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FILE N0.141186 RESOLUTION NO. 

1 [Accept and Expend Grant - San Francisco Parks Alliance - Up to $500,000] 

2 

3 Resolution authorizing the Recreation and Park Department to accept and expend a 

4 grant of up to $500,000 from the San Francisco Parks Alliance to fund additive 

5 alternates in the construction budget for the children's play area in Joe DiMaggio 

6 Playground for the period of February 1, 2015, through June 1, 2016. 

7 

8 WHEREAS, Joe DiMaggio Playground is located at the corner of Mason Streetand 

9 Lombard Street; and 

1 O WHEREAS, The Friends of Joe DiMaggio Playground ("the Friends") is a non-profit 

11 organization made up of North Beach residents who use and care about the playground; and 

12 WHEREAS, The Friends support the Recreation and Park Department's (RPO) mission 

13 of providing San Franciscans with enriching recreational activities, maintaining beautiful parks, 

14 and preserving the environment for the well-being of its diverse community efforts; and 

15 WHEREAS, The Friends seek to support this mission through their philanthropic and 

16 creative support of renovating the playground; and 

17 WHEREAS, The Friends are fiscally sponsored by the San Francisco Parks Alliance 

18 ("SFPA"); and 

19 WHEREAS, On April 25, 2011, the Recreation and Park Commission approved the 

20 master plan for the North Beach Library-and Joe Di Maggio Playground, Resolution No. 1104-

21 023; the goals of the master plan include increasing open space to the North Beach and 

22 Chinatown communities, expanding and improving the children's play area with new safety 

23 and ADA requirements, and adding landscaping and seating throughout the park; and 

24 WHEREAS, In November 2012, voters supported and passed the 2012 San Francisco 

25 Clean and Safe Neighborhood Parks Bond (2012 Bond) providing RPO an additional 
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1 $195,000,000 to continue capital projects for the renewal and repair of parks, recreation, and 

2 open space assets; and 

3 WHEREAS, The 2012 Bond allocated $5.500,000 for Joe DiMaggio Playground for the 

4 reorganization and renovation of the children's play area, tennis courts, paved play areas and 

5 pathways, access improvements, and related amenities, landscaping and seating 

6 improvements to the open space adjacent to the North Beach Branch Library; and 

7 · WHEREAS, SFPA, on behalf of the Friends, intend to provide RPO with a cash grant of 

8 up to $500,000 ("the Grant"), for the renovation project to enhance the construction base 

9 budget to fund eight additive alternates; and 

10 WHERAS, On October 16, 2014, the Recreation and Park Commission approved the 

11 donor recognition plan and recommended to the Board of Supervisors to accept and expend 

12 the Grant as Resolution No. 1410-004; and 

13 WHEREAS, The Department proposes to maximize use of available grant funds on 

. 14 program expenditures by not including indirect costs in the grant budget; now, therefore, be it 

15 RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors approves the Grant and authorizes the 

16 Recreation and Park Department General Manager to accept and expend the Grant, and to 

17 perform all acts required of the City there under; and, be it 

18 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors hereby waives inclusion of 

19 indirect costs in the grant budget; and be it 

20 FURTHER RESOLVED, That all actions heretofore taken by the officers of the City 

21 with respect to the Gr.ant are hereby approved, confirmed and ratified; and, be it 

22 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors authorizes the Recreation and 

23 Park General Manager to enter into any modifications to the Grant that the Recreation and 

24 Park General Manager determines, in consultation with the City Attorney, are in the best 

25 interests of the City and do not materially increase the obligations or liabilities of the City, are 
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1 necessary or advisable to effectuate the purposes of the Grant or this Resolution, and are in 

2 compliance with all applicable laws, including the City's Charter. 

3 

4 Recommended: 

~\ 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 General Manager, Recreation and Park Department 

10 

11' Approved: 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 
,, 
23 

24 

25 

~ Lk---
-~ 
Mayor 

Recreation and Park Department 

Approved: 
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Edwin M. Lee, Mayor 
Philip A. Ginsburg, General Manager 

TO: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

GRANT TITLE: 

Philip A. Ginsburg, General Manager 
Recreation and Park Department 

November 4, 2014 

Accept and Expend Grant Resolution for the South Park 
Renovation Project 

Joe DiMaggio Playground, San Francisco Parks Alliance Grant 

Attached please find the original and 4 copies of each of the following: 

_ Proposed grant resolution; original signed by Department, Mayor; Controller 

_Grant Information form, including disability check list 

_· Project Budget 

Special Timeline Requirements: We would like legislation introduced as soon as 
possible. 

The award will be used to renovate Joe DiMaggio Playground. 

Departmental representative to receive copy of the adopted resoluti'on: 

Name: Abigail Maher Phone: 831-2790 

Interoffice Mail Address: Abigail.maher@sfgov.org 

Certified copy required: Yes D . No 0 
(Note: certified' copies have the seal of the City/County affixed and are occasionally 
required · 
by funding agencies. In most cases ordinary. copies without the seal are sufficient.) 

Mda~n l-ad~f.'l'in Golden Gate Park I sm Stanyan street I San Frarn:Tsi::o, bi. 94111 I PHONE: (415) 831-2700 I \VEB: sfrei:park.org 
I' 



