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consolidating the special election with the general election; estal_)lislhing the electio_n
precincts, voting places and officers for the election; waiving the WOrd limitation on |
ballot propositions imposed by Municipal Elections Code, Section 510; complyinQ with
the restrictions on the use of bond proceeds speciﬁed in Section 5_};_541-0 of the
California Government Code; incorporating the provisions of th.e Ad_ministrative Code,
Section 5.30-5.36; and waiving the time requirements specified in A'dmin.istrati\-re Code,

Section 2.34.

Note: Additions are single-underline italics Times New Roman;
: - deletions are s#4 Halics T+

Board amendment addi‘tbions are double underline;i

Board amendment deletions are strikethrough-nermal.

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:

Section 1. Findings. _
' A This Board of Supervisors (this "Board") recognizes the need fo safe'guard, and

enhance the City's earthquake and emergency response and recovery by rehébilitating critical

facilities that support the City's first responders.

B. The Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond (the "Bond™) will

provide funding to construct, improve and rehabilitate earthquake safety and emergency

-responsiveness facilities and infrastructure (as described below in Section 3).

C. This Board now wishes to describe the terms of a ballot measure seeking
approval for the issuance of general obligation bonds to finance all or a portion of the City's
earthquake safety and response needs as described below. |

Section 2. A special election is falled and Ardarand 4o kA Al fm flam M. o T

——y e 2y

Board (CCARB) Level 3 Verified Diesel Emissions Control Strategy (V'DECS?.

Improveme nt Measures |
Improve ment Measure [-TR-1: Transportation Demand Management

des,
As an irnprovement measure to reduce the parking shortfall and enc;;urageduf; of ;:::;TMHTE 1\;?)
j implement a Transportation Demand Mana "
the project sponsor should develop and imp ; : : \
Plzrllgdgsignfd to reduce use of single-occupant vehicles and to JI\LC::ear:;e’h m;;; ;11? ar;d:;?slrg, ]:;I:lscll -
i or tri the Proposed Project. The

e, and walk modes for trips to and from : -

' };11?171 ;easures as the following to reduce single occupancy vehicles and encourage alternate modes

of travelk: , | .
e - Ensure that bicycle safety strategies are developed along fche Evans _.A_xzenue sideof the -
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"SAN FRANCISCO EARTHQUAKE SAFETY AND EMERGENCY RESPONSE BOND,
2014. $400 ,OO0,000 of bonded indebtedness to improve fire, earthquake and emerge.ncy
response‘by: improving and/or replacing deteriorating cisterns, pipes, and tunnels, and related
facilities to ensure firefighters a reliable water supply for fires and disasters; improving and/or

replacing neighborhood fire and police stations; replacing certain seismically-unsafe po'lice

| and medical examiner facilities with earthquake-safe buildings; and to pay related costs,.

subject to irrdependent citizen oversight and regular audits; and authorizing landlords to pass-
through to residential tenants in units subject to Chapter 37 of the Administrative Code (the
"Residential Stabilization and Arbitratiorl Ordinance”) 5-0% of the increase in the real properw
faxes attrrbutable to the cost of the repayment of the bonds." ; |

The specral election called and ordered shall be referred to in this ordinance as the
"Bond Special Election.” |

Section 3. PROPOSED PROGRAM. All contracts that are funded with the proceeds of
bonds authorized hereby shall be subject to the provisions of Chapter 83 of the Administrative
Code (the "First Source Hiring Prdgram"), which fosters construction and permanent
employment opportunities for qualified economically disadvantaged individuals. In addition,
all contracts that ar_e funded with the proceeds of bonds authorized hereby also shall be
subject to the .prov.isions of Chabter 14B of th'e Administrative Code (the "Local Business
Enterprise and Non-Discrimination ih Contracﬁng Ordinance"), which assists small and micro
local businesses to increase their ability to compete effectively for the award of City contracts.
The proposed program can be summarized as follows: |

A EMERGENCY FIREFIGHTING WATER SYSTEM. A portion of the Bond shall

| be allocated to the renovation and seismic Upgrading of the emergency firefighting Water

system (the "EFWS") and related facilities, including but not limited to crsterns pipes and

tunnels, and related facilities (collectrvely, the "EFWS Project").

Mayor Ed Lee, Supervisor Chiu _ i
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ’ ' : Page 3
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B. - CRITICAL FIREFIGHTING FACILITIES AND INFRASTRUCTURE. A portion of
the Bond shall be allocated to the construction, acquisition, imprdvement, retrofitting and |
completion of crftical firefighting facilities and infrastructure for earthquake safety and
emergency response‘ not otherwise spéciﬁcally enumerated in this ordinance, including
without limitation, neighborhood fire stations and related facilities (collectively, the "Critical
Firefighting Facilities and Infrastructure"). |

C. POLICE FACILITIES AND lNFRASTRUCTURE. A portion of the Bond shall be

allocated to the construction, acquisition, improvement, retrofitting and completion of police

facilities and infrastructure for earthquake safety and emergency response not otherwise

specifically enumerated in this ordinance, including without limitation, neighborhood police

BT S A T R P PR Py VAT O TG Sy €Y
Information provided should include contact name(s) for the SFMTA project manager, public
information officer, and/or the SFMTA General Enforcement Division contact number (311).

3) Construction contractors should encourage comstruction workers to use carpooling and
public transit to the construction site in order to minirhize parking demand.

Improvement Measure [-TR-3: Queue Abatement

As an improvement measure to reduce the potential for queuing of vehicles accessing the project site,
the SFPD should ensure that recurring vehicle queues do not occur on Evans Avenue or Toland Street
adjacent to the site. A vehicle queue is defined as one or more vehicles (destined to the parking
facility) blocking any portion of the Evans Avenue or Toland Street sidewalk or travel lanes on Evans
Avenue or Toland Street travel lane for a consecutive period of three minutes or longer on a daily
and/or weekly basis. ’

If the Planning Director, or his or her designee, suspects that a recurring queue is present, the
Planning Department should notify the SFPD in writing. Upon request, the SFPD should hire a
qualified transportation consultant to evaluate the conditions at the site for no less than seven days.
The consultant should prepare a monitoring report to be submitted to the Planning Department for
review. If the Planning Department determines that a recurring queue does exist, the SFPD should
abate the queue within 90 days from the date of the written determination.




—

by the May or and the Board. .
Section 4. BOND ACCOUNTABlLiTY MEASURES
The Bond shall include the following administrative rules and princi.ples:
| A. OVERSlGHT. The proposed bond funds shall be subjected to approval

processes and rules described in the Charter and Administrative Code. Pursuant to

| Administrative Code Section 5.31, the Citizen's General Obligation Bond Oversight

Committee shall conduct an annual review of bond spending, and shall provide an annual
report of the bond ‘program to the Mayor and the Board of Su_pervisorS.

B. TRANSPARENCY. The City shall create and maintain a Web page outlining and
describing the bond program, progress, and activfty updates. 'fhe City shall also hold periodic
public hearings and reviews on the bond program and its implementation before the Cépital
Planning C ommittee, the Police and Fire Commissi‘ons, and the Citizen’s General Obligation
Bond Oversight Committee. |

Section 5. The estimated cost of the bond financed portion of the project described in
Section 2 above was fixed by the Board by the following resolution and in the émount
spééiﬁed below: '

Resolution No. , $400,000,000.

Such resolution was passed by two-thirds or more of the Board and approved by the
Mayor of the City (the "Mayor"). In such reso‘iution it was recited éhd found by the Board that
the sum of monéy specified is too great to be paid out of the ordinary annual income and
revenue of the City in addition to the other annual expensés or other funds derived from taxes
levied for those pufposes and will require expen’ditures greater than the amount allowed by
the annual tax levy. | |

The method and manner of payment of tﬁe estimated costs described in this ordinance

are by the issuance of bonds of the City not exceeding the principal amount specified.

Mayor Ed Lee, Supervisor Chiu ] .
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS v , Page 5
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Such estimate of costs as set forth in such resolution is adopted and determined to be

PR R

t.he estimated cost of such bond financed improvements- and financina ac dacianad # Aata

Transportation Planner: Andrea Contreras
Archeologist: Allison Vanderslice
Air Quality Planner: Jessica Range

Environmental Consultants

Weiss Associates _
2200 Powell Street, Suite 925
Emeryville, California 94608

Environmental Science Associates
225 Bush Street, Suite 1700
San Francisco, California 94104

~ Carey & Cornpany.

460 Bush Street,
San Francisco, California 94108

. LCW Consulting

3990 20th Stxeet
San Francisco, California 94114

Project Sponsor

Department of Public Works

City and County of San Francisco
30 Van Ness, 4 Floor

San Francisco, California 94102
Attention: Magdalena Ryor

Project Architect

Crime Lab Design
2430 5t Street, Studio M

Berkeley, California, 94710

Case No. 2013.0342E 136 1995 Evans Avenue / SFPD FSD/TC
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sfations; re placing certain seismically-unsafe police and medical examiner facilities with
earthquake -safe buildings and to pay relatéd costs, shall the City and County of San
Frahcisco issue $400,000,000 in general obligation bonds, subject to citizen eversight and
regular aud its?" | |

Each voter to vote in favor of the issuance of the foregoing bond proposmon shall mark
the ballot in the location correspondlng to a "YES" vote for the proposition, and to vote against
the proposition shall mark the ballot in the location corresponding to a "NO" vote for the
proposition. | |

Sectlon 9. If atthe Bond Special Election it shall appear that two-thirds of all the voters |
voting on the proposition voted in favor of and authorized the incurring of bonded
| indebtedness for the purposes set forth in such proposition, then such proposition shall have
been accepted by the electors, and bonds authorized shalll be issued upon the order of the
Board. Such bonds shall bear interest at a rate not exceed-ing applicable legal limits.

The votes cast for and against the proposition shall be counted separately and when
two-thirds of the qualified electors, votlng on the proposmon vote in favor, the proposxtlon

shall be deemed adopted. _

Section 10. For the purpose of paying the principal and interest on the bonds, the
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recovery program. No archeological data’
without the prior approval of the ERO or'z*‘
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The proposed project shall be re-desi %

effect on the significant archeologic
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warranted. Additional measures that ma3

Adopted Mitigath
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At the completion of the archeological tes.
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b. A data recovery program shall be im
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Section 11. This ordinance shall be published in accordance with any State law

requirements, and such publication shall constitute notice of the Bond Special Election and no

| other notice of the Bond Special Election hereby called need be given.

Section 12.” The Board, having reviewed the proposed legislation, makes the following

findings in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"), California

Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq., the CEQA Guidelines, 14 California Code of

Regulations Sections 15000 et seq., ("CEQA Guidelines"), and Administrative Code Chépter

31 ("Chapter 31":

0

forth in the letter from the Environmental Review Officer of the Planning Department, dated

Emergency Firefighting Water System (EFWS) Project. For the reasons set

- November 25,-2013, a copy of which is on file wifh the Clerk of the Board in File' No. 131190

and incorporated by reference, the Board finds that the bond proposal as it relates to funds for
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specific projects to be constructed with the funds, it is not a project as defined by CEQA and -
the CEQA Guidelines. The use of bond proceeds to finance any project or portion of any
project with funds for the Critical Firefighting Facilities and Infrastructure portion of the Bond
will be subject to approval of the Board ‘upon cbmpletion of planning and any further required
environmental review under CEQA for the individual Critical Firefighting Facilities and
Infrastructu re projects.

| iii) Police Facilities and Infrastructure. For the reasons set forth in the letter from
the Envi.ron mental Review Officer of the Planning Department, dated November 25, 2013, a

copy of which is on file with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 131190 and incorporated by

reference, the Board finds that the bond proposal as it relates to fuhds for Police Facilities and

Infrastructure is not subject to CEQA because as the establishment of a government financing
mechanism that does not involve any commitment to specific projects to be constructed with
the funds, it is not a project as defined by CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines. The use of bond
proceeds to finance any proje_ct or portion of anvy> project with funds for the Police Facilities .
an.d lnfrastructuré portion of the Bond will be subject to approval of the Board upon completion
of planning and any further required environmental review under CEQA for the iﬁdividual
Police Facilities and Infrastructure projects. | -

| (iv)  Medical Exéir_niner Facility. The Environmental Review Officer in the Planning
Department determined that the Medical ‘Examiner Facility project is exempt from
environmental review as é Class 32 Categorical Exemption, infill development, in a written
determination dated May 30, 2013 and contained in Planning Depar'tment_ File No. |
2012. 1172E and this Board’s File No. 131190. _

(v) Traﬁ" ic Company and Forensic Services Division Facility. On November 18,

2013, the Planning Department issued a Final Mltlgated Negatlve Declaration ("FMND") for

the Traffic Company and Forensic Services Division Facility project, San Franc;sco Planning

Mayor Ed Lee, Supervisor Chiu
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 9
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_ Q) Base_d-upon the whole record for the FMND, including all written materials and
any oral testimony received by the Board , the Board hereby finds that the FMND reflects the
independent judgment and analysis of the Planning Department and the Board, is adequate
and complete énd there is no substantial evidence that the proposed Traffic Company and
Forensic Services Division Facility project, given the implementation of the mitigation
measures as stated in the FMND and the adoption of the MMRP, could have a signiﬁcént. |
effect on the en\_/ironmeht as shown in the analysis of the FMND. The Boérd hereby adopts
the FMN'D and the MMRP on file with the Clerk of the Board as ExhiBit A fo this ordinance.

Section 13. The Board finds and declares that the proposed Bond is (i) in conformity

- with the priority policies of Section 101.1(b) of the Planning Code, (ii) in accordance with

Section 4.105 of the Charter and Section 2A.53_(f) of the Administrative Code, and (iii)

consistent with the City’s General Plan, and adopts the findings of the Planning Department,

-as sét forth in the General Plan Referral Report dated November 26, 2013, a copy of which is

on file with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 131190 and'incorporates such ﬁndings'by

reference.

Section 1 4. Under Section 53410 of the California Goyernment Code, the bonds shall -

5h .

bg for the specific burpose authorized in this ordinance and the broceeds of such bonds will
5 _
‘oo B o= o
E& g §8E g 5
& 2 SREC =
g B 2o = 2 =
= 8 09 23T e
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Adopted Mitigation Measures

rcheological testing/monitoring/data recovery program(s) ERO.

all take into consideration the appropriate excavation,
ion, analysis, custodianship, curation, and final disposition
ains and associated or unassociated funerary objects.

al Resources Report, The archeological consultant shall
al Archeological Resources Report (FARR) to the ERO
historical significance of any discovered archeological
ribes the archeological and historical research methods
‘mation that may put at risk any archeological resource
in a separate removable insert within the final report.

r the ERO, copies of the FARR shall be distributed as

1 Archaeological Site Survey Northwest Information

all receive one (1) copy and the ERO shall receive a copy
of the FARR to the NWIC. The Environmental Planning
nning Department shall receive one bound, one unbound
 searchable PDF copy on CD of the FARR along with

\al site recordation forms (CA DPR 523 series) and/or

r nomination to the National Register of Historic Places
Register of Historical Resources. In instances of high

r the higli interpretive value of the resource, the ERO
erent final repoit content, format, and distribution than
ve.

ODNITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

_NUE / SFPD FSD/TC
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|| .Board of Supervisors in File No.

Oversight Committee, to-the extent permitted by law, one-tenth of one percent (0.1%) of the

gross proceeds of the Bonds shall be deposrted ina fund established by the Controller’s

Office and appropnated by the Board of Supervrsors at the dlrectlon of the Citizens’ General

Obhgatlon Bond Oversrght Committee to cover the costs of such committee.

Section 16. The time requirements specified in Section 2.34 of the Administrative

‘Code are waived

"Section 17. The appropnate oﬁ‘ cers employees representatrves and agents of the

City are hereby authorlzed and dlrected to do everything necessary or desirable to accompllsh

the callmg and holding of the Bond Specral Election, and to otherwise carry out the provisions

of this ordlnance

Section 18. Documents referenced in this ordinance are on file with the Clerk of the

131190

this ordinance as if set forth fully herein.

APPROVED AS TO, FORM:
DENNIS J. HERRERA.
City Attorney

By: Yook Dadd k@Vy_
Kenneth David Roux
.Deputy City Attorney

n:\firnanc\as201311400173\00889002.doc.

Mayor Ed Lee, Supervisor Chiu
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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the amount allowed therefor by the annual tax levy; reciting the estimated cost of such

"Ordinance calling and providing for a spec
San Francisco voters a proposition to incur the following bond
Firefighting Water System, seismically
Police Department’s Traffic Company,
costs necessary or convenient for the foregoing purposes
pass-through 50%
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BUDGET AND FIINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING ' JANUARY 22, 2014

Items 1and 2 ‘ , _ Departments: ,
Files 13-1190 and £.3-1189 Department of Public Works (DPW)

Pubilic Utilities Commission (PUC)
Controller’s Office of Public Finance

Legislative Objectives ,
File 13-1190: Ordinance calling and providing for a special election to be held on June 3, 2014 for in
order to subrmit to San Francisco voters a proposition to incur $400,000,000 of Earthquake Safety and
Emergency Response (ESER) General Obligation bonded debt to finance the construction, acquisition,
improvement and seismic retrofitting of Neighborhood Fire and Police Stations, the Auxiliary Water
Supply Systern (AWSS), seismically secure facilities for the Medical Examiner, the Police Department’s
Traffic Company and the Police Department’s Forensic Services Division and other critical
infrastructure and facilities. '
File 13-1189: Resolution determining and declaring the public interest and necessity demand the
construction, acquisition, improvement and retrofitting of Neighborhood Fire and Police Stations, the
AWSS, seismi cally secure facilities for the Medical Examiner, the Police Department’s Traffic Company,
the Police Department’s Forensic Services Division and other critical infrastructure and facilities for
earthquake safety and the payment of costs necessary or convenient for the foregoing purposes. -

Key Points
On June 8, 2010, San Francisco voters approved Proposition B, a $412,300,000. ESER General
Obligation Bond to construct and improve Fire Stations, a new Public Safety Building, the AWSS, and
other firefighting infrastructure and facilities related to earthquake safety.

