. Asignificant effect on the environment in cultural resources in that the project may affect
- archaeological deposits and would cause demolition of a contnbutmg historic resource to the Chinatown

. hxstonc dxstnct at 933-949 Stockton Stieet.

I hereby cemfy that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Plauning Commission at its
regular meeting of August 7, 2008. '

Linda Avery
. Commission Secretary
AYES: Antonini, Borden, Lee, Sugaya, '
NOES: Olague, Miguel, Moore

ACTION: Certification of EIR
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SAN FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

RESOLUTION NO. ‘0 g-150

WHEREAS The Third Street Light Rail Project F1na.l Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR) was certified in November 1998; and

WHEREAS, On January 19, 1999, the Public Transportation Commission appro ed
Resolution No. 99-009, which adopted the environmental findings for the Third Street Li ght Ra,il
Project, including mitigation measures set forth in the 1998 F EIS/FEIR and Nﬁt1gatlon

Momtor-ng Report; and,

WHEREAS ‘The Federal Transit Administration issued a Record of Decision o’ the 1998
FEIS/FEIR for the IOS on March 16, 1999; and, ,

-WHEREAS, The Central Subway is the second phase of the Third Street nght Rall
Pro_]ect and, :

WHEREAS,-S tudies undertaken subsequent to the Final EIS/EIR certification ide ”ltlﬁed a.
new Fourth/Stockton Alignment to be evaluated for the-Central Subway Project; and, ¥, :

WHEREAS, On June 7, 2005, the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agencj:l.z.-:
(SFMTA) Board of Directors adopted Resolution 05-087, selecting the Fourth/Stockton :
Alternative (Alternative 3A) as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) to be carried fhmugh the
Supplemental EIS/EIR (SEIS/SEIR) and the federdl New Starts process; and,

WHEREAS Alternative 3B Fourth/Stockton Ahgmncnt was developed as a modi:.ed
+ LPA in response to comments received through the public scoping process for the SEIS/SE '
initiated in June 2005 and also as a result of preliminary cost estimates 1dent1fy1ng the need fir

Pl‘O_] ect cost savmgs and

WHEREAS On October 17, 2007, SFMTA released for public comment a Draft -
SEIS/SEIR for the Central Subway Project, which evaluated a reasonable range of altcmatwcs-
including: No Build/TSM (Alterative 1); Enhanced EIS/EIR Alternative (Altemative 2); :.
Fourth/Stockton Alignment, LPA (Alternative 3A); and Fourth/Stockton Alignment, Modifiéd:
LPA (Alternative 3B) with serm—excluswe surface right-of-way and mixed-flow surface  °

operation options; and,

WHEREAS, The semi-exclusive surface right-of-way option for Alternative 3B, :
Fourth/Stockton Alignment, Modified LPA, would improve surface rail operations on F ourth

1730



“ Street aiid reduce travel times for Central Subway patrons when compared to the mixed-flow
aid, : - '- .

'EQi;tion;-

. W;I_}_IEREAS, The majority of comments received during the public comment period that
¢oncluded on December 10, 2007 supported construction of the Central Subway Project, and
sitpport Wis greater for Alternative 3B as the LPA; and, ‘

: WHEREAS, The SEIS/SEIR concluded that Altcm_ative 3B will have significant

Uévoidable environmental impacts to traffic, historic resources and socioeconomics; and,

W:I:-iEREAS-, The SEIS/SEIR identified Alternative 3B as the exi;/‘ironmcntally superior -

Btulfd Alfgtnative and the only fully funded alternative: and,

) W‘F[EREAS, The three other alternatives analyzed in the SEIS/SEIR, including a No
' Piojéct/TSM Alternative, an Enhanced EIS/EIR Alignment (Alternative 2) and a Fourth/Stockton
ment (Alternative 3A), are addressed, and found to be infeasible, in the CEQA Findings
hed as Enclosure 3, which are incorporated herein by reference as though fully set forth.
: EQAF indings also set forth the benefits of the project that override its unavoidable
ficant impacts to traffic, historic resources and socioeconomics; and,

Sigh
i WH:EREAS, The Final SEIS/SEIR was prepared to respond to comments on the Draft

SEIR/BEIRind was distributed on July 11, 2008; and,

WHEREAS, the San Francisco Planning Commission certified the SEIS/SEIR as
" adeqiate, acturate and objective and reflecting the independent judgment of the Commission on

© Aupyfst?,2008; and,

. WHEREAS, The SFMTA Board has reviewed and considered thé information contained
in ti¢ SEIS/SEIR; and, \

- WHEREAS, the Central Subway project will assist SFMTA in meeting the objectives of
* Stratégié Plan Goal No. 1 to provide safe, accessible, clean, ervironmentally sustainable service
. and édictirage the use of auto-alternative modes through the Transit First policy; Goal No. 2 to -

! Uansit reliability; Goal No. 3 to improve economic vitality through improved regional

ition; and Goal No. 4 to ensure the efficient and effective use of resources; now, . -

be it

4

. RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of

opts the Central Subway Project Alternative 3B, Fourth/Stockton Alignment with
‘5émi-excliisive surface rail operations on Fourth Street and a construction variant to extend the
tunnel agigther 2,000 feet north of Jackson Street to extract the Tunnel Boring Machine in a
t€thporaty shaft on Columbus Avenue near Union Street; and be it further

RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transponaﬁon Agency Board of
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Directors adopts the CEQA Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations for the
SEIS/SEIR attached as Enclosure 3, and adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan

attached as Enclosure 4; and be if further

RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of
Directors authorizes the Executive Director/CEO to direct staff to continue with otherwise

necessary approvals and to carry out the actions to implement the project.

[ certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation

AUG 1 9 2008

Agency Board of Directors at its meeting of _ _

Secretary, San Francisco Municipal .Tra.qsponafion Agency Board
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FILE NO..081138 a MOTION NO.

Mo - 14S

: [Afﬁﬁn certification of Central Subway Project Final Supplemental EIR]

Motion affirming the certiﬂcaﬁon by the Planning Commission of the Final

Supplemental Environmental lrhpact Report for the Central Subway Projeét.

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Municipal Transportatign Agency (the "Prdject
Sponsor") is proposing to construct a continuation of the T-Third Light Rail Vehicle line from
the Caltrain Statlon at Fourth and King Street to an underground station in Chinatown (the
"Project”); and

WHEREAS, The Project Sponsor applied for environmental review of the Project,

hich is Pﬁase 2 of the Third Street Light Rail Project for which the City certiﬁed.a joint
nvironmental Impact Statement/ Environmental impact Report (EIS/EIR) in 1998 (Planmng
epartment Case File No 1996.281E); and _

- WHEREAS, The Planning Department for the City and County of San Francisco (the
'Department”) determined that a Supplemental EIS/EIR was requiréd for the Project and
brovided public notice of that determination by publication in a newspaper of general
,|rculat|on on June 11, 2005; and

WHEREA . On October 17, 2007, the Department publlshed the Draft Supplemental

[FIS/EIR and provided pubhc notice in a newspaper of general circulation of the avarlabmty of

he document for public review and comment and of the date and time of the Planning
Lommission public hearing on the Draft Supplémental EIS/EIR and mailed this notice to the
h)epa_rtment‘s list of persons requesting such notice; and

. WHEREAS, Notice of availability of the Draft Supplemental EIS/EIR and the date and

fime of the public hearing were posted along the project site on October 17, 2007 and on

HOARD OF SUPERVISORS | Page 1
_ 8/5/2008
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October 26, 2007, the Federal Transit Administration publlshed a notice of avallablhty of the

- Supplemental EIS in the Federal Register; and

_ WHEREAS On October 17, 2007, copies of the Draﬂ Supplemental EIS/EIR were
mailed or otherwise dehvered to a list of persons requesting-it, those noted on the distribution
list in the Draft Suppiemental EIS/EIR, and govemment ageecies aqd a notice of completion
was filed with the State Clearinghouse on October 1 5, 2007; and ‘ ‘
WHEREAS, On November 15, 2007, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed
public hearing on ihe Draft Supplementai EIS/EIR, at which time opportunity for public__ _
comment was received on the Draft Supplemental EIS/EIR, and written comments were
received through December 10, 2007; and _

.WHEREAS, The Departmenf prepared responses to comments received at the public
hearing on the Draft -Suppiementai' EIS/EIR and submitted in writing to the Department,

Iprepared revisions to the text of the Draft Suppiemental EIS/EIR and published a Draft

{Bummary of Comments and Responses on July 11, 2008; and

WHEREAS, A Final Suppiementai Environmental Impact Repert ("Final Siipplementai
EIR") for the Project was prepared by the Department, consisting of the Draft Supplemental
EIS/EIR, any consultations and comments received during the review process, any additional
nformation that became available and the Draft Summary of Comments and Responses all
Fs required by law; and o -

WHEREAS, On August 7, 2008, the Commission reviewed and considered the Final

upplemental EIR and, by Motion No. M-17668, found that the contents of said report and the
rocedi.ires through which the Final Supplemental EIR was prepared, publicized and reviewed
omplied with the provisions‘ of the California Environmental Quelity Act (CEQA), the State
EQA Guidelines and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code; and

HOARD OF SUPERVISORS - ' Page 2
_ _ 9/5/2008
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\ WHEREAS, By Motion No. M-17668, the Commiission found the Final Supplemental

A EIR to be adéquate, accurate and objécﬁ_ve, reflected the independent j'udgment and énalysis

of the Department and the Commission and that the Summary of Comments and Responses -
contained no significant revisions to the Draﬁ Supplemental EIS/EIR; adopted findings relating
to. significant impacts associated with the Project and certified the completion of the Finél
Supplemental EIR in compliancé with CEQA and the State CEQA Guideliﬁes; and ]
WHEREAS, On AuQust 19, 2008, by Resolution No. 08-150, the San Francisco
Municipal-Transportation Agency Board of Directors approved the Project; and

'WHEREAS, On August 20, 2008, John Elberhng, President/CEO of Tenants and
iOwners Development Corporation, filed an appeal of the Final Supplemental EIR with the
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors; and '

WHEREAS, On August 27, 2008, Gerald Cautﬁen and Howard Wong ﬁied an appeal of
he F inal Supplemental EIR with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisdrs; and

' WHEREAS, On August 27, 2008, James W. Andrew, of Ellman; E;urke, Hoﬁmaﬁ &

" Yohnson, on behalf of the owners of 800 Market Street, filed an appeal of the Final

Supplemental EIR with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors; and 7
WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors held a public hearing on September 16, 2008, to

view the decision by the Planning Commission to certify the Final Supplemental EIR; and

WHEREAS, The Final Supplemental EIR files and all correspondence and other |

ocuments have been made available for review by the Board of Supervisors, the Planning
ommission and the public; these files are available fbr public review by épp‘ointment at the
lanning Department offices at 1650 Mission Street, and are part of the record before the

f oard of Supervisors; and

ﬁ*)ARD OF SUPERVISORS . - . Page 3
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Guidelines
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i Supplemental EIR; now therefore, be it

- WHEREAS, This Board has reviewed and conS|dered the Fmal Supplemental EIR and

| heard testimony and recelved public comment regarding the adequacy of the Final

MOVED, That this Board of Supervisors hereby afﬁrms the decision of the Planning

17668 to cert:fy the Final Supplemental EIR and finds the

17317

Final Supplemental EIR to be complete, adequate and ob]ectlve and reﬂectlng the
independent judgment of the City and in compliance with CEQA and the State CEQA

Page 4
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o Y . City Hall
_City and County of San Francisco 1 Dr. Cartion B. Goodiett Place
- : San Francisco, CA 94102-4689
Tails

Motion

File Number: 0381138 ' ) Date Passed: September 16, 2008

Motion'afflrming the certification by the Planning Commission of the Final Supplementa .
Environmental Impact Report for the Central Subway Project.

" September 16, 2008 Board of Supervisors— APPROVED ‘
- Ayes: 10 - Alioto-Pier, Ammiano, Chu, Daly, Dufty, Elsbernd, Maxwell,
McGoldrick, Mirkarimi, Peskin . '
Absent: 1 - Sandoval

File No. 081138 I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion
: : was APPROVED on September 16, 2008 by
the Board of Supervisors of the City and
County of San Francisco.

Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board

City and County of San Francisco 1 Printed ar 8:56 AM on 9/17/08
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‘ : REGION iX 201 Mission Street
U.S. Department : Arlzona, Cafifornia, Sulte 1650
. of Transportation Hawaii, Nevada, Guam San Francisco, CA 94105-1839
American Samoa, 415-744-3133

Federal Transit . Northem Mariana Istands,  415-744-2726 (fax)

. N0V 2 5 g
Mr. Nathaniel P. Ford, S1.
Executive Director/CEO

- San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Ave., 7% Flooz
San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: Central Subway Record of Décision

. This is to advise you that the Federal Transit Adminishatibn (FTA) has issued 2 Recozrd of
Decision (ROD) for the Central Subway Project. The comment period for the Final Environmental !
Impact Statement closed November 2, 2008. FTA’s Record of Decision is enclosed.

Please make the ROD and supporting documentation available to affected government agencies
and the public. Availability of the ROD should be published in focal newspapers and should be !
provided directly to affected government agencies, including th¢ State Inter-governmental Review 5
contact established under Executive Order 12372. Please note that if a grant is made for this
project, the terms and conditions of the grant contract will require that San Francisco Municipal
Transportation Agency (SFMIA) undertake the mitigation measures identified in the ROD.

This ROD gives SFMTA authority to conduct residential and business relocations and real
propetty acquisition activities in accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real
Propeity Acquisition Policies Act and its implementing regulation (49 CFR part 24). SFMTIA
should bear in mind that pre-award authority for property acquisition is not a commitment of any
kind by FTA to fund the project, and all associated risks are borne by SFMTA.

+ Thank for your cooperation in meeting the NEPA tequirements. If you have qucsﬁons, please call
- Alex Smith at 415-744-2599

~ Sincerely,
—
> &
eslie T. Rogers
Regional Admini

. Enclosure
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RECORD OF DECISION

CENTRAL SUBWAY PROJECT

R ¢ 71794 iiﬁ[i’e"TEiﬁfS'ti'—'é"'Efﬁféﬁﬂﬁﬂ“ Project T

City and County of San Francisco, California-
By the
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency

Decision

The U S Department of Transportation (DOT), Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
has determined that the-requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) .
of 1969 have been satisfied for the Central Subway Project proposed by the San.
Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA). This FTA decision applies to

- Alternative 3B, Fourth/Stockton Alignment, which is described and evaluated in the:

Central Subway Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement/Supplemental

- Enviropmental Impact Report (Final SEIS/SEIR). The Response to Comments, Volume
- 1I of the Final SEIR was issued by the City and County of San Francisco in July 2008, .

and the Final SEIS/SEIR Volume I was issued by FTA in September 2008.

The Cential Subway Project is Phase 2 of the Third Street Light Rail Project, which
began operation in April 2007. The Project consists of a 1.7 mile extension, along Fourth
and Stockton Streets, from the existing Third Street Light Rail Station at Fourth and King
Streets to a new terminus in Chinatown at Stockton and Jackson streets. Thi¢ Project.
would operate as a surface double-track light rail in a primarily semi-exclusive median on
Fourth Street between King and Bryant streets. The rail would transition to a subway
operation at a portal under the I-80 Freeway, between Bryant and Harmison streets, and
continue underground along Fourth Street in a twin-tunnel configuration, passing undex
the BART / Muni Market Street tube and continuing north undez Stockton Street to the
Chinatown Station. The Project would have four stations: one surface station between
Brannan and Biyant streets and three subway stations: Moscone, Union Square/Market
Street, and Chinatown. Twin construction tunnels would extend under Stockton Street
beyond the Chinatown Station, located under Stockton Street between Clay and Jackson
streets, and continuing north under Stockton Street to Columbus Avenue in the vicinity of
Washington Square. This temporary construction tunnel would be used for the extraction
of the Tunnel Boring Machines. Alternative 3B was selected as the Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA) by the SFMTA on February 19, 2008 :

This Record of Decision covers final desigl'1 and construction of the Phase 2, Central
Subway Project, to complete the 7.1-mile long Third Street Light Rail Project. The
Project was adopted by the SFMTA Board on August 19, 2008.
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-B‘ackground. _

The Bayshote System Planning Study completed by the San Francisco Municipal
Railway in December 1993 was the first step in the planning process to implement major

" public transportation ImMprovements in the Southeastert quadzant of Sai Frandiscs™ The ="

study recommended implementation of light rail service along the-Third Street Corridor,
linking Visitacion Valley in the south with the Bayview Hunters Point, Mission Bay,
South of Market, Downtown and Chinatown and promoting econiomic revitalization in
these congested neighborhoods along the corridor within San Francisco.

The Federal envitonmental review process for the Third Street Light Rail Project, that
included both the Phase 1 Initial Operating Segment, and the Phase 2 Central Subway,
was initiated with a Netice of Intent published in the Federal Register on October: 25,
1996 and the Final EIS/EIR was completed in November 1998, FTA issued a Record of
Decision (ROD) for the Initial Opérating Ségment in-March 1999: Approval .of the Phase
2 Central Subway Project was deferred until the Third Street Light Rail was included in
MTC’s Regional Tiansportation Plan, which occurred in 200F and made the Project
eligible for federal funding: Prelimiriary engineering studics were initiated in 2003 to re-
evaluate the feasibility of alignment and station alternatives, construction methods and
* tunnel portal locations. These studies were presented to the Community Advisory Group
(CAG) beginning in 2003 and to the public beginning in 2004 and resulted-in changes to
the Project As a result of thiese changes and with the approval of FTA, a Supplemental
environmental review was initiated in 2005. _

Public Opportunity to Comment

A Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Supplemental Environmental Impact Report for
The Central Subway Pioject was sent to the State Clearinghouse and was circulated by
the San Francisco Planning Department i June of 2005. A second NOP was sent to all
property ownets and occupants within 300 feet of the-alignment alternatives in September
2006. A Scoping meeting was held on June 21, 2005 and a Scoping: Report was
transmitted to FTA on November 27, 2006. '

The Central Subway project has had an. extensive public outreach progiam as a
continuation of the outreach activities for the Initial Operating Segment (Phase 1) of the
Third -Street Light Rail. - The. outreach activities for the Central Subway, Phase 2 of the

Project, include:

) Twenty'ﬁire community and Community Advisory Group meetings were held at
various locations along the alignment to address issues of importance to local
residents and businesses .

¢ Over 150 presentations by SFMIA project staff to agencies, organizations and
community groups throughout the City and the Bay Area.

* A project website, www.sfinta com/central, was continually updated with the
latest information.
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* A project hotline, 415 :701.4371, and an email address,
central subway(@sfinta com, was provided for the submission of comments and
questions about the Project. .

S - P:oject—.newslettemmeré_mittgn_in..Engﬁshrcﬁiges&and,Spmﬁsh -

- A Comnrunity Advisory Group, with over 20 members representing. major
associations and stakeliolder groups, was formed. _

.® A news conference was lield on October 17, 2007 to.announce the ralease of the
Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement/Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report (Draft SEIS/SEIR):

¢ A press conference was held by Mayor Gavin Newsom in Chinatown on February
19; 2008. . : ,

e The Project:website incorporated an eléctronic version of the Draft SEIS/SEIR
which increased the public’s ability to review and commerit on the document.

¢ Two widely publicized community meetings were held in the fall of 2007
immediately following the release of the Draft SEIS/SEIR.

* A Public Hearing on November 15, 2007 occuned to receive public input on the
Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement/Supplemental -
Environmental Impact Report (D1aft SEIS/SEIR).

e Presentations were made to several City agencies-and Commissions.

The Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
("Draft SEIS/SEIR").was prepared and distributed to the public (affected agencies and
organizations and individuals who had requested a copy of thie document) on October 17,
2007. The Notice of availability of the Draft SEIS/SEIR vvas published imr the San
Francisco Examiner newspaper and was sent to a standard;Sari Francisco Planning-
Department mailing list, including-public kibiraries and persons requesting notification,
and to those individuals expressing interest in the project. A Notice of Availability for
the Draft SEIS was published in the Federal Register (Vol. 72, No 207, page 60847),
October 26, 2007. The Notice of Availability was also posted in English and Chinese
along the project corridor, including along both Third Street and Fourth Strect beginning
at King Street to Market Street and along Stockton Street to Washington Square.
Newsletters were sent to the project mailing list announcing the availability of the Draft
SEIS/SEIR. A postcard, announcing public meetings held on October 30, 2007 and
Novembet 8, 2007 to discuss the Draft SEIS/SEIR, were mailed to property owners and
occupants within 300 feet of the project corridor. The Draft SEIS/SEIR was available for
on-line review on the SFMIA web site- ‘Over 160 copies in printed and compact disc
versions, of the Draft SEIS/SEIR were mailed to agencies-and individuals, including the
State Clearinghouse. ' ,

The document was also available for review at the following locations:

¢ San Francisco Planning Department, 1660 Mission Street, First Floor Public
Information Center;

o SFMTA Central Shbway Project office at 821 Howard Street, 2" floor

3
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» San Francisco Central Library, 100 Latkin Street;
s Hastings College of Law Library, 200 McAllister Street;
e Chinatown Libzauy, 1135 Powell Street; - '

""-r"_'NorthBéachLibmr’y;’ZOﬁO "Migon Street; T T T T T T TR T T e
e SanFrancisco State University Library, 1630 Holloway Street,

e Institute of Governmental Studies Library, Moscs Hall, at Umvcmty of
California, Berkeley; and, )

e Stanford University Libraries, Stanford, CA.