File Number: 
~~~~~~~~~~ 

(Provided.by Clerk of Board of Supervisors) 

Grant Resolution Information Form 
(Effective July 2011) 

Purpose: Accompanies proposed Board of Supervisors resolutions authorizing a Department to accept and 
expend grant funds. 

The following describes the grant referred to in .the accompanying resolution: 

1. Grant Title: Joe DiMaggio Playground 

2. Department: The Recreation and Park Department 

3. Contact Person: Abigail Maher Telephone: 831-2790 

4. Grant Approval Status (check one): 

[X ] Approved by funding agency [ ] Not yet approved 

5. Amount of Grant Funding Approved or Applied for: $500,000.00 

6a. Matching Funds Required: $ 
b. Source(s) of matching funds (if applicable): 

7a. Grant Source Agency: The San Francisco Parks Alliance 
b. Grant Pass-Through Agency (if applicable): 

8. Proposed Grant Project Summary: The San Francisco Parks Alliance (SFPA) is the fiscal sponsor of the 
neighborhood group, the Friends of Joe DiMaggio Playground. The Friends, through the SFPA, propose to 
provide a grant to the City of funding necessary to renovate Joe DiMaggio Playground. 

9. Grant Project Schedule, as allowed in approval documents, or as proposed: 

Start-Date: February 2015 End-Date: June 2016 

1 Oa. Amount budgeted for contractual services: $500,000.00 

b. Will contractual services be put out to bid?. Yes 

c. If so, will contract services help to further the goals of the Department's Local Business Enterprise (LBE) 
requirements? Yes 

d. Is this likely to be a one-time or ongoing request for contracting out? One time 

11 a. Does the budget include indirect costs? []Yes [X] No 

b1. If yes, how much? $ 
b2. How wa$ the amount calculated?· 

c1. If no, why are indirect costs not included? 
[] Not allowed by granting agency [X] To maximize use of grant funds on direct ser\rices 
[X] Other (please explain): Not allowed by granting agency. 

I 



RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSION 
City and County of San Francisco 

Resolution No. 1410-004 

JOE DIMAGGIO PLAYGROUND RENOVATION PROJECT 
GRANT ACCEPTANCE AND DONOR RECOGNITION 

RESOLVED, That this Comm:lssion does: 1) approve a donor recognition plan for 
the Project and 2) recommend to the Board of Supervisors to accept and expend a. 
cash grant from the San Francisco Parks Alliance (SFP A) in the amount of up to 
$500,000 for additive altemates to the Project's construction budget. 

Adopted by the following vote: 
Ayes 5 
Noes 0 
Absent 2 

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution 
was adopted at the Recreation and Park 
Commission meeting held on October 16, 2014 



SAN FRANCISCO RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSION 

RESOLUTION NO. 1104-023 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS, APPROVING THE 
·JOE DlMAGG,10 PLAYGROUND/NORTH BEACH PUBLIC LIBRARY MASTER 
. PLAN, INCLUDING CONSTRUCTION OF THE NEW N.ORTH BEACH LIBRARY 
ON 701. LOMBARp STREET AND A PORTION OF MASON STREET AS . 
PROPOSED FOR.VACATION, APPROVING DEMOLITION OF THE EXISTING 
NORTH BEACH.LIBRARY,. AGREEING TO AN INTERDEPARTMENTAL 
TRANSFER OF MASON STREET FROM DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 
TO RECREATION AND PARK DEPARTMENT UPON THE EFFECTIVE DATE 
.OF THESTREETVACATION; MAKING VARIOUS RECOMMENDATIONS TO . 
THE BOARD OF SUPERVIS.ORS.IN RELATION.TO THE PROJECT, AND 
AUTHORIZING OTHER OFFICIAL ACTS IN CONNECTION WITH THE 
PROJECT. 

WHEREAS, On November 7, 2000, the voters of the City and County of . . ' 

San Francisco ("City") pass~d Proposition A, "Branch Library Facilities 

Improvement Bonds, ZOOO" for general obligation bonds in the amount -of 

$105, 865, 000 for the acquisition, re.novation and construction of branch lil;>raries 
. ' 

and other library facilities; and 

WHEREAS,_ On November 6, 2007, the voters passed Proposition D, 
' . ' 

"Library Preservation Fund," authorizing the City to issue revenue bonds to raise 

ad~itional funding to complete re~ovation and/or building of all of the branch 

libraries under the Branch Library Improvement Program ("BLIP"); and 

WHEREAS, Th~ priorities of the BLIP include reducing seismic risk, 

meeting mod~rn technological needs an~ current code requirements; complying 

with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and improving public service; and 
. . 

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Public Library has oper';:tted the North 

Beach Bralich Library since 1. 959 on a City-owned parcel under.the jurisdiction of 

the Recreation and Park Commission, located at 2000 Mason Street, in.the 
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western section of the Joe Di!VJaggio Playground and bounded by Mason Street 

and Columbus Avenue; and 

V'!HEREAS, The current library lo~~ted at 2000 Mason Street is 

inadequate to meet the needs of the neighborhood it is intended fo serve; and 

. WHEREAS, At a meeting of the San Francisco Public Library Commission 

("Library Commission") held on March 1, 2007, the.Library Commission voted to 

expand the project sc,ope for the North Beach Branch Library from a renovation 

· to a new building; and 

WHE~EAS, ln.M.arch 2008, the Library and the Recre.at,ion and Park 

Departments engaged.in a joint master planning process to determine the 

preferred location for a new library and improved park and recreation amenities 

in the Joe DiMaggio Playground; and · 

WHEREAS, As part of the master planning process, a series of 
' . 

community master planning workshops for the Joe DiMaggio Playgrot.!nd ·and 

~Jorth Beach Branch Library were held on May 28, July 25 and August 18, 2008, 

to present and discuss potential locations and layouts for the new library and 

long-range park improvements;. and 

WHE.REAS, At a public hearing of the Library Commission held on 

September 4, 2008 and the Recreation and Park Commission held.on 

September 18, 2008, the Commissions· determined that the triangle property 

· located at 701 Lombard Street is the preferred location for a new two-story Norl;h 

Beach Library, as set forth in the final Master Plan Report ("Master Plan Report"), 

a copy of which is on file with the Commission and incorporated her~in' by 

reference; and 

WHEREAS, At said hearings, the Library Commission and Recreation and 

Park Commission ,adopted Resolution No. 2008-03 and Resolution No. 0809-

018, ·respectively, endorsing the project as contemplated in the Master Plan 



Report and directing· City staff to undertake environmental revieyv of the project; 

.and 

WHEREAS, The new two-story library design at 701 Lombard Street, as 
. ' 

set forth in tbe Master Plan Report, shall accommodate the collections and public 

service functions .for adult, teen and children's services.on the ground. level and a 

community meeting room with after-hours access on the second floor; and 

WH~REAS, By closing one block of Mason Street between Lombard 

Street and Columbus Avenue and constructing a new branch library-at 701 

Lombard, the residents of North Beach will gain approximately 12,000 sq·uare 
. - . 

feet of new op.en space in one of San Francisco's densest neighborhoods, an 

·identified "high.needs area" for the addition of Open Space in the City's General 

Plan; and 

WHEREAS, The Master Plan contemplates design of a r~organize.d Joe 

DiMaggio Playground, where a new library is sited at 701 Lombard, the majority . . 

of the foriner Ma~mn Street is available for park purposes and the site of the . 

former library upon its demolition is available to make existing park uses more 

efficient; and 

WHEREAS, The Master Plan increases the park's open space by 20 

percent to accom,modate an expanded and improved children's play area which 

will meet new safety requirements, adds new features such as games and picnic. 

tables, and provipe additional landscaping and seating through out the expanded 

park, and 

WHEREAS, A unified site design increases park safety by placing the 

children's playground away from the street and related traffic at the park's edge, 

enhancing playground visibility and supervision from the clubhouse and other 

park areas, and 
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· WHEREAS, The new park layout strengthens connectivity, both visually 

and functionally by rearranging the boc.ce, tennis courts and the children's play· 

area and adjusting the grades in these areas, the entire park is unified with. 

improved site circuiation and v.isibility, and · 

WHERE~~..s. The Master Plan increases public open sp~ce and integrates 

. park and library uses consistent with Objective 2 of the Recreation and Open 
I . . 

• • • J 

Space Element of the General Plan (Policies 2.1, 2.2, 2.4) that aims to develop 

. and maintain a dive~sified ·and balanced citywide system of high quality public 

open space, and 

·WHEREAS, Th~ Planning Commission, on April 21, 20H, by Motion No. 

18321, certified the Final Environmental Impact Report for the North Beach 

Public Library and Joe DiMaggio Playground ·Master Plan Project ("FEIR") in 

compliance with the California Envir?nmental Quality Act ("CEQA"), Public 

Resources Code§§ 21000 et seq., 14 California Code of Regulations Sections 

15000 et seq., (the ;'CEQA Guidelines"), and under Chapter 31 of the San 
. . 

Francisco Administrative Code. Said Motion and this document are incorporated 

herein by reference; and 

V,VHEREAS, On April 21, 2011, the Plann,ing Commission adopted Motion 

· No. 18322 concerning E?nvironmental findings, including· a rejection of 

alternatives, adoption of a statement of overriding benefit, and ·adoption of a 

mitigation monitoring and reporting program, in compliance with ·1ocal and State 

law. Said findings included 4 recommended improvem_ent measures for the ' . . . . . 

project.· Said Motion and the accompa.nyi.ng findings are incorporated herein by 

reference; and 
' . 

·WHEREAS, On April 21, 2011, the Planning Commission adopted Motion 

No. 18323 making findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight 

priority policies of Planning code Section 101.1.for rezoning of 701 Lombard 
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Street and the proposed Stree_t Vacation of one block of Mason Street _between 

Lombard Street and Columbus Avenue for the purposes of implementing the 

North Beach Public Library and Joe DiMaggio Playground Master Plan and 

including recomm_ended conditions for inclusion as part of the ~inding of . 

consistency wit_h the General Plan. Said Motion is incorporated herein. by 

reference; · 

WHEREAS,· On April 21, 2011, the Planning Commission adopted 

R~solution No. 18324 recommending amending the zoning designation for 701 

Lombard Street from North-Beach· Neighborhood Commercial District and 40~X 

Height and Bulk Districts to Public atid Open Space Height and Bulk Pistrict for 

the new North Beach Branch Library along with other related zoning changes. 

Said· Resolution is incorporated herein by reference; and 

WHEREAS, No substantial new information or any of the other. conditions . 

as set forth in ·cEQA Guideline s·ection 15162 exist that would result in the need 

to prepare a subsequent or supplementi;i.I EIR; and 

.. ·WHEREAS; On Apfil 25, 2.011, at a .duly noticed joint 'hearing with the 

Library Commission and Recreation and Park Commission, the Library 
' ' 

. Commission adopted Resolutio11 No. 2011:·03 concerning its approval of the· 