The proposed $400 million GO bond includes (a) $70 million for renovations to Fire Stations, (b) $70
million for additional AWSS improvements, (c) $30 million for renovations to nine of the ten Police
Stations, (d) $165 million for a new 110,000 square foot Police Department Forensic Services and .
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sponsor shall submit to the ERO a final report sum)
activities. The final report shall indicate the start a?
duration of each construction phase, For each pha

include detailed information required in A(4). In
equipment using alternative fuels, reporting shall
amount of alternative fuel used.

Certification Statement and On-site Requiremen
commencement of construction activities, the pr
(1) compliance with the Plan, and (2) all applicab
have been incorporated into contract specificatio

the construction phase and off-road equipment us,
Within six months of the completion of constructic
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e The proposed $400,000,000 in ESER GO Bonds will have a projected annual inferest rate of 6.0 percent

over approximately 20 years, with four issuances, resulting in estimated total debt service payments of
$688,978,400, including $288,978,400 in interest and $400,000,000 in principal, with éstimated average

annual debt service payments of $26,499,169. Debt service would be paid from increased Property

Taxes, such that an owner of a single family residence with an assessed value of $500,000 would pay

average annual additional Property Taxes to the City of $48.06 per year.

As of December 31, 2013, there was $1,889,683,269 of General Obligation Bonds outstanding, or

approximately 1.1% of the total assessed value of property in the City. If the $400,000,000 of ESER
General Obligation Bonds are issued, the total outstanding General Obligation Bonds would total

proximately 1.3% of the total assessed value of pr
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$2,289,683
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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING ’ JANUARY 22,2014

MANDATE STATEMENT / BACKGROUND '

Mandate Statement

According to Article 16, Section 18(a) of the State of California Constitution, no county, city,
town, township, board of education, or school district, shall incur any indebtedness or liability
for any purpose exceeding in any year the income and revenue provided for such year, without
the approval of two-thirds of the voters of the public entity voting at an election to be held for
that purpose. ’ ' '

Section 9.105 of the City’s Charter provides that the Board of Supervisors is authorized to
approve the issuance and sale of General Obligation bonds in accordance with State law or local
procedures adopted by ordinance. :

‘ Background

On June 8, 2010, the voters of San Francisco approved Proposition B, which authorized the
issuance of $412,300,000 of Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response (ESER) General
Obligation Bonds to finance the construction, acquisition, improvement, and retrofitting of 19
Fire Stations, a new Public Safety Building, repair, replacement and expansion of the City’s
Auxiliary Water Supply System (AWSS) and other firefighting infrastructure and facilities related
to earthquake safety, as summarized in Table 1 below. ' '

Table 1: 2010 Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response General Obligation Bond Budget

Description Total Budget

—_ 1

LRI N I VN

:
u1\
arq

Adopted Mitig

closures. To minimize construg
residents, the SFMTA should a

Construction contractors shoul
truck trips, such as concrete mi
and materials delivery, etc,, to
(7:00 to 9:00 a.m.) and p.m. (4:0
City’s Blue Book, including thc
property owners of upcoming
website and other available me
emails, and portable message ¢
provided should include conta
manager, public information of
Enforcement Division contact r
use carpooling and public tr
minimize parking demand

These méasures would be in addition,
benefits provided to all City employe,
The Department of Public Works (SFJ;
1)
2) . All construction activities shou
3) . Construction contractors shoul

the construction contractor:

monthly commuting expenses for tr
1995 EYANS AVENUE / SFPD FSI
MITIGATION MONITORING ANI -

parking,.
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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING . JANUARY 22, 2014

firefighting projects, pipes and tunnels totaling $102,400,000 are being managed by the Public
Utilities Commission (PUC). In addition, as shown in Table 1 above, an estimated $6,900,000 is
budgeted to provide bond oversight, including 0.1% allocation for the Citizens’ General
Obligation Bond Oversight Committee and 0.2% for the City Services Auditor and to fund the
various costs to issue the General Obligation bonds.

.~ As shown in Table 2 below, a total of 5332,135;000 ESER Bonds have been sold and -
appropriated to date, leaving a remaining balance of $80,165,000 to be sold and appropriated
of the total $412,300,000 authorized. According to Mr. Charles Higueras, Program Manager for

the ESER Bond Program, the remaining ESER Bonds are anticipated to be sold by the summer
of 2014, ’

Table 2: Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response General Obligation Bond Total Budget,
and Bond Sﬁ?'ﬁsw@'%d _‘A_‘D-gr%prgaﬁnnc tndata . . _ _ ,,
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BUDGET AND FIINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING JANUARY 22, 2014

The currennt 2010 ESER bonds are funding $102.4 million of the AWSS project, including
10z roux, RENFRELETIO DIRS 2N0s ol s, sar6iicanaair ia Pumalne stations 1 and.2, both AWSS water

~ Cc: Higueras, Charles; Filice, Frank; Ngan, Sandy _
Subject: Mayor - Ord inance - Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response General Obligation Bond Election
Importance: High

Dear All,

On behalf of Charles Higueras and Frank Filice, | am forwarding the following files, that were sent to me by Sandy Ngan,
in response to your mquxry to receive documents referenced in the ESER 2014 Ordinance:

e GPR for ESER 2014 Bond Program;

e CEQA Clearance for ESER 2014 Bond Program;

e Class 32 Exem ption— Medical Examiner’s Office (1 Newhall);’
s Final MND - TC&FSD (1995 Evans);

¢ Final MMRP - TC&FSD (1995 Evans).

' Please contact Frank Filice at 415-558-4011 with any questidns you might have.

Best regards,

M. Magdalena Ryor, PhD, LEED AP BD+C, PMP, CCM
Project Manager

Department of Public Works

" Building Design & Corxstruction ( BDC)

City and County of San Francisco

30 Van Ness, 4th Floor

San Francisco, CA 941 02

{415} 557-4659

magdalena.rvonmsfdpw.org

http:/ /www.sfdpw.org

Join the Team. Keep SF Clean.
Take the Giant Sweep pledge:
http://www.sfgiantsweep.or
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e authorize landlords to pass-through 50% of the property tax increases to residential
tenarjts in accordance with Chapter 37 of the Administrative Code;

¢ find ‘that a portion of the proposed bond is not subject to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and adopt finding under CEQA for the remaining portion of the
proposed bond; : -

e find that the proposed bond is in conformity with the eight priority policies of Planning
Code, Section 101.1(b) and consistent with the General Plan; .

o fix the .d-ate of June 3, 2014 and the manner of the election, procedures for voting on the
proposition,. notice of such election and consolidate the special election with the general
election;

» waive the ballot proposition word limit imposed by Municipal Elections Code Section 510; |
e comply w;th Sectio‘n 53410 of the California Government Code regarding restrictions on the
use of bond proceeds; o : T o o
» incorporate (a) Administrative Code Chapter 83, authorizing all contracts funded with the-
proceeds of these bonds be subject to the City’s First Source Hiring Program, and (b)
Chapter 14B, requiring the Local Business Enterprise and Non-Discrimination in Contracting

Ordinance provisions; )

e waive Administrative Code Section 2.34 time requirement provisions; and

® incorporate Administrative Code Section 5.30-5.36 provisions regarding the Citizen’s
General Obligation Bond Oversight Committee annual review and report to the Mayor and
the Board of Supervisors.

Regarding CEQA, both the proposed ordinance and resolution include the following findings:

e Planning »Department’s November 25, 2013 letter determined that funds for the
ot aevEWRrgenoy Firafichting \Watey Suetam [EFAICY. Drojont amd Fetiinn] Flue Solats mo gttt
shall be conducted in accordance with the approved ATP. The ATP shall identify the property

- types of the expected archeological resource(s) that potentially could be adversely affected by the
proposed project, the testing method to be used, and the locations recommended for testing. The
purpose of the archeological testing program will be to. determine to the extent possible the
presence or absence of archeological resources and to identify and to evaluate whether any
archeological resource encountered on the site constitutes an historical resource under CEQA.

At the comp letion of the archeological testing program, the archeological consultant shall submit a
written report of the findings to the ERO. 'If based on the archeological testing program the
archeological consultant finds that significant archeclogical resources may be present, the ERO in
consultation with the archeological consultant shall determine if additional measures are
warranted. Additional measures that may be undertaken include additienal archeological testing,
archeological monitoring, and/or an archeological data recovery program. No archeological data
recovery shall be undertaken without the prior approval of the ERO or the Planning Department
archeologist. If the ERO determines that a significant archeological resource is present and that
the resource could be adversely affected by the proposed project, at the discretion of the project

sponsor either:

A. The propbsed project shall be re-designed so as to avoid any adverse effect on the
significant archeological resource; or :

B. A data recovery program shall be implemented, unless the ERO determines that the
" archeological resource is of greater interpretive than research significance and that
" interpretive use of the resource is feasible. :

Archeological Monitoring Program. If the ERO, in consultation with the archeological consultant,
determines that an archeological monitoring program (AMP) shall be implemented, this AMP
" shall minimally include the following provisions:



BUDGET AND FI NANCE COMMITTEE MEETING

JANUARY 22,2014

. If the proposed $400,000,000 ESER 2014 General Obligation Bond is approved by at least two-
" thirds of th e San Francisco voters, the funds would be used as shown in Table 3 below.

T able 3: Summary of Projects and Coéis for the Proposed 2014 ESER Bond

Projects ' 2014 Bond Explanation
Fire;Stétions $70,000,000 | The ESER 2010 Bond Report ideﬁtiﬁes up to $327 million of
various renovations needed to correct all deficiencies and
rehabilitate and upgrade all 42 Fire Stations and Bureau of
Equipment at 2501 25" Street and Emergency Medical Services
at 1415 Evans Avenue’.
Auxiliary Water 70,000,000 PUC spent 1.5 years assessing and appraising the AWSS system
Supply Systern and identified a $294 million (2013 dollars) need to upgrade,
(AWSS) replace, repair and improve the City’s cisterns and water system
. pipe and tunnel network to withstand potential earthquake.
Police Stations and 30,000,000 | A March 2013 comprehensive facility report identifies up to
Infrastructure $250 million of various mechanical, electrical and other
renovation and seismic upgrades needed to correct all
deficiencies at 9 of 10 police district stations*
. y -The Police Department’s Traffic and Forensic services would be
4 .
POIIC? Depa¢me?ts 165’000-’000 consolidated in a new 110,000 square foot (90,000 sf. for
Traffic Company Forensics + 20,000 sf for Traffic) building at 1995 Evans Avenue -
and Forensic with separate 42,000 sf parking structure. City currently has lease
Services Facil ity6 with purchase option for the site, approved in November 2013,
Medical Examiner 65,000,000 | -The Medical Examiner would be relocated from 18,000 'square_
Facility7 feet in the Hall of Justice at 850 Bryant Street to an existing City-
owned 29,000 square foot ind*ust_rialvwarehoqse at 1 Newhall
Street currently used for City and County storage to add a
second floor for a total 43,000 square foot Medical Examiner
facility, including labs, imedical/autopsy and office space.
Total $400,000,000

3 Bureau of Eguipment is the Department’s Corporation Yard which repairs all Fire Department vehicles and
equipment. Ernergency Medical Services is where the Fire Department locates and manages all City ambulances.
4 The tenth Police District Station is currently being constructed under the 2010 ESER Bond in the MlSSlOﬂ Bay
Area, which will include a new Police Headquarters and a new Southern District Police Station.
5 SEPD’s Traffic Company is located in the Hall of Justice at 850 Bryant Street and is primarily Police Officers on
motoreycles providing traffic enforcement, accident investigations and traffic and pedestrian safety measures,
including for parades and demonstrations.
§ SFPD’s Forensic Services Facilities are also known as the crime labs that examine evidence, including DNA, photo
lab and fingerprint records, with staff to provide expert testimony to support criminal cases, lncludlng crime scene
investigators. Forensic Services are located in (a) the Hall of Justice, (b) vehicle lmpound lot at 450 7™ Street, and
(c) Hunters Point Shipyard.

7 The Medical Examiner is charged with coordinating investigations and certifications of deaths, determining the
cause, circumstances and manner of fatalities in San Francisco.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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FISCAL IMPACTS

Rationale for Proposed Costs
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remediation, etc, shall require archeological monitoring because of the risk these activities

pose to potential archaeological resources and to their depositional context;

*  The archeological consultant shall advise all project contractors to be on the alert for
evidence of the presence of the expected resource(s), of how to identify the evidence of the
expected resource(s), and of the appropriate protocol in the event of apparent discovery of
an archeological resource; '

* ' The archeological monitor(s) shall be present on the project site-according to a schedule
agreed upon by the archeological consultant "and the ERO until the ERO has, in
consultation with project archeological consultant, determined that project construction
activities could have no effects on significant archeological deposits;

» The archeological monitor shall record and be authorized to collect soil samples and
artifactual/ecofactual material as warranted for analysis;

¢ If an intact archeological deposit is encountered, all ‘soils-disturbing activities in the
vicinity of the deposit shall cease. The archeological monitor shall be empowered to
temporarily redirect demolition/excavation/pile driving/construction activities and
equipment until the deposit is evaluated. If in the case of pile driving activity
(foundation, shoring, etc.), the archeological monitor has cause to believe that the pile
driving activity may affect an archeological resource, the pile driving activity shall be
terminated until an appropriate evaluation of the resource has been made in consultation
with the ERO. The archeological consultant shall immediately notify the ERO of the
encountered archeological deposit. The 'archeological consultant shall make a reasonable
effort to assess the identity, integrity, and significance of the encountered ‘archeological
deposit, and present the findings of this assessment to the ERO.

Whether or not significant archeological resources are encountered, the archeo]ogicél consultant
shall submit a written report of the findings of the monitoring program to the ERO.

Archeological Data Recovery-Program. The archeological data recovery program shall be conducted
in accord with an archeological data recovery plan (ADRP). The archeological consultant, project
sponsor, and ERO shall meet and consult on the scope of the ADRP prior to preparation of a draft
ADRP. The archeological consultant shall submit a draft ADRP to the ERO. The ADRP shall
identify how the proposed data recovery program will preserve the signiﬁcant information the
archeological resource is expected to contain. That is, the ADRP will identify what
scientific/historical research questions are applicablé to the expected resource, what data classes
the resource is expected to possess, and how the expected data classes would address the
applicable research questions. Data recovery, in general, shall be limited to the portions of the
bisterical propexty.that.rouldubg, 2dversaly dffestrd duptha pranming Prolsram ot reduedt Tor »/u
million for Fire Stations, $70 million for AWSS and $30 million for the Police Stations and
Infrastructure under the proposed $400 million 2014 ESER Bond, which were included in the
2014-2023 City 10-Year Capital Plan, is based on forecasting models of the amount of funds
needed to improve and maintain these critical public safety facilities over the next six years,
coupled with the restraint of not wanting to increase property taxes over existing levels, such
that additional General Obligation Bonds would only be issued as existing debt is retired.

As noted in Table 3 above:

o the idéntiﬁed total Police Station needs are up to $250 million, with the proposed 2014
Bond to fund $30 million; :
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As shown in Attachment |, the $165,000,000 estimated cost for the Police Department’s Traffic
Company and Forensic Services Facility includes $16,200,000 to purchase the site at 1995 Evans
Avenue. In November, 2013, the Board of Supervisors approved a lease with an option to
purchase this site (File 13-1038). In addition, the proposed size of the Traffic and Forensic
Facility includes potential expansion to accommodate growth of the Police Department’s staff
over the mext 15-20 years. For example, the Forensic Services Division currently has
approximately 90 FTE staff and the proposed facility would accommodate approximately 130
FTE staff. Mr. Strong advises that the Capital Planning Committee is working with the Mayor.
and Contro ller’s Office to identify such potential additional operating costs, which would be
included in the City’s Five Year Financial Plan.