In addition to the public meetings held over the course of the Project, three community
meetings to share information about the Draft SEIS/SEIR were held in 2007 (October 30
at the Pacific-Energy Center at 851 Howard Street; November 8, at the Gordon J. Lau
Elementary School in Cliinatown, and November 13 at One South Van Ness with the.
Community Advisory Group). The Public Hearing on the Draft SEIS/SEIR was held ore
November 15, 2007 at the San Francisco Planning Commission in San Francisco City
Hall. Forty written comments on the Draft SEIS/SEIR were received and 23 petsons
commented at the Pubhc Hearing :

Alternatives Considered in-the Supplemental EIS/EIR

The No Project / No Build/TSM Alternative consists of the existing. T-Third LRT and
existing Muni bus service with projects programmed in the financially constiained
Regional Itanspoxtatxon Plan, - It includes growth and pmposed development in San_
Francisco mthe 2030 horizon year: Under this alteinative it is assumed that bis service
would increase by about 80 percent by 2015 to meet démand and increased frequencles
on the 30 Stockton and. 45-Union bus hne would be among bus changes.

The No-Build/T. SM Altematlve is rejected for the following reasons:

o Failsto Accommodate Year 2030 Transit Demand of 99,600 weekday bus'
passengers, an increase over existing ridership of 30,900 bus passengexs

o Fails to complete the Third Street LRT (T-Linc) as described in the 1998
EIR/EIS, and is not consistent with: the 1995 Four Corridor Plan or Regional

Transpottation Plan.

o . Fails to Create a Transit Oriented Development - The No Build Alternative will
not facilitate the development of high density mixed use development south of
" Market (Moscone Station) o1 in the Chinatown area that would encourage the use
of environmentally friendly transportation thereby reducing transportation
impacts.of the development

» The No Project / No Build Alternative would result in reduced transit service

. reliability, increased transit travel times, increased energy consumption, and
increased air pollution when compared to some or all of the Build Alternatives.
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The No Build/TSM Alternative would also be less consistent than the Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA) with many of the policies and goals of the General Plan including, but
‘not limited to: transit services would not keep pace: with future travel demand in the
Study Area. As the quality and efficiency of public transit setvice deteriorates users -

"7 could be attracted 1o alterative modes of WrASPOTation, icliding Use of privag =
vehicles. For this reason, the No Project/T SM: Alternative. would be inconsistent with

transportation policies contained in Area Plans that encoutage accommodating future

employment and population growth in- San Francisco through transit, rather than private

automobiles. Forthe ecqhomic,, sacial, travel demand and other considerations set forth

herein and in the Final SEIS/SEIR, the No Build Alternative is rejected as infeasible:

Fourth, Hamison, Kearny, Geary, and Stockton sticets with a shallow subway crossing of
-Market Street as. presented in-the 1998 FEIS/FEIR, but with the addition of above-ground
emetgency ventilation shafls, off-sidewalk subway station entries where feasible, and the
provision of a closed barrier fare system.. This alternative includes one surface platform -
at Third and King Streets and four subway. stations at Moscone, Matket Street, Union

Under the Build Alternatives, Alternative 2 is the same alignment along King, Third,

Square and Chinatown.

Alternative 2 is rejected for the following reasons: _
 The Community Advisory Group (CAG) and public input did not prefer this
alternative; and in particular, the residents along Third Street expressed concern
that the Third Street surface alignment portion of this alternative would
significantly disrupt their neighbothood, =~

* The split alignment (along a section of Third Street and Fourth Street) made -
operation of the T-Third/Central Subway system less efficient for operation than
the straight alignment of Altemative 3A and 3B. Alternative 2 hag the highest
incremental cost per hou of fransportation system-user benefit of all of the build
alternatives (+$9 per hom over 3A and 3B) and would be assigned a low cost -
effectiveness rating based on. F TA.critetia:

¢ The Alternative 2 connection to the BAR I/Muni Market Street Subway at
Montgomery Station involves a long nattow pedestrian walkway as compared to
the more direct connection to the BART/Muni Market Street Subway at Powell
Street Station for Altematives 3A and 3B. _

» The Capital Cost of this Alternative would be $1,685 million in the year of
expenditure (YOE) dollars which is higher than either Alternative 3A ($1,407
million) o1 3B ($1,235 million). .

» This alternative would not offer fewer environmental impacts than Alternatives

© 3A or 3B and would impact Union Square with. vent shafts and visual changes to
the eastern: stairway of the Park; would.displace 59 off-street parking spaces;
would result in impacts (shadow and visual) to Willie.“Woo Woo” Wong Park
from the station at 814-828 Stockton Street in Chinatown; would displace 10
small businesses compared with cight small businesses in Altetnative 3B; would
potentially impact 14 highly sensitive prehistoric archaeological sites, three
sensitive historical archaeological sites, and three historical architectural
propetties (as compated to seven highly sensitive prehistoric archaeological

5
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properties for Alternative 3B LPA); and would have significant traffic impacts at '
the intersections at Third and King stieets and Sixth and Brannan Streets.

Alternative 3A is the same alignment as- Altemative. 3B (the LPA and the Proposed

Project) but differs fiony Alferiative 3B it the Station I6cations and station platform size™—

- and tunnel Jength and has-no surface station: Alternative 3A is rejected for the following:

casons:

The Capital Cost of this alternative would be $1,407 miilion (YOE) compared
with the cost of Altemative 3B at$1,235 mﬂhon (YOE), a $172 mﬂhon
différence.

The Chinatown Station located at 814-828 Stockton Street is one block furthex
fiom the core of Chinatown retail dxstnct than. the Chmatown Station in'
Alternative 3B.

The property at 814-828 Stockton Street would need to be demolished forthe
statiort; and this building has been identified as potentially historic (built in 1923)
and a contributor to the potential Chinatown Historic District.

This altemnative would displace ten small business compared with eight for
Alternative 3B.

The Chinatown station at 814-828 Stockton would haye significant impacts to the
Willie “Woo Woo™ Wong Park to the cast including visual, shadow, pedestrian

" tiaffic, and noise impacts during conshuctlon This altematlve is not preferred by

the Recteation and Park Commission.

The station at Union SquarcMa:ket Street would krave a vent shaft in Union
Square and the entry to the station in the middle of the steps along the east side.
(Stockton Street) of the Park; this was not preferred by the Recreation and Park
Commission when compared with Alternative 3B because of the vent shafis in the
Park and the cross-Patk pedestrian txafﬁc to the éntry on the- Stockton Street side -

of the Park_

Basis for the Record of Decision

The Central Subway Project has been the subject of a series of environmental and -
planning studies supported by preliminary engineering. ‘These studies were used to help
identify a series of alternatives for evaluation in the SEIS/SEIR planning process that
began in eaily 2004.

The Draft SEIS/SEIR presented a complete analysis of the environmental impacts of
alternatives. During the Draft SEIS/SEIR comment period members of the public and
agencies suggested several additional alternatives or refinements to the existing
alternatives: These alternatives and refinements were considered by the SFMTA and
used to help define the Locally Preferred Altemative (LPA).

' The Fourth/Stockton Alignment 3B Alternative is selected as the LPA because it has the
followmg major advantages:
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Lowest capital cost of all Build Alteznatives and is the only Build Altemative that
can be campleted within the currently identified Project funding commitment.

Least impact of the Build: Alternatives to Union Square Park because the station -

entry would be on the Geary Street terraced side of the Square, not in the middle

—ofthe steps-torthe-plazaron-the east-side-of the-park-on-Stocktor-Street: “Fhig—r—rrm— =
alternative has been appraved to have “de minimis” impacts to Section 4(f) : : '
resources by the San Francisco Recreation and Park Commission. No shadow

impacts would result fiom' the Geary Street station enity on Union Square Park

because the station entry would be incorporated into the/terraced edge of the Park

below:the Park plaza and. visual impacts would be less-than-significant.

Reduced construction duration and less surface disturbance-and other

construction-related impacts-as.compared to Alternative 2 as a result of using

deep (TBM) tunneling methods, -

Reduced impacts associated with archaeologiéal and historical Iesources, utility

relocations, noise and vibration; and park and recreation facility impacts
compared to thie other Build Alternatives. . '
Semi-exclusive right-of-way for-light rail vehicles (similar to much of the N-
Judah and the Third Street operation) on most of the surface portion of the rail
line, thereby - improving rail opetations by 1educing potential delays associated
‘with traffic congestion on-Fourth Street and improving travel times for Central
Subway patrons on the surface portion of the rail line. .

- Measures to Minimize Harm :

All mitigation measures set forth in the Final SEIS/SEIR are reproduced in Attachment 1,
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). None of the mitigation
measures set forth in the Final SEIS/SEIR are rejected. Responsibility for
implementation and monitoting are identified in the MMRP: FTA finds that the
measures piesented in the Final SEIS/SEIR and MMRP will mitigate, reduce; or avoid
the significant environmental effects of the Project. The MMRP was-adopted by SFMTA
as part of Project approval on August 19, 2008. Mitigation measures will be incorporated
into the final plans and specifications for the project and will be implemented by San.

Francisco City Departments (including SEMTA in cooperation with the Transbay Joint
- Powers Authority, the Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and Transpertation District), with
applicable jurisdiction as set forth in the MMRP,

The mitigation measures also include mitigation in the areas of traffic, freight and
loading, sociceconomics, archaeological resources, geology and seismicity, hydrology
and water quality, noise and vibration, hazardous materjals during construction, air
emissions, and visual/aesthetics during construction. SFMTA is responsible for making
sure that all mitigation' measures are implemented during construction and operation of
the Project. -

The City and County of San Francisco, in accordance with federal and state law, and to
the extent it is within its jurisdiction, will mitigate the impacts of property acquisition and
relocations required by the Project providing information and relocation assistance to
those as set forth therein. Future development of the Moscone and Chinatown stations

-7
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with retail space and low-income housing units will further reduce impacts of xelocatcd
businesses and residents

| Final; desngn of tl:le proposed Transit Ouented  Development above the Chmatown Station o

At 933-949 Stocktom Street will beunder the jurisdiction of the” SanFrancisco Platning
Department. The Final SEIS/SEIR and the Memorandum of Agteement (MOA), with the
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) .includes mitigation for the demeolition of this
potentially historic resource that incorporates partial preservation of the. building at 933-
949 Stockton Street; which has been concurred with by: the SEMTA_FTA thereby urges
the City of San Francisco Planning, int approving: any new development of the parcel; ta
require the incorporation of histotic elements of the building fagade into the desigm of the
station. In proposing final design, SFMTA and City of San Francisco Planning should.
work cooperatively with representatives of the Chinatown community in:developing the
final design-and with the SF Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board and:the SHPO as
described in Attachment 2, Memorandum of Agreement. The ﬁnal station design will
undergo mdependent environmental review.

Determmation and Findings

The envirormental tecord for the Central Subway project is included in the Final SEIS, -
Volume 11, dated July 11, 2008, and the Final SEIS, Volume I, dated September 23; 2008.
These documents present the detailed statement required by NEPA and U.S.C. 5324(b)
and.include: .

o ' The environmental impacts of the Project;

o The adverse environmental impacts that cannot be av01ded should.the Pxo_|ect be

implemented;. and,..
e Altematives to the proposed Project.

Comments Recelved on SFEIS within 30-day Comment Penod

In response to the public notice of availability published in the F ederal Register on
October 3, 2008, the Federal Transit Administration received one response letter, from
the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region IX office (see
Attachment 3) The letter noted EPA's ongoing support of several of the project's goals
for minimizing environmental impacts, maximizing transit use, and meeting commumty
needs. EPA also requested further clarification on whether the ttucks removing
excavated soil from the project site will be subject to the same air quality mitigation
requirements as. on-site construction vehicles. The air quality control measures; as
outlined on pages 6-112 and 6-112a of the Central Subway Final SEIS/SEIR, Volume |
September 2008 will be applied, where feasible, to soil haul trucks ag well as to
construction vehicles operating on-site to meet EPA standards. Thesé control measures
will be incorporated into the construction specifications and contract documents.  With
the implementation of these contral measures, no significant air qnality impacts were
identified for the implementation of the-Central Subway Project.

On August 7, 2008, the San Francisco Planning Commission certified the Final
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report. The SFMTA adopted the Project Findings,

8
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the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Pro gram, and the Statement of Overriding.
Considerations on August 19, 2008: Three appeals of the Final SEIR certification. by the
Planning Commission were filed with the San Francisco Board of Supervisors; however

two were withdrawn prior to the public hiearing held before the Board of § upervisors on

“*“““*‘**ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ?&ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬂdquwmmxmmmgekwmmmwmmmqmﬁﬁn“
support of the appellant and nine individuals spoke in support of the cettification for the
environmental document. The Board of Supervisois-voted to uphold the Planning ‘
Commission’s cettification of the Final SEIR (sce Attachment 4).

On the basis of the evaluation of the social, environmental and economic impacts
contained in the final SEIS and the written and oral comments offered by the public and
other agencies, FTA has detetmined, in accordance with 49 U.S C. 5324(b) that:
¢ Adequate opportunity was afforded for the presentation of views by all parties
with: vested economic, social or environmental interest in the Project and that fair
consideration has been given to the preservation and enhancement of the _
environment and to the interests of the commtmity in ‘which the proposed Project
istobelocated;and o ‘
* All reasonable steps have been taken to minimize the adverse envitonmental
. effects of the proposed Project and where adverse environmental effects 1emain,
- no reasonable alternative to avoid or fuirther mitigate such effects exists.

Conformity with Air Quality Plans .

The Fedéral Clean Air Act, as implemented by 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93, ag amended,
requires that transportation projects conform with the State Tmplementation Plan’s (SIP)
puridse of eliminating or reducing the severity and number of violations of the national
ambient Air Quality. Standards (NAAQS) and of achieving expeditious attainment of
such standards: The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulation implementing
this provision of the Clean Air Act establishes criteria for demonstrating that a
transportation project conforms to the applicable air quality plans. The performance of
the selected light 1ail project in meeting the conformity criteria contained in the EPA
regulation was evaluated:in the Draft and Final SEIS, Section 5.11. The Project meets
the criteria in 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93 for projects fiom a conforming plan and
-Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and conforms to air quality plans for the Bay
Area Region and the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990.

Section 4(f) Coordination and Determination

A total of three publicly-owned parks and recreation areas and one potentially historic .
property protected by Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966,
amended in 2005 as part of SAFETEA-LU (Section 6009(a)) to address “de minimis, o1
minoz impacts and simplify the review and approval process, are addressed in the: SEIS.
FIA concurs with the San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department with the de

. minimis finding for impacts to Union Square, Willie “Woo Woo” Wong and Washington
Square parks. Attachment 5 describes the San Francisco Recreation and Parks
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unanimous-vote to support a de minimis finding by FTA. Coordmanon and concwrence
with San Francisco regarding the temporary impacts is found in the Final SEIS:

FTA’s mule establishing procedures for determining that the use of a Section 4(f) property

. hasa d&mmmlmmpauton.the.prﬁpcrtﬂs.fqundﬂii CFR 771.and 774. Inaccordance. -

with the: provisions.of 23 CFR Part 774.7 (b), FTA has determined there is sufficient
supporting docmncntatlon to demonstrate: that the impacts to Section 4(f) property, after
avoidance,. minimization, mitigation, or enhancement measures are taken.into account,
are de minimis as defined in Part 774.17 and the coordination required in Part 774.5 (b)

has been completed.

Section 106 -

The Programmatic Agreement between FTA and the SHPO and SFMTA signed in 1998
for the Third Street Light Rail Pro)ect (that included the Phase 2 Central Subway), has

been revised ina MOA (Attachment 2) to address the treatment plan and documentation,
and mitigation: for the Central Subway, Alternative 3B. The MOA addresses. both :
archaeological resources for the sub-surface excavatlon/tmmehng, and thie historic
property for Transit Oriented Development (TOD) above the Chinatown Station at 933-
949 Stockton Street. The finat design for the TOD portion of the station will be under the
jurisdiction of the San Francisco Planning Department and will include mput from
architectural historiang, the Chinatown community, and the Landmarks Preservation
Advisory Board consistent with the mitigation measures in the MCA and MMRP.

Based on the findings in the Final SEIS, and the MOA f01 the Sectxon 106 properties,

* - FTA and the California SHPO agree that a finding of adverse effect will occur at 933-949

Stockton Street SFMTA will abide by all MOA requlrements

Finding

On the basis of the determinations made in compliance with relevant provisions of
federal law, FTA finds the Central Subway, Phase 2 of the Third Street Light Rail
Project, has satisfied the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969,
the Clean Air Act of 1970, and.the U S. Dcpaxtment of Transportation: Act of 1966, all as

amended.

NOV 2 ¢ 208
eéliél’ Rogels t/t ) ' Date -
Regional Administrator; Region IX
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FW: Central Subway SEIS/R Acknowledgement
i Hollins, Guy

10/19/2012 09:40 AM
Ce:
. "Clifford, Alex J"
Hide Details
From: "Hollins, Guy" <Guy. Hollms@sfmta com>
To: "Crossman, Brian" <Brian.Crossman@sfgov.org>,

. Cc: "Clifford, Alex J" <Alex.Clifford@sfmta.com>

Brian - : '

Please see the response below from Paul Maltzer regarding environmental review for the compensation grouting ficenses.
Thanks,

Guy

From: Maltzer, Paul [paul.maltzer@sfgov.org]

Sent: Friday, October 19, 2012 9:37 AM

To: Hollins, Guy; Jacinto, Michael

Cc: Wycko, Bill

Subject: RE: Central Subway SEIS/R Acknowledgement

Guy

Pursuant to your request below, | have looked at the Central Subway Final Supplemental EIS/EIR, completed in September of

2008. That EIS/EIR analyzed an:Alternative which mcluded a tunnel following the alignment under gth Street, crossing under
Market Street and proceeding north under Stockton Street. In terms of the tunnel construction methods and technigues
described and analyzed, the EIR/EIR specifically discussed the patential need for underground compensation grouting pipesto .
allow for the immediate injection of cement grout to replace ground losses caused by tunneling, should that become necessary.
The EIS/EIR described and analyzed the potential for jet grouting, permeation grouting, compactlon grouting and compensation
grouting underneath properties aiong the tunnel ahgnment

As the sites that you have listed below are all located along the tunnel alignment described in the EIS/EIR, and the potential for
underground grouting as a potential construction technigue was also included and analyzed in the EIS/EIR, these activitias have
all been covered in the 2008 Final Supplemental EIS/EIR and no additional environmental review is required for these actions.

Paul Maltzer

" Senior Planner

San Francisco Planning Department

Environmental Planning

paul.maltzer@sfgov.org

415-575-9038 N

[Please note: | presently work a part-time schedule .
in the office on Tuesdays, Wednesdays & Fridays]

From: Hollins, Guy [mailto: Guy.Hollins@sfmta.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 17, 2012 4:09 PM

To: Jacinto, Michael
Cc: Maltzer, Paul
Subject: RE: Central Subway SE[S/R Acknowledgement

Michael -
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Thanks for the follow up email. We'll need Planning’s response by Monday or Tuesday of next week.

Guy Hollins
701-5266

From: Jacinto, Michael [mailto:michael.jacinto@sfgov.orqg]
Sent: Wednesday, October 17, 2012 3:44 PM

To: Hollins, Guy

Cc: Maltzer, Paul

Subject: RE: Central Subway SEIS/R Acknowledgement

Guy,

Following up on your voicemail (per email), I believe Paul is indeed our fiaison to the MTA on matters related to the Central
Subway and he is out today. When do you need Planning’s acknowledgement?
Michael Jacinto

San Francisco Planning Department

Environmental Planning

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

phone: 415.575.5033

fax: 415.558.6409 -

email: michael.jacinto@sfgov.org

From: Hollins, Guy [mailto:Guy.Hollins@sfmta.com}
Sent: Tuesday, October 16, 2012 6:30 PM

To: Maltzer, Paul; Jacinto, Michael

Cc: Crossman, Brian; Pearson, Audrey; Clifford, Alex J
Subject: Central Subway SEIS/R Acknowledgement

Hi Paul and Michael -

The Central Subway project needs to move farward with Resolutions of Necessity at the Board of Supervisors to preserve our
ability to do work at eleven properties within the tunnel alignment and adjacent to our.subsurface stations:
s  Block 130, Lot 001: 1455 Stockton ,
e Block 193, lot 019: 1000-1032 Stockton
. Btock 210A, lot 047: 930 Stockton
. Block 210A, lot 002-103: 950 Stockton
Block 327, lot 025: 1 Stockton
Block 309, iot 011: 212 Stockton
e  Block 309, lot 013: 216 Stockton
e Block 327, iot 004: 39 Stockton
e Block327, lot 005: 19 Stockton
* Block 3705, lot 048: 801 Market
e Block 3733, lot 008: 250 Fourth Street

The work in question is the installation of temporary grout tubes under these properties to mitigate potential building
settlement during the construction of the Tunnels as well as the Chinatown, Union Square and Moscone stations. Over the past
few months, we have notified each property owner of the need to perform the work under a temporary license agreement,
appraised the value of these licenses, and made offers to the property owners in accordarice with FTA requirements. All but one
of the property owners have responded to our correspondence(s) and we are in various stages of license negotiation with each
property. While we are pushing forward with these license negotiations, we cannot risk a delay to this project if one or more of
the property owners does not sign the license agreement. Therefore, we will be requesting the Board of Supervisors approve
resolutions of necessity for these license agreements.