construction of~ new ~ibrary at 701 Lombard and partially in the former Mason 

Street, demolitio_n of the existing library· at 2000 Lombard, and other related 

actions. Said Resolution is incorporated herein by reference; and 

· WHEREAS, The Recreation and Park Department prepared proposed 

Findings, as required by CEQA, regarding the alternatives, mitigation measures, . . ' 

and significant environmental impacts analyzed in the FEIR and overriding 
. . . 

considerations r9r app_roving the preferred Master Plan,. including all the actions 

·listed in Attachment A, a proposed Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, 

attached as Exhibit 1 to Attachment A, and recommended improvement 
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measures attached ·as Exhibit 4 to Attachment A that would be conditions of the 

project; and 

WHER~AS, Th~ abovementioned Attac~ment A and all its Exhibits (the 

"CEQA Findings") along with the FEIR ·and other project documents and 

materials were made available to the pub.lie and this Commission for review and 
' . .. . 

consideration- in the Commission's files; now, therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, Thatthe Recreation·and Park Commission adopts the CEQA . . ·. . 

· findings, including its mitigation measures and.statement of overriding 

considerations.among other approvals, f<?r purposes of the actions set forth . 

herein an~ agrees to make improvement measures I-TR-1 and I-TR-~, as shown . 

·on Exhibit 2 of the CEQA Findings, ~onditions of this project ~pproval; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, Thatthe Recreation and Park Commissi~n 

agre·es to the recommended conditions for inclusion· as part of the finding of 

. consistency with the General Plan as indicated in Planning Commission Motion 
. . 

· No. 18323, Exhibit A. Said Motion is incorporated herein by reference; and be it 

FURT~ER RESOLVED, That the Recr~ation and Park Commission 

approves the Joe DiMaggio Playground/North Beach Public Library rylaster Plan. 

The Master Plan enco!llpasses authorization to the Library Commission to build 

the new North Beach Branch Library project, inCluding, but not limited to the 

design and construction of a new two-story library at ·701 Lombard Street and on . 

a portion of Maso'n Street as proposed for vacation,· associated site 

imp.rovements, the demoiition of the existing .North Beach Branch Library at 2000 

Mason Street, and all permits, a~provals, and financing necessary to implement . 

these and related actions for the·North Beach Library. The Master Plan also 

includ~s reorganization and modification of the uses of Joe DiMaggb 

Playground, improvements to the former Mason Street not occupied by the 
. . 

proposed library,.and re~ated site preparation-, excavation, and construction to 

6 



implement the Master Plan. (These actions are collectively referred to as the 

"Project"); and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Recreation· and Park Commission 

authorizes the Library Commission to locate, build, and take all actions 

necessary to' construct tile new North Beach Library at the site of 701 Lombard, 

as generally shown in the MasterPlan, to keep the existing library at 2000 Mason 

Street open ~o th.e public until such time that construction of a n~w library at 701 

Lombard Street is completed and a new library is opened to the public, and to. 

demolish the existing Library at 2000 ~ombard; and be it . 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Recreation and Park Commission . : . . . 
designates the site at 701 Lombard and a portion of former Mason Street qS set 

forth in the Master Plan as the area for the North Beach Library;· and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Recreation and Park Commission 

agrees to accept the interdepartmental tra'nsfer of the portion of Mason Street 

between Lombard Street and Colum~us Avenue to be vacated as set f.orth in the 
-· 

Street Vacation Ordinance. s.aid Ordinance is incorporated herein by reference; 

and be it and be it 
. . . . ~ 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Recreation and Park Commission 

hereby designates 701 Lombard Street and the portion of Mason Street to be 

vacated as part of the Joe DiMaggio Playground; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Recreation and Park Commission urges 

the San Francisco Board of Supervisors to amend the zoning designation for 701 . . . 

Lombard Street from North Beach Neighborhood Commercial District and 40-X 

Height anq Bulk Districts to Public and Open Space Height .and Bulk District for 

the new North Beach Branch Library and approve the st~eet vacation of the one 

block of Mason Street between Lomba.rd Street an.d Columbus Avenue for-the 

· purposes of implementing ·the North Beach Public Library and Joe DiMaggio 
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Playground Master Plan and·interc;lepartmental transfer of the former Mason 

Street to the Recreation and Park Commission all as set forth in the Street . . 

Vacation Ordinance; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVJ=D, That.the Recre.ation and Park Commission 

authorizes the Recreation and Park Department to take all actions necessary to 

implement the Project that are within the Commission's jurisdiction, including, but 

n·otlimited to, signing a Memorandum of ~nderstanding between the San 

Francisco Public Library and the Recreation and Parks Department to set 

expectations and outcomes regarding ~he design, operations, and fun~ing of . 

improvements to the expanded Jo~ DiMaggi.o Playground spaces made available 

by the vacation of M~son·.Street; working with the Library staff to obtain perm~ts 

·and approvals necessary to construct the new North Beach Library and demolish 

the existing North Beach Branch library; entering into a Memorandum of 

Understanding with the Sa~ Francisco Public Utilities Commission concerning 

underground utilities in the former M~son Street; seeking .funding, grants, and 

other revenue sources to allow for the implementation of the Master Plan; and 

obtaining other needed approvals ahd authorizations; such as a lot line 

adjustment to merge 701 Lombard and the former Mason Street area; and, be it 

Approved on April 25, 2011 by the following vote 

Ayes 
Noes 
Absent 

6 o, 
1 

~fl/)tiflrttwv 
~Arthur, Secretary 
San Francisco Recreation and Park Commission 
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ATTACHMENT A. 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QVALITY ACT FINDINGS OF THE 

SAN FRANCISCO RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSION 

I. PREAMBLE' 

In deter.mining to approve those aspects of the North Beach Public Library arid Joe DiMaggio Master Plan 
Project located at 701 Lombard Street and 2000 Mason Street (referred to herein as the "Project", the 
"Master Plan", 01· the "Master Plan Project") within.its jurisdiction, the San Francisco Recreation and Park 
Commission ("Commission" or "City") makes and adopts the followillg findings of fact regarding the · 
Project and mitigation measures based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding ~d 
pursuant to the California ~nvironmental Quality Act, California Public Resources Code Sections 21QOO et 
seq. ("CEQA"), the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA, 14 California Code of Regula,tions Sections 
15000 et seq. ("CEQA Guidelines"), and Chapter 31 of the San Frandsco Administnitive Code ("Chapter 
31"). . 

This documt;)ntis organized as follows: 

Section II provides a description of the proposed Master Plan Project, the environmental review process 
for the Project, the Co1llll1.ission ac~ons to be taken, and tJ:ie location of records. 

' ' . 

Section III lists the Project's less-than significant impacts and sets forth findings as to the disposition of 
the mitigation measures proposed in the Final EIR ("FEIR"). Exhibit 1, attached, contains the Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP"), which provides a table settmg· forth each mitigation 
measure listed in the Draft Environmental :mi.pact Report that is required to reduce or avoid a significant 
adverse impact. The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program is reqllired 1Jy CEQA Section 21081:6 
and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091. Exhibit 1 aJso specifies the ag~cy responsible for implementation 
of each measure, establishes monitoring actions and a monitoring schedule. Exhibit 2 contains 
recommended measures that would improve· the project but are not required to mitigate environmenta+ 
impacts as identified in the FEIR. 

' Section IV identifies significant project-specific or cumulative impacts that would not be eliminated or 
reduced to an insignificant level by the mitigation measures listed in Exhibit 1. 

Section V identifies the Project alternatives that were analyzed in the BIR and discusses the reasons for 
their rejection. · . . · · · 

Section VI'·sets forth the Commission's Stat~ment of Overriding .Consider(ltions pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15093. (. 

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND 

a. Project Description 

The project sponsors, the San Francisco Public Library ("SFPL") and San F!·ancisco Recreatfon and Park 
Department ("SFRPD") propose to adopt the Master Plan Project. The Project· area encompasses 701 
Lombard Street, on the southeast corner of Lombard Street and Columbus Avenue (Assessor's Bfock 
0074, Lot 001); a portion of the Mason Street roadway between Lombard Street and Coluinbus Avenue; 
and 2000 Mas.on (also known as 661 Lombard) Street, the entire block bounded by Lombard, Powell, and 
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Greenwich Streets and Columbus Avenue (Assessor's Block 0075, Lot 001). The Project proposes to 
demolish the ~xisting North Beach Branch Library and construct a new library and upgrade re.cieational 
facilities at the Joe DiMaggio Playground. · 

Elements of the Project incltt~e a foll street vacation of a 195-linear-foot portion of Mason Street; 
interdepartmental transfer of the former street area to the Recreation and Park Departme11t; landscaping 
improve~ents in the former Mason Street right~of-way; construction of an 8,500-square-foo~ branch 
library OJ,1 the 701 Lombard Street parcel and'. a portion of the former i:ight-of-way; demolition of the 
existing branch library; excavation, renovation and reorganization of the playground features pursuant to 
the Master Plan's charq.cteristics described in Chapter 2, Project Description, in the Final BIR; rezonir).g of 
701 Lombar4 Street to Public Use and Open Space Height and Bulkdistrict; and other related actions. The 
Project would result in a total net increase of approximately 3,200 sf of library floor area and about 12,010 . . 
sf of new open space. A P!oject variant, which was a partial street vacation of Mason Street, is not part of 
the J;>rqjec~ at this time. 

b.' Environmental Review 

On April 29, 2009, the Planning Department determined that an Environmental impact Rep_ort 
0

("EIR") 
was required and provided public notice of that determination by publication in a newspaper of general 
circulation. · · 

On August 25, 2010, the Planning Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
("DEIR") and provided public notice ip. a newspaper of general circulation of the availability of the DEIR 