In-addition, the $165,000,000 cost for the Police Department’s Traffic and Forensics facility and
the $65,000,000 cost for the Medical Examiner facility do not include the costs for furniture,
fixtures or equipment, which cannot be paid from the proposed GO bond. Such costs are
estimated at $11.9 million for the Police’s Traffic and Forensics facilities and $10.7 million for
the Medica I Examiner’s facility. Mr. Strong advises that these additional furniture, fixtures and
equipment costs are included in the City’s 5-Year Financial Plan and would likely need to be
funded with General Fund monies, subject to future appropriation approval by the ‘Board of

Supervisors.
Proposed Bond Financing Costs

© If the nroposed  $400,000,000 ESER _@gg_g_[_alqo‘p[_iglgtion Bonds are approved by the San

LVpVUotU plujTLL, | esluLuyve udtd

recovery methods shall not be applied to portions of the archeological resources if nondestructive
methods are practical. ’ ;

The scope of the ADRP shall include the following elements:
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The City’s Charter imposes a three percent limit on the amount of General Obligation Bonds
that can be outstanding at any given time, relative to the total assessed value of property in the
City. The FY 2013-14 total assessed value of property in the City is $173,136,510,972, such that
the three percent limit is currently $5,194,095,329. According to Ms. Sesay, as of December 31,
2013, there was $1,889,683,269 of General Obligation Bonds outstanding, or approximately
'1.1% of the total assessed value of property in the City.

If the subject $400,000,000 of ESER General Obligation Bonds are issued as proposed, the
outstanding General Obligation Bonds would total $2,289,683,269, or approximately 1.3% of
the total assessed value of property. Ms. Sesay notes that the proposed issuances are
consistent with the City’s’approved Ten-Year Capital Plan, which states that General Obiigation
bonds will be issued such that Property Tax rates will not increase above the FY 2006 Property
Tax rates. Therefore, new General Fund bonds would only be issued as outstanding General
Fund bonds are retired.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

It should be noted that the previously authorized 2010 ESER bond and the proposed 2014 ESER
bond address the need to relocate City departments from the Hall of Justice, which has been
determined to be seismically unsafe. A new Police Headquarters and a new Southern District
Police Station, both currently located in the Hall of Justice, are being funded with the 2010 ESER
bond, and will be completed in 2014. If the proposed $400 million ESER bond is approved, the
Police Department’s Forensics Services and Traffic Company as well as the Medical Examiner
* would also be relocated into new facilitiés from the Hall of Justice. However, the District
Attorney, Adult Probation, Police Investigations and Jail #3 and 4, as well as the Superior Court
would still be located in the Hall of Justice. A proposed subsequent ESER General Obligation
Bond would relocate the City’s remaining functions. Mr. Higueras notes that the Superior Court
are under the jurisdiction and responsibility of the State. Jails #3 and 4 will be a General Fund
debt-financed project and is being addressed separately with the Sheriff’s Department.

The proposed 2014 ESER General Obligation bond proposal references the previously
authorized ESER 2010 General Obligation Bond indicating that the 2010 General Obligation
bonds reflected the first phase of funding for improvements to essential public safety facilities.
[n addition, the City’s 2014-2023 Capital Improvement Plan, as recently approved by the Board
of Supervisors, addresses the need for multiple ESER General Obligation Bond measures to be
approved by San Francisco voters to address the City’s additional public safety facility needs. As .
noted in the City’s Ten Year Capital Plan, a third ESER General Obligation Bond is anticipated to
be submitted to the San Francisco voters for approximately $290 million in 2021, to address
" additional Police, Fire, AWSS, Hall of Justice and other City needs.

ll,.,...A.._.__‘ __L_..!_,_... AL 1L - AN A rorn [ . . R P - - . - . - N
Information that may put at risk any archeological resource shall be provided in a separate

removable insert within the final report.

Once approved by the ERO, copies of the FARR shall be distributed as. follows: Califomi;
Archaeological Site Survey Northwest Information Center (NWIC) shall receive one (1? copy an

the ERO shall receive a copy of the transmittal of the FARR to the NWIC. The Environmental
Planning division of the Planning Department shall receive one bound, cne unbound and one
unlocked, searchable PDF copy on CD of the FARR along with copies of any formal. site
‘recordation forms (CA DPR 523 series) and/or documentation for nomination to the. Natlon:jll
Register of Historic Places/California Register of Historical Resources. In instances of high public
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proposed $<400 million bond is presented to the voters, the voters should be fully apprised'of
the previou sly authorized ESER GO bonds approved in 2010 and the likelihood of additional
future subsequent ESER bonds.

RECOMMEMNDATIONS

1. Approve the proposed ordinance (File 13-1190) and resolution (File 13-1189).

2. Request that the City (Ballot Simplification Committee) include language in the subject
bond measure to be placed before the San Francisco voters stating that there was an
initial $412,300,00 General Obligation bond authorization approved for public safety
facilities in 2010, the subject $400,000,000 General Obligation bond would be the
seco nd ESER General Obligation bond measure and that, in accordance with the City’s
Ten-Year Capital Plan, there is likely to be another ESER General Obligation -bond
mea sure submitted to the San Francisco voters.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS® BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
11
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Based on the TBD Consultants Estimate dated 7/9/2013 -100% Attachment | - Page 1 of 2
GSF . . ’
Bidgs Garage
— i 109,682 42,246
Biv. 7 ] " T %, [ -TOTAL | SisF-

01__|FOUNDATIONS 165% 2B75.967] & 2520

02 |BASEMENT CONSTRUCTION 0.00 0 -
03__|SUPERSTRUCTURE 1270 TE78.35%

05__|EXTERIOR CLOSURE 11.95% 7437 68 Z;:gg

06 __|ROOFING 1Y 1,001,502 9.13

07 _[INTERIOR CONSTRUCTION 7.13% 4.425,425] §__40.36

o TAIRS 051% 379,400 45

09 | INTERIOR FINISHES 507%| . 3.4B645]%  28.71

10__|CONVEYING 0.68% 430,000 52

; PLUMBING 5.02% 3116.466] $__2B.41

HVAC 15.87% 851,555 5 89.82

3 [FIRE PROTECTION o 658,410 5.00

4__[ELECTRICAL ; (KKl £839.812] 5 63.27

- |EQUIPMENT 2.31 1,433,650 13.07

,FURNISHINGS 3.55% 2,205,632 § _ 20.11

|SPECIAL CONSTRUCTION 0.64% " 200.000] §  3.05

18 |SELECTIVE BUILDING DENMOLITION 0.50% 560,000 511

19 |SITE PREPARATION B35 757 19

-road equipment tna \_Algb TBvEs o' Vo 1s: L) leduacany nue o

piece ot oft
feasible; (2) would not produce desired emissions reductions due to expected

operating modes; (3) installing the control device would create a safety hazard
or impaired visibility for the operator; or (4) there is a compelling emergency
need to use off-road equipment that are not retrofitted with a CARB Level 3
VDECS and the sponsor has submitted documentation to the ERO that
requirements of this exception provision apply. If granted an exception to
A(1)(b)(ii), the project sponsor must comply with the requirements of

A(1)(c)(iii).

1

2 Equipment with engines meeting Tier 4 Interim or Tier 4 Final emission standards automatically meet this
requirement; therefore, a VDECS would not be required.
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OCME @ 1 Nev ill Street

Attagﬁ%ent [- Page 2 of 2

Based on £he TBD Consuitants Estimate dated 1/30/2013 - 100%
GSF
42,575
Div. # . . . %o TOTAL - " - $ISF
01 GENERAL REQUIREMENTS. 2.91% 81424118 19.12
02 SITE CONSTRUCTION 1.85% 516,606] 12.13
03 CONCRETE 3.88% 1,084,059]$  25.46
05 METALS 11.53% 3,224631| 8 7574
06 WOOD, PLASTIC + COMPOSITE 0.08% 23416[ 8 0.55
07 THERMAL + MOISTURE PROTECTION 2.24% 627418/ $ 1474
08 |OPENINGS ) 1.93% 540,116] $ _ 12.69
09 FINISHES 9.38% 2,623,0068|$ 61.61
10 SPECIALITIES 0.89% 248.411) $ 5.83
11 EQUIPMENT 9.76% 2,728477( 8 64.09
12 FURNISHIN GS 3.71% 1,036,816] § 24.35
13 SPECIAL CONSTRUCTION 8.11% 2,267,476| $  53.26
14 CONVEYING EQUIPMENT 1.00% 280,000{ 8 6.58
21 FIRE SUPPRESSION 1.22% 342,307| $ 8.04
- 22 PLUMBING 5.04% 1,409,931] $ 33.12
23 HVAC 16.56% 4,629,715/ § 108.74
26 ELECTRICAL 11.90% 3,326,031{$ 78.12
27 COMMUNIC.ATIONS 1.58% 442,0261$ _ 10.38
28 ELECTRICAL SAFETY + SECURITY 0.08% 21,288| $ 0.50
31 |EARTHWORK 2.43% 678,739] §  15:94
32 EXTERIOR IMPROVEMENTS 2.85% 796,436| $  18.71
33 UTILITIES 1.05% 294,460] § 6.82
_ |TOTAL DIREECT CONSTRUCTION - :
COSTS 100.0% 27,955,607| $ 656.62
SUB BIDDING CONTINGENCY 3.50% 978,446
DESIGN CONTINGENCY 8.50% 2,459,395
ESCALATION 12.50% 3,924,181
Subtotal - 7,362,022
[ [DIRECT COSTS ESCALATED T 1 35,317,629 |
JOBSITE. MANAGEMENT 5.50% 1,942,470
INSURAN CE + BONDING 1.30% 484,381
FEE . 3.00% 1,117,803
CONSTRUCTION CONTINGENCY 12.00% 3,354,673
CM/GC CONTINGENCY 2.00% - 559,112
ART ENRICHMENT 2.00% 559,112
Subtotal 8,017,551
] [TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COSTS - | 1 43,335,180 |
l PROJECT CONTROL
Client Department Services 1.00% 433,352
DPW Project Management 6.00% 2,600,111
City Administrative Services 1.00% 433,352
Regulatory Agency Approvals 2.50% 1,083,379
AJE Senvices 13.00% 5,633,573
Environmental Services 1.50% 650,028
CM Services 9.00% 3,900,166
Geotech, Surveys, & Data Collection 0.50% 218,676
Move Management ) 1.00% 433,352
Partnering Allowance 0.50% 216,676
- Reserve 6.25% 2,708,449
Total Project Control 35.50% 18,309,113
R Site Control |
Site Purchase -
Division of Real Estate Services - -
Total Site Control ) -
L Finance Costs
DPW Estimate of Cost of Issuance 1.50% 650,028
City Services Audits 0.20% 86,670
CGOBOC 0.10% 43,335.
Total Finance Costs 1.80% 780,033 .
| “Other Misc. Costs
1. Preliminary Planning - 1600 Owens 1,220,000
2. Interior Signage 63,863
3. Telecom/Data Wiring & Devices 255,450
4, Security/Fire Alarm Wiring & Devices 336,544
5. AV Wiring ’ 103,863
6. Escalation 507,202
2,486,922
' Total Project Budget 3 1 64,911,248

212

midpoint - Jan. 16, "15

$123,790/month'- 14-month schedule
CM/GC
% of construction direct cost

% of construction direct cost |
% of construction direct cost

allowance
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"engine Certncation (11er Tating), NOISEepOwer, engine Serial NUMper, and expecrea ruef
usage and hours of operation.

For VDECS installed: technology type, serial number, make, model, manufacturer, CARB
verification number level, and installation date and hour meter reading on installation
date. For off-road equipment using alternative fuels, reporting shall indicate the type of
alternative fuel being used ' ‘

5. The EMP shall be kept on-site and available for review by any persons requesting it and a
legible sign shall be posted at the perimeter of the construction site indicating to the
public the basic requirements of the EMP and a way to request a copy of the Plan. The
project sponsor shall provide copies of the EMP to members of the public as requested.
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Wﬁat will this vOte_rebackéd bond do?

The ESER 2014 bond addresses San - . Relocate and seismically upgrade the traffic
Francisco’s emergency response capital " company and forensic services fgcilities
shortcomings. The proposed projects ‘ _ o
" and programs are the result.of a citywide * * designand construct seismically )
assesstment of essential infrastructure " safe structures, professional work
improvement needs. . environments, and the facilities necessary
for the San Francisco Police Department
ESER 2014 will: _ / to function effectively during and after
: ‘ ' * natural disasters and other calamities
— ' Seismically upgrade ncighborhood fire - . when emergency responsc capabilities will
stations o ' be critical :
= rehabilitate and seismically upgrade - - Relocate znd seismically upgrade the
selected neighborhood fire stations medical examiner's facility .
throughout the City . - '
- ‘ ) « provide a seismically safe structure, -
* Seismically upgrade the emergency ' professional work cnvi{onn?ents, and
‘firchighting water system (also referred to ©.morgue nccesse.u'.y-for citywide emergency
" at the Auxiliary Water Supply System or response capabllm;s by the medical
.. AWSS) examiner

 construct additional cisterps that provide

ve vadihie UeLuplait veiug -

use of rideshare, transit, bicycle, and walk modes for trips to and from the Proposed Project. The

TDM plan should include such measures as the following to reduce single occupancy vehicles and
encourage alternate modes of travel: '

* Ensure that bicycle safety strategies are developed along the Evans Avenue side of the
property (e.g., avoiding conflicts with private cars accessing the parking garage on the
east side of the property);

* Facilitate access to the Evans Avenue and Cesar Chavez Street bike routes through on-site
signage;

* Require that the points of access to bicycle parking include signage indicating the location
of these facilities;

* Facilitate access to carshare spaces (on the first level of the parking deck) through on-site
signage;

L)
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SAN FRANCISCO
.PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Certificate of Determmatlon 1650 Missian St

Exem ption from Environmental Review Sute 400
’ ’ San Francisco,
. CA 94103-2479
Case No.: 2012.1172E : o
. - eception:
Pmezct Title: 1 Newhall Street : 415.558.6378
Zoning: PDR-2 (Core Production, Distribution, and Repair) Use District
65-] Height and Bulk District : Fax
Block/Lot: . 4570/030 . 415.558.6409
-Lot Size: 46,980 square feet s Planning
. : . ' ‘ tnformation:
Project Sponsor:  John Matthies, SFDPW . . 415.558.6377
(415) 5574659 :
Staff Contact: Christopher Espiritu ~ (415) 575-9022

chnstopher.espxrltu@sfgov.org
' PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The proposed project would include the interior expansion and re-use of an existing industrial warehouse
building to accommodate the new Office of the Chief Medical Examiner (OCME) facility. The existing
building, constructed in 1986, is an approximately 28,875-square-foot (sq ft), two-story structure that has
been primarily used for office/warehouse and is currently vacant. The proposed project would include
an interior expansion of the second floor from 5,854 sq ft to 21, 012 sq ft, seismic upgrades to existing
foundations, and a rooftop replacement, resulting in a 5-foot increase in building height from 25 feet to
approximately 30 feet {not including an additional 13 feet for a rooftop mechanical screen wall). The first
floor would remain at a total of 23,021 square feet. The proposal would expand the total building square
footage by 15,158 sq ft to a total of 40,033 sq ft. No expansion of the existing building footprint would
occur. :

EXEMPT STATUS:
Categoncal Exemption, Class 32 (State CEQA Guldehnes Section 15332)

REMARKS

See next page.

DETERMINATION:

I do hdreby certify thT the above determination has been made pursuant to State and Local requirements.

i e for - oy 30™ 207

Sarah B. Jones L Date
Acting Environphental Review Officer

cc: John Matthies, SFDPW, Project Sponsor Supervisor Malia Cohen, District 10
Distribution List - Virna Byrd, MD.E
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Exemption freom Environmental Review ‘ ' ' ’ Case No. 2012.1172E
' ' 1 Newhall Street

PROJECT DEESCRIPTION (continuedy):

" As part of the programmatxc changes to the buﬂdmg, the OCME facx_hty would introduce new uses such
as a medical complex (autopsy), 2 forensics laboratory, field mvest1gat10n facilities, minor administration,
" and other building support functions. The existing 44—space park:mg lot would be reconﬁgured to provide
23 secured parking spaces for staff use and seven (7) public parking spaces located at the western and
southern portions of the lot, respectively. The project site is located within the block surrounded by
Cargo Way tor the north, Newhall Street to the south Jennings Street to the east, and Mendell Street to the
west, in the Bayview neighborhood.

REMARKS:

In-Fill Development. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) State Guidelines Section 15332, or
Class 32, provides an exemptlon from environmental review for in-fill development projects which meet

the fol]ompﬂgL 1chndﬂ:lons

LLALISTU LU UG VA IO LI LIVEE DAL 382 S48 W tea L3 B4 tat tess aberm o —mm= mom (g == === —oom - o

Improvement Measure -TR-3: Queue Abatement

As an improvement measure to reduce the potential for queuing of vehicles accessing the
project site, the SFPD should ensure that recurring vehicle queues do not occur on Evans
Avenue or Toland Street adjacent to the site. A vehicle queue is defined as one or more
vehicles (destined to the parking facility) blocking any portion of the Evans Avenue or Toland
Street sidewalk or travel lanes on Evans Avenue or Toland Street travel lane for a consecutive
period of three minutes or longer on a daily and/or weekly basis. :

If the Planning Director, or his or her designee, suspects that a recurring queue is present, the
Planning Department should notify the SEPD in writing. Upon request, the SFPD should hire
a qualified transportation consultant to evaluate the conditions at the site for no less than,
seven days. The consultant should prepare a monitoring report to be submitted to the
Planning Department for review. If the Planning Department determines that a recurring -
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Exemption from Environmental Review S o Case No. 2012.1172E
' 1 Newhall Street

Traffic. The project site is located within the block surrounded by Cargo Way to the north, Newhall
Street to the south, ]enmngs Street to the east, and Mendell Street to the west, in the Bayview
neighborhood.