The Board does require that the SFMTA seeks a determination from Planning that these temporary licenses are covered in the
Central Subway Project’s SEIS/R." Can you confirm that the actions described above are covered in the Central Subway Project’s
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SEIS/R completed in 2008, and that no additional environmental review is needed? I've attached a previous email from you
earlier this year regarding a similar acknowledgement.

Thanks for your help,
Guy Hollins

Central Subway Project
(415) 701-5266

1754



-~ 1755



AN FRANCISCO

w

PLANNING DEPAH—TMENT

May 4, 2009

Mr. John Funghi
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness, 7th Floor

‘San Francisco, CA 94103

RE:  CASE NO.2008.0849R
. CENTRAL SUBWAY PROJECT
Fourth and King Streets to Stockton and Jackson Streets

Dear Mr. Funghi:

On August 4, 2008, the Department received your request for a General Plan Referral as required
by Section 4.105 of the Charter and Section 2A.53 of the Administrative Code.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION _

The proposed Central Subway Project is the second phase of -the San Francisco Municipal
Transportation Agency’s (SFMTA) Third Street Light Rail Project. The Central Subway Project
will extend Muni transit service improvements from the present terminus of the Third Street Light
Rail Line at Fourth and King Streets through South of Market, Downtown terminating in

Chinatown.

The Central Subway project would extend rail operations 1.7 miles north from the Third Street
Light Rail Line terminus (reviewed under Case No. 1996.281!ER) at Fourth and King Streets via
Fourth Street and Stockton Street, terminating in Chinatown. Beginning at the existing T-Third
" station platform on Fourth at King Streets, a new surface light rail would be constructed north on
Fourth Street, operating in a semi-exclusive right-of-way, to a double-track underground portal
between Bryant and Harrison Streets under I-80. A double-track subway operation would
continue north under Fourth Street to Market Street, continuing under Stockton Street to a
terminus in the vicinity of Stockton and Jackson Streets. One new surface station at Fourth Street,
north of Brannan Street, and three subway stations at Moscone Center, Union Square/Market
Street, and Chinatown would be constructed (see Attachment 1). The new Union Squaré/Market
Street would connect with the existing BART/MUNI Metro Powell Street Station) <

To accommodate construction activities, the tunnel for the Central Subway would be extended
niorth of the Chinatown Station approximately 2,000 feet to facilitate construction and extraction of
the Tunnel Boring Machine (TBM). The construction tunnel would continue north on Stockton
Street to a temporary shaft on Columbus Avenue near Washington Square Park where the TBM
would be extracted and construction equipment and materials could be delivered. This section of

: w'ww.sfplanning‘.org
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Case No. 2008.0849R
Central Subway Project

the tunnel (north of Jackson Street) would be used for construction purposes only. A list of

- properties along the proposed Central Subway project alignment is provided in Attachment 2.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW _ .

The Project was reviewed as part of the Central Subway Final Supplemental Environmental
Impact Statement/Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (FSEIS/FSEIR) and was certified by
the Planning Commission on August 7, 2008 and approved by the SFMTA Board on August 19,
2008. The SEIS/SEIR identified impacts resulting from project construction including noise, dust,
vibration, historic resources impacts, and transit/traffic operational impacts. In addition, the .
project will require that a portion of the Union Square plaza be used to accommodate a subway
station entrance. .

GENERAL PLAN CONSISTENCY

The project has been reviewed for consistency with General Plan policies and with the Eight
Priority Policies of the Planmng Code Section 101.1 and the findings are attached (in Attachments
3 and 4, respectively). Based on the information submitted, the Department finds that the
proposed project, Central Subway Project is, on balance, in conformity with the San Francisco
General Plan provided that identified project impacts are addressed as stated in the FSEIS/FSEIR’s
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (Attachment 5). However, specific project
elements that have the potential to impact land use, urban design features and historic resources
have not been developed to a level that the Planning Department / Planning Commission cart
provide a General Plan conformity determination. The following aspects of the project will
therefore be subject to separate General Plan Referral submittals.

- FURTHER PLANNING DEPARTMENT REVIEW

The SFMTA should continue to work with the Planning Departmenf on the following three
components of the plan. Ultimately these elements will require further review and General Plan
conformity determination(s) as design of the Central Subway moves forward.

Urban Design Considerations

The Central Subway will significantly impact the City’s public realm. Therefore, great care must
be focused on the design of stations and on-street portions of the rail line. All above grade
structures and the interface between Central Subway elements and the street including subway
entrances will need to be reviewed by the Planning Department for conformance with the General
Plan Urban Design and Transportation Elements. Station areas should be designed with &areful
attention to urban design, acces:ublhty and ‘the streetscape recommendations contained in the
City”s Better Streets Plan.

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1757



Case No. 2008.0849R
Central Subway Project

Historic Preservation

Acquisition and demolition of the historic building at 933-949 Stockton Street for the purpose of
constructing the Chinatown Station should be mitigated as described in the FSEIS/FSEIR's °
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. Mitigation measures include documentation of
the existing historic building, salvaging architecturally significant building features, and creation
of a display of salvaged material in the new Chinatown statior. '

Sincerely,

John Rahaim
Director of Planning

Attachments:

Central Subway Project Alignment Map

List of Parcels along proposed Central Subway
General Plan Case Report ' '
Planning Code Sec. 101.1(b) Priority Policies
FSEIS/FSEIR Mitigation & Monitbring Program

e WN e

cc J. Swae, Planning Department
K. Rich, Planning Department
V. Wise, Planning Department

I\ Citywide\ General Plan\ General Ph-m Referrals\ 2008\ 2008.0849R Central Subway.doc

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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SITE MAP: ATTACHMENT 1

SAN FRANCISCO
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Case No. 2008.0849R
Central Subway Project

GENERAL PLAN CASE REPORT: ATTACHMENT 3

RE:  CASE NO.2008.0849R
CENTRAL SUBWAY PROJECT
Fourth and King Streets to Stockton and Jackson Streets

STAFF REVIEWER: JON SWAE

GENERAL PLAN CONSIDERATIONS

. «General Plan Objectives, Policies, and Principles are in bold font, and staff comments are'in italic
font

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

OBJECTIVE 1
MEET THE NEEDS OF ALL RESIDENTS AND VISITORS FOR SAFE, CONVENIENT AND

INEXPENSIVE TRAVEL WITHIN SAN FRANCISCO AND BETWEEN THE CITY AND
OTHER PARTS-OF THE REGION WHILE MAINTAINING THE HIGH QUALITY LIVING
ENVIRONMENT OF THE BAY AREA.

The project will serve residents, visitors and workers in San Francisco while provzdmg
connections within the city and to the larger region. :

{

. POLICY 1.3 _
Give priority to public transit and other alternatlves to the private automoblle as the means
of meeting San Francisco's transportation needs, particularly those of commuters.

By providing an exclusive transit right-of-way on the surface or in a subway that does not
. compete with traffic on congested surfuce streets, the project gives priority to public transit and
provides an attractive alternative to private automobile travel. '

POLICY 1.5
Coordinate reglonal and local transportation systems and provide for interline transit

transfers.

The subway and light rail will provide direct connections to Caltram BART, regional bus service,
cable cars and other Muni lines.

POLICY 2.2
Reduce pollution, noise and energy consumption.

The project will encourage increased travel by public transit, a greener and cleaner alternative to
private automobile use and contribute to the City's greenhouse gas reduction goals.

. SAN FRANCISGD
PLANNING DEPAHTMENT
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Case No. 2008.0849R
Central Subway Project

POLICY 2.4 :
Organize the transportation system to reinforce commumty identity, improve linkages
among interrelated activities and provide focus for community activities. ’

The Central Subway is a critical transportation improvement linking neighborhoods in the
southeastern section of the city with retail and employment centers in downtown and Chinatown.

The Central Subway Public Arts Program will work with communities along the prqect corridor
to develop a comprehensive arts program to reflect the rich culture and history of the
neighborhoods in which this new transit system will be located.

POLICY 4.4

Integrate future rail transit extensions to, from, and wnthm the city as technology permlts so
that they are compatible with and lmmedlately accessible to existing BART, CalTrain or
Muni rail lines.

The project includes direct connections to Muni Metro, Caltrain’s 4th & King Street station, and
Powell Street BART station.

OBJECTIVE 11 - ‘ .
ESTABLISH PUBLIC TRANSIT AS THE PRIMARY MODE OF TRANSPORTATION IN SAN

FRANCISCO AND AS A MEANS THROUGH WHICH TO GUIDE FUTURE DEVELOPMENT

-ANDIMPROVE REGIONAL MOBILITY AND AIR QUALITY.

POLICY 11.2 )
Continue to favor investment in transit infrastructure and services_over investment in
highway development and other facilities that accommeodate the auto'mobile

As the first underground subway built in San Francisco in over 25 years, the project represents a
significant investment in the City's publlc transit mﬁastmcture

POLICY 143 ,
Improve transit operation by implementing strategies that facilitate and prioritize transit
vehicle movement and loading.

By providing an exclusive transit right-of-way on the surface or in a subway' that does nat have to
compete with (raffic on congested surface streets, the project gives priority to public transit and

will improve operation and reliability.
£

POLICY 14.7

Encourage the use of transit and other alternative modes of travel to the private automobile
through the positioning of building entrances and the convenient location of support
facilities that prioritizes access from these modes.

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1761



Case:No: 2008.0849R:
Central Subway Project.

The location: of Central Subway. transit. stations. at key locations:. Union: Square; (Stockton and.
Ellis: S[reets) Moscone: Convention: Center: (Fourth: and: Clementina: Sireets): and Chinatown:
(Stockton and Washmgtan Streets) thl make access.to’ the Central Subway easily avax[able

URBM DESIGN ELEMENT-

POLIEY 1.9
Increase the clarity of routes for travelers:

POLICY 4.13.
Improve pedestrian areas by providing human scale and mterest.

Swﬁzce entrance areas-ta underground stations prowde an: opportumty to imprave the pedesmart
environment and wayfinding-along 4" and Siockion Streets. - Station areas should be designed with
'carefid attentior to: urbare: deszgn and street and: sidewalk deszgn recommendatwns contamed in:
tlze Czty 's Better Streets: P[arr .

- RE_CREATION'&‘:OPE_N. SPACE‘.EEEMEN‘F"‘

POLICY 1.3:

. Increase the:accessibility of regmnal parks by locatmg new parks near populati(m centers, -

establishing low user costs; improving public trausit service to park.; and creatmg regional:
blke and lnkmg trails.

POLICY 2.2
Preserve existing public open space& :

- The Union- Square subway station entrance will be located in the southeast corner of the terraced
plaza on Union Square.. Elevators to the station will be located on,the eastern edge of Union.
Square. A{zmmal disruption to Union-Square’s central public open space will be caused by the-

‘ project.

CHINATOWN AREA PLAN-

POLICY 1.4
"Protect the historic and aesthetic resources of Chinatown.

The implementation of the Central Subway project would result in the loss of an historic building
in the Chinatown Historic District at933-949 Stockton Street. Mitigation measures to reduce the
impact of the demolition of the 933-949 Stockton Street building include: documentation of the
existing historic building; salvage of architecturally significant building features for
incorporation into an interpretative display in the new subway station; and employing an
architectural historian in the design development of the new station and adjoining building to
ensure that the design is culturally appropriate to the Chinatown District:

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Case No. 2008.0849R
Central Subway Project

OBJECTIVE 3
STABILIZE AND WHERE POSSIBLE INCREASE THE SUPPLY OF HOUSING

POLICY 3.1
Conserve existing housing.

-POLICY 3.2
Increase the supply of housing.

Implementation of the Central Subway project would result in the temporary displacement of 17
affordable housing units at the southwest corner of Washington and Stockton Streets in Chinatown
(933-949 Stockton Street). The objective is to replace affordable housing on a one for one basis
and if possible increase the number of affordable housing units on the site.

OBJECTIVE 7 . ‘
MANAGE TRANSPORTATION IMPACTS TO STABILIZE OR REDUCE THE
‘DIFFICULTIES OF WALKING, DRIVING, DELIVERING GOODS, PARKING OR
USING TRANSIT IN CHINATOWN.

POLICY 7.2

Make MUNI routes more reflective of and responsive to Chinatown ridership, including
bilingual signage, schedules, maps. .

The project will include bilingual .s‘t:gylage and infa}mation on Muni routes.

The proposalis__ X __ in conformity not in conformity with the General Plan.

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Case No. 2008.0849R
Central Subway Project

EIGHT PRIORITY POLICIES FINDINGS: ATTACHMENT 4

RE:

CASE NO. 2008.0849R
CENTRAL SUBWAY PROJECT :
Fourth and King Streets to Stockton and Jackson Streets

The sub]ect pro;ect is found to be consistenit with the Elght Pnonty Policies of Planmng Code
Section 101.1 in that:

"The project would have no adverse effect on neighborhood serving retail uses or

opportunities for employment in or ownership of such businesses.

Central Subway construction activities -will have impacts to neighborhood retailers
adjacent to and in the vicinity of construction activities. These include noise, vibration,
dust and the temporary closure of portions of streets and sidewalks. These disturbances
will cease once construction is completed.

The construction of the Central Subway requires acquisition of two parcels for station
development. These parcels — a gas station (266 Fourth Street) and a mixed use building
(933-949 Stockton Street) — contain approximately nine neighborhood-serving businesses.

_ These businesses would be displaced as a result of the project.

As required by the Uniform Relocation Act and the California State Relocation Act,
SFMTA would be required to develop a detailed relocation plan designed to minimize
impacts on the businesses to be displaced. The plan would assess the relocation needs of
all potential displacees and develop a program that would provide relocatzon assistance
and payments, set by law.

During the construction of the Central Subway, there would be temporary disruption to
the businesses along the corridor. A mitigation monitoring program will be put in place
to minimize the anticipated construction impacts, such as noise, dust, and vibration.

Access to all businesses will be maintained during the construction period as required by
law, but circulation would be temporarily disrupted along the corridor and detours
emplayed to accommodate the construction process.

The project would have no adverse effect on the CLtys housmg stock or on

neighborhood character.
There would be no changes to the netghborhood character along the corridor, though in

the area of surface operation, the character of Fourth Street would change from a wide

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Case No. 2008.0849R
Central Subway Project

oné—way traffic-oriented street to a transit street with a median station. No long term

-impacts on housing

The project would have no adverse effect on the City's supply of affordable housing. _
Implementation of the Central Subway project would result in the temporary displacement
of 17 affordable housing units at the southwest corner of Washington and Stockton Streets
in Chinatown (933-949 Stockton_Street). The project will replace affordable housing on a
one for one basis and if possible increase the number of affordable housing units on the
site. The relocation of these displaced residents would be undertaken in compliance with
the federal Uniform Relocation Act and the State of California Relocation Act. A.
relocation plan would be developed to assess relocation needs of all of the tenants and
outline a program for relocation assistance and referrals and payments to displaced
residents. The Central -Subway would result in a temporary reduction of affordable
-housing units, but upon completion of the project is expected to increase the supply of
affordable housing units. '

The project would not result in commuter traffic impeding Muni transit service or
averburdening the streets or neighborhood parking. '

By providing an exclusive right-of-way on the surface or in a subway that does not have to
compete with traffic on congested surface streets, the reliability of transit service would be
improved and travel times weuld be reduced for transit riders. Temporary disruption to
traffic and Muni service is likely to occur during construction activities but will cease
once completed. -

The project would not adversely effect the industrial or service sectors or future
opportunities for resident employment or ownership in these sectors.

As an improvement in the public right-of-way, the Central Subway would not have a direct
impact on the displacement of industrial and service sectors. '

The project would have no adverse effect the City’s preparedness to protect against
injury and loss of life in an earthquake.
The Central Subway alignment does not cross any active faults and therefore rupture of
tunnels resulting from displacement along a fault is not likely to occur. The subway
tunnels would be designed to current seismic standards to withstand a major earthquake
(magnitude~7) on the San Andreas Fault.

The project would have no adverse effect on landmarks or historic buildings.

The implementation ofthe Central Subway project would result in the loss of an historic
building in the Chinatown Historic District at 933-949 Stockton Street to accommodate
the construction of the Chinatown Station. Demolition of this building was identified in
the FSEIS/FSEIR as an unavoidable significant impact. The building at 933-949 Stockton
Street is identified as a Class 3D contributor to the National Register of Historic Places
{NRHP)- eligible Chinatown Historic District. The Chinatown Historic District is listed
on the California Register of Historic Resources with a “3D " rating, but has not been
formally designated as an historic district by the City of San Francisco. Demolition and

SAN FRANCISCO _
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removal of this building would create a visual break in the cohesive grouping of
architecturally related buildings. Mitigation measures to reduce the impact of the
" demolition of the 933-949 Stockton Street building are outlined in the Central Subway
- FSEIS/FSEIR and include: documentation of the existing historic building; salvage of
architecturally significant building features for incorporation into an interpretative
display in the new subway station. \

8. The project would have no adverse effect on parks and open space or their access to

sunlight and vistas.
The new permanent structures in Union Square would be limited to escalators with a

covered station entrance area and elevator shafis, minimizing any shadow impacts.

Design of the Chinatown Station and adjoining building will be developed in consultation
with the Planning Department and the Chinatown community to ensure that the exterior
building articulation is done in such a way as to minimize the shadow impdcts on the
Gordon Lau Elementary School playground.

SAN FRANCISCO
. PLANNING DEFARTMENT
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PLANNI NG DEPARTMENT

APPLICATION FOR GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL

This is am application to the Planning Commission for a Genaral Plan Referral, specifically

provided for in Section 4.105 of tha San Francisco Charter, and Sections 2A.52 and 2A.53 of the:

Administrative Code.

The Charter and Adminisirative Code require that projects listed in Section 4 of this application be
referred fo the Planning Department to determine cansistency with the General. Plan prior fo the
Board of Supervisors' consideration of and action on any ordinance aor resolution. ' The Referral
finding the proposal consistent or inconsistent with the Genarat Plan. will rasult in a letter ta the
applicant for the Board of Supervisor's consideration: The. finding of inconsistency may be
overruled by a twa-thirds vote of the Board of Supervisora. ‘

Early involvement of the Planning Department in the: preparation of a proposai i8 advisable in
order to avoid delays in responding to General Plan Referral applications.

" In" most instances, General Plan Referrals are handled administratively. by the Planning
Department. However, soms Referrals may be heard by the Planning Commission. This is
required for proposals inconsistent with tha General Plan, for. proposals- generating - public
controversy, or for complex proposals. ’ ' ,

The staff of the Planning Depariment is available to advise you in the. preparation of this
application. Please call Stephen Shotland at 558-6308.

INSTRUCTIONS
1, Answer all questions fully. Please type or print in ink. Afttach additional pages if-
necessary. '
2 .For projects proposed In the bubﬁc right-bf-way, please list the adjacent Assessar's

Block(s) and lot(s) for sach project hlock fronting the right-of-way, and street address(es)
under Site Information on page 3.

3 The complsted General Plan Referral application form, along with two capies and required

materials, should be sent to .

General Plan Referrals - Attention: Maria Oropeza-Singh

Planning Department.
1650 Miasion Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 941_03 -

4, An initial fee must accompany all applications [except for agencies which have a quarterly
billing arrangement with the Planning Department]. Planning Code Article 3.5 establishes
Planning Department fees for General Plan Referrals. Please call 558-6377 for the
required amount. Time and materials charges will be billed if the initial fee far
staff time is exceeded. Payment of outstanding fees is required before the
findings letter is released.

APPLICATION CHECKLIST FOR GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL

Flling your completed- application and the required materials shown below serves o open a

Planning Department file for the proposed project. After the file is esiablished, the staff parson

SAN FRANCISCO
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assigned to the project will review the application to determine whether it is complete or whether
additional information is required in order for the Planning Department to proceed.