for puJ:>lic review and comment and of the date and time of the Planning Commission public hear.ing on 
the DEIR; this notice was mailed to the Planning Department's list of persons requesting such notice. 

Notkes of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of the public hearing were posted near the 
project site by Planning D'epartment staff on August 25, 2010. . 

On f..ugust'24t 2010, copies of the DEIR were malled or otherwise delivered to a list of persons requesting 
it, to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, to adjacent property owners, and to government 
agencies, the la~ter both directly and through the State qearinghouse. 

Notice ot Completion was file.cl with the State Secretary of Resources via the State Cii:aringhouse on 
August 24, 2010. · · 

The San Francisco Planning Commi_ssion held a duly advertised public hearing on.said DEIR on _Qctober 
7, 2010 ·at which opportunity for public comment was given, and public comment was received on the 
DEIR. The period for acceptance of written comments ended on October 12, 2010. 

The Planning Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received at the 
public hearing and in writing during the 48-day public re~iew period for the DEIR, prepared revisions to 

. the text of the DEIR in response to. comments received or based on additional information that became 

. available during the public i·eview period, .and corrected. errors in the DEIR. This material was presented 
in a Draft Comments and Responses document, published on April 7, 2011~ di9tributed to the Planning 
Commission and all parties _who 'commented on the DEIR, and made available to others upon request at 
the Planning De:partment. · · · 
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A Final Environmental Impact Report has been prepared by the'Planrling Deparbnent, consisting of the 
Draft Environmental Impact Report, any consultations and comments received dming the l'eview · 
process, . any additional ,information that became available, and the Summary of Comments arid 
Responses all as required by law. Since publication of the DEIR, no new information of significance has 
become available that would require recirculation of the EIR under CEQA Guideiines Section 15088.5. 

Project Environmental Impact Report files have been made available for review by this Commission and 
·the public. These files are available for public review at the Planning Deparbnent at 1650 Iv.fission Street, 
and are part of the record before this Commission. 

On April 21, 2011; the Planning Commission reviewed and cons~dered the Final Environmental Impact 
Report, certified said report as complete, and found that the contents of said report and the procedmes 
through which the Final Environmental Impact Report was prepared, publicized, and reviewed- complied 
with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31. · 

c.. Commission Actions 

The Commission, Recreation and Park Commission, and _Board of Supervisors are currently considering 
various actions ("Actions") in furtherance of the Project, which include, but are not limited to tl].e 
'following: · 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

II 

d. 

Adoption of these CEQA Findings, including a Statement . of Overriding Considerations, 
Mitigation Measures, and the Iv.litigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (M11RP); 

Approval of a 'Street Vacation of the one block portion of Mason Street between Lombard Sheet 
and Coh.imbus Avenue; 

Approval of an interdeparbnental transfer of the former Mason Sti:eet from the Deparbnent ~f 
Public Works to the.Recreation and Park Department; 

Approval of the North Beach Library and Joe DiMaggio Playground Master Plan, including 
expansion of the park onto· the por~on of Mascin Street that is proposed for street vacation; 

Approval of a new North Beach Branch Library at 701 Lombard Street and partially on a portion 
of Mason Street proposed for street vacation; 

Demolition' of the existing North Beach Branch Library on the Joe DiMaggio Playground at 2000 
Mason Street; · 

Rezoning of Assessor's Block 0074, Lot 001 (701 Lombard) from North Beach Neighborhood 
Commercial District ("North Beach NCD") to Publi~ ("P") Use Dis.trict, from 40-X to an Open 

· Space ("OS") Height and Bull< district, and removing the lot from two special use districts. 

Location of Records 

The record upon which all findings and determinations related to tne adoption of the Master Plan are 
based include the following: · · 

• The EIR, and au documents referenced in or relied upon by the EIR; 
• All information (includipg w1itten evidence and testimony) provided by City staff to the 

Planning Commission relating to the ·EIR, the proposed approvals and ~ntitlements, the 
:Project, and the alte~natlves set forth in the EIR; . 
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. . • All information (including written .evidence and testimony) presented to the Planning 
Commission by the environmental consultant and s~bcorisultants who prepared the EIR, 
or ihcorporated into ~eports presented to the Planning Commission; . 

• All information (including written evidence and testimony) presented to the Gty from 
other public agencies relating to _the Projec.t or the ~IR; . 

• All applications, letters,· t,estimony, and presentations presented to the City by the Project 
sponsor and its consultants in connection with the Project; · 

• All information (including written evidence ·and testimony) presented at any public 
· hearing or workshop related to the Project and the EIR; · 

• The lvfitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (:M:MRP); and 
• All other d~cument$ comprising the record pursuant to Public Resources Code Section . 

21167.6(e). · 

·Tue public hearing transcript, a copy of all letters regarding the Final EIR received during the public 
review peri6d, the administrative record, and background documentation for the'Fihal EIR are located at 
the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor, San Francisco. The Planning Commission 
Secretary is the custodian of these documents and materials. The Library Commission Secretarj. is the 
custodian of Project documents aI).d ID!'J.terials on file, at the SFPL Main Library. The Recreation and Park 
Commission Secretary is the custodian of Projed documents and materials on file at the Recreation and 
Park Depa!tment Headquarters in Golden Gate Park · · 

These findings. are based upon substantial evidence in the entire record before the Commission. The 
references set forth in these_ findings ~o certain pages or sections of the EIR or responses to comments in 
the Final" EIR are for ease of reference and are not intended to provide an exhaustive list 9f the evidence 
i:~lied upon for these findings. · 

III. LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS.AND FINDINGS REGARDING 
MITIGATION MEASURES 

The Final EIR finds that implementation of the Master Plan would result in less-than-.significant impacts 
in the following environmental topic areas: Lan.cl Use, Land Use Planning and Recreation; Aesthetics; 
Population and Housing; Cultural (Archeological and Paleontological) Resources; Tra~sportation and 
Circulation; Nois.e;:Air Quality; Greenhouse. Gas Emissions; Wind and Shadow; Ul:ilitles and Service 
Systems; Public Services;_ Biological Resources; Hydrology and Water Quality; Hazards and Hazardous . 
Materials; Mineral Resources; and Agricultural an.d Forestry Resources. · 

CEQA requires agencies to. adopt mitiga\ion measures that would avoid or substantially lessen a project's 
identified significant iinpacts or potential significant impacts if such measures are feasiblE;. The findings 
in this section concern mitigation measures discussed in the Final EIR, · presented in a Mitigation 
MonitGring and Reporting Program ("J.v.llVIRP"), and attached as Exhibit 1 to these Findings, which shall 

. be adopte~ as conditions of Project approval. The Fina~ EIR includes a series of ilitigation measures that 
have l?een identified that would eliminate or reduce to a less-than-sign;ificant level the Master Plan's 
potential environmental impacts of.the Project listed in .this section. All of the mitigation measures set 
forth in .the :final EIR tpat are needed to reduce or avoid these significant ~dvetse en.vironmental :irrtpacts 
are conta:ined in Exhibit 1. The Coinm:lssion.fin~s that the mitigation measures, as set forth in the 
Attached Exhibit 1 to this Resolution, are f~asible and adopts these measures as conditions of Project 
approval. · 

4 



a. Cultural Resources (Archeological Resources) 

M-CP-1: Accor.ding to the FEIR, there is a possibility, though not'likely, that the proposed Project could 
affect CEQA-significant archeological resources. or human remairis 'through grading, excavation or other 
soils-disturbing activities. The project sponsors would distribute the Planning D~partment archeological 
resource "ALERT'; sheet; which indicates the potential for underground resources to .the project prime 
contractor; to any project subcontractor (including demolition, excayation, grc,i.ding, foundation, pier 
drilling, etc. firms); or utilities firm involved in soils disturbing activities within the project site. Prior to 
any soils disturbing activities being undertaken each contrador is responsible for ensuring that the 
"ALERT" sheet is circulated to all field personnel including, machine operators,.field crew, pier drillers, 
supervisory personnel, etc. If, during the activities listed above, the contractor(s) discover underground 
artifacts, said contractor(s) ·shall notify the Environmental Review Officer (ERO) and the. ERO may 
implement any of the following i:neasures: preservation i!1 situ of the a!'cheological resource or 
preparation.of an archeological monitoring program or testing program. If an archeological monitoring 
program or archeological testing program is required, it shall be consistent with the Major Environmental 
Analysis (MEA) division guidelines for s~ch programs: The ERO may also require that the project 
sponsors immediately implement a site security program if the archeological resource is at risk f,rom 
vandalism, looting, or other damaging actions. · 

If hurrian remains are discovered during project construction, all work shall 'be, halted ;immedi~tely within 
. 50 .feet of the discovery, the City shall be notified, and .the County Coroner must be notified, according to 
Section 5097.98 of the St.ate Public Resources Code and Section 7050.5 of California's Health and Safety 
Code. If the remains are determined to be Native American, the coron~rwill notify the Native American 
Heritage Commission, ·and the procedures outlined in CEQA Section 15064.S(d) and (e) shall be followed. 

. l 

The Commission finds that the foregoing mitigation measures are feasible and will mitigate :the potential 
impacts of projec':t construction on archeological resources to a less-than-significant level because the 
measure, which' 'is adopted as a condition of project approv·al, p:i:ovides adequate protection against any 
material dpmage to potential underground cultural resources that may exist on the project site(s). · 

b. Biological Resources 

·M-BI-1: The FEIR detailed the trees which may be removed as part of the implement~tion of the Master 
.. Plan, described the process for tree removal as weU as pertinent regulations related thereto. Jn particular, 

the FEill described the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 which protects lnigratory birds including any . 