Based on the trip rate for office use in the Planning Department’s Transportation Impact Analysis
Guidelines for Environmental Review (Guidelines) (October 2002), the proposed project would generate
an estimated 725 average daily person-trips, of which there would be about 62 p-m. peak hour person-
trips (generally between 4:00 to 6:00 p.m.). These peak. hour person-trips would be distributed among
various modes of transportation, including 42 automobile person-trips, 12 transit trips, five (5) walking
_. trips, and two (2) trips by other means; which include bicycl‘es and motorcycles. This would result in
about 32 p.m. peak hour vehicle trips. This change in traffic in the project area as a result of the proposed
project would ‘be undetectable to most drivers, although it could be rioticeable to those immediately -
adjacent to the project site. The proposed project would add a small increment to the cumulative long-
term Iraffic increase on the local roadway network in the neighborhood and to other'land use and
development changes in the region. However, the volume of additional trips would ‘not result in
- considerable contributions to any intersection cumulative impacts.

Vehicular access would be prov1ded through two curb cuts on Newhall Street at the secured parking lot
on the northwest side and at the visitor parking lot on the southwest side at Newhall Street. There would
be adequate on-site queuing space on the ramp which would prevent queuing of the vehicles accessing’
the project on Newhall Street. The effect on traffic flow on Newhall Street from project vehicles entermg
and exiting both secured and visitor parking lots would therefore, not be substantial.

Parkin ing. In addition to the existing parking lots located on the project site, street parking is also available
on all adjacent streets with weekly parking restrictions for street cleaning. The proposed project would
prowde approximately 30 parking spaces on an existing at-grade parking lot. Approximately 23 parking
* spaces would be provided in a secure lot located at the northwest side of the project site. Seven (7) visitor
parking spaces would be provided for visitors and would be located at the south side of the site. Access
to the secured parking lot would be provided through a new curb cut on the northwest side of Newhall
Street, while access to the visitor parking lot would be provided through an existing curb cut located at
the southwest side of the lot at Newhall Street. In addition, eight (8) bicycle parking spaces would be
provided at the visitor lot through four (4) secured bicycle lockers and four (4) unsecured blcycle spaces
(bike rack). :

The parking demand for the riew uses associated with the proposed project was determined based on the

methodology presented in the Transportation Guidelines. Based on the methodology, on an average
weekday, the demand for parking would be about 94 spaces. The proposed project would include 30 off-
street parking spaces (23 secured parking and 7 public parking spaces). Thus, the project would have an
estimated unmet parking demand of 64 spaces. While the proposed off-street parking spaces would be
less than the anticipated parking demand, the resultmg parking deficit would. not be considered a

SAN FRANGISCD ) ' . 3 .
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Recommendation:  Finding the pfoposed General Obligation Bond, on
balance, is in conformity with the General Plan

i/, 7/
Recommended (/4 4 % -
By: I,john‘ﬁj’taim, Director of Planning

" |

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The City Administrator, on behalf of the City and County of San Francisco is pioposing a $400
_million Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response (ESER) Bond for the June 2014 ballot. The
purpose of the ESER 2014 Bond is to fund repairs and improvements that will allow San
Francisco to more quickly and effectively respond to a major earthquake or other disaster. The
ESER 2014 Bond program builds on the 2010 Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond
that funded a wide range of projects. : " :

The ESER 2014 Bond Program is made up of 5 compbnents:

www.sfplanning.org
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Exemption from Environmental Review - Case No. 2012.1172E
1 Newhall Street

therefore not cause a substantial iricrease in the amount of pedestrian and vehicle conflicts. Sidewalk
widths are sufficient to allow for the free flow of pedestrian traffic. Pedestrian activity may marginally
increase as a result of the proposed project, but not to a degree that could not be accommodated on local
sidewalks or would result in safety concerns. Although the proposed project would result in an increase
in the number of vehicles in the project vicinity, this increase would not substantially affect bicycle travel
and safety in the area.

Loading. The existing building provides three (3) loading docks with overhead doors at the north end of
the Iot. The proposed project would continue to use the approximately 12-foot wide x 32-foot long
loading spaces and provide a new canopy above the overhead doors. The loading area would require the
installation of a new curb cut locatéd on the northwest side of the parking lot at Newhall Street to access
to the secured parking lot and loading bays/docks. The loading dock would accommodate loading
demand and would have no significant impacts.

" Construction. During the project construction period, construction-related trucks would travel inand out
of the site. It is not anticipated that any construction-related lane dosure would be required; however, if
required, a lane closure permit would be secured to accommodate this work. Lane and sidewalk closures
are subject to review and approval by the Department of Public Works (DPW) and the Transporlaﬁdn
Advisory Staff Committee (TASC), which consists of representatives from the Fire Department, Police -
Department, MTA Traffic Enginéering Division, and Department of Public Works. TASC provides
recommendations to minimize the effects of construction projects on the {g;blicd?%l}-g&wa% a‘l;,éslga’
Newhall Street by adding second floor resulting 1(1':‘ bul;;g;g 11t7azlE) O B
separ'ate Ca’fégOrleil ExemP.ﬂO; ha?cz(: %1151222 E‘e'l?)sceate Tra.ffic Company and Forensic
5. Traffic Cogl?:fny o FOrenSIf_f “;W ite at 1995 Evans, involves demolition of existing 4
Services Division (FSD) to single site ion of new 4-story 100,000 squae foot
structures at current 1995 Evans and construction o Iy 1 tructure. Draft
building along with separate two-story 47,000 square foot Parkn;‘lg Sauc )
mitigiated Negative Declaration (Case #2013.Q34ZE) has been prepared.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW | . -
Not a project, per CEQA Guidelines Section 15378 (b)(4) - The c1‘:e.at10n.of gove.mment : Sul;nli
mechanisms which do not involve any commitment to any specific project which n';aSy ;gls) _
a potentially significant physical impact on the environment. (2013.1597R November 25, 20

| GENERAL PLAN COMPLIANCE AND BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION

annin artm i al
Based on a review of the application, the Pl g Dip ?;tl ~fmc.is ﬂ;, gzcgizs;i ?gefiras
igati i i i ight Priority Policies of Planning .
Obligation Bond is consistent with the Eig : ' ; e
i ' is Findi - d is, on balance, in-conformity wi
described in the body of this Findings Letter and 15, (1-CO / p
ject ici General Obligation Bond is approvea,
ing Objectives and Policies of the General Plan. If the '

zf;clilz;%% pro}ects that receive Bond funding may require separate General Plan Rg’erml(s) and. other

Planning Department authorizations and approvals. . ’ _



Exemption from Environmental Review ' Case No, 2012.1172E
1 Newhall Street

exceed 80 A-vweighted decbels (dBA) at a distance of 100 feet from the source. Impact tools (such -as
jackhammers =nd impact wrenches) must have both intake and exhaust muffled to the satisfaction of the
Director of Pueblic Works. Section 2908 of the Police Code prohlblts construction work between 8:00 p.m.
and 7:00 a.m, .. if noise would exceed the ambient noise level by 5 dBA at the project property line, unlessa -
special permi t is authorized by the Director of Public Works. Construction noise impacts would be
temporary aned intermittent in nature. Considering the above, the proposed project would not result ina
significant 1mpact with respect to noise. :

r Quality. In accordance with the state and federal Clean Air Acts, air pollutant standards are
1dent1f1ed for the following six criteria air pollutants: ozone, carbon monoxide (CO), particulate matter .
(PM), nitroger dioxide (NO2), sulfur dioxide (502) and lead. These air pollutants are termed criteria air .

e rmh A e mn £ A s o A s mabas AR e Fersaa o x aaluvn atW e banld] wiui’:.ti"’}.fl.’i‘ﬁ? borad evitariz ac.

POLICY 1.3 :
Assure that new construction meets current structural and life safety standards.
The proposed construction of new 4-story 100,000 square foot building along with separate two-story
. 47,000 square foot parking structure at 1995 Evans and all resulting new bulldzngs should meet current
structural and life safety standards.

POLICY 1.5 :

Support development and amendments to buildings code reqmrements that meet C1l'y
seismic performance goals.

The Critical Firefighting Facilities and Infrastructure Component of the 2014 ESER Bond proposes
sezsmzc retrofit of 42 ﬁzczlztzes throughout the city to be determined through consultation.

_POLICY 115 _
Abate structural and non-structural hazards in City-owned structures. . - :
The proposed bond supports upgrading the City's aging irifrastructure and enhance emergency response '
for the hzghest level of health, safety and welfare achievable for all San Franciscans

POLICY 116 . '
Preserve, consistent with life safety considerations, the architectural character of bulldmgs
_ and structures important to the unique visual image of San Francisco, and increase the
likelihood that architecturally and h1stor1cally valuable structures will survive future
earthquakes.
Older buildings are among those most vulnerable to destruction or heavy damage from alarge
earthguake. A major earthquake could result in an irreplaceable loss of the historic fabric of San
. Francisco. The City needs to achieve the related goals of increasing life safety and preserving these
buildings for future generations by increasing their ability to withstand earthquake forces. When new
' programs are being considered to abate hazards posed by existing buildings and structures, the likely
impacts of those programs on historic buildings must be thoroughly investigated. The resulting
programs should encourage the retrofit of historic buildings in ways that preserve their architectural
" design character while increasing life safety.

SAN FRANGISGD : : 3
PLANNING DEPARTMENT . . . .



Exemption from Environmental Review " Case No. 2012.1172E
1 Newhall Street

varmnvald At A Adeanbad 2.

opportunity and to carry out Tretrofit pro]ects A number of City buzldzngs have already béen structuraity
upgraded utilizing bond financing. K :

SAN FRANCISCO R : 4
PLANNING DEPARTMENT ‘ .
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Exemption from Environmental Révigw ‘ ' - ' : Case No. 2012.1172E .
‘ 1. Newhall Street

archeological resources. Thus, no environmental concerns involving cultural resources would be

associated with the proposed project.

Geologic and Seismic Hazards. Project construction would include excavation and the use of precast
concrete piles for the seismic retrofit of the existing building. The proposed project would be required to
conform to the San Francisco Building Code, which ensures the safety of all new construction in the City.
Geologic and seismic hazards are considered as part of the Department of  Building Inspecjﬁon {(DBI)
review proces s. Background information provided to DBI would provide for the security and stability of
“the éubject bueilding and adjoining properties during construction. Potential damage to structures from
geologic hazaxds on the project site would be addressed through the DBI requirement for a geotechnical
report and review of the building permit application pursuant to DBI implementation of the Building
" Code. In light of the above, no environmental concerns involving geologic and seismic hazards would be

associated with the proposed project.

Hazardous Materials. The proposed project would involve subsurface soils work for seismic upgrades
and the placement of a new elevator. A Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment* was conducted and

concluded that there was no evidence found during the siie reconnaissance to indicate thal curreqni or
historical actiwities conducted on the property have contributed to contamination of subsurface soil or
groundwater in the area of the property. In addition, any interior work involving the handling and
- removal of hazardous building materials, such as asbestos-containing materials and lead-based: paint,
would cdmply with federal, state, and local regulations. Therefore, no environmental concerns involving '

hazardous materials would be associated with the proposed project.

Neighborhood Concerns. A "Notification of Project-Receiving Environmental Review" was mailed on
March 29, 2013, to community organizations, tenants of the affected property, and properties adjacent to
the project site, and those persons who own property within 300 feet of the project site. No members of
the public commented on the 'proposed project. :

SUMMARY: |
CEQA State Guidelines Section 15300.2 states that a categorical exemption shall not be used for an

BRSO RUNES TR SRR UL £ 4R, SR, il have a significant effect on the
Planning Code Section’ 101.1 establishes Eight Priority Policies and requires review of
discretionary approvals and permits for consistency with said policies. The Project, $35 million
of the $195 million 2012 Neighborhood and Waterfront Park General Obligation Bond,
proposed to be placed on the November 2010 ballot, is found to be consistent with the Eight

Priority Policies as set forth in Planning Code Section 101.1 for the following reasons:
Eight Priority Policies Findings :

~ The subject project is found to be consistent with the Eight Priority Policies of Planning
Code Section 101.1 in that: : :

SAN FRANCISGD . \ : 6
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AN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Final Mitigated Negative Declaration

PMND Date: October 2, 2013; Amended on November 15, 2013 (amendments to the 1650 Mission St.
PMND are shown in deletions as striketheugh; additions in gmﬁ;&m
double underline) CA 94103-24789

Case No.: 2013.0342E Reception:

Project Title: 1995 Evans Avenue / San Francisco Police Department (SFPD) 415.558.6378
Forensic Servicg Division (FSD) & Traffic Company (TC) Fax

Zoning: Industrial Use District PDR-2: Core Production, Distribution, and 415.558.6400

o Repair — Bayview . - . : . '
80-E Height and Bulk District panning

Block/Lot: Block 5231 / Lots 002B, 004, 005 and 006 415.558.6377

Lot Size: 96,000 square feet '

Project Sponsor:  San Francisco Police Department

Contact: Magdalena Ryor, San Francisco Department of Public Works

Lead Agency: San Francisco Planning Department

- Staff Contact: Elizabeth Purl- (415) 575-9028
elizabeth.purl@sfgov.org -
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The site of the proposed project is 1995 Evans Avenue, at the southeastern corner of the intersection of
Evans Avenue and Toland Street in the northern part of the Bayview neighborhood of San Francisco. The
site comprises Lots 002B, 004, 005, and 006 of Assessor’s Block 5231. Four buildings, totaling
approximately 40,500 square feet (sf) in floor area, occupy the site. Between 1954 and 2005 the site was
used by the Parisian Baking Company. Recent use includes newspaper printing and warehousing.
Currently, the buildings and site parking lot are vacant, with the exception of occasional unauthorized
parking. The proposed project entails demolition of the existing buildings and construction of a new
128,000-sf building with a separate 47,000-sf parking garage to house the San Francisco Police
Department's (SFPD) Forensic Services Division (FSD) and Traffic Company (TC). The FSD is a division
of the SFPD’s Investigation Bureau with a forensic testing laboratory that examines evidence and
provides expert testimony to support criminal cases. The TC includes a fleet of motorcycle police officers
who provide traffic enforcement, accident investigations and education. The project would accommodate
approximately 285 full time equivalent employees.

FINDING

This project could not have a significant effect on the environment. This finding is based upon the criteria
of the Guidelines of the State Secretary for Resources, Sections 15064 (Determining Significant Effect),
15065 (Mandatory Findings of Significance), and 15070 (Dedision to Prepare a Negative Declaration), and
the following reasons as documented in the Initial Evaluation (Initial Study) for the project, which is
attached. Mitigation Measures are included in this project to avoid potentially significant effects (see

page 127).

| www.sfplanning.org
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In the independent judgment of the Planning Department, there is no substantial evidence that the
project could have a significant effect on the environment. -

MNocwder [8,2012

SARAH B. JONRS ' Date of Issuance of Final P&[itigated
Environmental Review Officer Negative Declaration
cc Magdalena Ryor, Project Sponsor

Malia Cohen, Supervisor, District 10
Julian Bafales, Neighborhood Planner
Distribution List, Bulletin Board, Master Decision File
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6. ‘Lhat the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss
of life in an earthquake.
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| - . RECEIVED
AN FRANCISCO MAYBR'S OFFICE

S
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 300 13 py 5,47
Final Mitigated Negative Declaration
PMND Date: October 2, 2013; Amended on November 15, 2013 (amendments to the 1650 Mission St.
PMND are shown in deletions as strikethoush; additions in ' gla’rlxtel:faon?:isco,
‘ double underline) : CA 94103-2479
‘Case No.: 2013.0342E : Receplion:
Project Title: . 1995 Evans Avenue / San Francisco Police Department (SFPD) - 415.558.6378
Forensic Service Division (FSD) & Traffic Company (TC) _
Zoning: Industrial Use District PDR-2: Core Production, Distribution, and 415.558.6400
Repair — Bayview
“ 80-E Height and Bulk District {:‘;‘;‘r'r’:{agm
Block/Lot: . Block 5231 / Lots 002B, 004, 005 and 006 " 415.558.6377
Lot Size: 96,000 square feet
Project Sponsor:  San Francisco Police Department
Contact: Magdalena Ryor, San Francisco Department of Public Works
Lead Agency: San Francisco Planning Department '
Staff Contact: * Elizabeth Purl- (415) 575-9028

elizabeth.purl@sfgov.org
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The site of the proposed project is 1995 Evans Avenue, at the southeastern corner of the intersection. of
Evans Avenue and Toland: Street in the northern part of the Bayview neighborhood of San Francisco. The
site comprises Lots 002B, 004, 005, and 006 of Assessor’s Block 5231. Four buildings, totaling
approximately 40,500 square feet (sf) in floor area, occupy the site. Between 1954 and 2005 the site was
used by the Parisian Baking Company. Recent use includes newspaper printing and warehousing.
Currently, the buildings and site parking lot are vacant, with the exception of. occasional unauthorized.
parking. The proposed project entails demolition of the existing buildings and construction of a new
128,000-sf building with a separate 47,000-sf parking garage to house the San Francisco Police
Department's (SFPD) Forensic Services Division (FSD) and Traffic Company (TC). The FSD is a division
of the SFPD’s Investigation Bureau with a forensic testing laboratory that examines evidence and
provides expert testimony to support criminal cases. The TC includes a fleet of motorcycle police officers
who provide traffic enforcement, accident investigations and education. The project would accommodate
_approximately 285 full time equivalent employees.