Staff wilt determine for all referral applications whether the proposal is exampt from environmental
review or not. If the project is not exempt from environmental review, staff will inform you, and you
will need to fila an environmental evaluation application and pay the appropriate fees.

SUBMIT ~THESE MATERIALS' ARE IF NOT PROVIDED, PLEASE EXPLAIN
WITH APPLICATION (2 coples) | MATERIALS - S
g | proviDED 7
Cover letter with project description . * - =
signed by the appiicant Yes ' "
Application with afl blanks filed in .
and signed by City Agency with - .Yes
jurisdiction aver property or project :
Map showing adjacent properties - Ye s
Sits Plan " Yes
8 1/2 x 11 Reduction of Site Plan Yog
Architactural floor plans B Yes
Elevations of proposed project/site . Yes
Photographs of project/site Yesg
Check payable to Planning . : ‘I as
Department T
Letter authorizing agent to sign’ ¥ : k
application N/A gpplication signed by Project
. | Sponseor
Name and signature of City )
Department official with jurisdiction Yes
over project
‘Draft autiining compliance with eight Ye.s-
. Priority Policies of Planning Code |
Section 101.1 ]

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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SAN FRANCISCO
- PLANNING DEPARTMENT

General Plan Referral Application

" PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT

1. Site Information

Project Street Address(es) of Project:
See attached

Cross Streets:
. See attached

Assessar's Block(s) / Lot(s):

See attached
{If profect is in street rfight-of-way, list block(s) flot(s) fronting proposed project]

2. Project Title, Description: (Use additional pages if necessary)

Project Titla:
Central Subway Project

Project Description See_ attached

Present or Previous Use: See attached

Building Permit Application No. _ Not_applicable Date Filed:

What Other Approvals Does Project Require?
See_attached

3. Project Sponsor / Applicant Information

Name: __ Nathaniel P. Ford, Exec. Dir/CEQ Telephone{ ) 415.701.4720
| Address: _L _South Van Ness, 7th Floor Zip 94103 :
Applicant's Name / Contact _ David Greenaway Telephone'( )415. 701 4237

{if different from above] Central Subway Environmental Liaison
Date:

4. City Department with Jurisdiction over property (if Project is on City-owned property):

Dept.: San Francisco Mumicipal Transportation Agency

Address: 1 South Van Ness, - 7th Fl, San Franciséo Zp -914103
Staff Name:___John Funghi, Project Manager Telephone { 415.701.4299
Signature: i a Date:

City Department Manager / Representative

SANFRNNCISCO : .
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 3
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' If project is under Jjurisdiction of more than one Department, complete following .

section or attach additional sheets

Dept.Name: See attached

Addre55: . . Zip
Department staff name: Telephone ( )
Address: Zip
Signed: _ Date:

" (Signature - City Department Representative)

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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5. Project Description - Circle All that Apply

PROJECT . PROPOSED-ACTION

Open Space, Ottier | Aquisiion ) | sale ; Other/Specify below
Property ) o
Publle Bullding, or @ @ Demolition
Structure

Change in Use Sale. Other/Specify balow
Sldewalk; Street, If A1 Encraachment
Transportatian : J_’emﬂ.
Route: . . -

Stréat Vacation Abandonment Esdension é”mexlsme:ly below
Redevelopment New Major Change Changaiit Usa ‘Other/Spécify balcw
Araa/Projact « -
Suabdivision New Replat “Other/Specify balow
7 Puablic Housing New Conistruction | Major Changa Change:in Use Othier/Spacify balow
Publicly Asslsted | New Constructiocn | Major Ghangs Change i Use Other/Spacify belaw §
- Private Housling : .
Gapital Aniual Capltal Six Year €apital therSpecify balow
Improvement Plan || Expenditure Plan Improvement .

Program - - ‘

Long Term  Geferal Obligation | General  Revenué | Non-profit Othér/Specify balow
Flnancing Bond Bond Corporation .
Praposat Proposal

if athar, please specify:

See Mtucdned

Affidavit

| certify the accuracy of the following declarations:

a. The nad is the-owner ar autharized agent of thie owner of this praperty:
b. i ion presented is tnie-and correct to the best af Aty knowledge.
Slgned: : 6-24-0%
Departmiant, Project Manager ) Date

Applicyrit

AW {:ﬁcéi\\j hi

(Print name in full)

If mo(e than one Depl has jurisdiction ove(pm'jecﬁ provide authorization on separate sheets.

SANFRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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6. Planning Coda Saction 101.1(b) Priority Policles

Section 101.1 of the San Francisco Planning Code requires. findings that demonstrata consistency of
the proposal with the eight priority policies of Section 101.1. These findings must be presented ta the
Ptanning Department before your project application can be reviewed for general conformity with San
Francisco's General Plan. -

SEE ATTACHED '

1.  That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future oppor-
tunitiés or resident employment in and ownership of such businesses enhanced;

2. That existing housing and neighborhood character ba conserved and protected in order to
preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhiood;

3. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced;
4. That commuter traffic not impede Muni transit service ar ﬁverburden our streefs or
neighborhood parking;

SAN FRANGISCD
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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5. . That adivarse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and saivice seclors
from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future apportunities for
residential employment and ownarship in these sectors be enhanced;

6. That tha City achieve the greatest possxble preparedness to protect against i mjury and loss of
lifa in an earthquake;

7.  Thatlandmarks and historic buildings be'presarved; and

8. That our parks and open space and thelr access to sunllghl and vistas be protected from
development :

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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1. Site Information

Project Street Address(es) of Project:

The alignment for the Central Subway Project is primarily located within the public right-
of-way (see below for specific streets), however, there are private or public parcels that
would be impacted by the project. These are listed in the table below. Twa parcels
would require outright acquisition and the remaining use of the parcels would oceur
through easements or use agreements as noted in Table 1. :

TABLE 1 - PRIVATE/PUBLIC PARCELS IMPACTED BY PROJECT

: REASON. FOR-
LOCATION ACQUISITION ACQUISITION RELOCATION
| Union Square Garage Location of vent shaftsand .| Agreement for locating vent No
APN 0308001 entranice to Union Square shafts and station entry in the
Station Union Square terrace and
: plaza, (29 parking spaces
displaced in Altematives 2
and 3A; 34 parking spaces
. . . displaced in Altcrative 3B)
266 Fourth Strect Locationt of vent shafts and 14,800 squarc feet (catire gas Yes
APN3733-093 | entrance to Moscone Station station lot)
- on Fourth Strect
801 Market Street | Subway alignment 1,700 squarc feet casement No
APN 3705-048 (Old Navy) N undemeath the building .
790-798 Market Street/2 - Subway alignment 3,900 squaré feet easement for No
Stockton Street - Option A and 3,300 square
APN 0328-002 and 37052- fect easement for Option B
001 to 004 (Virgin Records} (Ogﬁou A:sf‘n‘l_cnt\m
123 O’Farrell Street Location of vent shafts Agreement for locating vent No.
APN 0327021 shafts in the parking gamage.
(Ellis/O’Farrell Garage) 24 parking spaces displaced
933-949 Stockton Strect Location of vent shafis and 10,100 square feet Yes
APN 0211-501 entrance to Chinatown Station | (acquisition of entire lot) .
1455 Stockton Strect Subway alignment for North 1,400 square feet (casement No
APN 0130-001° Beach Tunnel Construction undemeath building)
: Variant -
Cross Streets:

Generally within the rights-of-way of Fourth Street between King and Market Streéts;
Stockton Street between Market Street and Columbus Avenue; and Columbus Avenue

from Green Street to just north of Union Street. See Figures 1 and 2.

- Assessor’s Blocks:

The following Assessor’s Blocks border the project alignment starting in the south at
Fourth and King Streets: 8701, 8702, 3786, 3787, 3777, 3776, 3761,3762, 3752, 3751,
3733, 3734, 3724, 3723, 3705, 3705Z, 3706, 0329, 0328, 0327, 0314, 0313, 0308, 0309,
0295, 0294, 0285, 0286, 0272, 0271, 0256, 0257, 0243, 0242, 0224, 0225, 0211, 0210, -
02104, 0192, 0193, 0179, 0178, 0160, 0161, 0147, 0146, 0130, 0131, 0117, 0101, and
0102. Sce Exhibit A for Assessor’s Blocks locations along the corridor.

Central Subway General Plan Referral
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2. Project Title, Description:
Project Description:

The proposed Central Subway Project completes the second phase of the Third Street
Light Rail Project by providing Muni transit service improvements from the present
terminus of the T-Third Line at Fourth and King Streets through South of Market,
Downtown and Chinatown. The Project was selected as the Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA) by the SFMTA Board on February 19, 2008.

The project would extend 1.7 miles north from the T-Third line terminus at Fourth and
King Streets via Fourth and Stockton Streets to the Central Subway terminus in.
Chinatown. The Central Subway would operate exclusively on Fourth and Stockton
Streets with a deep tunnel crossing of Market Street. After'stopping at the existing T-
Third station platform on Fourth at King Streets, light rail would continue north on
Fourth Street on the surface, operating in a semi-exclusive right-of-way, to a double-track
portal (see Figure 8 and Figure 13) between Bryant and Harrison Streets under I-80. It
would continue north under:Fourth and Stockton Streets as a double-track subway
operation to a términus in the vicinity of Stockton and Jackson Streets. There would be
one surface station on Fourth Street, north of Brarnan Street, and three subway stations at
Moscone, Union Square/Market Street, and Chinatown (see Figures 3 and 4).

Station access to the subway stations is located off- sidewalk, where feasible, on public
property or on private property to be acquired by SFMTA (see Figures 5 through 7,
Figure 12, and Figures 14 through 16). The Moscone Station access would be located at
the southwest comer of Fourth and Clementina Streets on a site that is currently eccupied
by a gas station. The Union Square/Market Street Station primary access would be at the
‘southeast corner of Union Square with secondary sidewalk accesses at Stockton and Ellis
Streets (at the Apple Store) and on the north side of Geary Street, just east of Stockton
Street. Access to the Chinatown Station would be located at the southwest corner of
Stockton and Washington Streets on a site currently occupied by retail and housing units.
Fare pates are provided at the mezzanine level for all subway stations. Above-ground
emergency ventilation shafts would be integrated into the station at the Moscone and
Chinatown stations and would be provided in the Ellis/O’Farrell garage at the Union
Square/Market Street Station. ' ,

The tunnel for the Central Subway would be extended north of the Chinatown Station
approximately 2,000 feet to facilitate construction and extraction of the Tunnel Boring
Machine (TBM). The construction tunnel would continue north on Stockton Street to a
temporary shaft on Columbus Avenue near Washington Square Park where the TBM
would be extracted and construction equipment and materials could be delivered. This
section of the tunnel would be used for construction purposes only, not for revenue
service. '

The 30-Stockton and 45-Union/Stockton trolley bus.lines would continue operation on
the east side of Fourth Street, south of Bryant Street, to the bus terminal east of Fourth
Street on Townsend Street. Existing bus stops would be retained on Fourth Street, just

Central Subway General Plan Referral ‘ N 2-1

1777



[

Nutu\um.:sm pi2usD) Adpmgng [oa1ua)

LT
Buom A4 saires
[ 1% sy v L 13 COwbl Weamn L] [ 4] oL L. -]
- 1 L. .
-
” BT ﬂn_ur% i T T e
- - . i g_
WL .
- (=T = Ui
- . . NOLYLD
- . R e
O . .. ot R R MLEEN S
N 4 ,ilg [
] . ) = —\._,r »] m
: lu R ll..\- A : . .
v ,, e eI
- NOUVLY SOVAINS LNVANG @ NOUNRIVH . NOLIVLS oo wouvis a
NVYNRYHEHLYNOD NTIMLIE TVLEOd . THODBOM [ "
[ LSENLLY LDRIVIY
13HYND8 NOMN
- - s o
L
lt-.— L] et B“’r L] . ety [ .} e [
1 X

T T T T T T T
1183089823233 93%131

ITI0Ud AVMENS TVHINID- € TANO1d

1778



124

. 101132y uvld [D12UBE) ADMGNS [DLU3D)

P =T I =Ty

’

AVM-40-LHOTY FAISNTOXI-TAIS :NOILVHIdO FOVAUNS LATHLS HINNOA - NDIA

1779



L

[DA43[5Y ubld (vaauat) Aomqng (o4uay)

NOLLYVLS ANOJSON - s TANDIL

1780



1781



1PLf3Y upl ] [piauag Absqng pajus’)

1782



north of Bryant Street, but the island stop at Brannan Street would be moved from the
north to the southside of the street.

With the implementation of the Central Subway, projected weekday ridership-on the T-
Third Line would be 76,600 passengers in 2030 or 42,400 boardings at the Central.
Subway Stations. The transit travel time between Fourth and'King Streets and
Chinatown would be 6.3 minutes in 2030 or a 10.7 mmute savings when compared to
future conditions without the project.

Present or Previous Usé:‘

Generally the Central Subway Project would be constructed within the public right-of-
way. As noted above, however, the subway stations would be constructed in off:street-
locations.. The Moscone Station access and vent shafts would be located at the southwest
corner of Fourth and Clementina Streets on a site that is currently occupied by a gas -
station. The primary Union Square/Ma.rket Street Station access would be at the
southeast corner of Union Square occupying approximately 1,690 square feet of park area
-and requiring the displacement of 34 of the 985 parking spaces at the Union Square:
garage. Vent shafts for the Union Square/Market Street Station would be provided in the
Ellis/O’Farrell garage and would displace approximately 25 of the 950 parking spaces at
the garage. Access to the Chinatown Station would be located at the southwest corner of
Stockton and Washington Streets on a site currently océupied by eight small retail

~ businesses on the ground floor and.17 affordable housing units on the floors above. See
Figures 8 through 11 for photos of existing corridor)

W%at Other Approvals Does Project Require?

Table 2 on Page 2-15 shows city and other agency approvals-and j penmits required for
lmplemcntatlon of the Central Subway project.

Central Subway General Plan Referral . . ' 2-7
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FIGURE 8 - FOURTH 'S’fREET LOOKING TO I-80-
(LOCATION OF PROPOSED PORTAL AND:STAGING AREA)

A

FIGURE 9 - UNION SQUARE LOOKING WEST
ACROSS STOCKTON STREET

Central Subway General Plan Referral » . .28
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FIGURE 10 - UNION SQUARE LOOKING EAST ALONG GEARY STREET
SITE OF UMS STATION

Source:, PB/Wong, 2007

FIGURE 11— CHINATOWN
- STOCKTON STREE'P AT SACRAMENTQ STREE'F

Central Subway General Plan Referral _ 29
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FIGURE 12 - MOSCONE STATION ENTRANCE SIMULATION
ALTERNATIVE 3B

Central Subway General Plan Referral ' 2-10
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F IGURE 14 - UNION SQUARE STATION GEARY STREET ENTRY SIMULATION
ALTERNATIVE 3B

Central Subway General Plan Referral 2-12
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FIGURE 15 - CHINATOWN STATION STOCKTON STREET ENTRY.
SIMULATION
ALTERNATIVE 3B

Central Subway General Plan Referral 2-13
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F IGURE 16 - CHINATOWN STATION SIMULATION LOOKING EAST FROM
WASHINGTON STREET
ALTERNATIVE 3B

ey

2

i
15
5
i
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TABLE 2 - AGENCY APPROVALS

Agency

. Departrnent of Interior .

Approval or Permit
Section 4(f) approval. -

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

Approval of Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) describing
procedures for protection of and mitigation of impacts to historic
and cultural resources pursuant to Section 106 of the National

- Historic Preservation Act and 36 CFR 500.

California State Historic i’mservaﬁon Officer (SHPQ)

" Finding of Effect Determination.

- California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC)

Pemnits required for all at-grade or grade-separated railroad,
highway, and street crossings as well as pedestrian crossings of :

" light rail and railroad tracks; public hearings before the CPUC may
also be required; 2 formal application to conform with CPUC Rules
of Practice and Procedire (CPUC Cads Section [200) is required; a
formal application requesting permission to deviate from the
established CPUC General Order (G.0.) standard (such as those
regarding the height requirements for overhead wires) must be
submitted and approved by the CPUC.

Caltrans

Access.Control Properties Review. Permiit to Encroach on Caltrans
Right-of-Way,

Metropalitan Transportation Commission (MTC) and
California Transpostation Commission

Consistency with RTP and STIP.

Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART)

Amendment of joint use agreement for Powell Street Staﬁon;
project review and approval for joint use of station.

Regional Water Quality Control Board

Genenal Construction Activity Stormwater Permit.

'|_Bay Area Air Quaiity Management District (EAAQMD}

- Conformity determination. -

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission

Batch Industrial Wastewater Discharpe Permit required for
dewatering affluent discharge to the combined sewer system -
providing the quality of the effluent meets the NPDES General ]
Permit discharge standards. -

San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency

Approve Project.

Request from FTA a “Letter of No Prejudice” for New Starts
fedéral fimding. :
' Approval required for surface street changes, traffic operation
changes, traffic control measures, and on-street parking changes,

San Francisco Department of Public Health

Review and acceptance of site remediation plan in Maher
Ordinance Area - Article 20.

San Francisco Planning Commission

General Plan Review/Referral for all aspects of project which occur
in public rights-of-way, and amendments to appropriate portions of
General Plan, Transportation Element. .

San Francisco Landmarks Preservation Advisery Board

Section 106 Review and Approval, review of SEIS/SEIR and
Histarical Architectural Report.

San Francisco Department of Public Works

Approval required for construction in streets and changes to
sidewalk widths.

San Francisco Redevelopment Commission

Project review required for portions within existing Redevelopment
Project Areas and, if adopted by the Board of Supervisors, within
the proposed Redevelopment Areas. No approvals are needed for
constructing light rail.

San Francisco Department of Recreation and Parks

Section 4(f) de minimis approval. Prop. K review and approval for
shadow analysis.

San Francisco Arts Commission

Approval of the Public Arts Element and Civic Design.

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

Approval of General Plan amendments, ’

Adoption of Redevelopment Plan amendments.

Approval of property acquisitions, including eminent domain.
Approvals required for use of City rights-of-way and Park property.

San Francisco County Transportation Authority

Review and inclusion of the project in the Countywide
Transportation Plan and Capita] Improvement Program of the

Congestion Management Prograrmn for San Francisco funding.

Central Subway General Plan Referral
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4. Other City Departments with Jurisdiction Over Froperty

Dept: Dcpa.rh_nent of Public Warks, Edward D. Reiskin, Director of Public Works

Address: 1 Dr.Carlton B, Goodlett Place, City Hall. Room 348
San Francisco, CA 94102

Department staff name: Barbara Moy, Bureau Manager
Address: Bureau of Street Use and Mapping
875 Stevenson, Room 460

- San Francisco, CA 94103 -

Signed: /ﬁMﬂtu £ Py 7 _ Date 6~ 2G-08

Central Subway General Plan Referral : . 4-1
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4. Ofher City Departments with Jurisdiction Over Property (cont.)

Dept: " Recreation and Parks Department, Yomi Agunbiade, General Manager

Address: McLaren [;odge & Anenx
501 Stanyan Street
San Francisco, CA 94117

Department staff name: Daniet LaForte, Pack Planner
Address: McLaren Lodge & Annex
» 501 Stanyan Street -

San Francisco, CA 94117

Signéd: ‘D“J %M Date: 7/7/02

Central Subway General Plan Referral ' ‘ 4-2
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5. Project Description
If other, please specify:

Sidewalk, Street, Transportation Route — Easements, Revocation of Revocable Permits
to reclaim subsurface basements within the public right-of-way

Capital Improvement Plan — SFMTA Short Range Transit Plan

: Central S ﬁbway General Plan Referral _ 5-1

1794



6. Plinning Code Section 101.1(b) Priority Policies

1. That existing neighborhood—serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and
- future opportunities or resident employment in and ownership of such.
businesses enhanced;

The introduction of new light rail service along the Fourth and Stockton Street corridors
‘would enhance the accessibility of the public and neighborhood residents to the
businesses along these corridors. There are neighborhood serving businesses located
along the Fourth Street corridor, particularly south of Harrison Street, however, between
Harrison and Market Streets the existing retail uses serve a broader citywide clientele as
part of the Moscone Convention Center/Yerba Buena Gardens complex and the Market
Street retail spine,

North of Market Street, the light rail runs underground on Stockton Street, the main
north/south transit comridor serving the Union Square shopping district, which caters to
citywide, regional and tourist markets. North of the Stockton Street tunnel, Stockton
Street is-the main neighborhood commercial and shopping street for the Chinatown
‘District and also serves citywide and regional markets.