part, nest, or egg of such birds. As described in Measure M-BI-1, if active construction work is scheduled 
betw~en September 1 and January 31, this measure is not required. if active construction work occurs· 
during the breeding season; from February 1 through August 31, then a qualified biologist would 
conduct a preconstruction survey within 250 feet of the site two w:eeks prior to the start ~f construction to 
determine the presence of nesting . 'birds. If active nests of protected . birds are found du;ring 
preconstruction surveys, a no-disturbance buffer will be created around active nests during the breeding . 
season, or until it is determined that all young have fledgeC:l If preconstruction surveys indicate that 
protected bird nests are inactive or potential habitat is unoceupied during the construction period, no 
furthermitigation will be.required. 

The Commission finds that the foregoing mitigation measure is feasible and will mitigate the potential 
impacts of project construction on biological resqurces· to a less-than-significant level by ensuring that 
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nesting birds and their fledglings' are not adversely affected by proposed tree removal. These measures 
. are adopted as a condition of project approval. . · 

c. Hazardous Materials 

M>-HZ-1: The FEIR identifies the project site as being down~gradient from a ·property at 
724-734 Lombard Street that is on the California State Department of Toxic Substance Control's 
Hazardous Waste sites list. A gasolhte leak was first reported on the 724-734 Lombard Street property in 
May 2006 and assessment is ongoing. Whjle the EIR found the potential for hazardous materials in the 
soils at the project site to be low, it includes a measure that requires sponsors to sample, test, treat and 
dispose of any contaminated soil in accordance with state regulations should testing indicate the presence 
o~ contamination which may affect the site from adjacent locations. 

M·HZ·2: The FEIR.detaiied the 701 Lombard Street parcel's history and disclosed thai: Underground 
Storage Tanks associated with the site's previous gas station use were removed in 1984. Soils borings 
were co:ri.duded and no evidence of hydrocarbon contamination or detectable residues of petroleum 
hydrocarbons were found. However, if, during pier drilli:J;ig or site excavation, the construction contractor 
encounters underground storage tank(s) (USTs), the contractor.shall halt work. The project sponsors shall 
apply for an Underground Storage Tank Removal J;'ermit from the San Francisco Department of Public 
Health {DPH). All removal activities would be re0ewed and approved by DPH prior to continuation of 
c'on8truction, excavation, or pier drilling. 

The Commission finds that the foregoing mitigation measures are feasible and will mitigate the potential . 
impacts of project construction related to hazardous materials to a less-than-significant level through 
review and oversight by the Department of Public Health. These measures are adopted as a condition of 
project approv~l. · · 

d. MMRP 

The attache<l Exhibit 1 contains the lvIMRP required by CEQA Section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15091. It provides a table setting forth each mitigation measure· listed in the EIR that would 
reduce or eliminate potentially significant adverse impacts of the Project. 

Exhibit 1 also spedfies the party responsible for implementation of each measure, establishes monitoring 
actions, and a monitoring schedule. The Commission finds that the MMRP attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is 
designed to ensure compliance with, among other things, .CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 
of the Administrative Code. The Commission further· finds that the MMRP presents measures that are 
appropriate and fe<:tsible for adoption, and the MMRP is adopted and shall be implemented as set forth 
herein and in Exhibit 1 as a project condition. The Pianning Comm1ssion, as part' of its actions on April 
21, 2011, recommended the adoption of four (4) improvement measures that would ameliorate less-than
significant impacts. These hnprovement Measures are contained in Exhibit 2 to this Attachment. 
However, as set forth in the Conunission Resolution, this Commission· adopts only . Improvement 
Measures I-TR-1 and I-TR-2 as project conditions. · 

IV. SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CANNOT BE AVOIDED OR REDUCED TO.A 
LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL 

Based on substantial evidence in the whole record of these proceedings, ·the city finds that there are 
significant project-specific or cumulative impact~ that would not be eliminated or reduced to an 
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insignificant level by the mitigation measures listed in Exhibit 1. The Final EIR. identifies a significant and 
unavoidable adverse effect to cultural (historic architectural) resources related to the demolition of the 
existing branch library lbcated at ~000 Mason Street. The Final EIR. also indicates that implementation of 
the Master Plan Project would result in an adverse cumulative impact associated with the· demolition _of . 
the branch lil;irary that is a contributor to a potential Multiple Property Listing. 

. . 
I • 

The findings in this section concern mitigation measures discussed in the Final EIR, ·presented in a 
Mitiga:tion Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP"), and attached as Ex~bit 1 ·to these. Findings, 
These mitigation measures are adopted as conditions of project approval. The Ffual EIR. includes a series 

. of mitigation measures that have been identified that would reduce but not to a less-than-sighlficant level 
the Master PJan Project's environmental :impacts of the project listed in this section. All of the mitigation 
measures set forth in the Final EIR that ·are needed to reduce or avoid these significant adverse 
environmental impacts are contained -in Exhibit 1. The Commission hereby. adopts fhes~ mitigation 
measures, as set forth in the attached Exhibit 1 to this Resolution. The Commission finds that such 
measures are feasible and are adopted as conditions 'of project approval. 

a. Cultural Resources (Historic Architectural Resources) 

M-C ... P-2: Documentation of the North Beach Branch Library shall be prepared in accordance with the 
guidelines established for the Level II Historic American Building Survey (HABS). Level II 
documentation shall include select existing drawings photographed with large-format negatives or 
phq!ographically reproduced on Mylar. Photographs shall include exterior views and historic views of 
the existing library (some of which are available at the San :(/ran'cisco R;istory Center at the San Francisco 
Public Library) in ac.cordance with HABS!HAER Photograph Specifications and Guidelines. 

M-C-P-3: The Library Commission and Recrea.tion· and Park? Commission '$hall approve and ftmd 
installation of a pe1manent interpretati>;e display at or near the site of the for.mer North Beach Branch 
Library fo discuss the history and significance of this branch. Components of this mitigation program 
shall include a permanent plaque or display within or near the proposed new library building. It s):iall 
contain historic. photographs and/or plans, as well as descriptive text. Elements. of the display could be 
developed from the HABS-level·recordation. The design for the interpretive display shall be submitted to 
the HPC for review prior to final installation. 

Th~ Commission; based on information set forth in the. adminish·ative record and this Attachment A, 
finds that the foregoing mitigation measures are feasible, though these measures will not mitigate the 
direct and cumulative impacts related. to the demolition of the existing branch library; considered iiu 
historic resource for purposes of environmental review, to less-than-significant levels. These measures 
nonetheless are adc;ipted as a condition of project approval. · 

V. EVALUATION OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 

a. Alternatives Analyzed in the FEIR 

TI1e FEIR_ analyzed four project clte~natives: a "No Project Alternative", a "Preservation and 
Rehabilitation Alternative", a "Preservation and Southerly Expansion Alternative", and a "Three-story 
Library (701 Lombard Parcel) Alternative." The FEIR. determined that these alternatives were potentially 
f~asible, but did not necessarily meet the project sponsors' objectives. A brief description of each 
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alternative is provided below, followed by findings related to the rationale for the City's rejection of each 
alternative: 

' 
The Commission rejects the Alternatives set forth in the Final BIR and listed. below because it finds, in 

· addition to the reasons desc;;ribed below, eisewhere in these Findings, and in the administrative record, 
that there is substantial evidence, including evidence of economic, legal, social, technological, and other 
considerations under CEQA Guidelines 1509l(a)(3}, that make irifeasible such alternatives. In making 
these determinations, the Comrriission is aware that CEQA defines "feasibility" to mean "capable of 
'being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, takfug into ai;com1t 
ec~momic, environmental, social, legal, and technological factors." . . 

No Project Alternative 
·Under the No Project Alternative, the project sites would remain in their existing conditions. The existing 
commercial p~rking lot use at 701 Lombard Str~et is ass.urned to continue to operate for the foreseeable 
future. The existing branch building at 2000 Mason Street would not be demolished, the adjacent Joe 
DiMaggio Playground would remain in its current configuration, Mason Street would not pe vacated 
between Lo~bard Str~et and Columbus Avenue; and it would co:Iltinue to accommodate vehicular traffic· 
without restriction. Conditions described in detail for each· environmental topic in th~ FEIR's 
Environmental Setting chapter would remain and none of the impacts associated with the Master Plan 
would occur. · 

. 
The Commission rejects the No Project Alternative b!;!cause it would not result .in an expansion of lil;Jrary 
floor area or provide additional space for. library programs or collections. The No Project Alternative 

. would not increa~e accessibility, address existing accessibility or seismic safety deficiencies1 nor would it 
incorporate energy-efficient upgrades or·-internal building system improvements. It also would not 
provide a technically upgraded facility on par with other branch libraries in the systerri:. The No Project 
Alternative Would not result in an fucrease in open space, nor would it enhance connectivity between 

· park amenities or create an integrated recreational facility. All of the reasons stated herein pro;ride 
sufficieritindependent gr<;>unds for rejecting this alternative. · 

Preservation and Rehabilitation Alternative 
Under the P:i;eservation and Rehabilitation Alternative, the existing branch librru:y building would be 
renovated to meet existing State Historic Building Code requirements .related ~o seismic stability. The 
library would also be renovated to ·meet current Americall's with Disability Act (ADA) accessibility 
requirements. ,Renovations would also inclt.1.de asbestos abatement, installation of new fire sprinklers, 