FINDING :
This project could not have a significant effect on the environment. This finding is based upon the criteria

bropositioné imposed by Municipal Elections Code Section 510; complying with the
restrictions on the use of bond proceeds specified in Section 53410 of the California ,
Government Code; incorporating the provisions of the Administrative Code, Sections 5.30 —
5.386; and waiving the time requirements specified in Section 2.34 of the Administrative

Code.

Please note this item is cosponsored by Supervisor Chiu.

| request that this item be calendared in Budget and Finance Committee on January 22",
2014. : _ .



<

In the inde pendent judgment of the Planning Department, there is no substantial evidence that the
project coul d have a significant effect on the environment. ' '

A | INEP Z%EZOIB
SARAHB. ION}% : ' Date of Issuance of Final Mitigated

Environmertal Review Officer Negative Declaration

cc Magzdalena Ryor, Project-Sponsor
Malia Cohen, Supervisor, District 10
Julizzn Banales, Neighborhood Planner
Dist ribution List, Bulletin Board, Master Dedsion File
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| INITIAL STUDY |
1995 EVANS AVENUE / SAN FRANCISCO POLICE DEPARTMENT
FORENSIC SERVICES DIVISION AND TRAFFIC COMPANY
PLANNING DEPARTMENT CASE NUMBER 2013.0342E

A PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Location

The site of the proposed project is 1995 Evans Avenue, at the southeastern cormer of the intersection of
Evans Avenue and Toland Street in the northern part of the Bayview neighborhood of San Francisco.
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Figure 3. Photographs of Current Uses

Clockwise from top left: Storefront fagade of the main building at the comner of Evans Avenue and Toland Street looking southwest.
View of main building looking along Toland Street to the east. West corner of the storefront facade of the main building at the corner
of Evans Avenue and Toland Street looking east. Eastern side of main building looking southeast along Evans Avenue.

Case No. 2013.0342E 4 + 1995 Evans Avenue / SFPD FSD/TC
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The closest San Francisco Municipal Transit Agency (SFMTA) Bus Route is No. 19 from Hunters Point to

Fisherman's Wharf, which stops on Evans Street at Napoleon Street to the north of the site. The Evans Street

stop for the T-Third Street rail line is approximately one-half mile from the site. -

Project Characteristics

The proposed project entails demolition of the existing buildings, removal of pavement, and construction of
a new building with a separate parking garage to house the San Frandisco Police Department's (SFPD)
Forensic Services Division (FSD) and Traffic Company (TC) (Figure 5). The FSD, a division of the SFPD’s
Investigation Bureau, is a forensic testing laboratory that examines evidence and provides expert testimony
to support cases involving firearms, forensic biology (DNA), narcotics, arson debris, gunshot residue from
the hands of shooters, and forensic documents. The TC, an independent command within the SFPD’s Field
Operations Bureau, operates a fleet of solo motorcydle officers who provide traffic enforcement, accident
investigations, and education. The TC is presently housed at the Hall of Justice building at 850 Bryant Street
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Proposed FSD/TC Building
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TABLE -1. PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS FOR THE NEW FORENSIC SERVICES DIVISION AND
TRAFFIC COMPANY BUILDING AND PARKING GARAGE ’

Uses

FSD/TC Building

FSD Operation TC Operation

Parkin_g Garagé

Public Services Uses

Forensic testing laboratories and
laboratory support

63,000 sf

Forensic Services Division administrative
offices and support areas

27,000 sf

Traffic Company administrative offices and
support areas :

- 18,000 sf -

Commonr areas and building support
(stairs, toilets, conference rooms,
mechanical and electrical facilities,
houseke eping, etc.)

20,000 sf

Traffic Company vehicle operations
(police motorcycle fieet, sworn office
vehicles, and impounded cars)

47,000 sf

Total

128,000 sf

47,000 sf

Number of Employees

178

120

Building Characteristics

-Height

80 feet

Number of stories

Number of showers

11

Number of lockers

130

Number of loading areas

Parking spaces

Sworn-officer personal vehicles

TC motorcycles

Impound vehicles

Bicycles

Car share

16 Class 1 and eight Class 2

; 2

Source: Information provided by project sponsor.

Case No. 2013.0342E
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' Constructiory of the facility is anticipated to take 30 months. Demolition of existing structures would occur
during 2016 and is anticipated to require three months to complete. Limited excavation would be required
for installation of subsurface structures, such as the elevator shafts, diesel fuel tanks, and a water storage
tank. Excavation of 1,100 cubic yards (éy) of soil is anticipated to a depth ranging from approximately 5 to
over 24 feet. The site grade would be raised by about three feet with approximately 10,000 cy of fill Pile
driving for support of the FSD/TC building and parking garage foundations would be conducted for a
period of four months. The total duration of construction is estimated to be 30 months, beginning in 2016
and ending in 2018. Hours of construction are expected to be from 7:00 am. to 5:00 p.m. The estimated cost

of the project is $55,500,000. »

Required Approvals

William Spencer Conip,any of Brisbane, California, owns the property on which the project would be
constructed. The City and County of San Francisco plans to purchase the property from the current owner.
Funding for the purchase would be obtained via the Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond

Program.

The proiect would require the fo]lowgg approvals from the City aﬁd County of San Francisco
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B. PROJECT SETTING

The site of the proposed project is an approximately 2.2-acre parcel in the northem part of the Bayview
ne1ghborhood of San Francisco at 1995 Evans Avenue, on the southern corner of the intersection of Evans
Avenue and. Toland Street. The property is bordered by public roadways, with Toland Street on the western
edge and Eva.ns Avenue on the northern edge The eastern property edge abuts a parcel owned and used by

71 e e R A AT fant wndo dmantiva roilw [
; i ] |
7yt 1 E“




. The project site lies within an 80-E height and bulk district that comprises several city blocks in the core
of the PDR-2 district. This core is surrounded on all sides by a 65-J height and bulk district. Most (90 percent)
of the residential areas beyond are in a 40-X height and bulk district, with some in 45-X, 48-X, 55-X, 65-X,
68-X, and OS (open space) height and bulk districts. Notable exceptions to this pattern are San Francisco
General Hospital, located three quarters of a mile northwest of the site in a 105-E height and bulk district,
and the area north of Islais Creek, about one-half mile northeast of the site, which includes some 68-X, 80-E,
and 85-X height and bulk districts centered on the Third Street corridor and its intersections with 25t Street
and Cesar Chavez Street. : '

Case No. 2013.0342E 21 1995 Evans Avenue / SFPD FSD/TC
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C. COMPATIBILITY WITH ZONING, PLANS, AND POLICIES

Applicable Not Applicable

Discuss arny variances, special authonzatlons, or changes proposed to the Planning Code or & D

Zoning Map, if applicable. .

Dlscuss any comflicts with any adopted plans and goals of the C1ty or Region, if apphcable X . |
K Ll

Dlscuss any ap provals and/or permits from City departments other than the Planning
Departmenit or the Department of Building I.nspechon, or from Regional, State, or Federal

Agencies. .

San Francisco Planning Code -

The San Francisco Planning Code (Planning Code), which incorporates the San Francisco Zoning Maps,
governs permitted uses, densities, and configuration of buildings within San Francisco. Permits to construct
new buildings (or to alter or demolish existing ones) may not be issued unless the proposed project either
conforms to the Planning Code or is granted an exception pursuant to provisions of the Planning Code.
Because the project site is ereater than one-half acre in size, a PUD would be required for anv exceptions to
the Planning Code, The proposed project approvals would include a PUD to address the project’s provision

of a smaller number of off-street parking spaces than is required by the Planning Code.

Use District
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» Ifan exception is granted pursuant to A(1)(c)(ii), the project sponsor shall provide the -
next cleanest piece of off-road equipment as provided by the step down schedules
shown in the table below.

OFF-ROAD EQUIPMENT COMPLIANCE STEP-DOWN SCHEDULE

Compllance , : Engme Emlssmn 1. E"“55'°"5 )
“Alternative " Standard * | o v Conitfol
1 Tier 2 CARB Level 2 VDECS
2 Tier2 CARB Level 1 VDECS
3 Tier 2 : Alternative I;uel *

*Alternative fuels are not VDECs

HOW TO USE THIS TABLE:

If the requirements of (A)(1)(b) cannot be met, then the project sponsor would need
1o meet Compliance Altemative 1. Shall the project sponsor not be able fo supply
off-road equipment meeting Compliance Alternative 1, then Compliance Alternative 2
would need to be met. Shall the project sponsor not be able to supply off-road
equipment meeting Compllance Alternafive 2, then Compliance Altemative 3 would
need to be met. .

2. The project sponsor shall require the idling time for off-road and on-road equipment be limited
to no more than fwo minutes, except as provided in exceptions to the applicable state regulations
regarding idling for off-road and on-road equipment. Legible and visible signs shall be posted in

——nanmy muydtinla bumgaﬂpc (Bralich . Crmominls (Thisasa) fm Japlomre 1 ot o4 .

seismic re€rofitling of Neighborhood Fire and Police Statlons, the Emergency
‘Fireﬁghting Water System,.seismical_ly secure fa:cilities for the Medical Examiner, the
Poliée Dep artment’s Traffic Company, and the Police.Depar\tment’s Forensic Services
lf)ivisién, and other critical infrastrﬁcture and fabiﬁties for eérthquake safety and related
costs nece ssary or convenient for the foregoing purposes; authorizing landlords to |
pass-throu gh 50% of the resulting property tax increase to residential tenants in
accordance wifh Chapter 37 of the Administrative Code; finding that the estimated cost’
of such ;')_roposed project is and will be too great fo be pa‘id out of the ordinary annual
income and revenue of the City and County and will require expe_nditures greater than
the amount allowed therefor by the annual tax levy; reciting the estimated cost of such |

proposed project; fixing the date of election and the manner of holding such election

-and the procedure for voting for or againsf'the propoéition: fixing the maximum'rate of

interest on such bonds and providing for the levy and collection of taxes to pay both
principal and interest; prescribing notice to be given of such election; finding thata
portion of the proposed bond is not a project under the California Environmental
Qualityv Act (CEQA) and adopting findings under CEQA for the remaining portion of the

proposed bond; finding that the proposed bond is in conformity with the eight priority







Improvement Measure I-TR-2: Construction Measures

The Department of Public Works (SFDPW) should require the following of the construction
contractor: "

1) Construction contractors should be prohibited from scheduling any truck trips, such as
concrete mixers, heavy construction equipment, and materials delivery, etc, to the
construction sites during the a.m. (7:00 to 9:00 am.) and p.m. (4:00 to 6:00 p.m.) peak
commute periods. _

2) All construction activities should adhere to the provisions in the City’s Blue Book, including
those addressing sidewalk and lane closures. To minimize construction impacts on nearby
businesses and residents, the SFMTA should alert motorists, bicyclists, and nearby property
owners of upcoming construction through its existing website and other available means,
sch ae distribrfinn. of. flvews emallensat, ookl g e T i TRETIU Tisaay,

23 the 3rd day of June, 2014, for the purpose of submitting to the electors of the City a

24 proposition to incur bonded indebtedness of the City for the project described in the amount

25 and for the purposes stated:

Mayor Ed Lee, Supervisor Chiu

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 2
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G. PUBLIC NOTICE AND COMMENT

A "Notification of Project Receiving Environmental Review" was mailed on July 23, 2013, to interested
parties. The Planning Department received one comment letter in response to the notice. The commenter
expressed concerns regarding street-flooding that consistently occurs at the project location during
moderate rainfall. The commenter suggested that a corrective measure for the flooding shall be
incorporated into the 1995 Evans Project given project would be undertaken by the City and County of
San Francisco. Section E.15 addresses hydrological setting for the project and addressees the potential
flooding imppacts of and to the project itself. The project will result in a decrease in storm water runoff
from the 1995 Evans property when compared to existing conditions, but will not ameliorate flooding in
the project vicinity. Measures to reduce existing flooding in the general area, not related to the project,
are not addressed in this environmental document.

Case No. 2013.0342E 134 o 1995 Evans Avenue / SFPD FSD/TC
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H. DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial study:

| I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a signiﬁcant effect on the environment, and
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

PXI I find that although the proposed project could have a s:gmﬂcant effect on the enﬁroment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been
made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

will be prepared.

[7] 16ind that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT i is reqmred |

] 1 find that the proposed pro)ect MAY ha\re a "potentxal!y significant impact” or potenhally
significant inless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect (1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2)
has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on
attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze
only the effects that remain to be addressed.

[ 1find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, no further environmental
documentation is required.

pate (2foler /,. 2013

Sarah B. Jones v
Environmental Review Officer
for

. John Rahajm
Director of Planning

Case MNo. 2013.0342E 135 . 1995 Evans Avenue / SFPD FSDITC
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| LIST OF PREPARERS

Initial Study Authors

San Francisco Planning Department
Environmen tal Planning Division
1650 Missiom Street, Suite 500 -
San Francisco, California 94103
Environmental Review Officer: Sarah B. Jones
Senior Environmental Planner: Lisa Gibson

" Bnvironmental Conrdinator: Elizabeth Purl

stations and related facilities (collectively, the “Police Facilities and lnfrastructure”)

D. MEDICAL EXAMINER FACILITY. A portion of the. Bond shall be allocated to
design and construct a seismically secure structure for the Medical Examiner to enhance the
chief medical examine'r’é Citywide earthquake safety and éme’rgency resbonse capabilities
(the “Medical Examiner Facility”). N |

E.. POLICE TRAFFIC COMPANY AND POLICE FORENSICS SERVICES
DIVISION FACILITIES. A portion. of the Bond shall be allocated td design and construct a
seismically secure structure to house both the Police Department’s Traffic Company and the
Police Department'’s ForenSIc Servxces Division to enhance the police department’s Citywide
earthquake safety and emergency response capabilities (the “Traffic Company and Forensic
Services Division Facility”).

F. CITIZEN'S OVERSIGI-i.T COMMITTEE. A portion of the Bond shall be used to
perform audits of the Bond, as further described in Section 15.

| The proposed uses and amounts describ-ed in fhis Section 3_Iare estimates only and,

with the exception of Section 3F above, are subject, without limitation, to review and revision

Mayor Ed Lee, Supervisor Chiu

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ‘ . : Page 4
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Section 6. The Bond Special Election shall be held and conducted and the votes

received and canvassed, and the returns made and the resul’;s ascertained, determined and

declared as provided in this ordinance and in all particulars not recited in this ordinance such

election shall be held according to the laws of the State of California (the "State") and the

Charter of the City (the "Charter") and any regulations adopted under State law or the Charter

providing for and governing elections in the City, and the polls for such election shall be and

Section 7. The Bond Special Election is consolidated with the General Eléctioh

remain open during the time required by such laws and regulations.

scheduled fo be held in the City on Tuesday, June 3, 2014. The voting precincts, polling

placés and officers of election for the June 3, 2014 General Election are hereby adopted

established, designated and named, respectively, as the voting precincts, polling places and.
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deteribrating cisterns, pipes, and tunnels, and related facilities to ensure ﬁreﬁghters a reliable

water supply for fires and disasters; improving and/or replacing neighborhood fire and police

Mayor Ed Lée, Supervisor Chiu
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levy provided, levy and collect annually each year until such bonds are paid, or until there is a

sum in the Treasury of said City, or other account held on behalf of the Treasurer of said City,

set apart for that purpose to meet all sums coming due for the principal and interest on the

bonds, a tax sufﬁcient to pay the annual interest on such bonds as the same becomes due

“and also such part of the principal thereof as shall become due before the proceeds bf a tax

levied at the time for making the next general tax levy can be made available for the payment

of such principal.

Mayor Ed Lee, Supervisor Chiu
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Page 7

190

19
20

21

22
23

24
25



13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20 .

21
22
23
24
25

.. r_-;:
E Bs g Se
-4 3 = PR g 5 25
o3 £ * sz s
5 o . & & g —
if I S it
" N 5 o 4 2 B SE
[a) = = U m'gm Z o
E < o} N E A &M B °
< wn &
5 . :
[}
Ol & -~ TENE
2lp > T4E%
U:E-g.e EEEz<a
Z|2 € & RBEE T
SIERS 298¢ w.E
=] e 0O 2388 3, .
= =lak 228870
oF & 55452l
B AdS8 Awd
0~
g
[ [=1
< = <SR,
o B 255
& 5 'S'EEEB
B 5] g 5 ‘g‘bg
S sS85 P8
= oS A Y
S
=y E
%‘35 E‘Eg. w
-~ o~
c‘.‘*g a°§g8 =
8 o FERE =
] 32 o
¢k 5832 :
: <B848%
] ) g
c&dE o e . £ 2 e
e 29 = BEgg ¥ oo E :
$E.3ET.5 8% s EEESIE.IELE
EEEETEET P2 igziiiiyiilat 3
899887 5T £ 3 9 @'Y o o g v oy )
2 g SEdugp . £8§ REgg oS e8nggadssa 3]
EEEEET8c 59 sETEeBRiSLiiti: S
5E3EEeSEE 52 ST EREiEsicEil 2
] EEEEHBz2 S5 SREECFEESESTLE h
e erVVvsS Project is not subject t6 CEQA because as the establishment of a government -

financing mechanism that does not involve any commitment to specific projects to be

constructed with the fund's, it is not a project as defined by CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.