The implementation of the Central Subway projeci would require the acquisition of two
parcels along the corridor for station development. A gas station at the southwest corner
of Clementina and Fourth Streets (266 Fourth: Street) is proposed for the Moscone '
Station. A parcel at the southwest comer of Washington and Stockton Streets (933-949
Stockton Street) currently houses eight small neighborhood-serving businesses on the
ground floor.. The construction of the Central Subway would displace these small
businesses. As required by the Uniform Relocation Act and the California State-
Relocation Act, SFMTA would be required to develop a detailed relocation plan designed
to minimize impacts on the businesses to be displaced by the project. The plan would
assess the relocation needs of all potential displacees and develop a program that would
provide relocation assistance and payments, as set by law.

During the construction of the Central Subway, there would be temporary disruption to
the businesses along the corridor. A mitigation monitoring program will be put in place
to minimize the anticipated construction impacts such as noise, dust, and vibration.
Mitigation measures will include monitoring of construction noise and vibration levels
and best management practices to minimize the release of particulate matter associated
with soil disturbance.

Access to all businesses will be maintained during the construction period as required by
law, but circulation would be temporarily disrupted along the corridor and detours

- employed to accommodate the construction process. Again, a mitigation monitoring
program that includes such measures as traffic detours, rerouting of transit services,
temporary relocation of truck loading zones, identification of alternative parking options,
and an extensive public outreach program with bi-lingual signing of circulation changes,

Central Subway General Plan Referral 6-1
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2. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected
in order to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhood;

The Central Subway light rail service would operate on the surface of Fourth Street
between King and Bryant Streets, transitioning to an underground operation between
Bryant and Harrison Streets. In the South of Market area, the land use is a mix of
commercial and residential uses that begins to transition to citywide retail and
institutional uses north of Folsom Street. These retail uses continue through the Union
‘Square area. Residential uses above ground floor retail characterize the corridor in the
Chinatown District. : '

There would be no changes to the neighborhood character along the corridor, though in
the area of surface operation the character of Fourth Street itself would change ffom a
wide one-way traffic-oriented street to a transit street with a median station. This change
has the potential for enhancing neighborhood unity and focus and increasing pedestrian
activity adjacent to the station. There would be no long term impacts on the existing -
housing stock along the corridor with one exception. The site at the southwest comer of
Washington and Stockton Streets, slated for development of the Chinatown Station,
currently has 17 affordable housing units. The removal of the existing historic building
would displace these existing units. SFMTA plans to redevelop the site with a station
, entrance and retail at the ground floor and affordable housing units above. Though
specific site plans have not been developed at this point, the objective, at a minimum, is
to replace the affordable housing on a one for one basis and if possible increase the
number of affordable housing units on the site. The architectural treatment for the new
station and residential/commercial building will be designed in cooperation with the
Chinatown community to be compatible with the existing historic neighborhood
character.

During construction of the Central Subway, the housing along the corridor would
experience similar impacts to those described above for the businesses. The mitigation
measures that will be enacted as part of the mitigation monitoring program will address
the construction impacts. -

3. _That the City’s supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced;

As stated in Response to Priority Policy #2 above, the implementation would result in the
temporary displacement of the 17 affordable housing units at the southwest corner of
Washington and Stockton Streets in Chinatown (933-949 Stockton Street). The
relocation of these displaced residents would be undertaken in compliance with the
federal Uniforrfi Relocation Act and the State of California Relocation Act. A relocation
plan would be developed to assess the relocation needs of all of the tenants and outliné a
program for relocation assistance and referrals and payments to displacees. The Central
Subway would result in a temporary reduction of affordable housing units, but upon
completion of the project is expected to increase the supply of affordable housing units.

Central Subway General Plan Referral . — 6-2
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4. That commuter traffic not impede Muni transit service or overburden our
streets or neighborhood: parking;

- The implementation of the-Central Subway project, the second and final phase of the
Third Street light rail project is specifically designed to enhance transit service between

- the southeast and northeast districts of San Francisco in keeping with the city’s Transit
First policy. The project would address current transit deficiencies of overcrowded:and
unreliable service and would respond to anticipated growth in. employment and

population in this corridor. With the implementation of this project, transit service along

‘the Fourth and Stockton Street corridors would assume an even more significant role than
it currently plays in the movement of people in these highly congested areas. It is
projected that by 2030 with the implementation of the Central Subway project when

- compa:ed to the “No Project Altemative,” the number of daily transit riders would
increase by 17,500. By providing an exclusive transit right-of-way on the surface or in a
subway that does not have to compete with traffic on congested surface streets, the
reliability of transit service would i lmprove and the travel times would be reduced for
patrons.

5. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and
service sectors from displacenient due to commercial office development, and
that future opportunities for residential employment and ownership in these
sectors be enhanced;

As an improvement in the public right-of-way, the Central Subway would not have a
direct impact on the displacement of industrial and service jobs by commercial office
development. The project does, however, offer an opportunity for the provision of new
ground floor business opportunities on the Moscone and Chinatown: station sites.

_ At the Chinatown station site, there are currently eight small businesses that would be

displaced by the creation of the station as noted in the response to Priority Policy #1
above. The redeveloped site would include replacement ground floor retail opportunities
as well as affordable housing. The Moscone Station site, which is currently occupied by
a gas station, could include ground floor business opportunities as well, likely increasing
overall the small business opportunities.

6. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against
injury and loss of life in an earthquake;

The Central Subway alignment does not cross any known active faults and therefore
.rupture of tunnels resulting from displacement along a fault is not likely to occur. The
subway ttinnels would be subjected to cxtremely high levels of groundshakmg, however,
and would be designed to current seismic standards to withstand a major earthquake
(magmtude~7) on the San Andreas Fault. Construction of reinforced tunnel linings will
minimize the expansion or contraction potential of the sediment surrounding the tunnel.
In addition, the Central Subway will be designed with supplemental emergency exits

Central Subway General Plan Referral 6-3
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from the underground system and the SFMTA will maintain emergency evaluation plans
for the Central Subway in the event of a major seismic occurrence. ,

7. That landmarks and historic buildings be: preserved; and

The implementation of the Central Subway project would result in the loss of an historic
building i the Chinatown Historic District at 933-949 Stockton Street to accommodate
the construction of the Chinatown Station: . The building at 933-949 Stockton Street was
identified as a Class 3D contributor to the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)-
eligible Chinatown Historic District. The Chinatown Historic District is listed on the
California Register of Historic Resources with a “3D” rating, but has not been formally
designated as an historic district by the City of San Francisco. It contains 371
contributing historic buildings, 14 of which are located on the block of Stockton Street
between Clay and Washington Streets. Designed by S.H. Weodruff, a noted local
architect of the period, the:933-949. Stockton Street building was erected in 1906 to serve
immediaté Chinatown lodging and merchant needs in the aftermath of the 1906 - i
earthquake. The two-part commercial block composition found in the 933-949 Stockton
Street building is characteristic of architectural composition found in other parts of San
Francisco. ’ : '

Demolition of contributing elements to a NRHP-eligible district constitutes an adverse
impact according to the section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the
California Environmental Quality Act. Demolition and removal of this building would
create a visual break in the cohesive grouping of architecturally related buildings.
Mitigation measures to reduce the impact of thie demolition of the 933-949 Stockton
Street building, including: documentation of the existing historic building; salvage of the
architecturally significant building features for incorporation into an interpretive display

in the new station; and employing an architectural historian in the desi gn development of
the new station and adjoining building to ensure that the design is culturally appropriate
to the Chinatown District have been incorporated into the Mitigation Monitoring Program
for the project. : .

8. That our parks and open space and their access to sunﬁght ard vistas be |
protected from development.

Input from the San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department was taken into
consideration by SFMTA in the development of the Locally Preferred Altemative. While
all alternatives considered for the Central Subway included a station access in Union
Square, the Central Subway project selected as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA)-
by the SFMTA Board on February 19, 2008 included an entrance at the southeastern

. c6mer of Union Square that would permanently occupy 1,690 square feet (1.51 percent)
of the public square, but shifted the location of vent shafis out of Union Square to the
nearby Ellis/O’Farrell garage, thereby minimizing visual impacts. The new permanent
structures in Union Square would be limited to escalators with a covered station entrance -
area (canopy) and elevator shafts, thereby minimizing any shadow impacts. Architectural

Central Subway General Plan Referral ‘ 64
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treatment of these structures will be developed:in consultation with the Recreation and
Parks Department, the Planning Department, and the Union Square business associations.

In Chinatown, the selected:station location at 933-949 Stockton Street, supported by the
Recreation and Parks Department, eliminated the potential shadow and foot traffic
impacts on Willie “Woo Woo” Wong Playground and Hang Ah Alley associated with a
station option at 814-828 Stockton Street. A specific desiga for development of

- replacement affordable housing and ground floor small business spaces has not yet been:
developed for the 933-949 Stockton Street site, however, a preliminary shadow study
using the maximum building envelope allowed indicated the potential for new shading of
the eastern edge of the Gordon Lau Elementary School playground that is located directly
to the west of the station site. Design of the Chinatowrt Station and adjoining building
will be developed in consultation with the Planning Department and the Chinatown
community to ensure that the exterior building articulation is done in such a way as to
minimize the shadow impacts on the adjacent school yard.

Central Subway General Plan Referral . ‘ : 6-5
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RE: Central Subway General Plan Referral Confirmation
- Dennis-Phillips, Sarah
to:
~ Hollins, Guy

10/17/2012 01:53 PM

Ce: . :
"Crossman, Brian", "Pearson, Audrey", "Clifford, Alex J"
Hide Details _ ,
From: "Dennis-Phillips, Sarah" <sarah.dennis-phillips@sfgov.org>
To: "Hollins, Guy" <Guy.Hollins@sfmta.com>,
Cc: "Crossman, Brian" <brian.crossman@sfgov.org>, "Pearson, Audrey" <audrey. pearson@sfgov org>,
"Clifford, Alex J" <Alex. Chfford@sfmta_com>

1 Attachment

2008.0849R Note to File Central Subway.pdf

Hello Guy;

As noted previously, the licenses and the installation of temporary materials (whether p.ilings as previously noted or the current -
grout tubes) associated with subway construction do not constitute a separate pro;ect other than the overall "Subway” project
covered in Case No. 2008. 0849R :

Additionally, the attached Note to File was developed in 2010 to clarify that Case No. 2008.0849R considered the acquisition and
use of the private and publlcly—owned parcels mcludmg 801 Market Street, which was not clearly specified in the original Case
Na. 2008.0849R. :

No further General Plan-Referral i; required.
Best,

Sarah Dennis Phillips, AICP
Manager, Pla_ns and Programs
T:415.558.6314

F: 415.558.6409
sarah.dennis-phillips@sfgov.org

From: Hollins, Guy [mailto:Guy.Hollins@sfmta.com
Sent: Tuesday, October 16, 2012 6:30 PM

To: Dennis-Phillips, Sarah
Cc: Crossman, Brian; Pearson, Audrey; Clifford, Alex ] : .
Subject: Central Subway General Plan Referral Confirmation

Hi Sarah -

The Central Subway project needs to move forward with Resolutions of Necessity at the Board of Supervisors to preserve our
ability to do work at eleven properties. along the tunnel alignment and adjacent to the future Chinatown, Union Square and
Moscone stations:

s Block 130, Lot 001: 1455 Stockton

s Block 193, ot 019: 1000-1032 Stockton

e Block 210A, lot 047: 930 Stockton

e  Block 210A, lot 002-103: 950 Stockton

s Block 327, lot 025: 1 Stockton
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Block 309, lot 011: 212 Stockton
Block 309, lot 013: 216 Stockton
Block 327, lot 004: 39 Stockton

Block 327, lot Q05: 19 Stockton

Block 3705, lot 048; 801 Market
Block 3733, lot 008: 250 Fourth Street

The work in question is the installation of temporary grout tubes under these properties to mitigate potential building
settlement during the construction of the Tunnels as well as the Chinatown, Union Square and Moscone stations. O_vér the past
few months, we have notified each property owner of the need to perform the work under a temporary license agreement,
appraised the value of these licenses, and made offers to the property owners in accordance with FTA requirements. All but one
of the property owners have responded to our correspondence(s) and we are in various stages of license negotiation with each
property. While we are pushing forward with these license negotiations, we cannot risk a delay to this project if one or more of
the property owners does not sign the license agreement. Therefore, we will be requesting the Board of Supervisors approve
resolutions of necessity for these license agreements. g ' ’

The Board does require that the SFMTA get confirmation from Planning that no additional General Plan Referral is required for
these terﬁporary licenses. Can you confirm that the attached General Plan Referral suffices and that no additional GPR is
required for this work? For your reference, I've attached email communication from you regarding our most recent GPR
confirmation.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks for your help,

Guy Hollins

-Central Subway P'roject
(415) 701-5266
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'SAN FRANCISCO
LANNING DEPARTM ENT

'U

April 27, 2010

NOTE TO FILE

'CASE NO. 2008.0849R -
"CENTRAL SUBWAY PROJECT
FOURTH AND KING STREETS TO STOCKTON AND JACKSON STREETS

On May 4, 2009, the Planning Department completed a General Plan Referral on the San Francisco
Municipal Transportation Agency’s (SFMTA) Central Subway Project (“Project”). The Central
Subway Project would extend transit service 1.7 miles from the present terminus of the Third
Street Light Rail line at Fourth and King Streets through the South of Market, Downtown and
terminate in Chinatown. -

General Plan Referral Case 2008.0849R considered the Project route alignment, extending 1.7 miles
north from the Third Street Light Rail Line terminus at Fourth and King Streets, via Fourth Street
and Stockton Streets, with stations at Fourth and Brannan, Fourth and Folsom (Moscone Station),
Stockton/O'Farrell and Geary (Union Square/Market Street Station), terminating at Stockton and
Jackson Streets (Chinatown Station). A tunnel extending north of the Chinatown Station would
accommodate construction activities and facilitate removal of construction equipment and related
material, once construction is completed.

The Central Subway Project will be constructed primarily in Public Rights-of-Way that are under
the jurisdiction of the City and available for transit use. However, the Project also fequires
acquisiﬁon or use of a number of-properties that are either privately-owned or under the
jurisdiction of other City Departments and used for other purposes. While acquisition or use of
the required parcels was discussed in the Case Report (Attachment 3) and Planning Code Section
101.1 Priority Findings (Attachment 4), it was not dearly stated in the body of the General Plan
Referral findings letter. The Note to the File clarifies that Case No. 2008.0849R considered the
acquisition and use of the private and publicly-owned parcels necessary to accommodate
construction of the Central Subway. The Department is therefore appending this note to the file,
specifying that the SFMTA would acquire the following privately-owned and publicly-owned
parcels outright, through easements, or by use agreement. The specific parcels are listed i in the
table below.

www.sfplanning.org
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NOTE TO FILE
Case No. 2008.0849R
Central Subway Project

Properties to be Acquired through Purchase, Easement or Use Agreement

Property Location 7 Purposeof Type of

Parcel No. Acquisition Acquisition .

266 Fourth Street Entrance to Moscone Stationon | Purchase lot

AB 3733 Lot 093 ) Fourth Street, Location of Vent | (14,800 square feet)

(Gas Station Lot) shafts

933-949 Stockton Street Entrance to Chinatown Station, | Purchase lot

AB 0211, Lot 001 Location of vent shafts (10,100 square feet)
{Commercial on Ground floor, )

residential units above)

801 Market Street Subway alignment Easement —

AB 3705, Lot 048 Easement under building

(Old Navy Store)

1455 Stockton Street Subway Alignment for North Easement —

AB 0130, Lot 001 Beach Tunnel Construction Easement under building

v Variant

'790-798 Market Street / 2 Stockton Subway Alignment Easement —

Street AB 0328, Lot 002 and 3705, Lot . Easement under building

001 to 004 (Virgin Records) ) _

Union Square Garage Entrance to Union Square Agreement to locate station entry

| AB 0308, Lot 001 Station and Vent shafts and vent shafts in Union Square
B ' Terrace/Plaza, dlsplace 29-34
) _parking spaces

123 O'Farrell Street Location of Vent shafts Agreement to locate vent shafts in
‘AB 0327, Lot 021 - : parking garage, displace 24
(Ellis/O’Farrell Garage) parking spaces

Acquisition of the parcels described above was reviewed as part of the Central Subway Final
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement/Supplemental Environmental Empact Report

" (FSEIS/FSEIR). The Planning Commission certified the FSEIS/F SEIR on August 7, 2008 and the
SEMTA Board approved it on August 19, 2008.

cc John Funghi, SFMTA
Audrey Pearson, City Attorney

- I:\‘Cit_.ywide\Geneml Plan\ General Plan Referrals\2008\2008.0849R Note to File Central Subtway.doc

SAN FRAHOISCE
PLANMING DEPARTMENT
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SAN FRANCISCO
MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

RESOLUTION No. 12-087

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) intends to
construct the Central Subway Project (Project) to provide rail service to the South of Market and
Chinatown neighborhoods; and,

WHEREAS, The Project is the second phase of the SFMTA''s Third Street Light Rail
Project and the Project will add 1.67 miles of light rail track north from the northern end of the
new Third Street Light Rail at Fourth and King Streets to a terminal in Chinatown, serve regional .
destinations, including Chinatown (the most densely populated area of the country that is not
currently served by modern rail transportation), Union Square, Moscone Convention Center,
Yerba Buena, SoMa and AT&T Park, connect BART and Caltrain (the Bay Area’s two largest
regional commuter rail services), serve a low auto ownershlp population of transit customers,
increase transit use and reduce travel time, reduce air and noise pollution, and provide congestlon
relief; and,

WHEREAS, The public interest and necessity require the construction and operation of
the Project to achieve such benefits; and,

WHEREAS, The Project will include four subway stations and connecting subsurface
tunnels to provide direct rail service to the South of Market and Chinatown neighborhoods, and
the Project has been planned and located in a manner that will be most compatible with the
greatest public good and the least private injury; and,

WHEREAS, The Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement / Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report (SEIS/SEIR) for the Project was certified by the San Francisco
Planning Commission on August 7, 2008 and a Record of Decision was 1ssuecl by the Federal
Transit Administration on November 26, 2008; and, .

WHEREAS, There have been no Substantial changes proposed for the Project which will
require major revisions to the SEIS/SEIR due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant
effects; no substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the
Project is being undertaken which will require major revisions in the SEIS/SEIR; and no new
information of substantial importance has become available which was riot known and could not
have been known at the time the SEIS/SEIR was certified as complete and that would result in
either significant environmental effects not discussed in the SEIS/SEIR, a substantial increase in
the severity of previously identified significant effects, or feasible mitigation measures or
alternatives that would substanually reduce one of the significant effects but which have not been
adopted; and,
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WHEREAS, The Project will assist the SFMTA in meeting the objectives of Goal No. 1
of the Strategic Plan (to provide safe,-accessible, clean; environmentally sustainable service and
encourage the use of auto-alternative modes through the Transit First policy), of Goal No. 2 (to
improve transit reliability), of Goal No. 3 (to improve economic vitality through improved
regional transportation), and of Goal No. 4 (to ensure the efficient and effective use of
resources); and,

WHEREAS, To construct the Project's tunnels, the SFMTA needs to acquire Tunnel
Temporary Construction Licenses to install subsurface horizontal grout pipes at approximately
30 to 40 feet below the ground surface and the installation of settlement monitoring equipment
at: 1455 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 130, Lot 001; 1435 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block
130, Lot 002; 801 Market Street, Assessor’s Block 3705, Lot 048; and 2 Stockton/790 Market
Street, Assessor’s Block 328, Lot 002 and, »

WHEREAS, To construct the Project's Union Square/Market Street (UMS) Station, the .
SFMTA needs to acquire UMS Station Temporary Construction Licenses to install subsurface
horizontal grout pipes at approximately 30 to 40 feet below the ground surface and the
installation of settlement monitoring equipment at: 212 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 309,
Lot 011; 216 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 309, Lot 013; 218 - 222 Stockton Street,
Assessor’s Block 309, Lot 014; 234 - 240 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 309, Lot 020; 120
Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 313, Lot 017; 150 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 313, Lot
018; 233 Geary Street, Assessor’s Block 314, Lot 001; 101 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block
314, Lot 002; 55 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 327, Lots 001-003, 020; 39 Stockton Street,
Assessor’s Block 327, Lot 004; 19 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 327, Lot 005; 1 Stockton
Street, Assessor’s Block 327, Lot 025; 2 Stockton/790 Market Street, Assessor’s Block 328, Lot
002; and 48 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 328, Lots 003-004; and,

WHEREAS To construct the Project's Chinatown Station, the SFMTA needs to acqulre
Chinatown Station Temporary Construction Licenses to install subsurface horizontal grout pipes
at approximately 30 to 40 feet below the ground surface and the installation of settlement
monitoring equipment at: 1019-1027 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 192, Lot 002; 1013-1015
Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 192, Lot 003; 1009-1011 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block.
192, Lot 004; 1000-1032 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 193, 019; 950 Stockton Street,
Assessor’s Block 2104, Lot 002-103; 930 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 2104, Lot 047; 925
Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 211, Lot 002; 913 - 917 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block
211, Lot 003; 901 - 907 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Block 211, Lot 004; 910-- 914 Clay Street,
Assessor’s Block 211, Lot 005; 916 920 Clay Street, Assessor’s Block 211, Lot 006 and,

~ WHEREAS, To construct the Project's Mosconc {MOS) Station, the SFMTA needs to
acquire MOS Station Temporary Construction Licenses to install subsurface horizontal grout
pipes at approximately 30 to 40 feet below the ground surface and the installation of settlement
monitoring equipment at: 250 4th Street, Assessor’s Block 3733, Lot 008; and 801 - 805 Howard
Street, Assessor’s Block 3733; and,

WHEREAS, The Tunnel Temporary Construction Licenses, UMS Station Temporary
Construction Licenses, Chinatown Station Temporary Construction Licenses, and MOS Station
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. Temporary Construction Llcenses are collectwely referred to as the Temporary Construction
Licenses; and

WHEREAS, The acquisition and use of these Temporary Construction Licenses are
necessary to construct the Project's tunnel, Chinatown Station, UMS Station and MOS Station;
and, '

WHEREAS, The Project has been planned and located in a manner that will be most
compatlble with the surrounding area, the greatest public good and interest, and the least private
injury; and,

WHEREAS, The SFMTA has limited any potentlal pnvate injury by seeking to acqu1re
the Temporary Construction Licenses; and,

WHEREAS, The SFMTA mailed a offers to the affected property owners (Owners),
subject to the negotiation of a license agreement, and the SFMTA is in discussions with the
Owners to negotiate the terms of the Temporary Construction Licenses; and,

WHEREAS, If the SFMTA and Owners do not agree to the acquisition of the Temporary
Construction Licenses within the next two months, it would delay the construction of the Project
and cause Project delays; and,

WHEREAS, Funding for the Temporary Construction Licenses, either by negotiation or
by eminent domain, will be furnished from federal, state and local sources; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, That the SFMTA Board of Directors authorizes the Director of
Transportation to request the Board of Supervisors to consider adoption of Resolutions of
Necessity for the acquisition of the Temporary Construction Licenses required for the Central
Subway Project along the tunnel alignment and adjacent to the Chinatown, Union Square/Market
Street and Moscone stations for their fair market value; and if the Board of Supervisors adopts
such Resolutions of Necessity, further authorizes the Director of Transportation to take such
actions that are consistent with the City's Charter and all applicable law, to proceed to acquire the -
Temporary Construction Licenses.