interior llghting, roof repair and construction of an elevator between the different building levels to the 
library's lowest level at the east of the stairway. 

Under the Preservation and Rehabilitation· Alternative, the FEIR ~ssumes U1at the Joe DiMaggio 
Playground would not be renovated and its features would remain in their current state and present 
locations, though maintenartce is expected to occur over time as needed. The 701 L~mbard Street parcel 
would continue to function as a commercial parking lot, Mason Street would not b~ vacated betvyeen 
Lombard Sb:eet and Columbus Avenue, and it would contini:te to accommodate vehicular traffic without 
restriction. 

The Commission rejects the Preservation and Rehabilitation Alternative because it would result in a· 
red,uction of usable libraiy floor area between appro:Ximately 4 to 10 percent due to the circulation and 
access improvements that would be needed to comply with current ADA requirements. This alternative 
would continue.libr~y operation on four levels and would not fulfill the objective of having key library 
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program elements on one floor for efficient staffing and materials processing. These improvements would 
entail "installation of either an interior or e~terior elevator to accommodate vertical circulation betw:een 
existfug library levels for· disabled persons, This alternative therefore would· not. meet the sponsor's 
objective to provide space to accommodate shelving for more b.ooks and other materials, increase 
programming space or to provide a program room. Furthe1~. the alternative is rejected because if the 
elevator were constructed on the eastern ext~rior of the library building, it would require a touchdpwn 
and circulation area at ground-level at the location of the playground's existing westernmost tennis court, 
and an exterior elevator would encroach on the court's play area and render it unusable. The FEIR states 
that initial test fit analyses indicate that a replacement court, based on standard dimensions of 120 feet by 
60 feet, would be too large to be in~orporated into the 701 Lombard parcel without closure and vacation 
of Mason Street, and any fencing around the relocated court would disrupt views along the Mason Street 
view corridor. This contra:>ts with the proposed Master Plan conditions, where no fencing m the former 
Mason Street public right-of-way is proposed. Finally, the branch would be closed for 12 to 18 months 
during renovations and would provid~ services out of a 'tei:nporary bookmobile, fn contrast to the more 
minimal (two-week) service interruptions during the move in period for the new library. This alternative 
would not result in an iricrease in open space nor would it enhance connectivity between park amenities 
or· create an integrated recreational · facility. All of the reasons stated herein provide suffi<;ient 
.ind~pendent grotmds for rejecting this alternative. 

Preservation and Southerly Expansion Alternative . 
Under the Preservatipn an,d Southerly Exp'ansion Alternative, an approximately 4,300-square-foot, single
story addition would be built to the south and southeast of the existing branch building, in the location of 
the western portion 'of the children's play area and closed reading garden. In this alternative, a 1,960-
square-foot outdoor children's reading garden would be k>cated to the south of the addition, and a 3;560-
sqti.are-foot renovated childr~'s play area would be located east of the a4!iition. The·existing library 
entrance would be converted into an emerge:p.cy exit and the new main entrance would be loca~ed along 
the southwestern fa9a~e of 'the addition, set back about eight feet from Columbus Avenue. The interior of 

· · the existing library would be renovated tQ meet current ADA and seismic requirements. An interior 
lift/elevator would be installed to allow for vertical circulation for disabled persons between librai;y 
levels. Total publicly accessible floor area in the library would be' 4,380 square feet, compared to about 
4,055 square feet under the preferred branch scheme proposed as part of the Master· Plan. Under this 
alternative, Mason Street would be vacated and closed to vehieular traffic. The 701 Lombard Street parcel 
would be renovated as a public recreational open space. 1he remainder of the Joe DiMaggio Playground 
would be renovated as per the Master Plan. 

The Commission rejects the Preservation and Southerly Expansion Alternative because it would result in 
operation of an expanded library over four levels. The library's 13 percent mcrease in floor area would 
result in scattered staff areas and would require hiring additional staff to supervise program areas across 
multiple levels. · · 

This alternative wm;tld require closure of the. entirety of the existing children's play area during library 
construction, and. would almost halve the size of the area upon completion, thereby eliminating about 
4,525 square feet of that specific recreational program ·area. New open space at the 701 Loinbard Street 
parcel would n?t ?e preferable or feasible for active recreational use, such as a playground, according to 
information presented during the Master Plan planning process. To use the site for active recreational . 

. use, the grade change across the site would require either filling along Lombard Street enclosed by a 
retaining wall, or excavation along Columbus' A venue and Mason Street supported by retaining walls 

9 



that could be qS tall .as 9 feet. Active recreational 'uses at this location could require additional fencing. 
This may block access to the street, creating a barrier between the sidewalk and the triangle parcel. 

This alternative also would result in some ·restricted access bet11Veen the library and some playground 
areas. Although the.spaces would be merged with Joe DiMaggio Playgroimd to create one contiguous 
bl.ock, access to recreational facilities east and west of the library wouid be pro~itled at separate 
entrances, because fue expanded library would prohibit east-west furough-access between features. The 
ability' to visually survey the park would be reduced under fuis scheme as compared to the Master Plan 
because the library building would occupy.a large portion of fue middle of fue site if M~son Street is fully 
vacated and the vacated ar~as of 701 Lombard Street are fully used for open space. Nor. would fuis 
alternative result in an increase in open spj:1ce, even with fue possible future incorporation of fue 701 
Lombard parcel, since. the one-story new library horizontal ·expansion w:ould occupy existing pa:rk op~n 
space. This alternative would not enhance co1mectivity between park .amenities, create· an 'integrated 
recr~ational facility, or increase open space. Finally, the existing.branch library would be clo:;ed for 12 to. 
18 months during renovations and would' provide services out of a, temporary bookmobile, in contrast to. 
th~ more minimal (two-week) service interruptions during. fue move-in period to the proposed new 
library. For the foregoing reasons, the Commission rejects this alternative: In aq.dition, all of the reasons 

, stated herein provide sufficient independent grounds for rejecting this alternative. 

, Three-story Library (701 Lombard Parcel) Alternative 
Under the Three-story Library (701. Lombard Parcel) Alte~native, · a new . branch library would be 
constructed at fue 701 Lombard Street parcel without expansion or modification of its existing eastern lot 
line 19.5 fee(eastWatd as proposed under Master Plan conditions. The branch library building would qe 
three stories tall and would have a height of up to 40 feet. It would contain approximately 9,016 square 
feet of floor area - about 516 square feet larger fuan the branch library's floor area analyzed for the 
Master .. Plan and about 70 percent larger fuan the existing Norfu Beach branch. The library's first floor · 
would accommodate a total of about 4,023 square feet and include an approximately 500-square-foot teen 

·area; approximately 944-square-foot children's area adjacent to a children's librarian desk in the central 
portion. of the. floor, and an elevator along the library's east (Mason Street) wall; a staff work room 
containing about 567 square feet of spac~; as well as two stair wells, mechanical and electrical closets, and 
restrooms. The libtary would have two entrances: one would be located along Columbus Avenue and the 
other on Mason Street. · · 

Th~ Commission rejects the Three-story Library (701 Lombard Parcel) Alternative because this alternative 
would not meet the objective to "develop a new branch that is cost effective to build and operate." Wit!t a 
third. level, more square fobtage for additional stairs and elevators (as opposed to additional 
programming space) would be· required and additional staffing would increase long-term operational 
costs. The altemati~e w~uld not meet fue objective of providing "key libra1y program elements on one 
floor for the efficiency of staff and materials processing," which, according to SFPL,. would result in a 
library · fuat is not cost~effective to build and operate and lead 'to inefficient use of library staff and 
resources. Finally; the Three-story Library Alternative ass:umes thatthe existing branch buil':'lffig at 2000 
Mason Street. would be demolished. This alternative therefore would not avoid, reduce or eliminate the 
Master Plan's significant impact related to the c;le:tnolition of a potential historic resource identifi~d in this 
EIR, nor would it reduce, avoid or eliminate the Master Pl1:m's considerable contribution to a cumulative 

· impact related to the.loss of the existing branch as a contributor to a potential multiple property listing. 
For fue :foregoing reasons, the Commission rejects this alternqtive. Further, all of the reasons stated herein 
provide sufficient independent grounds for rejecting this alternative. 
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b. Additional Alternatives Reviewed and Rejected in the FEIR 

The FEIR analyzed six project alternatives that were rejected from further consideration. These 
alternatives_ :included: ·a "Preservation and Northerly Expansion Alternative", an "Eastward Expansion 
Alternative", a "Vertical Expansion Alternative",· an "Adaptive Reuse and New Library Building 
Alter~ative", a "Rooftop Playground Alternative" and "Off-site Location Alternatives." 

As stated ill DEIR Chapter 2, Project Description (pp. 25-68), the Master Planning process explored 
several design options for renovation, expansion, or relocation of the library. These options included 
construction of a new library at the southwest corner of Powell Street an~ Lombard Street, other locations 
within.the multi-purpose hardscape area, as well as ~o.nstruction of a new library at the current location. 
The rebuild schemes inclll;ded a replacement branch in the same footprint as ·the existing library,. 
replacement in a reoriented footprint, replacement in a smaller footprint witl;l a two-story library, or 
replacement in a smaller footprmt 'with an \ffidergl'Ound level extending eastward beneath the area of the 
existing children's_ play area. A.it option of a new library fully within the Mason Street right-of-way was 
also explored. These options were discuss.ed in community forums weighing various factors, including 
potentiaj loss, of recreational space(s),'feasibility, cost, visitor accessibility, and library fun_ctionality. 