.The use of bond proceeds to finance any project or portion of any project with funds for the

EFWS Project portion of the Bond will be subject to approval of the Board upon completion of

| planning and any further required environmental review under CEQA for the individual EFWS

projects.

' (i) Critical Firefighting Facilities and Infrastructure. For the reasons set forih in the
letter from the Environmentai Review Officer of the Planning Department, dated November
25, 2013, a copy of which is on file with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 1‘31190 and
incorporated by reference, the Board finds that the bond proposal as it relates to funds for

Critical Firefighting Facilities and Infrastructure is not subject to CEQA because as the

establishment of a government financing mechanicrm Hhat Araa mef imunism AR e .o g 4o
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131190 and which is incorporated into this ordinance by this reference. In issuing the FMND
the Plahning Department determihed that the Traffic Company and Forensic Services Division
Facility project could not have a significant éffect on the environment.

(@  The Board hereby adopts as its own the CEQA findings for the .Trafﬁc Company
aﬁd Forensic Services Division-Fécility project made by the Planning Department ih the
FMND. - |

(b)  The Board has reviewed and considered thé'information éontéined in the EMND

and all other documents referenced in this Ordinance as being on file with the Clerk of the
Board in File No. 131190, '

() The Trafﬁc Company and Forensic Services Division Facility project as reflected
in this ordinance ié consistent with the project described in the FMND and would not result in

any significant impacts not identified in the FMND nor cause significant effects identified in the

FMND to be substantially more severe.

(d) ~ In accordance with CEQA, the Board has considered the mitiqation meastres

Exhibit 2-6
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construction hours and operational traffic would be reduced to a less than significant level as

described in the FMND.

Mayor Ed Lee, Supervisor Chiu
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be applied only for such specific purpose. The City will comply with the requirements. of
Sections 53410(0) and 53410(d) of the California Government Code.

Section 15. The Bonds are subject to, and incorporate by reference, the applicable
provisions of Administrative Code Sections 5.30 — 5.36 (the "Citizens’ General Obligation
Bond Oversight Committee™). Undef Section 5.31_ of the Citizens’ General Obligation Bond

Oversighf Committee, to the extent permitted by law, one-tenth of one percent (0.1%) of the

Mayor Ed Lee, Supervisor Chiu - .
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shall the City and County of San Francisco issue $400,000,000 in general obligation
bonds, subject to citizen oversight and regular audits? :

: The ordinance fixes the maximum rate of interest on the Bonds, and provides for a levy
and a collection of taxes to repay both the principal and interest on the Bonds. The ordinance

also describes the manner in which the Bond Special Election will be held, and the ordinance

provides for compliance with applicable state and local laws.

Background Information

The Board of Supervisors found that the amount of specified for this project is and will be too
great to be paid out of the ordinary annual income and revenue of the City, and will require
expenditures greater than the amount allowed therefor by the annual tax levy. '
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2014 ESER Bond does not specify which Fire Stations, Police Stations or AWSS projects which would be

renovated or the scope or specific work that would be completed for each station or project.

Fiscal Impacts
The $165,000,000 cost for the Police Department’s Traffic Company and Forensic Services Facility

includes $16,200,000 to purchase the site at 1995 Evans Avenue and includes potential expansion to

accommodate growth of the Police Department’s staff over the next 15-20 years. The Capital Planning
Committee is working to identify such potential additional operating costs, which would be included in

‘the City’s Five Year Financial Plan.

The $165,000,000 cost for the Police Department’s Traffic and Forensics facility does not include $11.9

million and the $65,000,000 cost for the Medical Examiner facility does not include $10.7 million for the

costs for furniture, fixtures or equipment, which cannot be paid from the proposed GO bond. The
additional furniture, fixtures and equipment costs will likely need to be funded with General Fund

monies, subject to future appropriation approval by the Board of Supervisors.
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ecommendations

Approve the proposed ordinance (File 13-1190) and resolution (File 13-1189).
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be placed before the San Francisco voters stating that there was an initial $412,300,00 General
Obligation bond authorization approved for public safety facilities in 2010, the subject $400,000,000
General Obligation bond would be the second ESER General Obligation bond measure and that, in
accordance with the City’s Ten-Year Capital Plan, there is likely to be another ESER General Obligation

Request that the City (Bailot Simplification Committee) include language in the subject bond measure to
bond measure submitted to the San Francisco voters.
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The Fire Stations and the new Public Safety Building projects totaling $303,300,000 are being



Wong, Linda (BOS)

- From: Ngan, Sandy [Sandy.Ngan@sfdpw.org]
Sent: ' Tuesday, January 14, 2014 10:19 AM
To: Wong, Linda (BOS); Young, Victor
Cc: Maglaque, Sheila B.; Higueras, Charles; Roux, Kenneth
Subject: RE: Mayor - Ordinance - Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response General Obligation
Bond Election

" Attachments: ( Agreement to Implement_BDC-PM13093011020.pdf

Linda and Victor,

Thanks for the meeting this morning. Per our discussion, attached is the Agreement to Implement (it has a signature)
that should be kept in the same file as the MMRP for the Traffic Company & Forensics Services Division component of
the ESER Il Bond. With this, | believe we are good on the rest.

Please feel free to give me a call if you have any additional questions about the ESER 2014 Bond.

Thanks,

SANDY NGAN

REGULATORY AFFAIRS

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS .
INFRASTRUCTURE DESIGN & CONSTRUCTION
30 Van Ness Ave., 5™ Floor

San Francisco, CA 84102

T | (415) 558-4092

= | Sandy.Ngan@sfdpw.org

From: Filice, Frank

Sent: Monday, January 13, 2014 12:56 PM

"To: Wong, Linda; Ngan, Sandy

Cc: Maglaque, Sheila B.; Higueras, Charles; Roux, Kenneth

- Subject: FW: Mayor - Ordlnance Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response General Obligation Bond Election
Importance: High

Sandy please connect with Linda Wong at the Clerk of The Board office to review the Board legislation and point out

" how each of the attached documents fits into the bond Ieglslatlon Linda off‘ce is at room 244 City Hall. Thisis a straxght

forward exercise.

Frank V. Filice

Manager of Regulatory Affairs

San Francisco Department of Public Works
Infrastructure Design & Construction

30 Van Ness Ave 5th Floor

415.558.4011 (Phone)

415.558.4519 (fax)
frank.filice@sfdpw.org
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Agreement to Implement Mitigation Measures 1omg hesion St
o San Francisco,
Case No.: 2013.0342E | chstmEn
Project Title: 1995 Evans Avenue / San Francisco Police Department (SFPD) Receplion:
Forensic Service Division (FSD) & Traffic Company (TC) #15.558.6378
Zoning: Industrial Use District PDR-2: Core Production, Distribution, and Fax
: Repair - Bayview o 415.558.6409
* 80-E Height and Bulk District Planning -
Block/Lot: Block 5231 / Lots 002B, 004, 005 and 006 Information:
Lot Size: 196,000 square feet ' 415.558.6377
Project Sponsor:  San Francisco Police Department '
Contact: Magdalena Ryor, San Francisco Department of Publlc Works
Lead Agency: San Francisco Planning Department
Staff Contact: Elizabeth Purl- (415) 575-9028

elizabeth.purlesizov.org

MITIGATION MEASURES

The project sponsor has agreed to implement the following mitigation measures.

Mitioatinn Yascura M.CD_2: Arnhnnlnnu Dasauenne (Tartineg)

EAFLN o o

tanks (Ashbury and Jones) and the Twin Peaks Reservoir, and more limited repairs to the 135
miles of high-pressure underground connectlng pipes. These projects are expected to be
completed by 2018.

In addition to the above-described previously authorized 2010 $412,300,000 ESER General
Obligation Bond, the City’s 2014-2023 Ten-Year Capital Plan, approved by the Board of

~ Supervisors-in April of 2013 (File 13-0228), identifies the need for a 2014 ESER $428 million GO

" Bond. This $428 million bond includes (a) $70 million for additional Fire Stations, (b) $70
million for additional AWSS improvements, (c) $30 million for Police Stations, (d) $165 million -

" for a new P olice Department Forensic Services and Traffic Division facility, (e} $65 million for a
new Medical Examiner facility, and (f) $28 million to seismically improve or relocate the City’s
Animal She lter. According to Mr. Brian Strong, Director of the Capital Planning Program, the
$28 million to seismically improve or relocate the City’s Animal Shelter was removed from the
$428 million ESER Bond proposal, resulting in a need for $400 million bond, because more time
was needed to fully evaluate the needs for the facility, estimated detailed costs and to obtain
CEQA certification and clearances.

DETAILS OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION

File 13-1190: The proposed ordinance would call and provide for a special election to be held
in San Francisco on June 3, 2014 in order to submit to San Francisco voters a proposition to
incur $400, 000,000 of General Obligation bonded indebtedness to finance the construction,
acquisition, improvement and seismic retrofitting of Neighborhood Fire and Police Stations,
the Emergency Firefighting Water System, seismically secure facilities for the Medical
Examiner, the Police Department’s Traffic Company and the Police Department’s Forensic
Services Division and other critical infrastructure and facilities.



Agreement €o Implement Mitigation Measures : 2013.0342E
September 27, 2013 : ' . - 1995 Evans Avenue

Consultation with Descendant Communities: On discovery of an archeological sitel associated with
descendant Native Americans, the Overseas Chinese, or other descendant group an appropriate
representative of the descendant group and the ERO shall be contacted. The representative of the
descendant group shall be given the opportunity to monitor archeological field investigations of
the site and to consult with ERO regarding appropriate archeological treatment of the site, of
recovered data from the site, and, if applicable, any interpretative treatment of the associated
archeological site. A copy of the Final Archaeological Resources Report shall be provided to the
representative of the descendant group.

Archeological - Testing ngmm: The archeological consultant shall prepare and submit to the ERO

nuravéepuy ndearrurel an, archenlngical desting .nlan (ATEY ical_testing program .

In addition, both the proposed ordinance (File 13-1190) and proposed resolution (File 13-1189): '

¢ find that the estimated cost of the proposed capital improvement projects are too great to
be paid out of the ordinary annual income and revenue of the City and County of San
Francisco and will therefore require expenditures greater than the amount allowed in the
existing annual tax levy; . ’

o fix the maximum rate of interest on the bonds and provide for the levy and collection of
property taxes to pay both the principal and interest on the bonds;

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS " BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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Agreement to Implement Mitigation Measures - _ : 2013.0342E
September 27, 2013 1995 Evans Avenue

what project activities shall be archeologically monitored. In most cases, any soils-
disturbing activities, such as demolition, - foundation removal, excavation, grading,

yilities, inptallation.. oundation ysuk. Arivinsspt mifes e iacaFaEngnelng ritues

and Infrastructure are not subject to CEQA because the proposed legislation only
establishes a proposed government ﬁnancmg mechanism which would enable
potential projects to be constructed with these funds. However the proposed
ordinance states that, upon completion of the necessary planning, any further required
environmental review under CEQA for such individual projects would be required and
subject to approval by the Board of Supervisors;

- Planning Department’s determination on May 30, 2013 Fnds that the Medial Examiner
Facility is categorically exempt, as an infill development project;

» Planning Department’s November 18, 2013 Final Mitigated Negative. Declaration for
the Traffic Company and Forensic Services Division Facility finds that this project would
not have a significant effect on the environment with the mitigation measures,

monitoring and reporting program to be imposed as condltlons on the implementation.

of this project approved by this ordinance.

Approval of the proposed $400,000,000 of General Obligation Bond (GO Bond) would require
approval by two-thirds of San Francisco voters. The use of GO Bond proceeds to finance any
project or portion of any project would also be subject to future appropriation approval by the

Board of Supervisors, subsequent to completion of planning and any further required -

environmental review under CEQA for mdrvndual projects.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS : BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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Agreement £o Implement Mitigétion Measures : ' 2013.0342E
September 27, 2013 1995 Evans Avenue

e  Field Methods and Procedures. Descriptions of proposed field strategies, procedures, and
oper-ations. '

e Cataloguing and Laboratory Analysis. Description of selected cataloguing system and
artifact analysis procedures.

e  Discard and Deaccession Policy. Description of and rationale for field and post-field discard
and deaccession policies.

» Inteapretive Program. Consideration of an on-site/off-site public interpretive program
during the course of the archeological data recovery program.

e Security Measures. Recommended security measures to protect the archeological resource
from vandalism, looting, and non-intentionally damaging activities.

«  Final Report. Description of proposed report format and distribution of results.

e Curation. Description of the procedures and recommendations for the curation of any
recovered data having potential research value, identification of appropriate curation
facilities, and a summary of the accession policies of the curation facilities.

Human Remains and Associated or Unassociated Funerary Objects. The treatment of human remains
and of associated or unassociated funerary objects discovered during any soils disturbing activity .
shall comply with applicable State and Federal laws. This shall include immediate notification of
the Coroner of the City and County of San Francisco and in the event of the Coroner’s
determination that the human remains are Native American remains, notification of the California
State Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) who shall appoint a Most ‘Likely
Descendant (MLD) (Pub. Res. Code Sec. 5097.98). The archeological consultant, project sponsor,
and MLD shall make all reasonable efforts to develop an agreement for the treatment of, with
appropriate dignity, human remains and associated or unassociated funerary objects (CEQA
Guidelines. Sec. 15064.5(d)). . The agreement shall take into consideration the appropriate
excavation, removal, recordation, analysis, custodianship, curation, and final disposition of the
human remains and associated or unassociated funerary objects. -

Final Archeological Resources Report. The archeological consultant shall submit a Draft Final

Archeological Resources Report (FARR) to the ERO that evaluates the historical significance of

any discovered archeological resource and describes the archeological and historical research
_methods emvloved in the archeological testing/monitoring/data recovery program(s) undertaken.
Francisco voters in June of 2014, Ms. Nadia Sesay, Director of the Office of Public Finance
-anticipates that these bonds would be sold in four issuances between 2015 and 2021, as shown
in- Attachment 1. According to Ms. Sesay, the $400,000,000 of ESER General Obligation Bonds
are projected to have an annual interest rate of 6.0 percent over approximately 20 years, with
. annual debt service payments extending from 2015 through 2040, depending on the issuance.
Overall, these bonds will result in estimated total debt service payments of $688,978,400,
including $288,978,400 in interest and $400,000,000 in principal, with estimated average
annual debt service payments of $26,499,169.

Repayment of such annual debt service will be recovered through increases to the annual
Property Tax rate. As summarized in Attachment I, a single family residence with an assessed
value of $500,000, assuming a homeowners exemption of §7,000, would pay average annual
additional Property Taxes to the City of $48.06 per year to cover the debt service on the
proposed $400,000,000 ESER General Obligation Bonds. As shown in Attachment 1l, the actual
amount of additional Property Taxes for such a homeowner from the proposed $400 million
bond would range from $3.28 to $74.53 per year. o '

T T N T, ST



Agreement to Implement Mitigation Measures - .2013.0342E
September 27, 2013 1935 Evans Avenue

interest in or the high interpretive value of the resource, the ERO may require a different final
report content, format, and distribution than that presented above.

Mitigation Measuré M-AQ-2: Construction Emissions Minimization

Construction Emissions Minimization Plan. Prior to issuance of a construction permit, the project
sponsor shall submit a Construction Emissions Minimization Plan (EMP) to the Environmental
Review Officer (ERO) for review and approval by an Environmental Planning Air Quality
Specialist. The EMP shall detail project compliance with the following requirements:

1. All off-road equipment greater than 25 horsepower and operating for more than'20 total
hours over the entire duration of construction activities shall meet the following
requirements:

a) Where access to alternative sources of power are available, portable diesel engines
shall be prohibited;

b) All off:roéd equipment shall have:

¢ Engines that meet or exceed- either United States Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA) or California Air Resources Board (CARB) Tier 2 off-road
emissions standards; and : .

s Engines that are retrofitted with a CARB Level 3 Verified Diesel Emissions
Control Strategy (VDECS).?

¢) . Exceptions:

e« Exceptions to A(1)(a) may be granted if the project sponsor has submitted
information providing evidence to the satisfaction of the ERO that an
alternative source of power is limited or infeasible at the project site and that
the requirements of this exception provision apply. Under this circumstance,
the sponsor shall submit documentation of compliance with A(1)({D) for onsite
power generation.

¢ Exceptions to A(1)(b)ii) may be granted if the project sponsor has submitted

information providing evidence to the satisfaction of the ERO that a particular
nowever, a review ol Ufe ZULu’e>eK pond indicat@$ TRat the VETer Information Pamphlet did
npt report to the voters that there were anticipated to be additional ESER General Obligation
bond measures to further improve San Francisco’s public safety facilities. While the City’s Ten-
Year Capital Plan are public documents, for full disclosure and transparency purposes, if the

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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Agreement to Implement Mitigation Measures | 2013.0342E
September 27,2013 , _ 1995 Evans Avenue

e If an exception is granted pursuant to A(1)(c)(ii), the project sponsor shall
provide the next cleanest piece of off-road equipment as provided by the step
down schedules shown in the table below.