1 certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the San Francisco Municipal
Transportation Agency Board of Directors at its meeting of June 19, 2012.

I’{Z émwk_

Secretary to the Board of Directors
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
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PROJ ECT: SFMTA Central Subway Project, San Francisco, California

ATTACHMENT

PROPERTY ADDRESS: APN:

1000-1032 Stockton Street ‘| 0193-019

San Francisco, CA 94108

Temporary License: Yes

Approximate Square Footage: 8250

License Agreement for Building Inspection and Installation of Monitoring
Equipment, Signed by John Funghi, Program Director

OWNER: OWNER: .

Basalle Wong (33%) Harlin & Basalle Wong Trust (33%)

Fong Stockton LLC (33%)

Attn: Basalle Wong, Trustee Attn: Basalkyle Wong, Trustee

Mailihg ‘Address: Mailing Address:

2543 Clement Street - 1 Collins Street

San Francisco, CA 94121 San Francisco, CA 94118

OTHER CONTACTS:

Richard Lim (Attorney)

Vivien Wong (Daughter)

NEGOTIATOR'S DIARY

DATE: REMARKS: _ Copy

'9/16/11 | Notice of Intent to Appraise for Temporary Subsurface Encroachment and

3/23/12 | Offer to'Purchase Temporary License Agreement at 1000-1032 Stockton
Street, Assessor’s Parcel No. 0193, Lot 019, San Francisco, CA 94108.
Signed Ed Reiskin, Director of Transportation. Sent USPS Certified Mail.

5/25,/12 Alex Clifford, Central SUbway Project, placed a phone call to Basalle Wong
at 1:30pm and left a voicemail.

6/1/12 Alex Clifford placed a phone call to Basalle Wong at 4:10pm and is advised
that Basalle Wong is usually in the office Mondays between 9am and 11am.

6/4/12 | Alex Clifford, Central Subway Project, placed a phone éa]l to Basalle Wong

at 9:05am re: the proposed license and left a voicemail.
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PROJ ECT:' SFMTA Central Subway Project, San Francisco, Califomia

Aliex Clifford placed a phone call fo Basalle Wong at 11:30am re: the
. proposed license and left a voicemail.

Alex Clifford placed a phone call to Basalle Wong at 1:30pm re: the proposed
license and left a voicemail.

Basalle Wong returns call. A meeting is arranged for 6/5/12 at 1000 1032
Stockton Street to discuss the proposed License.

6/5/12

Alex Clifford, Central Subway Project and Basalle Wong meet at 1000-1032
Stockton Street to discuss the proposed license. Basalle Wong indicated
concern regarding disruption to her ground floor tenants due to installatior: of
monitoring equipment and construction in general. Alex Clifford advised that
the installing contractor will work with the tenants to minimize the impact on
their operations. Basalle Wong is giverra copy of the offer letter (first 2 pages
in English), a copy of the Building Protection plans, and a draft copy of the
proposed license agreement. Basalle Wong advises she will review and
contact Central Subway with any questions.

6/13/12.

Alex Clifford placed a phone call to Basalle Wong to enquire about the
progress of the license review. Basalle Wong advised she has not yet
reviewed the documents but may do so in the next week. Basalle Wong
reiterates her concern regarding impacting her tenants and advised that she
has provided the documents to her daughter and attorney for review which
will hopefiilly be completed by next week. -

6/19/12

Richard Lim, Legal Counsel for Basalle Wong, E-mailed Alex Clifford re:
advising his contact details and seeking reply confirmation that Alex Clifford
is the appropriate Central Subway contact regarding the license.

Alex Clifford, Central Subway Project, E-mailed Richard Lim re: confirming
he is the appropriate Central Subway contact regarding the proposed
license.

6/25/12

8/27M12

Various emails between Alex Clifford and Richard Lim (several emails cc to:
Vivien Wong, daughter of Basalle Wong) regarding concerns such as:
number and location of instruments, impact on commercial tenant properties,
rights of tenants, potential for tenants to make claims against Basalle Wong
resulting from the works proposed. Richard Lim advises if issues can be
resolved within the agreement, a final draft can be sent for review.

8/2712

Richard Lim, attorney for Basalle Wong E-mailed Alex Clifford advising that
they have reviewed Central Subways E-mail response to the concerns raised
and suggests an addition to the agreement.

9/18/12

Alex Clifford E-mailed Richard Lim a revised draft of the proposed
agreement, and relevant attachments '

9/26/12

Alex Clifford E-mailed Richard Lim re: the status of review of revised

| agreement

9/27/12

Richard Lim E-mailed Alex Clifford advising the client would like an ehgineer
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PROJECT: SFMTA Central Subway Project, San Francisco, California

to review the plans and advises that Basalle Wong is the sole owner of the
property.

10/9/12

Richard Lim E-mailed Alex Clifford re: letter from Basalle Wong’s engineer
(Harry Chin, PE) requesting further information

10/10/12

Alex Clifford E-mailed Richard Lim advising comments will be addressed as
soon as possible and requests confi rmatlon Basalle Wong is Trustee of the
owning entity

1011712

Richard Lim E-mailed Alex Clifford confirming Basalle Wong represents the

three owning entities

10/15/12

Offer to Purchase Temporary License Agreement (dated 10/15/12) at 1000-
1032 Stockton Street, Assessor’s Parcel No. 0193, Lot 019, San Francisco,
CA 94108. Signed Ed Reiskin, Director of Transportation. Sent USPS
Certified Mail. Attached wassummary appraisal for the proposed license; and
(2) the City and County of San Francisco Real Estate Division’s, “The Use of

. Eminent Domain by the City and County of San Francisco: A Summary of the

Process and Property Owners Rights®

-| (2 letters mailed - 1 letter mailed to Basalle Wong & Fong Stockton LLC 1

letter mailed to Harlin & Basalle Wong Trust) -

-10/16/12

Alex Clifford E-mailed Richard Lim re: confidentiality agreement

10122112

USPS Certified Mail Receipt (not signed or dated) returned to SFMTA
Central Subway Project Office, 821 Howard Street, San Francisco, CA 94103

for Letter addressed to Fong Stockion LLC

v indicates copy of correspondence has been added to the Board of Supervisors’ file.
Copies of all correspondence are included in the SFMTA files.
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| Connecting people: Connecting commani

. €S Lgtter No. 1151
September 16, 2011

WONG BASALLE

2543 CLEMENT ST.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94121

Re: Bleck & Lot: 0193 019
1000 - 1032 STOCKTON ST

Subject: Notice of Intent to. Appraise for Temperary Subsurface Encroachment
Dear Sit of Madan:

" The City and County of San Franczsco act[ng through the San Francisco. Mumctpa[ _
Transportation Agency ("SFMTAY), is plar -publlic construction project known as the
Central Subway (the *Project"). The Project:will extend light rail seivice from.the Third Street
"Light Rail Station at Fourth and King Street to underground. subway statzans at Moscone Center,
Union Square/Market Street’ and Chinatown.

We understand that you own property within the general area that may be affected by the
construction of the Chinatown Station. SFMTA will closely manitor this area before, during and
after the station construction ta detect- any constructron—related settlement

Ta arrange for this compreliensive: momtonng‘ SFMTA p!ans to have its sfation contractor
cotidiict nan-invasive building inspectiens:of all buildings in the area-and install extericr
menitoring-equipment on these. buﬂdlngs The-équipinent for your building witl consist of
extsrior (foof-mourited) mohitoring ‘prisms atd mtenor monitoring device's within the basement

of your property

The Project's station contractorwill contact yeu in early 2012 to arrange a mutually-agreeable
time to visuglly inspect your propetty and to diséuss the exterior and interior menitoring
equipment to. be instalied at your building. 1 you have concems abeut the proposed ptacement

E of the-equipment at your building, our cantractar will work with you to find an afternative location.

The contractor will also work with-yau to find 2 mufuaiiy—agreeable time to install the equipment,
which shduld take ne more than ong (1) day.

SFMTA is also planmng to install subsurface hioifzontal grout pipes under your building to
provide additional support during the station construction period. These thin-diameter grout
.ptpeswauld be installed at approximately 30 to 40.feet below the ground surface.

Installing the grout pipes should not itpact nofitial operatlons at youir buil’dingl due to the depth
-at which they would be instailed. Once installed, the grout pipes would only need to remain in
place unfil the station is completed. You would be ablé to remove them for any future
excavation work at your property after thét poirit: Due ta these factors, the encroaching grout
pipes under your building would have no discernable effect on the existing or future property
improvements. ' .

Th o, - cooa . PN 52 Howan Sred 415101 5762 Phorge
SFMTA i Municipal Transportation Agency NN "W~ oo crancisco. Ca 94103 415701 5222F
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installation of subsurfdce grout
aliye of the Proposed License:is
salto-confirm the valoe ofthe

SFMTA is interested in- obtammg atemporary licgnse tortf
pipés ("Proposed License™. S isves th
narminal, But SFMTA intend
Proposed License.

(f you have any: questlgns inregamd! to the matters set fortfi.in this 1e{ter please contact Charles
Chan at (415) 701:5267.

Ce:  David Greenaway, SEMTA
* Charles Chan, PMCM

Guy Hollin's, PMCHM

CS File No. IVE§44 t1.2. 2050 b

~ CS Letter No: 1151 Page 2 of 2 ' September 16, 2011
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L PRI RS - 1151
September 16, 2011
" WONG.BASALLE

2543 CLEMENT ST.
SAN ERANCISCO, CA 94121

Block & Lot: 0193019
1000 - 1032 STOCKTON ST

B3 -
i

- MEEREEARE TEANSREAE

Wt -

SHHECIBASEHAR(SFMTA) | EES BT RS R TECTE).
- RAUEATE RS VENERES | P (Fourth Street) RH(King Street)
WEHBEY , ERNREBEANELARY , HE RS RER,

WP | AR M B T R S T T S R B HE, SR
BRGEEEENBTH, BTN , RETHEFEIRR TR TRYBNLY
FOEERTRBETHERN BB,

ARECHEERREF  SETOERGAERRRESENAT  HETRETHE
WEFSRET  ERFAREMGETRE  RERTASREENER. REELE
FHESSERBEAPORURR. —LERRE  SHOER TR RRENSE
%, FREEALZET. RESADETETES , CORBERRZES. RAGET
SEEE RN E T RERBENEE,

ﬁ;@%ﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬂﬁ’ YEHSEE012FF 54T Eﬁﬁé‘&ﬁk 1@%75‘%111?3395?@%1@3@&33

QE . ’
f Eﬁiﬁﬁ&ﬁi@iﬁ?ﬂ%igﬁﬁ”&$E@]ﬁ'k%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%%&ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂﬁfﬁﬁq NREEBRR
S LERIHEERENT | BARKRE-EARSRE —AAEGBE. ZATME
S —ERESK- ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ*&lﬁﬁﬁﬂ%}ﬁiﬁﬁ%iﬁ%éﬁu REBFIBERS \%3(1)360 '

- gy g 0. £ 521 Howard Sioer 415.704.5262 Padng
SFMTA { M”mpalT’a"s"maﬁo"AgB"W m— SanFrancisco, Ca 94103 415704 5297 Fax
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-“%ﬁxﬁ%wﬁmﬁﬂﬁﬁxéﬁﬁﬁﬁh EBNETR %m%mﬁ#wmmrgﬁc
ERRBEAGEE, LR MEREIEEREEA3040RNEE T

EAHSLHFEEee RSO TRE , St , REErEEERETaRERIRTHE
-ﬁiﬁo—ﬂﬁ%xﬁ FHEHENEDERREINEEEEERE. EEEEER
Cf, MENEPEEREBEAEARRIEN , THELERTER, RABEFER
'f&&ﬁ$ﬂTﬁﬁ7ﬂﬁm%ﬁg,ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁimME$&aﬁﬁﬁH§%ﬁﬁ%=
", . |

EETEREER TR TRRE AN ERE N TE (BENTTE). =HTR
EREERBTERATTARREREN ﬁ_Eﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁLﬁﬁm#
AR TA VAR , RS RST TaaEE.

MESHESTIRGSHAEN | SR ARMNBENE , FREREREE
415.701.5267 « |

dth

] W% : David Greenaway, SFMT. A (Wio: attachmé_nts_)
‘Guy Holling, PMCM (wio attachments)
CS File No. 544.1.2.2050.5 :

By Y BEREHA=ETEBREIMTA RGN . EEERERFEIRE
T, AMEBTRANFAER , MASURNRESE,

CS Letter No. 1151 Page2of3 September 16, 2011
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'Th[s translatron has been-providedto you as a courtesy @f the:San Francisco’ Mumetpal

“Transportation Agency (SFMTA). .Every effort has beeh made to ensure @

However, if any discrepancies exist betwesn this translated versien and the -Engixéh: '

version, the information in the-English version shall preva}l

CS Letter No. 1151 Page 3 of 3 : . September16, 2011
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central@subway

-Connecting psople. Connecting communities.

'CS Letter No. 1407

March 23, 2012

WONG BASALLE
2543 CLEMENT ST
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94121

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL WITH RETURN RECEIPT

Subject: Offer fo Purchase Temporary License at 1000 1032 STOCKTON ST (Block 0193, Lot
019)

Dear Property Owner:

The City and County of San Francisco ("City"), acting through the San Francisco Municipal
Transpertation Agency ("SFMTA"), offers to purchase a temporary license ("License") in your
property at 1000 - 1032 STOCKTON ST Street, San Francisco, (Block 0193, Lot 019) (the
"Property”) for $1,763 (the "Proposed Price"), subject to the negotiation of a mutually acceptable
license agreement

The Clty would useAthe License as part of its Central Subway Project. The Ceniral Subway, as
currently planned, will extend light rail service (primarily by subway) from Fourth and King
streets to sarve the South of Market, Union Square and Chinatown neighborhoods. This lefter
and the enclosed materials compnse SFMTA's offer to purchase the License from you for this
public project.

As discussed in the enclosed September 16, 2011 Notice of Intent to Appraise, the SFMTA is
planning to install subsurface.horizontal grout pipes under your building to provide additional
support during construction of the Central Subway Project’'s Chinatown Station. These thin-
diameter grout pipes would be installed at approximately 30 to 40 feet below the ground )
surface. .

. Installing the grout pipes will not impact normal operations at your building, due to the depth at
which they would be installed. Once installed, the grout pipes would only need to remain in
place until the station is complefed. You would be able to remove them for any future
excavation work at your property after that point. Due to these factors, the grout pipes under
your building would have no discarnible effect on the existing or future property improvements.

In accordance with California Code of Civil Procedure Section 1263.320(a), the Proposed Price
represents the fair market value of the License, as determined by the SFMTA. For your
-teference, a pamphlet enfitled "The Use of Eminent Domain By The City and County of San
Francisco (A Summary Of the Process And Property Owners’ Rights)" is also enclosed for your
review.

) it sme - 415701 5262 Ptione
N sanFrandsco, Cadq103 4157015822 Fax

SFMTA | Munigipal Trénsportation Agéngy |
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_Under California Code of Civil Procedure Section 1263.025, if you wish to seek an independent
appraisal of the fair market value of the License, the SFMTA will pay the reasonable costs of
this appraisal. The independent appraisal must be conducted by an appraiser with a cettified
“general license issued by the California Office of Real Estate Appraisers and must be performed

according to the federal standards contained in 49 CFR Part 24.

We would appreciate a response to ‘this‘offer at your earliest possible convenience. Should you
have any guestions in regards to the matters set forth in this offer letter, please contact Guy
Hollins at 415.701.5266. :

Thénk you for your prompt attention.

Sincerely,

Edward D. Reiskin
Director of Transportation

Enclosures:
September 16, 2011 Notice of Intent to Appraise

“The Use of Eminent Domain by the City and County of San Francisco

ccC.

Kerstin Magary, SFMTA
John Funghi, SFMTA

Guy Hollins, PMCM

CS File No. M544.1.5.1030

CS Letter No. 1407 . Page2of

2
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| Connecting people. Connecting communities.  MWER® EELE.
' . RIS ESHER - 1407
March 23, 2012

WONG BASALLE
2543 CLEMENT ST
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94121

B EER R EEE

0 WERERRE T
%ﬁmﬁﬂt 1000 - 1032 STOCKTON ST (ﬂﬁf—" 0193 019)

EﬁkLEﬁ%Eﬁi&ﬁ;

_Eﬁi/ﬁﬂtlﬁ( BT )ﬁﬁL:Eﬁxﬁﬁ(‘SFMTA’ ), EEEFER =% 1000 - 1032
~ STOCKTON ST (0193 019) H#ISE(BA3e)RIH $1,763 (RBEAME THERIETF T
(Temporary license) , - REHCHMHLE—RES %ﬂ%&%ﬂ’ﬂﬁﬁf%’[ﬁiﬁg

TR RS TRRETHTE REEA TPRhENFARBETEER , b8
M. REGMEE, RRBSINEERHBHRFRH MM E(Fourth Street) EIT#(King Street) -
HENESE , WARSRERSHE, EXNERMEER LI, ST =R ERAR
'atﬁ%@ﬁzﬁﬁamnﬁmﬁﬁaLfﬁﬁmzﬁﬁgimamo

TMBEAEN L4 , 201140 A 16 AMREEENE L RWE , =R H R ERE N R R
SR EIS I | E@ME?f%g&#%ﬂﬂmmTEﬁmmﬁ#ﬁ%mfﬁﬁoLm+@,
%Mﬁméiﬁ“‘*ﬂ%é;zéqﬁgswo;ewgimn '

@ké&%ﬁ%h@mﬁ%ﬁﬂT%ﬁ ML, BRI MR R
B. —BEE% , I ERERESERRENERERATR, FRATERE , NENE
SEMAEBEEEAERTES  THELERESE, NESLRE , ERERTRTER
THARERY , BHERERRRNET USRI TREINSE.

: » . ) B el Steal 415707450 Phane
SFMTA I Municipal Transportation Agency G’G-G- San Franitiseo, CAB4103  415701.5222 Fex

el e adarc
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| MR ERAREER1263.320(0) B , DAFRHNER , REHSETRARRENR
FEATHHSES. BRESER , ANEN LERR (SHIMRTER BB
RN RTOMER) ) BT |

BEmN RERFAEE £ 81263.0255 , IRERSREER PRI, WAETEE
HEGBYNGE ; SETOERBTASEEINEEIAAENEA , ARSTIER

$5000. SEBIEENTHE, — B — NS b 15 1 B ##4 2(California Office of -
Real Estate Appraisers) 2SS HAES , YERISBIHIOCFREAD M NS ERTHE.