i;'he abovementioned a).ternatives were considered and rejected in the DEIR pp. 241-251. The alternatives 
focused primarily on the siting and design of the brancl_i library; however, planning options and 
operational effects also were considered for the Joe DiMaggio Playground. These options were rejected 
from further consideration because they would require relocation. or possibly eliminati_on of existing 
playground elements, block view corridors, cover major utilities that require access, reqllire that ft!nding 
for park 'renovation be in place at the time of libra1y construction or expansion, and· I or ·require 
substantial additional fundi;ng for library construction. In addition, some design options would r.esult in 

. inefficient or challenging library operations. · 

Other design options were discussed in the DEIR or Corrunents and Responses docum:ent in more detail 
but also were ultimately rejected fr9ni further consideration. fu response to numerous public commentS 
on the DEIR to study the Northerly Expansion Alternative, the City provid.ed additional analysis of this 
altemative in the Comments and Responses document .. See AL-4 of the Comments and Responses 
document begbining at page 173. However, for the reasons provided in the DEIR and Comments and 
Responses document, this alternative remains rejected as infeasible. Similarly, an Eastward Expansion 
Alternative and a variant were presented as public comments on the DEIR. The Cify provided evaluation 
of these alternatives and stated fue reasons for their rejection in -Responses AL-1, ·AL-3 and AL-4 on pp. 
151-168 of fue Cominents and Responses document Since publication of fue FEIR, no other feasible · 
alternative considerably different from others previously analyzed has been presented that would clearly 
lessel). fue environmental impacts of the Master Plan. For the reasons set forth in fue FEIR, these Findings,' 
and elsewhere in the adm:inistrative record, the alternatives discussed in· this section and any other 
alternatives raised during the public comment period ar~ rejected as infeasible. · 

VI. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

The Commission finds that, notwithstanding the· imposition of all feasible mitigation me~sures, . 
significant impacts related to Historic Resourc~s will remain sigmncant and unavoidable and in 
accordance wifu CEQA Guidelines Section 15092(b)(2)(B), such remaining impacts are acceptable to the 
overriding considerations described below. fu accordance wifu CEQA guidelines Section 15093, CEQA 
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. Sec;tion 21081(b ), and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, the Commission hereby finas 
that each of the specific economic, legal, social,. technological, and othel' considerations, and the ·benefits 
of the Project separately and independently outweigh these remaining significant, adverse impacts. The 
remaining significant adverse impacts identified are acceptable . in light of each of these . overriding 
considerations. · · 

The Master Plan project would: 

• provide a new Nol'th Beach BraJ.!ch Library commensurate with other branch libral'ies in the San 
Fl'ancisco Public Library system. 

• increase .onsite open space by 20 percent over existing conditions, or roughly 12,000 square feet of · 
programmed recreational open space in one of San Francisco's densest neighborhoods. 

• affirm the IJ.eighborhood visfon of a new .library and expanded park developed through the 
involvement of hundreds of neighborhood residents who participated in master planning 
meetings an~ hearings. 

• provide a high quality civic and cultural space fol' the surrounding community and members of 
the public through the . configuration of the new library and the playground feature of Joe 
DiMaggio Playground with a cm;mecting plaza visible with clear sight lines and access between 

· the parks recreational. ~acilities. 

• allow the new library project to proceed independent of the timing or availability. of funding for 
the park renovation portion pf the Master Plan project. 

. . . . 

. Specifically in regard to the 'construction of a new library, the. Mas.ter Plan Project would: 

• construct a new 8,500-square-foot library for the residents of the North Beach, Russian Hill, and 
Chinatown neighborhoods, providing the community access to the San Francisco Public Library 
collection of books, .media, periodicals, as well as public technology resources, ·literacy and arts 
programming, and research assistance. 

. . 
• provide.a new hbrary that is 59 percent larger than the existing branch, and, consistent with the 

program standards of the Br!'lllch Library Improvement Program, accommodates significant 
space for ·books and materials in multiple languages, features a new designated teen area, a 
separate adult reading ai;ea and an ·expanded children's area with interactive learning .features 
and contains a community -room fo~ library events and children's programs that will be open to 
the public for use after hours. 

• provide an exp~nded Children's Area, a separate Teen Area; and a new program room available 
to all who visit and the more than.14 schools and childcare centers that serve the_ children and 
youth of the North Beach community· and surrounding neighborhoods. 

• construct a new seismically safe libraiy for the North· Beach community and surrounding 
neighborhoods that-could serve as a disaster response hub for the neighborhood :in the event of a 
City-wide disaster .. 
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• construct a new library buHding that ensures full access to people with disabilities to the City's 
programs, activities, benefits, and facilities pursuant to the City's ADA Tr'ansiticin Plan and 
·Uniform Physical Access Strategy. According to the Mayor's. Office on Disability, the 
preservation alternatives considered in the BIR may not provide adequate ADA parity. 

• make needed ADA access :improvements that also provide ease o{ access for ·baby strollers, 
seniors and people of all ages and abilities. · 

• constmct a building that achieves a Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEEP) 
rating of Silver or higher,. as defined by .the U.S. Green 'Building Council, thereby reducing the 
project's carbon footprint,maximizing the energy efficiency of the library, and furthering the 
City's Slistafuabilitjr Plan. 

• transform a parking lot on a major commercial corridor into a new public building that would 
accomplish the objective of increasing civic presence and visibility of the library from Columbus 
Avenue. 

• create temporary construction jobs subject to the City's.local hiring requirements· that would 
provide employment opportunities for San Francisco residents, promote the City's role as a 
commercial.center, and prmqde additional payroll tax revenues to City. 

• promote Objective 3 of the Neighborhood Center Facilities Element of the General Plan (Policies 
1-5) to assure that neighborhpod residents have access to needed services and a focus for· 
neighborhood activities. The building of a new library with flexible program spaces and a new 
community room, located· midst multiple Recreation and Park facilities, is consistent with this 
goal. · 

• promote Objective 2 of the Community Safety Element of the General Plan (Policy 2.1) that a:ims 
to reduce structural and non-structural hazards to life safety, min:imize property damage and 
resulting social, cultural and economic dislocations resulting from future disasters. Replacing the 
seismically hazardous existing libra1y building with a new facility, which meets current building 
code standards for seismic safety, is consistent with this objective. 

• promote Objective 6 of the Community· Facilities Element of the General Plan (Principles 1-5), 
· which states that public libraries provide an essential public service as.follows: "Development of 

a public ltbrary system in San Francisco which will make· adequate· and efficient library service 
freely available to everyone ~ithin the City, and which will be in harmony with related public 
services facilities ... " The San Francisco Public Library has provided library services to the North 
Beach community and adjacent ~eighborhoods since 1959 and the project would provide a 
seismically safe and accessibfo facility, in harmony with related public facilities in the Joe 
DiMaggio Playground, to continue this service. . 

• would demolish only one of the branch libraries designed by Appleton & Wolfard ':"hile the San 
J'.rancisco Public Library is preserving and restoring six other ex~ples of their work for future 
generations. On November 9( ~010, by a vote of 10-1, the Board of Supervisors voted down 
legislation to designate the building as a local landmark. · 
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• help fulfill the goals of Proposition A, "Branch 1;,ibrary Facilities Improvement Bonds, 2000" 
overwhelmingly supported by San Francisco voters for general obligation bonds in the amount.of 
$105,865,000 for the acquisition, renovation and construction c:ifbranch libraries and other library 
facilities. 

• meet the SFPL's objective to minimize or avoid disruption to library service while the 'proposed 
library is under construction, which none of the alternatives, othe! than. ~e 3-story alternative, 
accomplish. . 

Specifically in regard. to the expansion and reconfiguration of Joe DiMaggio Playground, the Master Plan 
Project would: 

• add needed open space to North Beach and Chinatown communities, an identified "high needs 
area" for the addition qf Open Space in the City's General Plan. As discussed in the Master Plan 
EIR, the area around the park is estimated to have approximately 0.45 acres of open space per 
1000 residents,· 95 pe:i:cent below the city-wide average of 9 acres per 1000 residents. Many 
residents live in multi,-i.µtlt buildings with limited or no open space such as yards and rely 
heavily or exclus.ively on public amenities such as parks. · 

: . 
• increase overall park open space to accommodate an expanded and improved children's play 

area which will meet new safety req~ire~ents, add new features such as games and picnic tables, 
and provide additional landscaping and seating throughout the expanded park 

• increase park safety through a'· unified site design, by placing the children's playground in a.more 
central part of the park and moving it away from fi!e street and related-traffic at ~he park's edge, 
enhancing play$round visibility arid supervision from the clubhouse ~d other park areas. 

• hnprove ·the design of the park facilities and their arrangement on the site. By rearranging the 
bocce, tennis courts and the children's' play area and adjusting the grades in these areas, the
entire park is unified ~th improved site cireulation and vi~ibility. Tius new park layout would 
strengthen connectivity, both visually aitd functionally. . 

. . 

• preserves current park features during the constructi.011 of the new library -and allows for the 
reorganization of su,ch features and uses .in an optimal way once funding for park improvements 
is available. · 

. . 
• transforms one block of .Mason Street from a street with vehicular traffic :jn~o public park spfl.ce 

_consistent with the CitY' s Bette! Streets Plan. 

• further a proper public purpose through vacation of Mason Street and interdepartmental transfer 