OFF-ROAD EQUIPMENT COMPLIANCE STEP-DOWN SCHEDULE

Compliance Engine Emission - Emissions
Alternative Standard Control
1 Tier 2 . CARB Level 2 VDECS
2 . Tier 2 CARB Level 1 VDECS
3 Tier 2 Altemative Fuel *

*Alternative fuels are not VODECs

HOW TO USE THIS TABLE:

If the requirements of (A)(1)(b) cannot be met, then the project sponsor
would need to meet Compliance Alternative 1. Shall the project sponsor not
be able to supply off-road equipment meeting Compliance Aftemative 1,
then Compliance Alternative 2 would need to be met. Shall the project
sponsor not be able to supply off-road equipment meeting Compliance
Altemnative 2, then Compliance Altemnative 3 wouid need to be met.

2. The project sponsor shall require the idling time for off-road and on-read equipment be
limited to no more than two minutes, except as provided in exceptions to the applicable
state regulations regarding idling for off-road and on-road equipment. Legible and visible
signs shall be posted in multiple languages (English, Spanish, Chinese) in designated
queuing areas and at the construction site to remind operators of the two minute idling
limit. '

3. The project sponsor shall require that construction operators properly maintain and tune
equipment in accordance with manufacturer specifications.

4. The EMP shall include estimates of the construction timeline by phase with a description
of each piece of off-road equipment required for every construction phase. Off-road
equipment descriptions and information may include, but is not limited to: equipment
type, equipment manufacturer, equipment identification number, engine model year,

3 PR Y 2 (]

20 TSTTE INPROVENENTS 253 T630,370] 5 1466
21 __|SITE MECHANICAL UTIUTIES 0.46% 287,600 262
22 ISITE ELECTRICAL UTILITIES 0279 167.760). 1.53
23 _ JOTHER SITE CONSTRUGTION 0.95% 596,550, 5.44
24 |PARKING STRUCTURE 10.37%) - 6,435,657 58.68
. TOTAL DIRECT CONSTRUCTION R R I y
cosTS - _160.0%) ° 62057,479]$- 56579
GC.CONSTRUCTION CONTIGENCY ~ 3.00% 1,851;'724 )
DESIGN CONTINGENCY 15.00% - . 9,587,881
ESCALATION 20.00% 14701417 midpoint - June
X 701, - 18, 2018
Subtotal 26,161,022
[ IDIRECT COSTS ESCALATED | 1 88,208,501 | : H
JOBSITE MANAGEMENT 7.00% 6,174,585 245,984/, ;
INSURANCE + BONDING 2.50% 2,359,577 245 SB4imontt; 25 monihe
FEE 3.00% 2,831,493 CM/GC
CONSTRUCTION CONTINGENCY 10.00% 6,205,748 % of construction direct cost
CM/GC CONTINGENCY 2.00% 1,241,150 % of construction direct cost
ART ENRICHMENT 2.00% 1.241,150 % of construction direct cost
Subtotal K 20,053,712
[ ]TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COSTS 1 | 108,262 213 | |
[ PROJECT CONTROL ' 1
Client bepanment Services . 0.50% 541,311
DFW Project Management 4.00% 4,330,489
City Administrative Services 0.75% 811,967
.Regulato'ry Agency Approvals 2.25% 2,435,900
AIE.Sennces 12.50% 13,532,777
Environmental Services 1.00% 1,082,622
CM Services 9.00% 8,743,509

980!&5:!1. Surveys._& Data Collection 0.25% 270,656



Agreement to Implement Mitigation Measures - 2013.0342E
September 27,2013 ' : 1995 Evans Avenue

Reporting. Monthly reports shall be submitted to the ERO indicating the construction phase and
off-road equipment used during each phase including information required in A(4). In addition,
for off-road equipment using alternative fuels, reporting shall include actual amounts of
alternative fuel used.

Within six months of completion of construction activities, the project sponsor shall submit a final
report summarizing construction activities to the ERO. The final report shall indicate the start and
end ‘dates and duration of each construction phase. For each phase, the report shall include
detailed information required in A(4). In addition, for off-road equipment using alternative fuels,
reporting shall include the actual amount of alternative fuel used.

Certification Statement and On-site Requirements. Prior to the commencement of construction
activities, the project sponsor must certify: (1) compliance with the EMP, and (2) that all applicable
requirements of the EMP have been incorporated into contract specifications. ~

3
Mitigation Measure M-A?( Best Available Control Technology (BACT) for Diesel Generators
1

All dies_ef generators shall have engines that: (1) meet Tier 4 Final or Tier 4 Inferim emission
standards, or (2) meet Tier 2 emission standards and are equipped with a California Air Resources
Board (CARB) Level 3 Verified Diesel Emissions Control Strategy (VDECS).

IMPROVEMENT MEASURES

The project sponsor has agreed to implement the following improvement measures.

Improvement Measure I-TR-‘1: Transportation Demand Management

As an improvement measure to reduce the parking shortfall and encourage use of alternate
modes, the project sponsor should develop and implement a Transportation Demand
Management (“TDM") Plap desi o ingle oo __Tmmnlﬁ- - :

i kR L Ul
ot a H ) .
e S
2014 Earthquake Safety. g
o ' . . qhi c?;mm? not tavclve
and Emergency Response Bond:?%ggq&l?ga R
' ' ISR inpaek onthe.

Safeauardina San Francicco  @oems o



Agreement to Implement Mitigation Measures ) L . 2013.0342E
September 27, 2013 ‘ 1995 Evans Avenue

s Require a TDM contact person who would be responsible for conducting employee
surveys, coordinating carpool/ridematch services, and conducting annual TDM events;

e Provide information to employees and visitors on transit options and locations where
transit passes can be purchased; and )

o Require a transit pass subsidy for FSD and TC employees purchasing transit. passes.

These measures would be in addition to those set of citywide commuter benefits provided to all
City employees that allow them to reduce their monthly commuting expenses for transit,
bicycling, vanpooling, and parking. — '

Improvement Measure I-TR-2: Construction Measures
The Departrment of Public Works (SFDPW) should require the following of the construction

contractor:

1. Construction contractors should be prohibited from scheduling any truck trips, such as
concrete mixers, heavy construction equipment, and materials delivery, etc, to the
construction sites during the am. (7:00 to 9:00 am.) and p.m. (4:00 to 6:00 p.m.) peak

- commute perjods. '

7. All construction activities should adhere to the provisions in’ the City’s Blue Book,
including those addressing sidewalk and lane closures. To minimize construction impacts
on' nearby businesses and residents, the SFMTA should alert motorists, bicyclists, and

- nearby property owners of upcoming construction through its existing website and other
available means, such as distribution of flyers, emails, and portable message or
informational signs. Information provided should include contact name(s) for the SFMTA
project manager, public information officer, andfor the SFMTA General Enforcement
‘Division contact number (311). '

3. Construction contractors should encourage construction workers to use carpooling and

goghlim tmnmeit o tha canebriction cite in nrder to minimize parking demand. | _ . ,
: & -emergency source of water for rojects & Cost {millions)

. . firefighting . programs
~+. repair, replace and improve the most Neighborhood $70
:- . vulnerable components of the emergency - | "Gt

firefighting water system pipe and tunnel e otafions -
network to withstand a major earthquake Emergency .. §70
address safety and seismic reliability Firefighting
conicerns at the core facilities Water System

- o District Police 830
S call ade district poli i -
exsm_x y upgrade distric pc-o ce stations. | Stations - | |
# rchabilitate and seismically upgrade - | Traffic Company $165
- selected police district stations throughout - [-and Forensic '
tl;‘;ICifY -y et Services Facilities .
* - address a broad range of deficiencies, Off £
beginning the renovation and/or th —ince o E ' $65
. : Chief Medical

replacement of up to nine of the ten
district stations Examiner

Total . $400




Agreement to Implement Mitigation Measures ' 2013.0342E
September 27, 2013 1995 Evans Avenue

queue does exist, the SFPD should abate the queue within 90 days from the date of the written
determination.

I agree to implement the above mitigation measure(s) as a condition of project approval.

' Pro%tv‘aﬁ'mev enf/SJgnamﬁ Date 7 V4

[{e]
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

(Ronaral Plan Rafarral ' . 1650 Mission St.

a) The project is consistent with applicable general plan designations and policies as well as with applicable zoning
designatinr1s. - :
The San Francisco General Plan, which provides general policies and objectives to guide land use decisions,
_ contains some policies that relate to physical environmental issues. The proposed project would not
conflict with any such policy. The project site is located within the Core Production, Distribution, and
‘Repair (PDR-2) zoning district and a-65-J Height and Bulk district in the Bayview neighbothood. The
proposed use is permitted with a Conditional Use authorization from the Planning Commission per
Section 227(d) of the San Francisco Planning Code (Planﬁing Code) which would authorize establishment of
a nonindustrial Public Use within the district. At apf:roadmately- 30 feet in height, the proposed building’
would comply with the 65-] height and bulk district. ' '

b) The development occurs within city limits on a site of less than five acres surrounded by urban uses.

The approximately 1.1-acre (46,980 sf) project site is located within a fully developed area of San
Francisco. The surrounding uses include warehouses, light industrial, parking, offices, and residential
uses. The proposed project, therefore, would be properly characterized as in-fill development of less than
five (5) acres, completely surrounded by urban uses. '

¢) The project site has no habitat for endangered, rare, or threatened species. .

The project site is within a developed'urba.n area and occupied by existing development, with minirnal
landscaping, including hedges, ground cover, and street trees. Thus, the project site has no value as
habitat for rare, threatened, or endangered species. - '

d) Approval of the prbject would not result in any signiificant effects relating to b’uﬁ'ic, noise, air quality, or water
quality. ' - '

SAN FRANGISCO - ) 2
PLANMING DEPAATMENT .
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GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL a CASE NO. 2013.1597R.
. L . ' 2014 EARTHQUAKE SAFETY

AND EMERGENCY RESPONSE BOND (ESER)

1. Critical Firefighting Facilities and Infrastructure: seismic retrofit of 42 facilities
" throuaghiout the city to be determined through consultation; no specific projects
identified. : ‘

2. Emergency Firefighting Water System: . construct additional cisterns, improve
Emergency Firefighting Water system pipe and tunnel network; no specific projects
identified. ‘ : ' , ' S ,

3. Police Facilities and Infrastructure: address highest priority needs at its 9 district
stations and related facilities ie, academy, stables and shooting range; no specific
projects identified. ' '

4. Medical Examiner Facility: major building alteration to reuse existing structure at 1
Exemption irOm Environmental Keview } o e s T LR IO coannma. fae L
1 Newhall Street

significant impact. An unmet demand of 64 parking spaces associated with the project would not have a
substantial ad verse impact on overall parking conditions in the vicinity. Parking conditions are not static,
as parking supply and demand varies from day to day, from day to night, from month to month, etc.
Hence, the awailability of parking spaces (or lack thereof) is not a permanent physical condition, but
changes over time as people change their modes and paiterns of travel. ’

Further, to the extent that lack of parking c_ancoufages people to switch mode, the resulting shifts to transit
service would be in keeping with the City’s “Transit First” policy and numerous San Francisco General
Plan Policies. The City’s Transit First Policy, established in the City’s Charter Article 8A, Section 8A:115,
provides that “parking policies for areas well served by public transit shall be designed to encourage
travel by public transportation and alternative transportation.” As discussed below, the project area is
well-served by local public transit (Muni lines 19 Polk and 44 OrShaughnessy) and bike routes (5, 7, 65,
and 70), which provide alternatives to auto travel. C ' ’

' There may be secondary physical ehvironmental impacts, such as increased traffic .cohgesti_on at
intersections, air quality impacts, safety impacts, or noise impacts caused by congestion. The
traneportation analysie accounts for potential secondary effects, such as cars circling and locking for a2
parking space in areas of limited parking supply, by assuming that all drivers would attempt to find
parking at or near the project site and then seek parking farther away. if convenient parking is -
unavailable. The secondary effects of drivers searchihg for parking is typically offset by a reduction in
vehicle trips due to others who are aware of constrained parking conditions in a given area and thus,
choose to reach their destination by other modes (i.e, walking, biking, transit, taxi). If this occurs, any
secondary environmental impacts which may result from a shortfall in parking in the vicinity of the
proposed project would be minor, and the traffic assignments used in the transportation analysis as well
as in the associated air quality, pedestrian safety, and noise analyses, reasonably addresses poteﬁtial

secondary effects.

Transit, Bicycles, and Pedestrians. The 19 Polk and 44 O’Shaughnessy Muni lines run on Evans Avenue
approximately 800 feet south of the projecf site. No other transit lines are located near the project site. A
dedicated bicydle lane runs along Evans Avenue which connects to a shared bicycle route (Route 5) .
running along 3 Street to the east of the project site. In addition, bicycle routes 7, 68, and 70 are also
located near the project site. Pedestrian circulation is served by built sidewalks and painted crosswalks in
the surrounding area. The proposed change of use from officefwarehouse to public use for the Office of
the Chief Medical Examiner would not generate substantial additional trips and thus, would not

.— e






GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL . - CASE NO. 2013.1587R '

- 2014 EARTHQUAKE SAFETY
AND EMERGENCY RESPONSE BOND (ESER)

Comment: If the proposed General Obligation Bond is approved, individual pro]ects that receive funding
to seismically strengthen or retrofit a landmark or building of historic significance should be incorporate
measures to preserve existing historic design features and elements as well as to take measures to
incregse the buz’lding s charices of surviving future earthquakes.

POLICY 1.18
Identify and replace vulnerable infrastructure and critical service lifelines in high-risk areas.

The Critical Firefighting Facilities and Infrastructure component of the bond proposes seismic retrofit of -
facilities to be determined through consultation.

POLICY 1.21
Ensure plans are in place to support populatxons most at risk during breaks in lifelines.

The proposed bond supports upgrading the City’s aging infrastructure and enhance emergency reqponse
for the highest level of health, sufety and welfare achievable for all San Franciscans

- POLICY1.25

_ Prepare for medical emergencies and pandemics
All of five corrrponents of the 2014 ESER Bond Program propose repairs and zmprovements that will
allow San Franczsco to more quickly and effectively respond to a ma]or earthquake or other disaster.

OBIECTIVE 2 |
' BE PREPARED FOR THE ONSET OF DISASTER BY PROVIDING PUBLIC EDUCATION

AND TRAINING ABOUT EA_RTHQUAKES AND OTHER NATURAL AND MAN-MADE

DISASTERS, BY READYING THE CITY’S INFRASTRUCTURE, AND BY ENSURING THE

NECESSARY COORDINATION IS IN PLACE FOR AREADY RESPONSE.

Most earthquake-related deaths and injuries will result from the ﬁzzlure of buildings and other structures
as a result of shaking or ground failure. Damage to structures results in substantial economic losses and
severe social, cultural and economic dislocations. In addition to the characteristics of the earthquake and
of the site, a structure’s performance will depend on structural type, materials, design, age and quality of
' construction and maintenance. The hazards posed by buildings and othet structures can be reduced by
assuring that new structures incorporate the latest engineering knowledge, by learning more about the
risks posed by older structures and developing plans to reduce those risks, and by including a
consideration of natural hazards in all land use, mfrastructure, and public capital lmprovement

-planning.

Both technzcal and financial resources are needed to repair and retrofit Czty—owned structures. The Cli'l_/

shall utilize its capabilities to assess hazards and to create and implement bond and other ﬁmdzng
pollutants because they are regulated Dy develOping SPECIIIC PUDLC LEALUL® dui WELMSwasew cuanta e s

. the basis for ssetting permissible levels. The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) has
established theresholds of significance to determine if projects would violate an air quality standard,
contribute substantxa]ly to an air quality violation, or resultina cumulatwely considerable net increase in

. criteria air poXlutants within the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin. To assist lead agencies, the BAAQMD,
in their CEQA Air Quality Guidelines {(May 2011), has uevauped screening criteria. If a proposed project

" meets the screerung criteria, then the project would result in less-than-significant criteria air poIlutant

impacts. A pro;ect that exceeds the screening criteria may require a detailed air quality assessment to

determine wheether criteria air pollutant emissions would exceed significance thresholds. The proposed

project would not exceed criteria air pollutant screening levels for operation or conshuchcm1
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POLICY 2.14 Co

Support the Emergency Operatmns Center and continue mamtenance of alternative
_operations centers in the case of an emergency.

All of five components of the 2014 ESER Bond Progmm propose repazrs and improvements that will
allow San Francisco to more quickly and effectively respond to a major earthquake or other disaster.

POLICY 2.19

Seek funding for preparedness projects. ‘

All of five components of the 2014 ESER Bond Program propose repairs and improvements that will
allow Sari Francisco to more quickly and e_;j‘ectzvely respond to a ma]or earthquake or other disaster.

‘ COMMUNITY FACILITIES ELEMENT - POLICE FACILITIES S
OVERALL GOAL - The purpose of the Police Facilities Section of the Commuruty Facilities

. Element is to establish objective, policies, and criteria, for meeting San Francisco's long-range
- -police facility requirements. The objectives address broad goals as they relate to the
distribution, location, design and tse of police facilities.