PR A R AR R R, W EANEEER , WEE Gy
Hollins %4 415.701.5266 , B UREE BB &£ 415.701.5267,

Edward D. Reiskin
- EETRERRE

K - 201149 A1 H BRI EEAE |
(=S S P B MR (R A R R )

) - Kerstin Magary, SFMTA

John Funghi, SFMTA
Guy Hollins, PMCM

W) : B BRI = A R(SFMTA REUR . TR D ERATAE h R AR,
BMASXEEREER | AIMEURNARTREE,

This translation has been provided to you as a courtesy. of the San Francisco Municipal
Transportation Agency (SFMTA). Every effort has been made to ensure accuracy. However, if |-
any discrepancies exist between this translafed version and the English version, the information
in the English version shall prevail. :
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Connectmg people. Connecting communmes.

CS Letier No. 1151

September 16, 2011

WONG BASALLE
2543 CLEMENT ST.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94121

. R_e:. ’ Block & Lot; 0193 019 '

-1000 - 1032 STQC_KT(_;)N ST .

"S_ubject: Nofice 6f Intent to Appraise for Temporary Subsl_.l_rface En’groachmeht

Dear Sir or Madain:

" The City arid County of San, Franclsco acting through the San Francisco Mumcnpal

Transportation Agency ("SFMTA'), is planmng a public construction pro;ect known as the
Ceritral Subway (the "Project’). The Project will extend light rail sérvice from the Third Sireet

*"Light Rail Station at Fotrth and ng Street to undetrground subway statlons at Moscone Center,
" Union SquarelMarket Street and Chinatown.

We understand that-you owii property w1thln the g-eneral area that may be affected by the

coristruction of the Chinatown Station. SFMTA will-closaly monitor this dréa before, diring and

- after the station constructlon to détéct anj/- wnstructmn-related seftlement.

To arrange for this comprehensive momtormg, SFHMTA plans to have its. station c0ntractor

conduct non-invasive biilding inspections of afl bunldlngs inthe area and mstall exderior
monitoririg equipment on these bunldlngs The equ;pment for your building wiill consist of -
exterior (fodf-mounted) momtonng prismis and mtenor monitoring devices within thé basement

of your propelty

- The Pro;ect‘s gtation contractor will contact you In early 2012 to arrange a mutually—agreeable

timie to visially inspect your property and to discuss the exterior and interior monitoring
equ1pment to bé installed at your bujlding. If you have concemns about the proposed placement
of the ‘equipment at yotir biiilding, our contractor will work with you to find an alternative location.
The contractor will also work with you to find a mutually—agreeable time to install the equipment,
Whlch should take no more than one (1) day.

SFMTA is also plannmg to install subsurface horizontal grotit pipes under your buxldlng to
provude -additional suppoit during the station coristruction period. These thin-diameter grout

- pipes would be installed at approximately 30 to 40 feet below the ground surface

Installing the grout pipes shiould not tmpact normal operatmns at your building, due fo the depth
at which they would be instalied. Once installed, the grout pipes would only need to remiin in
place until the station is completed. Y6u would be able to rémove them for any future
excavatton work at your property after that point, ‘Due to these factors, the encroaching grout
pipes under your building would have no dlscernable effect on the existing or future property
improvements. o

Vil by

S Movar Stedt - 415701 5262 Ph
SFMTA | MunmnpalTransportaﬂonAgency G'M" Sanilirgc:ciétb.gwos _.415_7 ol saeat E,;tna
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"SFMTA is interested in obtaining a témporary license for the installation ‘of subsurface grout
pipes ("Proposed Licenss"). SFMTA believes the fair market value of the Proposed License is
nominal, but SFMTA intends fo obtain a fair mariet value appraisal to confirm the value of the
Proposed License. : L

If you have any questions in regard 16 the matters set forth in this letter, pieas_e contact Charles
Chan at (415) 701-5267. .

Cc:  David Greenaway, SFMTA
- Charles Chan, PMCM
Guy Hollins, PMCM
CS File No. M544.1.2:2050.b.

CS Lefter No. 1151 Page 2 of 2 September 16, 2011
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Connecting people. Connectmg communmes

R (s fHARER © 1151

September 16, 2011

" WONG BASALLE -
2543 CLEMENT ST.
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94121

B : Block & Lot: 0193 019
1000 - 1032 srocKmN ST
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i it S R . -5 521 Howad Steer 4457015262 Phone
SFMTA I Munigipal Transportation Agency 9-9-0- $aii Frandsco, Ca 94103 4157015222 Fax-
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SRR R ER AT RS | RN AT R M TSI TR
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 $¥ : David Greenaway, SFMTA (wlo attachments)

Guy Hollins, PMCM (w/o aftachments)
cSs F'Ie No. M544.1.2.2050.b
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CS Letter Na. 1151 Page 2 of 3 o September 186, 2011
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centralﬁsubway :

This translation has been provided to you as a courfesy of the San Francisco Municipal |.

Transportation Agéncy (SFMTA). Every effort has been made to erisure accuracy.

.} However, if any discrepancies éxist between this translated version and the English
versmn the lnformatlon in the- Engllsh version shall prevall

CS Letter No. 1151 Page 3 of 3 ) - September 16, 2011
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Exhibit"B"

City and County of San Francisco

| REAL ESTATE DIVISION|

- TaE USE OF EMINENT DOMAIN BY THE CITY AND COUNTY OF
i SAN FRANCISCO ' '

A SUMMARY OF THE PROCESS AND PROPERTY OWNERS' RIGHTS '

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCIS co
REAL ESTATE DIVISION
JANUARY 2009
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Apour Tws PAMPHLET

SB 698, which went info effect on January 1, 2008 and amended Section 1255.410 of the
California Code of Civil Procedure and Section 7267.2 of the California Government -
Code, requires that every property owmer ‘whose property may be the subject of an
eminent domain action be given an “informational pamphlet” outlining the property
owner’s tights under the Eminent Domain Law of California.

The City and County of San Francisco has prepared this pamphlet based on the efforts of
 the following organizations: .

League of California Cifies
| California State Association of Counties
Association of California Wafer Agencies
Cali_fo;ﬁia Special Districts Association )

California Redevelopment Association

1109302v1 36377/6001
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INTRODUCTION

Eminent domain (sometimes called "condemnation”) is the power of the government to
purchase private propeity for a "public use" so long as the government pays the property
owner "just compensation,® which is the fair market value as defermined by appraisal
and which may ultimately be determined by a court. An owner's Tight to be paid just
compensation in eminent domain is guaranteed by the Federal and Stafe Constitutions
- and applicable Stafe [aws, .

‘Whenever possible, the City tries to avoid eminent domain proceedings because of the
- added time, concem and cost to everyone. -But if the City and a property owner cannot
reach an agrecment on the price for needed property, the City will consider whether to
proceed with an eminent domain action. T "

The City decides whether to acquire private property for a public project only after &

thorough public review of the project. That review process includes one ar more public

_ hearings, and, if required, environmental review for the project under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Ultimately, the City may niot exercise Its eminent
-domnain power unless the San Francisco Board of Supervisors approves thie action after a
public hearing.. Offen, before the Board of Supervisors-acts, a particular City ‘
comumission with anthority over the project also holds a public hearing fo consider the
proposed exercise of eminent domain. . :

This pamphlet’i)rovides general information about the eminert domain process under
Califomia law and the properfy ownei's rights in that process. '

IMPORTANT NOTE:

TEHIS PAMPHLET REFLECTS THE CURRENT LAW AS OF THE
PUBLICATION DATE. BUT THE INFORMATION IN THIS PAMPHLEY IS

. NOT, NOR SHOULD YOU CONSTRUE IT TO BE, LEGAL, FINANCIAL OR
TAX ADVICE TO YOU. YOU SHOULD CONSULT WITH QUALIFIED LEGAL
COUNSEL AND OTHER APPROPRIATE EXPERTS FOR LEGAL, FINANCIAL
AND TAX ADVICE REGARDING YOUR SFECIFIC SITUATION, RATHER
THAN RELYING ON THIS PAMPHLET AS A SUBSTITUT EFOR THAT

ADYICE.

1109302v1 36377/0001
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
e What isa "public use"?

A "public use" is a use that confers public benefits, like the provision of public
* ‘services or facilities or the promofion of piblic health, safety, and welfare, Public
“nses include a wide variety of projects, such as street and transportation
improvements, parks, schools, construction of wafer pipelines or storage facilities,
construction of civic buildings, open space and watershed preservation, and
redevelopment of blighted areas. Some public uses are for private enfities, such as
universities, hospitals and public utilities, which serve the public. These are some
- examples of public uses. There are many other public purposes for Whlch a public
agency may use eminent domain. .

Proposition 99, adopted by California's voters in June 2008, amended the California
Constitution to prohibit the povernment from "acqmrmg by eminent domain an .
awner-occupied residence for the purpose of conveying itto a pnvate person.”

. Sections 19(c) and 19(d) of this law provide that the povernment is still aflowed to
use eminent domain to acquire owner-occupied residences if the purpose is related fo
public health and safety; preventing serious,_rcpeated criminat activity; responding to
an emergency; remedying hazardous environmentaj contamination that poses a threat
to pub lic health and safety; or for a public work or improvement.

a What is "just compensation"?

Tust coropensation is the fair market value of the property being acquired by the
government. State law defines fair market value as "the highest price on the date of
" valuation that would be agreed to by a seller, being willing to sell but under no
particular or urgent necessity for so doing, nor obliged to sell, and a buyer, being
ready, willing, and able to buy but under no particular necessity for so doing, each
dealing with the other with full knowledge of all the uses and purposes for which the
property is reasonably adaptab]e and available." :

1833




THE EMINENT D OMAIN PROCESS AND THE PROPERTY OWNER'S RIGHTS

The eminent domain process begins with the creafion of 2 public project. When
selecting a project location, the City is guided by the goal of rendering the greatest
public good and the least private injury and inconvenience. Ifthe City determines
that all or a portion of your property may be necessaty for a public project, it will
bogin en appraisal process to defermine the property's fajr matket value.

° Hm;v is the fair market value of my property deten:;pined?

The City will retain an independent, accredited appraiser familiar with local property
wvalues to appraise your property. The appraiser will invite you to come along during
an inspection of your property. Youmay give the appraiser any information about
improvements and any special features that you believe may affect the value of your
property. Itis in your best interest fo provide the appraiser with all the wsefal
‘tnformation you can to ensure that nothing of value will be overlooked. Ifyouare
unable fo meet with the appraiser, you may wish instead to have a person who s
familiar with your property meet with the appraiser. - '

After the inspection, the appraiser will complete an appraisal that will include a
determination of your propexty's fair market value and the information upon which

the fair market value is based. ‘The appraiser will provide the City with the appraisal.
The City will then make a written offer to purchase your property, which will be for
10 less than the amount of the appraisal, The offer will also inclade a summary of the
appraisal. ' :

o What facfors does the appraiser consider in determining fair market value?

Rach parcel of real properfy is different. Therefore, no single formula can be used to
appraise all properties. Factors an appraiser typically considers in estinating fair
market value include the following:  ~ ~
o The location of the property;

The age and condifion of improvements on the property;
Hoaw the property has beenused; - S
Whether there ate any lease agrecments relating to the property;
Whether there are any environmental issues, such ascontaminated soil;
Applicable current and potential future zoning and land use requirements;
How the property compares with similar properties in the area that have,
been sold recently; ’ _
How mch it would cost fo reproduce the buildings and other structures,
less any depreciation; and -
' o How much rental income the propetty produces, or could produce if put fo

its highest and best use. . S

000000

o
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* Will] receive a copy of the appraisal?

Before proceeding with eminent domain, the City must provide you with its purchase
offer, a sutnmary of the appraiser's opinion, and the basis for the City's offer, and
give you a reasonable period fo consider the offer. Among other things, the appraisal
summary must inclide the following information:

; o A general statement of the City's proposed use for the propérty;

An accurate description of the property to be acquired;

A list of the improvements covered by the offer;

The amount of the offer; and T :

The amonnt considered fo be just compensation for each improvement that
is owned by a tenant and the basis for determining that amouat.

‘00000

State law requires the City to show you a copy of the full appraisal only if your
property is an owner-occupied residential property with four or fewer residential
units. Otherwise, the City may, but is not required to, disclose its full appraisal
during negotiations (though differcnt disclosure requirements apply during the
litigation process if the jssue of fair market value goes to court).

-« Can I'have my own appraisal done?

Yes. You may decide to obtain your own appraisal of the property in negotiating the
fair market value with the City. At the time of making its initial offer to you, the City
must offer fo reimburse you the reasonable costs, not to exceed $5,000, of an
independent appraisal you obtain for your property. To be eligible for this
reimbursement, you must have the independent appraisal conducted by an appraiser
licensed by the State Office of Real Estate Appraisers, .

* What advantages are there in selling my propexty 1o the City?

As a rea] estate transaction, a sale of property to the City is similat to a sals of
~ property to a private buyer. But there may be certain financial advantages fo selling
" to a public entity such as the City: 7

o Youwill not be required to pay for real estate broker commissions,
preparation of sale documents, buyer's tifle insurance policy premiums or
recording fees required in closing the sale. The City will pay any and all
of these costs. ’ . -

o Sales fo the City are not subject to the local documentary transfer tax,
which generally applies to sales of private property from one private
owner to another. However, if the property is located within a charter city
other than San Francisco, a sale to the City may be subject to the charter
city's separate real estate transfer tax. ‘

o The City cannot give you tax advice or direction. You might be eligible
for certain real property tax and income tax advantages, and your tax
liability may differ depending on where your property is located. You

-5
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should check with the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) and/or consult your
personal tax advisor.or lawyer for details. |

o Ifthe Ciiy acquires only a portion of my property, will I be paid for the loss
to my remaining property? N : T

In general, when the City rieeds only a part of your property for the project, it will
make every reasonable effort to ensure you do not suffer 2 financial loss fo the
“remainder” property. The City will compensate you for any loss in vajue to-your )
. remaining property that is not offset by the benefits conferred by the project for which
the City is taking your property. This compensation is ofien referred to as "severance
damages." : . - ‘

Whether the City's purchase of 2 portion of your property will result in any loss in
valne to the remainder isa complex appraisal issue. If the appraiser concludes the

proposed acquisition will have this effect, a City real estate representative will
explain the effect to you. - o ’

- Also, if any part your propeﬁy that would remain after the City takes the porti'on it
‘needs is of such a shape or condition as to be of Tittle market valve, the City will offer
to acquire that remaining part (or remuant) from you, if you so wish.

e Willlbe compensated for Joss of goodwill fo my business?

" Ifyou are the owner of a business that operates on the property being acquired, you
may have a right to additional compensation for Jost business goodwill if the Joss is
caused by the acquisition of the property. "Goodwill® consists of the economic value

of a business, scparate from the propetty on which the business is located, as a result
of its location, reputation for dependability, skill or quality of the staff, services or
merchandise, and any other circumstances that make the business atiractive to
‘existing and new patrons.

o Whatwill happen fo fhe Ioan ox my property?

Where the City is acquiring the entire property, generally the compensation payable
to the owner is first used to satisfy outstanding loans or liens, as in a typical real

- estate transaction. Where less than the entire property is being acquired, whether
outstanding loans or liens are paid from the compensation will depend on the
particular facts and circumstances, - : :

e Do have to sell at the price offered?
No. If you and the City are unable to reach an agreement on 2 mutually satisfactory

price, you are not abligated to sign or accept an offer or enter into a purchase
agreement. .

’ o -6-
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. I I agree fo accept the City's offer, how soon will I be paid?

4

" - 1109302vI 36377/0001

X you reach a voluntary agreement to sell your property or an interest in the property
to the City, the City will make its payment at a mofually acceptable time, generally
within 60 to 90 days after you, the City (including any necessary boards and o
commyjssions), and any other required parties with ownership inferests in the property
agrce to the sale and signthe purchase and sale contract.

» ‘What happens if we are unable to reach an agreement on the prop erty's fmr
market value? -

Thc City will make every reasonable cffort"co acquire your property by negotiated
purchase, But if the negotiations are unsuccessful, the City may sither file an eminent
domain action in 2 court located in the county where your property is located or

ghandon ifs intent to acquire the propcrty If the City abandons its intent to acquire, jt

will promptly nofify you.

Ifthe City proceeds with eminent domain, the first public step is for its staff to -
request authority from the San Francisco Board of Supervisors-the elected legislative
body—to file an eminent domain action. The Board of Supervisors grants approval o
proceed by adopting a "Resotution of Necessity." In considéring whether to adopt the
Resolution of Necessity, the Board of Supervisors must determine whether the public
interest and necessify require the project, whether the project is planned or located in
the manner that will be most compatible with the greaiest public good and the least -
privats injury, and whether your property is necessary for the project.

You will be given notice and an opportunity to appear before the Board of
Supervisors when it considers whether to adopt the Resolution of Necessity. You
may want to call an attorney or cantact an attomey referral service right away. You
or your representatives can raise any objections to the Resolution of Necessify and the
pmposed eminent domain either orally at the hearing on the Resolution of Necessity
or in writing ta the Board of Supervisors before that hearing.

The full Board of Supervisors, not just a cormmittec of the Board, mmst conduct a
public hearing before considering approval of the Resolution of Necessity. The
Board of Supervisors must approve the Resolution of Necessity by a 2/3 vote-ie., at
least eight of its eleven members. If the Board of Supervisors approves the
Resolution of Necessity, the Resolution is firwarded fo'the Mayor, who then has 10
days to either approve the Resolution by signing it; allow it to go into effect without
signing it; or veto it. If the Mayor vetoes it, the Board of Sapervisors can override the
veto by a 2/3 vote. :

If the Resolution of Necéssity is adopted, the City can thén file a complaint in court fo
acquire title to the property by eminent domain upon payment of the property's fair

“T-
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matket value. In that action, the City is the plaintiff. Anyone with a legal inferest in
the property, generally determined from a fitle repott on the property (including

" tenants or mortgage holders), is named in the complaint as a defendant. Often, the
City will also deposit with the State Treasurer of California the amount the City
believes is the "probable amount of compensation.” The City must make the deposit
ifit is seeking fo acquire possession of the property before agreement is reached, ora
judgment is enteted, establishing the fair market value of the propety. .

e Can the City acquire possession of my property'befox:e a‘court in the eminent -
domain lawsuif determines the property’s fair market valne?

In some cases, the City may decide it useds possession of the property before a court
finally deterinines the property's fair market vatve. This type of possession is
commonly referred to as “immediate possession." In such a case, the City must apply
to the court for an "order for possession” to allow it to take confrol of the property
before a final determination of the propexty's fair market value, The City is required
to schedvle a hearing with the court on the proposed order for possession and fo give
you advarice notice of the hearing. The City generally must send the notice at least
90 days before the hearing date if the property is occupied and 60 days before the
hearing date if the property is unoccupied. A judge will decide whether the arder for
possession should be granted. As noted above, the City must deposit with the Stafs
Treastrer the probable amount of just compensation to obtain immediate possession ’
of the property. ' ‘ :

o Canloppose the motion for an order for possession?

Yes. You may oppose the motion in writing by serving the City and the couxt with
your written opposition within the period of time set forth in the nofice from the City.

a Canl renf the property from the City?

If the City agrees to allow you or your tenants to remain on the property after it
avquires possession, you or the tenants will be required to pay a fajr market rent to the
City. Generally, fair matket rent is based or{ rent for the use of property similar to
yours in a shnilar area. ' ' : ) .

o CanIwithdraw the amount deposited with the State Treaéurgr before the
eminent domain action is completed, even if X don't agree that the amount
reflects the fair marlet value of my property?

Yes. Subject to the rights of any other persons having an interest in the property
(such as a lender, tenant, or co-owner), you may withdraw the amount deposited with
the State Treasurer before the eminent domain action is completed. If you withdraw
the amount on deposit, you may still seek a higher fair market valus during the
eminent domain proceedings. But your withdrawal will mean that you may not

8-
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contest the City's right fo acquire the property, mesning you waive any ability fo
-contest that the acquisition of your property is for a pubhc purposc or is otherwise
legally improper.

You also have the right to ask the contt fo regnire‘the City to increase the amourrt
deposited with the State Treasurer if you believe the amount the City has deposﬂed
Jess than the "probable amount of compensation.”

. Can I contest the City's acquisiﬁon of my property?

ch Aslong as you have not wﬁhdrawn the amount deposited, you can challenge in
com-t the City's legal right to acquire or condermn your property.

a Wi_lat happensin an eminent domain trial?

The main purpose of an eminent domain trfal is o deteunine the fair market vatue of
your property, including compensable interests such as lost business goodwill caused
by the taking or severance damages. The trial is usually conducted before a judge and
jury. You {ogether with any others with inferests in the property) and the City will
bave the opportunity to present evidence of your property's value. The jury will

* defermine the property's fair market value. In cases where the pariies choose not fo
‘have a jury, the judge will decide the proper{y's fair market value. Generelly, each
party fo the litigation must -'.‘]1801086 its respective appraisals to the other parties before
trial. :

Ir you challenge thie City's right to acquire the property; the eminent domain trial will
also determine whether the City has the legal right fo acquire the property. In such

- cases, the judge (not the jury) will make this detsrmination bafore any evidence is”
presentcd concerning the property's fair matket value. :

If the Court concludes the City has the xight to acquire the property, the jury will
establish the fair market value and the judge will enter a judgment requiring the City -
to pay that amount. Ongce the City pays the amount of the judgment, the judge will
enter a final order of condemnation. The City will record the final order with the
County Recordet, and title to the property will then pass to the City.

* s Am Yentitled to interest?
Anyone receiving ;:ompensaﬁon in an eminent domain action is generally entitled to
interest on that comripensation from the date the conderning agency takes possession

of the property until the person receiving the compensation has been fully paid.
Formulas set by State law defermine the rato and method of calculation of the interest.

1109302%1 363770001 o ' .
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e ‘Will the City pay my attorneys' fees and costs?

Tn an eminent domain action, you are entitled to be reimbnrsed by the City for your
court costs, such as court filing fees. In some circumstances, you may also be enfitled
to be reimbursed by the City for yout atforneys' fees in the lawsuit. Whether you are

. enfitled to receive reimbursement for your attorneys' fees will depend on the
particular facts and circumstances of the case and the offers and demand for
compensation made in connection with the action. o

s  Will I receive assistancewith relocation?

Any person, business, or farm operafion displaced as a result of the property
“acquisition is typically entitled to relccation advice and financial assistance for

eligible relocation expenses, such as moving expenses. The amount of relocation
compensation will be detenmined on & case-by-case basis in accordance with
preseribed law. The City will work with you to help you obtain relocation assistance '
and benefits. '

-10-
1109302v1 36377/0001

1840




CONTACT INFORMATION

We are available fo answer your questions and to assist you in understanding the
acquisition program and the eminent domain process. ¥ yon would like fucther
mformatlon, please contact:

San Franclsco Real Estate Division, Gencral Services Agenoy
25 Van Ness Ave, Suite 400 .

San Francisco, CA 94102

(415) 554-9850

-11-
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', centrai@subway

‘Connecting people. Conneeting communities. . .- . .

CS Letter No. 1753

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL WITH RETURN RECEIPT

October 15, 2012

Basalle Wong
2543 Clement Street
San Francisco, CA 94121

Fong Stockion LLC

Att'n: Basalle Wong, Trustee
2543 Clement Street

San Francisco, CA 94121

Harlin & Basalle Wong Trust
Att'n: Basalle Wong, Trustee
1 Collins Street

San Francisco, CA 94118

Subject: Offer to Purchase Temporary License at 1000-1032 Stockton Street
(Block 0193, Lot 019)

Dear Property Owner:

The City and County of San Francisco ("City"), acting through the San Francisco -Municipal
Transportation Agency ("SFMTA"), offers fo purchase a temporary license ("License™) in your
property at 1000-1032 Stockton Street, San Francisco, (Block 0193, Lot 019) (the "Property”) for

* $1,763 (the "Proposed Price"), subject to the negotiation of a mutually acceptable license
agreement. . '

The City would use the License as part of iis Central Subway Project. The Central Subway, as
currently” planned, will extend light rail service (primarily by subway) from Fourth and King
Streets to serve the South of Market, Union Square and Chinatown neighborhoods. This letter
and the enclosed materials comprise SFMTA's offer to purchase the License from you for this
public project, pursuant to California Government Code Section 7267.2 and 49 Code of Federal
Regulations Section 24. 102(d) and (e).

As explained in our previous correspondence, SFMTA is planning to install subsurface
horizontal grout pipes under the building at the Property fo provide additional support during

* construction of the Central Subway Project’s Chinatown Station. These thin-diameter grout
pipes would be installed at approximately 30 to 40 feet below the ground surface, depending on
the existing building structure and ground conditions.

Installing the groit pipes will not impact normal operations at the building, due to the devpth at
which they would be installed. You would be able to remove them for any future excavation

g | . N m_ 221 Howard Sirest 4157015262 Phone:
SFMTA [ Municipal Transportation Agency & N & San Francisco, Ca 84103 415.7015222 Fox
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work at the Property provided that any remaval work does not damage the Project or adjacent
City property. Due to these factors, the grout pipes under the bwldmg would have no discerible
effect on the existing or future property improvements.

In accordance with California Code of Civil Procedure Section 1263.320(a), the Proposed Price
represents the fair market value of the License, as determined by the SFMTA. At SFMTA’s
request, an independent licensed appraiser performed an appraisal of the License to ensure
that the Proposed Price was not less than the appraised value of the License. Enclosed is an
Appraisal Summary Report, which provides the legal rdescn'ption of the License and the basis for
* the determination of the appraised value. For your reference, a pamphlet entitled "The Use of
Eminent Domain- By The City and County of San Francisco (A Summary Of the Process And
Property Owners' Rights)" is also enclosed. Under California Code of Civil Procedure Seciion
1263.025, if you wish to seek an independent appraisal of the fair market value of the License,
the SFMTA will pay the reasonable costs of this appraisal, in an amount not to exceed $5,000.
The independent appraisal must be conducted by an appraiser with a certified general license
issued by the Califomia Ofﬁce of Real Estate Appraisers. —~ -~

We would appreciate a response to this offer at your earliest possible convenience. Should you
have any questions in regards to the matters set forth in this offer letter, please contact Alex
Clifford at 415.533.7906.

Thank you for your prompt attention.

Sincerely,

Edward D. Reiskin
Director of Transportation

Enclosures:
Appraisal Summary Report
The Use of Eminent Domain by the City and County of San Francisco

cc: Kerstin Magary, SFMTA
John Funghi, SFMTA
Guy Hollins, PMCM
Alex Clifford, PMCM
CS File No. M544.1.5.1030

CS Letter No. 1753 Page 2 of 2 October 15, 2012
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Connecting people. Connecting communities.

CS Letter No. 1861

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL WITH RETURN RECEIPT

October 15, 2012

Harlin & Basalle Wong Trust
Att'n: Basalle Wong, Trustee
1 Collins Street

San Francisco, CA 94118

Basalle Wong

:2543 Clement Street -
San Francisco, CA 94121

Fong Stockton LLC

Att'n; Basalle Wong, Trustee
2543 Clement Street

San Francisco, CA 94121

Subject: Offer to Purchase Temporary License at 1000-1032 Stockton Street
: (Block 0193, Lot 019)

Dear Property Owner:

The City and County of San Francisco ("City"), acting through the San Francisco Municipal
Transportation Agency ("SFMTA"), offers to purchase a temporary license ("License”) in your
property at 1000-1032 Stockton Street, San Francisco, (Block 0193, Lot 019} (the "Property”) for
$1,763 (the "Proposed Prlce") subject to the negotiation of a mutually acceptable license
agreement. .

The City would use the License as part of its Central Subway Project. The Central Subway, as
currently planned, will extend light rail service (primarily by subway) from Fourth and King
Streets o serve the South of Market, Union Square and Chinatown neighborhoods. This lefter
and the enclosed materials comprise SFMTA's offer to purchase the License from you for this
public project, pursuant to California Government Code Section 7267.2 and 49 Code of Federal
Regulations Section 24.102(d) and (e). -

As explained in our previous correspondence, SFMTA is planning to install subsurface
horizontal grout pipes under the building at the Property to provide additional support during
construction of the Central Subway Project’'s Chinatown Station. These thin-diameter grout
pipes would be installed at approximately 30 to 40 feet below the ground surface, depending on”
the existing building structure and ground conditions.

Installing the grout pipes will not impact normal operations at the building, due to the depth at
which they would be installed. You would be able to remove them for any future excavation
work at the Property, provided that any removal work does not damage the Project or adjacent

-6 321 Howad Steet 415.701 5262 Phone
s FMTA Mummpal Transportation Agency - e Y SanFrantisco,Ca®4103 4157015222 Fax
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City property. Due to these factors, the grout pipes under the building would have no discernible
effect on the existing or future property improvements.

In accordance with Califomia Code of Civil Procedure Section 1263.320(a), the Proposed Price
represents the fair market value of the License, as determined by the SFMTA. At SFMTA’s
request, an independent licensed appraiser performed an appraisal of the License to ensure
that the Proposed Price was not less than the appraised value of the License. Enclosed is an
Appraisal Summary Report, which provides the legal description of the License and the basis for -
the determination of the appraised value. For your reference, a pamphlet entitled "The Use of
Eminent Domain By The City and County of San Francisco (A Summary Of the Process And
Property Owners’ Rights)" is also enclosed. Under California Code of Civil Precedure Section
1263.025, if you wish to seek an independent appraisal of the fair market value of the License,
the SFMTA will pay the reasonable costs of this appraisal, in an amount not to exceed $5,000.
The independent appraisal must be conducted by an appraiser with a certified general license
issued by the California Office of Real Estate Appraisers.
We would appreciate a response to this offer at your earliest possible convenience. Should you
have any questions in regards to the matters set forth in this offer letter, please contact Alex
Clifford at 415.533.7906.

Thank you for your prompt attention.

Sincerely,

Edward D. Reiskin
Director of Transportation

Endosures:
Appraisal Summary Report
The Use of Eminent Domain by the City and County of San Francisco

cc: Kerstin Magary, SFMTA
John Funghi, SFMTA
Guy Hollins, PMCM
Alex Clifford, PMCM
CS File No. M544.1.5.1030

" - CS Letter No. 1861 Page 2 of 2 October 15, 2012
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City and County of San Francisco ' - CONFIDENTIAL . “Exhibit A
APPRAISAL SUMMARY STATEMENT Teis D o Civi; '

Code 1798 21, it shall be kept confidential
in"order to protect against wmauthorized

o .

disclosure.
Owner: Basalle Wong
. 2543 Clement Street
San Francisco, CA 94121
Property Address:  1000-1032 Stockton Street ) Property to be Temporary Construction License
San Francisco, CA 94108 acquired:
APN: 0193-019
Locale:  San Francisco County, California
Site Area: _ 8,250 SF " Including Access YesX WNol[l
‘ Rights: : .

STATUTORY BASIS OF VALUATION

The market value for the temporary construction license to be acquired by the City and County of San Francisco (“City™) is -

based upon an appraisal prepared in accordance with aceépted appraisal principles and procedures.

Code of Civil Procedure Section 1263.320 defines Fair Market Value as follows:

a) The fair market value of the property taken is the highest price on the date of valuation that would be agreed to by a
seller, being willing to sell but under no particular or urgent necessity for so doing, nor obliged to sell, and 2 buyer,
being ready, willing, and able to buy but under no particular necessity for so doing, each dealing with the other with full
knowledge of all the uses and purposes for which the property is reasonably adaptable and available.

b) The fair market value of property taken for which there is no relevant, comparable market is its value on the date of

) ~ valuation as determined by any method of valuation that is just and equitable. o

Code of Civil Procedure Section 1263.321 defines Fair Market Value as follows:
A just and equitable method of determining the value of nonprofit, special use property for which there is no relevant,
comparable market is as set forth in Section 824 of the Evidence Code, but subject to the exceptions set forth in
subdivision (¢} of Section 824 of Evidence Code.

The market value for the property to be acquired by the City is based upon Code of Civil Procedure Section 1263.320 as defined
above. . : ‘

BASIC PROPERTY DATA

Interest ;ralued: Temporary Construction License

Date of valuation: September 21, 2012

Applii:ablc' Zoming: CRNC

License Area: ‘ 8,250 SF (between approximately 30 feet and 40 feet below cxist’ing ground surface
for access and installation of Subsurface Compensation Grouting System; Access to
to install, maintain, and eventually remove Settlement Monitqring Equipment)

Highest and best use: Mixed use commercial residential development

Current use: Mixed use commercial residcntia.l development
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APPRAISAL SUMMARY STATEMENT (Cont.) -

Value of the Site Area $ 1,250,000

Value of the Temporary Construction
License for temporary Subsurface
Compensation Grouting Systerm,
Settlement Monitoring Equipment

Laod: _§ 1200
Imps: $ N/A

Fair Market Value of Temporary Construction License $ 1,200*

Severance Damages

Cost to Cure Damages: $ None

Incurable Damages: . $ None
Total Damages: ' : . $ None
Construction Contract Work: . $ None
Benefits: $ None
Net Damages: $ None
The amount of any other compensation: $ None
JUST COMPENSATION FOR ACQUISITION $ 1,200
Total $ 1,200

THE FOL-LOWING INFORMATION IS BASED ON THE ENTIRE SITE AREA

AR K U Yy A Ay e e N e e ——

1. The Sales Compadson approach is based on the consideration of
comparable land and improved sales.

Indicated value by Sales Comparison Approach § 1,200 <
See attached sheet for principal transactions.

* The Temporary Construction License will not impact the historic or future commercial utility of the Site Area nor affect the
existing use or any alternative use. There is nominal impact on the utility of the Site Area, since it will continue to provide
essentially all its functions without deficiency. The estimated value of the Site Area, in its highest and best use, will remain
the same in the after condition as in the before condition and therefore there is no severance damages. The highest value for
the Subsurface Compensation Grouting system component of the License is $1,200. The highest value for the Settlement
Monitor component of the License is $0. The Settlement Monitoring Equipment valuation relied upon comparable projects
including the Massachusetts Department of Transportation Boston’s Big Dig, Seattle’s Alaskan Way Viaduct, Los Angeles
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APPRAISAL SUMMARY STATEMENT (Cont.)

County Metro Transportation Agency Eastside Extension and BART’s Earthquake Safety Program. In every instance, no
compensation was required by property owners for the installation, maintenance and removal of settlement monitoring

equipment.
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APPRAISAL. SUMMARY STATEMENT (Cont.) -

_ ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION
DATE:

SIHE SIZE:

TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION
DATE:

SITE SIZE:

TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION
DATE:

SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION

© DATE:

SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION
DATE:

SITE SIZE:

TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION
DATE:

SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:
TR_ANSACTION
DATE:

SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

LIST OF PRINCIPAY, TRANSACTIONS

55 9% Street

January 2008
35,802 SF
$15,750,000

1600 Market Street
August 2007

5,257 SF
$2,250,000 .

1898 Market St
May 2006

21,212 SF
$10,000,000

1840 Market St

March 2007

22,880 SF
$13,500,000

1540 Market St

January 2006

9,426 SF
$6,700,000

2001 Market St

September 2006

27,869 SF
$18,250,000

490 S. Van Ness

July 2009

14,250 SF
$2,565,000
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ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION
DATE:

SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:

TRANSACTION
DATE: :
SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION
DATE:

SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION
DATE:

SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION
DATE:

SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION
DATE:

SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:

TRANSACTION
DATE: '

SITE SIZE:

TOTAL VALUE:

45 Lansing Street
August 2010

15,000 SF
$12,450,000

Mission Bay

. Tract3936

Block 2

September 2010
91,310 SE
$23,625,000

401 Grove St/491 Gough St

September 2010
22,828 SF
$4,400,000

1880-1898 Mission St

October 2010

51,888 SF
$10,150,000

Mission Bay Tract 3936

November 2010

47,576 SF
$11,760,000

1285 Sutter St

November 2010

21,330 SF
$9,100,000

450 Hayes St + 501 Gough St/400
Grove St ’

January 2011

17,395 + 11,275 = 28,670 SF
$5,025,000 + $3,012,500 =
$8,037,500
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ADDRESS:

DATE:

SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION
DATE:

SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION
DATE:

SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

ADDRESS:
TRANSACTION
DATE:

SITE SIZE:
TOTAL VALUE:

Mission Bay Tract 3936 Block 5 (8711-017) + .

. Mission Bay Tract 3936 Block 11 (APN not yet assigned)
TRANSACTION

April 2011

79,493 SF + 82,497 SF= 161,990 SF
$41,400,000

. 2175 Market Street

April 2011

18,473 SF _
$2,500,000 to $2,900,000

1840 — 1844 Market Street

May 2611

23,078 SF
$8,000,000

1800 Van Ness

July 2010

25,817 SF
$4,250,000
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City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
' BOARD OF SUPERVISCRS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

, NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT, in accordance with Section 1245.235 of the
*Code of Civil Procedure, the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San '
Francisco; as a Committee of the Whole, will hold a public hearing to consider the

* following proposal and said public hearing will be held as follows, at which time all
interested parties may attend and be heard: : -

Date: - : 'Tuesday, December 11, 2012
Time: 3:00 p.m..

Location: - Legislative Chambef, Room 250 located at City Hall, 1 Dr. ' .
’ : Carlton B. Goodlett Place,l San Francisco, CA

Subject: ~ Public Hearing to ConsiderProperty Acquisitien - Eminent
Domain, interest in real property: a temporary construction
license at the real property commonly known as 1000-1032
Stockton Street, San Francisco, California, Assessor's Parcel
Block No. 0193, Lot No. 019, for the public purpose of
constructing the Central Subway/Third Street Light Rail
Extension and other improvements. (File No. 121089)

- Said public hé‘aring will be held to make findings of whether public interest and
necessity require the City and County of San Francisco to acquire, by eminent domain,
" the following interests in real property: a temporary construction license at the real
- property commonly known as 1000-1 032 Stockton Street, San Francisco, California,
Assessor's Parcel Block No. 0193, Lot No. 019, for the public purpose of constructing
the Central Subway/Third Street Light Rail Extension and other improvements; adopting
environmental findings under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), CEQA
Guidelines, and Administrative Code Chapter 31; and adopting findings of consistency
with the General Plan and City Planning Code Section 101.1. A description of the real
property is set forth in Exhibits A and B, available in the official file for review in the
Office of the Clerk of the Board. : '

~ The purpose of said hearing is to hear all persons interested in the matter. -You
have a right to appear and be heard on the matters referred to in California Code of Civil

O Y



EXHIBIT “A”
PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

For a portion of 1000-1032 Stockton Street,
Assessor's Block 0193, Lot 019

The proposed acquisition comprises a license affecting an underground rectangular area
coterminous with the area of the subject property, in which thin-diameter grout pipes
cross the property line in a horizontal orientation at approximately 30 to 40 feet below the
surface of the ground. The license further anthorizes installation, monitoring, repa1r and
maintenance of settlement monitor markers and eqmpment

Containing 8,250_ square fee’r, more 'or less.

APN: 0193-019
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PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Alisa Miller, declare as fOllOWS'

I ama citizen of the Umted States, over the age of 18 years I am employed at the Ofﬁce
of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, Room 244, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place,
San Francisco, CA 94102.

On November 21,2012, I served the following 'document'

. NOTICE OF PUBLIC H.EARIN G; BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO -

Subject:

Hearing of persons inferested in or ob]ectmg to proposed Resolutions
authorizing the acquisition of real properties commonly known as 1

- Stockton Street #1 (File No. 121090), (Assessor’s Parcel Block No.

0327, Lot No. 025); 1000-1032 Stockton Street #2 (File No. 121091),

~ (Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 0193, Lot No. 019); 1455 Stockton Street

#3 (File No. 121092), (Assessor’s Parcel Block No, 0130, Lot Nos. 001
and 040); 19 Stockton Street #4 (File No. 121093), (Assessor’s Parcel

. Block No. 0327, Lot No. 005); 212 Stockton Street #5 (File No.

121094), (Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 0309, Lot No. 011); 216 -
Stockten-Street #6 (File No. 121095), (Assessor’s Parcel Block No.
0309, Lot No. 013); 250-4th Street #7 (File No. 121096), (Assessor’s
Parcel Block No. 3733, Lot No. 008); 39 Stockton Street #8 (File No.
121097, (Assessor’s Parcel Block Ne: 0327, Lot No. 004); 801 Market
Street #9 (File No. 121098), (Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 3705, Lot No.
048A); 930 Stockton Street #10 (File No. 121099), (Assessor’s Parcel
Block No. 0210, Lot No. 047); 950 Stockton Street #11 (File No.
121100), (Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 0210A, Lot Nos. 002-103) by
eminent domain for the public purpose of constructing the Central
Subway/Third Street Light Rail Extension and other improvements;

‘adopting environmental findings under the California Environmental

Quality Act (CEQA), CEQA Guidelines, and Administrative Code,

_Chapter 31; and adopting findings of consmtency with the General

Plan and C1ty Planning Code, Section 101 1.
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on the following persons at the locations specified:
See attached list
in the manner 1ndlcated below '

BY UNITED STATES MAIL: Following ordinary business practices, I sealed true and
" correct copies of the above documents in addressed envelope(s) and placed them at my
workplace for collection and mailing with the United States Postal Service. Iam readily
familiar with the practices of the Office of the Clerk of the Board for collecting and -
processing mail. In the ordinary course of business, the sealed envelope(s) that I placed
for collection would be deposited, postage prepaid, with the United States Postal Service

‘the same day

I declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the State of California that the
- foregoing is true and correct. - . .

Executed December 3, 2012, at San Francisco, California.

mm

Alisa Miller
Ass1stant Commlttee Clerk
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