OBJECTIVE 1

DISTRIBUTE, LOCATE, AND DESIGN POLICE FACILITIES IN A MANNER THAT WILL
ENHANCE THE EFFECTIVE, EFFICIENT AND RESPONSIVE PERFORMANCE OF
POLICE FUNCTIONS.

i POLICY 1.2

Provide the number of district stations that balance service effectiveness with commumty
desires for neighborhood police facilities.

The Police and Facilities and Infrastructure component of the ESER bond proposes to address highest
priority needs at its 9 district stations and related facilities i ie, academy, stables and shooting range.

POLICY 14

Distribute, Iocate, and design pohce support faahtles so as to maximize their effectiveness,
use, and accessibility for police personnel. '

. The Police and Facilities and Infrastructure component of the ESER bond proposes to address highest
priority needs at its 9 district stations and related faczlztzes i€, academy, stables and shooting range.

POLICY 16 . . : .
Renirr foc'list er pecllew fap6le Teilitive réceprors 10 “$upstantiar air PoLUULANE. Furthetmore, the
proposed project would be subject to, and comply with, California regulations limiting idling to no more
than five minutes,” which would further reduce nearby sensitive receptors exposure to temporary and
variable TAC emissions. Therefore, construction period TAC emissions would result in a less than
51gmf1cant impact with respect to exposing sensitive receptors to substantial levels of air pollution.

In conclusion, the proposed project would not result in significant air quality impacts.

Water Quality. The proposed project involves interior renovations and would involve 5,000 square feet
~ or more of ground surface disturbance; thus the project would require a Stormwater Control Plan. The
project would not generate wastewater or result in discharges that would have the potential to degrade

water quality or contaminate a public water supply. Project-related wastewater and stormwater would
flow to the City’s combined sewer system and would be treated to standards contained in the Citv's
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The Fire Fac-lities Section of the Community Facilities Element is intended to serve as a guide
to the greate=st degree possible the following objective: ' '

OBIECTIVE 5

DEVELOPMIENT OF A SYSTEM OF FIREHOUSES WHICH WILL MEET THE
OPERATINF G REQUIREMENTS OF THE FIRE DEPARTMENT IN PROVIDING FIRE.
PROTECTI®ON SERVICES AND WHICH WILL BE IN HARMONY WITH RELATED
PUBLIC SERVICE FACILITIES AND WITH ALL OTHER FEATURES AND FACILITIES OF
LAND DEV ELOPMENT AND TRANSPORTATION PROVIDED FOR A OTHER
SECTIONS OF THE GENERAL PLAN.

The Critical Firefighting Facilities and Infmstructure Component of the 2014 ESER Bond proposes
seismic retrof it of 42 facilities throughout the city to be determined through consultation.

' REQUIRED GGENERAL PLAN REFERRAL SUBMITTALS FOR SPECIFIC PROJECTS

In the futuxe, if the Bond is approved by the voters, individual projects that include the
following elements should be referred to the Planning Department for General Plan conformity
determination, pursuant to-Section 4.105 of the Charter and Sections and 2A.53 of the '

Administrative Code:

.Demolition of buildings / structures
Construction of new buildings / structures
Additions to existing structures (enlargement)
Relocation of structures and/or facilities
Changes to land use, roads or park infrastructure
~ Street vacations, Wldemng, shortening, etc.
Significant changes to park landscapes or land use Wlthm a park or public open space

~ Environmenital Ptahning Prélimindry Archeological “Review: Chec’zlxsnl N’[;;-'IAZ‘(.H% 'f'hls document is available for review at the Planning

Department, 1650 Mission Strect, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 as part of Case File No. 2012.1172E.

SAN FRANGISCO
- PLANNING DEPARTMENT . 7
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The pro_pesed project is found to be consistent with the eight priority policies of Planning Code
Section 101.1 in that: : .

1. That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future
oppcrtunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses enhanced.

The Bond would have no adverse effect on neighborhood serving retail uses or opportunities for
employment in or ownership of such businesses.

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

The Bond would have no adverse effect on the City's housing stock or on neighbarirood character.
3. That the City’s supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced.
The Bond would ﬁabe 10 adverse effect on the City’s supply of affordable housing.

4 That commuter trafﬁc not impede. MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or -
neighborhood parking.

The Bond would not result in commuter traffic impeding MUNI's transit service, overburdening
the streets or ultenng current neighborhood parking.

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

The Bond would not negdﬁvely affect the existing economnic base in this area.

i A e - L - - - . . _

environment due to unusual circumstances. There are no unusual cucumstances surrounding the current
proposal that would suggest a reasonable possibility of a significant effect. The proposed project Wo.uld
have no signifiéant environmental effects. The project would be exempt under the above-cited
classification. For the above reasons, the proposed project is appropnately exempt from environmental

I‘EVIGW

4 phase | Environmental Site Assessment of One Newhall Street, San Francisco, California by PIERS Environmental Services, Inc., May 1999,
" This document is available for review at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Strect, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 84103 as part of Case File

No.2012.1172E.

SAN FRANCISGO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Thzs Bond, lf approved, would establish a government financing mechanism to sezsmzcally upgrade
the City’s aging infrastructure and enhance emergency response in ‘the City. Specific projecis are
not 1denfzﬁed in the proposed financing mechanism. If the General Obligation Bond is approved,
landmiarkcs or buildings of historic significance, and other individual structures praposed to receive
funding #nay be requzred to receive separate General Plan rq‘errals and/or other City authorization
and approvals. :

8. That oux parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from
developznent

The Bond would have no adverse effect on parks and open space or their access to sunlight and
vistas. o

RECOM]\&ENDATION Fmdmg the General Obligation Bond, on balance,
in-conformity with the General Plan

SAN FRANGISCO ) ’ 8
PLANNING DEFARTMENT )
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR EDWIN M. LEE
SAN FRANCISCO MAYOR
TO: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Superv@ Tt
FROM: Wayor Edwin M. Lee 0@
- RE ‘Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response General Obllgatlon Bond
o Election
DATE: December 10, 2013

Attached for introduction to the Board of Supervisors is the ordinance calling and providing
for a special election to be held in the City and County of San Francisco on Tuesday, June
3, 2014, for the purpose of submitting to San Francisco voters a proposition to incur the
following bonded debt of the City and County: $400,000,000 to finance the construction, =
acquisition, improvement, and seismic retrofitting of Neighborhood Fire and Police Stations,
the Emergency Firefighting Water System, seismically secure facilities for the Medical
Examiner, the Police Department’s Traffic Company, and the Police Department's Forensic
Services DIVISIon and other critical infrastructure and facilities for earthquake safety and
related costs necessary or convenient for the foregoing purposes; authorizing landlords to
pass-through 50% of the resulting property tax increase to residential tenants in accordance
with Chapter 37 of the Administrative Code; finding that the estimated cost of such
proposed project is and will be too great to be paid out of the ordinary annual income and
revenue of the City and County and will require expenditures greater than the amount
allowed therefor by the annual tax levy; reciting the estimated cost of such proposed
project; fixing the date of election and the manner of holding such election and the
procedure for voting for or against the proposition; fixing the maximum rate of interest on
such bonds and providing for the levy and collection of taxes to pay both principal and
interest; prescribing notice to be given of such election; finding that a portion of the
proposed bond is not a project under CEQA and adopting findings under CEQA for the
remaining portion of the proposed bond:; finding that the proposed-bond is in conformity with
the priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1(b) and is consistent with the General
Plan; consolidating the special election with the general election; establishing the election
precincts, voting places and officers for the election: waivina the word limitation on ballot
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1995 Evans Avenue / SFPD FSD/TC




et. The site comprises Lots 002B, 004, 005, and 006 o

(Figure 1), which form a 96,000-square-foot (sf) rectangle along 400 feet of Evans Avenue and 240 feet of

Toland Street (Figure 2). The site is located in industrial use district PDR-2 (Core Production,
Distribution, and Repair - Bayview) and an 80-E height and bulk district; the allowable basic floor area
ratio limit is 5:1. '

Four vacant buildings, totaling approximately 40,500 sf in floor area, occupy the project site (Figure 3).
The main building was constructed in 1954 on previously undeveloped land in the northwest cormer of
the site. The building is a single-story, 24-foot-high structure, with the exception of a two-story porton
along the northeast facade. Itis approximately 30,000 sf in area. A retail storefront is located at the
northwest corner of the building, facing the intersection of Evans Avenue and Toland Street (Figure 3).
A 15-foot-tall covered loading area (approximately 8,000 sf) was added to the building’s east side in 1956.
An ancillary single-story parking garage building, of approximately 1,500 sf, and a one-story, 2,200-sf
storage shed occupy the southeastern corner of the site. The parking garage is rectangular in plan with a
shallow gable roof, metal cladding, three metal roll-up doors, and two flush metal man doors at the
northeast elevation. The shed also has a gable roof, a flush metal door at the southeast elevation, and a
window and roll-up metal door at the northeast elevation. A fourth ancillary single-story building of
640 sf is located at the northeastern corner of the site. The four buildings occupy. approximately
45 percent of the lot. - '

Al of the buildings are currently vacant. Recent use of the main building includes a hydroponics supply
operation, newspaper printing, and warehousing. The most recent business, Hydroponic Connection,
vacated the site in 2013. The San Francisco Examiner’s newspaper printing operation, which used the site
prior to Hydroponic Connection, also ceased operation in 2013 and the printing equipment was relocated
to the Examiner’s East Bay facility. In 1940, the West Oregon Lumber Company erected and used the
ancillary building at the northeastern corner as an office (Figure 4). It is not known if the subsequent
owners or tenants used this building. The shed at the southeastern corner of the site was constructed in
1960 and is believed to have been used for storage. The site parking lot was recently used for bus storage
and is now vacant. Unauthorized cars are occasionally parked in the lot. '

The area not occupied by the buildings is entirely paved with no vegetation. Eight trees are present along
the sidewalk on Evans Avenue (see photograph in Figure 3). About 20 percent of the property contains
n;lﬁarked parking areas, with 10 st%;ldard spaces for cars or small trucks and J4 lono enacac for g
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Department of Public Works

mmmx No_h _uo__nm m_“m:osm m:n_ _=_ﬂ_,mm:=2:_,m

13:3_32{ ﬁmn;_g ccaqmo_m Designations:

Bayview:
Central:
Ingleside:
Mission:
Northern:
Park:

- Richmond:
Taraval:
Tenderloin:

Police Academy:
Golden Gate Park Stables:
Lake Merced Range:

Incremental
Replace
nog_uﬁm:m:mzm
Incremental
Incremental
Comprehensive

Comprehensive

Incremental

no:\__uﬂm:m:mzm
Incrementa
Incrementa
Incrementa

T L DAl LAl aDUY, QLKL TIT AWy LWL HLL 49 PGl bl 43/ tte TE e

Demolition of existing structures and removal of pavement from the site would be completed prior to the

construction. of a new 128,000-sf building and assodiated parking garage.! The proposed FSD/TC building

1 . - |



_um_um_.ﬂBm:ﬁ 9n Public Works

ESER 2014: _<_mo__nm_ Examiner _umn__:<

et e AR ot %%ﬁﬁn‘?%m?é% ixalfy:

Scope

= 42, mwm ft2 Replacement _umn___j\ at 1 Zmérm__ St., India Basin
Total Project Budget

= $65M - 1 Newhall St. alteration of existing _uc__o::n

= $10.2M for Special Equipment (FF&E) =~
Pre-Development General Funding .

=  General Fund (Planning, su_,m__:,::m_{ Design, Final Design): $6.2M
Schedule

= Design/Pre-Construction start Winter 2013
= Trade Bids - Spring 2015
= Construction start Summer 2015

* - Inauguration Winter 2016
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potable water would be installed at the northwestern perimeter of the site). An 8,000-gallon samtaJ:y storage
tank (see Figure 14) would be installed below grade, external to the FSD/TC building and connected via
gravity source along the FSD/TC building main sanitary discharge, with access for mechanical pumping,
if needed, to satisfy essential facilities use demands during emergency conditions. The facility would be
secured by fencing and monitored via closed-circuit television. Outdoor lighting would be provided for the
FSD/TC building entryways and parking structure.

. Operating hours for the FSD would be 6:00 am. to 5:30 p.m., Monday through Friday. The TC would
operate three daily shifts: a day shift from 7:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.; swing shift from 2:00 p.m. to 11:00 p.m.; and
a night shift from 9: 00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. Approximately 298 employees would work at the facility (staffing
level reflects post-expansion workforce), with 120 working at the TC and 178 at the FSD. About nine of the
FSD employees would be working during the evening and nighttime hours of 6:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. At the
TC, 48 employees would work during the day shift, 36 on the swing shift, and 36 on the night shift. Three to
six of these employees would be civilian staff, with the remainder being law enforcement officers.

2 California Health and Safety Code (HSC), Chapter 2, Section 16000 through Section 16023,

Case No. 2013.0342E : 17 1995 Evans Avenue [ SFPD FSD/TC
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Department of Public Works

ESER2014: Motorcycle Police and Crime Lab

Approval for bond funding by Board of Supervisors (Approval A

’

ction)

Approval of a Planned Unit Development by the San Francisco Pla

(SF Planning Department):

Department

g

Approval of a Subdivision Map and Issuance of a Street Tree Permit, Grading Permit and
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ESER 2014: Emergency Firefighting Water = cower

m<m$3 Wmnciamso_ma_ _uqo._mnﬂm | e

%Eis&?iﬁg it e i

B L A B A LS TN AT o o

A_s::o:mv

Facilities (Twin Peaks Reservorr,
Ashbury Heights Tank, Jones Street $20
Tank, Pumping Stations 1 & 2)

Cisterns | $25

Pipelines (including Potable Co- - |
‘benefits) | $25-$10
Total $76-$55
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spur runs along the southern site boundary. Beyond the railway spur, to the southwest, is a warehouse
occupied by Ceiling Systems Supply, Inc. Evans Avenue and Toland Street are both two-way streets, with
two traffic lanes in each direction on Evans Avenue and a single lane in each direction on Toland Street.
- Toland Street terminates at the five-way intersection of Evans Avenue and Napoleon Street, a two-way,

two-lane street running approximately east-west (see Figure 1).

The topography of the vicinity of the project site is either flat or gently sloping eastward towards the Bay,
and has a mix of commercial and light industrial uses dominated by one- and two-story warehouses. The
" nearest resiclences are at the Potrero Terrace and Potrero Annex public housing units 0.3 mile north of the
project site. The nearest parks to the project site include Islais Creek Park and Tulare Park, which are about
0.4 mile east of the project site, and Selby & Palou Mini Park, which is approximately 0.6 mile south of the
project site. Although no building in the vicinity exceeds two stories in height, many buildings include
features such as high ceilings, large loading docks, and ground floor access generally not present in most
offices and commercial buildings. A range of industrial construction styles typical of the latter half of the
twentieth century is present, and includes reinforced concrete, steel, and wood-framed buildings clad in
corrugated sheet metal, masonry, or stucco. The tallest nearby structure is the I-280 elevated freeway, located
approximately 200 feet southeast, paralleling the southeastern boundary of the site. Its height at this location
is approximately 60 feet above street level and well above the height of buildings in the area.

Evans Avenue is a major artersr serving the area; it intersects Cesar Chavez Street approximately 1,000 feet
north-northeast of the site. Exits and entrances to the U.S. 101 and 1-280 freeways are about one-half mile

from this junction.

New housing, large office developments, large-scale retail, and the heaviest of industrial uses, such as
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ESER2014: Emergency Firefighting Water
_System 30-Year Pipeline Re _mnn_,iwsﬂ Plan

Replacement | Total General Obligation
miles/yr. Bond Cost with $137*
0.10 $160
025 8195
050 - $253
—| o067 $204
0.75 | $311

Equivalent to current potable pipeline
@ 0.5%/yr. replacement rate

* Note: $137M of combined AWSS and Potable Co-Benefits nozc.__uc:o:. :
_respectively 25% G.O. bond cost/75% revenue bond cost share

AECOM/AGS CS-199 AWSS _um.nm_Emm Preliminary Options _m_En_<
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Existing and Future Emergency Firefighti
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Budget & Finance Committee
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._\NN\E Action: | -
Approval of the Earthquake Safety and Emergency
Response Bond - ESER 2014 - Ordinance and RPIN
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PDR-2 zoning district is, “... to encourage the introduction, intensification, and protection of a wide range of
light and contemporary industrial activities. Thus, this zoning district prohibits new housing, large office
developments, large-scale retail, and the heaviest of industrial uses, such as incinerators. Generally, all other
uses are permitted.” According to Planning Code Section 210.11, a wide range of light and contemporary
industrial activities are permitted in the PDR-2 use district. In addition, certain non-industrial and non-
residential uses can be permitted, including small-scale retail and office, entertainment, certain institutions,
and similar uses that would not conflict with primary industrial uses or are compatible with the operational
.characteristics of businesses in the area. : :

25 8Y3 JO 590JAlRS

The proposed use includes: |

 Forensic testing laboratories and laboratory support areas for the FSD (63,000 sf in size); '
e Administrative offices and support areas for the FSD (27,000 sf in size);
¢ Common and building support areas (e.g., stairs, toﬂets, con.ference rooms, mechanical and electrical
fadlities) (20,000 sf in size); '
¢ TC operations, including accident investigations and education (18,000 sf in size); and
. e Two-level parking garage for the TC police motorcycle fleet, sworn office vehicles, and impounded
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