of the former roadway to the SFRPD that will. preserve the subject area for park and recreational 
purposes, including but not solely limited to, construction of a library. · 

• str'engthen the visual connection between the library and the park through the creation of a new 
plaza open space on.Mason Street. · 

• promote Objective 2 of the Recreation and Open Space Element of the General Plan (Policies 2.1,· 
2.2, 2.4) that aims to develop and maintain a diversified and balanced citywide system: of high 
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quality public open space. The Master Plan increases public open space and integrates park and 
library uses consistent with this objective. 

Having . considered the information included above as well as information in these Findings and 
elsewhere in ¢e administrative record, the Commission finds, determines, and concludes thatthe project 
benefits of the Master Plan Project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, and that the 
adverse envi.Tonmental effects are therefore acceptable. 
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WO-S.0968.(::; N'ortb Beach Public ·Library and J~ PiMaggi:o Play.grouRd Master. Plan Project 
Assessor'& B.lock 0074, Lot Oin; Assessor's B.fo.ck 0075, Lot 001; 

Motion No. · 

~HIBIT1: 
April 21, 2011 

MITIGATION MONITORIN'G AND R~PO.RTIN'G PROGRAM 
(Including the Text ofthe -Mitigation. Measµres Ad'opted as Comfitions_of Approval). 

Mitigation MeaS:t:1res Adopted As Condit.ions of Approval 

M.CP~1. Areheological Reso~rces . 

.Resp:c;msibility for 
lmp·Jernentation 

Th:e·fall'OWil'l·g·mitrgatfon me~s.t1re ts required-to im\itrgate :my poteritlai adii~tis.e · ]Pr.Sleet sporisi:i:S. · 
effect tiom·the. propesed ·project on-accidentl:)lly discovere<tl blilri:ed o.r 
s.iµbmer.ged historical resources as defined ir:i ·CE;QA Guic!elines Section 
1.5064..S(~}(c). 

The preject sponsors shall distribwte tlile Ptan:ning Depcirtment archeological 
resdlilrce ":ALERT" sh:e·et to, the .projeet prime contractor-; to any :proje.ct 
S!il·bcontra'ci<>r (iru::Juding·<temQlifiori., ex~1>1a.tjon, grading,.fol!!ndati~n. pier 
dtilli·ng. e.tc. fir:ms); or uttrit1es fifl!T11 .i_nv.olvedJA SOI~ di$hlrb:ing, acti111ities w:itmm 
the project site. ·Prior to any so.ils dis~blng ai::tiV:iti~ being undertaken each 
contractor is respc:insible fer ensunng·tnat.the • AI:..ERr sheet is circt:llated<tc:i 
an field personnel including. r.nathine operators, field a.ew, pier drnlers, 

, super.visory pers:onne~ etc.. Th'e·projeet s'pOl'lsors sh'all pro~ide lhe 
Ti;nvitol'll'i'lerital Review Officer (ERO) witill a sigm~d affidavit from-the 
re.sponsible part1es (prime contractor; subcc:intr:ac;tbr(s~, aru:l _utilities ftr-m) to 1he 
ERO confirming that allfield personnel have receive.cl oo.pi:es of the Alert 
Sheet. 

·sh<iiu11a"an}dridlcafiori. ofanaidiecilogicafresoi.Wc.e b.·eerirciiunterea ciiirlrig ar.iy ·· ·· P.i<iajecf~or5, 
soils .disturbing ai;.ti'lity of the project, the project Head. Fol'.ertlan and/or project · · SQlll:tractQr.(-s); .and 
sponsors shall imr:mediately notify .the r;RO and sbaU ,immed:iately-sU5pellld any . · atdhe9fbgist 
s.oils disrul'bing activities in tne vicinity·of th'e discavery until the ERO has -
detemlifl·eo what additional mea.s.ures should b:e- un.dertakeri. 

If tbe ERO !iletermines that an arch~9logjcal· res.ource. may. be prese.nt w.itJ'lin 
. the pfoject site, the project sponsors shall:r$ii'l the services of a q~lified 
archeological cons.ultant. The archeolegical CC!)RS!;!Uant shall adv.ise the ERO 
as to whether the discovery Is ~n archeologJcal resomrce, ·retains s.uffro:ient 
integrity, and is of potential scientificJ.bistorical/c1;.1lrural significance. If an 
archeological resomrce is pres.ent, the archeol~gioal consultant shall identify 
and evattiate the archeoll!)Qicar res.otmce. The arcbeological COl"lSl!l.ltant shall 
make a recommendation as.to what ai;:tion, lf any, is warranted. Based on this 
inforrnatto:n, the !=RO may-r:equilie, rt warranted, specifli;: additional meas1:1res 
to be implemented by_ the pr0je:ct sponsors. 

Mitigation 
Sched'ule 

Prior to any soil;. 
disrurbing 
acfivitie.s. 

ounm9soii:-~· 
I di$tur;bing 
· activ.ities. • 

M·onitorin·g/Rep·ort 
· Responsibility 

Stat1:1sf0ate 
Completed 

P·rcj~ sporisp.f.Sfo.. -cf t:Onsider.e'd co~pl_ete 
pro.v1de affidavit te the . upon ERO receipt of 
ERO ·confim;iimg that all afti.®vit. 
fie.ld'personnel have · 
recei:v.ed copies of the 
• AW;:RT" Sheet. 

ERO to fireiiat.e ·· · · ~ 
memorar.idmn to file 

·· indicating·.results of 
constllltaticm wifh 
archeologi~t. 

..... c:Orisioered c».1:Flplet~ 
mpon lafter;of i;RO's 
draffim:g of memo or 
l;:RO's c!ireciion to 
im:plement 'further 
measmres. 



2008.09681:;: North Seach P-Ublic l.,ibrary and Joe DiMaggio Playground Mast~r PIM .Project 
· Asses5or's Block 0074, Lot 001; Assessqr's 1;31ock.0075, Lot 0'01·; 

Motion No. 
April 21, 2011 

!SXHIBIT 1: . . 
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

(Jm:luding the Text of the_Mitig·ation Measu~s Adopt~d as Co:nditions of Approval) 

Mitigation Measures Adopted As Com:Jitio1:is of Approval 

Arche:ologi.cal Resources (cpnt'd.) 

Measures -r:iiii~tit includ.e: .preserit.ati@nfut. sltlii ·Qf the al'.~e(i;1:qgreaiie'so1iuiie; an 
areneologi:c;al monitering pr,ogram; or an airr;:heologicar ~stin§ (;>r.&gram: If al'! 
arcmeological monit6ring program :or arcmeologlcal tes.ti:mg program is re~uired; 
it shall be .censistent with tfue Major i;=1wir.ormnenta1· Analysis (MEA) diYisiar:i 
guideliAes for such programs. Th'e !;RO may ats.o require that the project 

. spo.nsors immeoiately implement a site seeurity poog.ram if the. al'Cheological 
res.ourc.e is at risk from v.andaHsm, fpc;tiflg, ·o_r oth~r damaging actiol'is. 

lfhiimari Feiilaifl's are dfa:®vel'eddui;iiiJ·g prtlifeet eo~ctiori, ·all worfsfu:ilf be' 
. hatted rmmedlately within so feet of·t11e disoovecy.; fh:e City.shall be notified, 
· am'd fhe C.Qlllnty Col't;m:er must be nofilfi:ed, aCCQrofotg to $eciion 5097..98. of the 
State .Pub.Ile Resour-ces Coc:le and Sei;:ti9n 7050.5 of Califomia's Health and 
Safety CQde. Lf the remains are.det-emtlned to be Native Amel'ic,an, the 
CO.l'Ofller will notify the NatiYe Amerii¢an Hetitage Q:>l'iill1iili$,ion, ancl th:e 
proredlllres ooflined in CI;OA Secif0l'I t5064.5(d) and ~e·) shall b~ fulllow:ed. 

· Tile pr~t archecill:>gtea1 asns~Uiirit .slian ~i!iliiiiiiifa :i=h1~rAr.~eefti£ficar~~ 
RespuFCeS Report (FARR) to the E;R'O th<iit ev.all'!ates the lilist~tical 
signfficaa:ce of any cliscovered aFehedlogi:cal resource amd describing the 
ar.cl!e:al~gical and historital r-esea:rch methods empJoy.ed 1n the areheological 
mo!'li.toringtd~ta recoverypr~ram{s): tmdertakel'J. lmfdrmaf:iori that may pl!lt ~t 
risk any archeo~ogicai resource shall be provided in a sepa~ate ·removable · 
insert 'Within th:e fir.rat report. 

· ';. t:(i;jjles· df the Dri3ft FARR shall' be ~ t0 the ,ERO .f-01' i'eview ariid appiiivaC 
Once approved by ·the ERO, copies of the FARR shall be .diStr:ibuted as 
ftill0WS: california l><rcheolpgica1 Site Servey Northwest ·finfor:matioA Ce.nter 
(NWIC) shaU receive one (t) copy amd ti:l:e ERO Shall re:ceive .a copy of the 
trarrsr:nitt~ of the FARR to th'e NWl'C. The Mil.jar Environmental Analysis 
division of fue Planning Department shall receive tfuree copies -0f tb'e FA:RR 
along with CQpies of any forma'I site .Fecordation forms .fCA D:PR 523 series) 
andlor docu111entalion. for nomination to the Nt:itiOlil;;\I Register-of Historic 
Places/California Reg,iSter of Historical' Resources. 1n in&fal!lCeS of high public 
·interest or interpFetive value, th.e ER.O mey-r:eq1:1ire a.diffefernt fiflal report 
content, format, and distrib:utiom than that pre.sented ~bove. 

Responsib:im;y for 
Implementation 

Mitigation 
Schedule 

.• {.see-aoove} ·· ·· ··· · -•:' (seeaoOV.e) 

P-rQJeifSprinSQT.S~ · 
CQntracter(-s'), and 

' aT<eheologist. 

D.t:lt:iflg, soil .. 
· c:llswrbing 
,, acfiv.lties. 

·-Proj~ s:~ci a~-"t'-F.elfuwing 
,. ar:cheol~g~al . . comi;>le.tion of 
· censl!lltant any 

ar-che'ological 
field· program. 

. ' 

Monitoring/Report 
Responsibility 

'(see ati'e:ie} · 

'ffio, ®1:1rifyciQfo111.er: 

I-ERO to review Draft 
':FARR. 

,rr;,.,...-

Stat~fDate , 
Completed 

·(s'ee ~belle) 

Coiiiside~d ci;>m~ete · 
up.on Latter of ERQ;s 
draftir:ig of memo or 
ERO's dir:ecii~n to 
implement further 
measures. 

rct)nsidere'd eol1R.Ptete 
l!I(;>On ERO ap.proval of 
Dr.aft FARR. . 

1 :Fiili>1ecf sJ)omsors. · · . ......... . .. ..-1~ ... ,, .. ,, .. ,_ .... ,~~~ .... -, ...... , ... , .... ,~!~-...... -, .. ~ .. ,, .... , ......... 
Up0.n ERO . · PJ!~je'Ct SJWl'IS!:ll!S w GO!iisidered< ®mplete 
approV$l of Draft pr.o'Y'ide !=RO w.i~h µpon receipt by ERO of 
FARR. .copies of transmittals of evider:ic.eof.dis.tr:ibution. 

FARR oismtil!llion. 



2008.0968E: Not1fl :Seach Public L,ibrary al'ld Joe DiMaggiq P.laygrouot;J Master P.li:m proje.ct 
Assessor's Block 0074, Lot OP1; Assessor's Block 0075, Lot 001; 

Motion No. 
Apn1 21, 2011 

EXHtBIT1:: .. 
MJTIGATION·MONITORING AND R~PORTIN:G PROGRAM 

. {:Including the Text of the M'CtJ;g:ati:on Measures Adopted· a~ Co:ttditions of Approva:I) 

Mitigation· Measures Adopted As· Conditions of Approval 

M...CP•2. HABS-LeveJ Recordafior:i 

. Oocumemtaficim of the Noflil!i BE;!:a~ IBiarich Lib.rari sha!H;)e· prepared :iri . 
aec:or.da~ with the gt1•rdelimes.esta~liShedf.or the·Hi$tol'ic Anneri.cao Building 
Sb!Vey CHASS) Le,..el IL Level 11 ·QO(:l!Jment;rtioR ~all il'lclillde the follow,iJ;ig::. 

(1) Ora.wings: Select exiStii!lg ~raw.ings, whel'e availaQ.le. shall ~e 
pfu9tqgfli!phe.d witfl lar§e-.fel"lil'lat negativ.es ·or p;hotographi~lly 

·,reproduced on Mylar. 

(2) 

(3) 

P.hotoqrapas: PhQtogr.aphs w.i~b Iarge.f0m:iat negati~es -of exterior 
views shall be sM~ photac!;)pies with Jar.ge-.format negatives ef select 
existimg· dl'l;lwimgs er histoFic ~e\NS, w.h:ere a\1ailab'le, slii'all be made. 
Sev.etal histerie ph'OtoQraphs ofthe Nertht Beach Braach Lib.rary are 
available at the San Fta:n~ise(> History CeRter of the San Francisco 
P1;1blic Library. Photography shall follow tbe HASS/HAER Phat0graph.s: 
Specifications· and Guidelines. 

Written Data: The his.to!)' amd de:scr:ip.ti.Qn-of the building· shall be 
reeerded im text fo.rm. A rep.Git shall G.e :pFep:ared dOcl!llilil~l!itil"fg the 
existing cenditions of the North B:ea:ch Brarrcb Ub:rar.y.: as well as tl:ie 

· overall history of the libtary in tA:e centext of San Fra'l'lcjs.co and 
Aimer:ican p.ublic li!rlraliies dl!lrira:g:the pest.-Wotkl War J:I era, 1neluding.the 
oiheF Appletorn · & Wolfa'fd;.de~jgtn~d iij;)raries that conmbtrte to the MPL 
M-!l[ch of the historical· col'itextprepared by th'e Carey & Qo. repQrt and 
HRER cal'l be used for this task.· 

Daeemen~on oi the Norlin -Btam~hUbrary site stia:U be stibmwted to t~ 
f®Uowing repositories: 

• Docurr:rentatio.n report and ome set of phetographs and 
negativ.es. oci~il'lal draWings, andlor ineas.wred drawmgs:shall 
·be s.ubmitted ,the History Ro·orn ef the San Francisco Public 
Library. 

• Documentation report shall, be submitted to the Northwest 
lnfoimationCel'lter oHhe California Historical Resources 
lnfomratiol'l Resources System. · 

Respor:i.sibilify for 
bnplementation 

Miti'g~ti.on 
Schedule 

~ 

Monitoring/Rep·ort 
ResponsibiUty 

Pr6j~6t s?rifisdi'S arn~f" · Prfor tci buildfrig · ERO~ 
h'iStli;lr.ical r.esoar.ces · d.em.alition. 
co:r:rstiftamt. · 

Prpjeet ~Or.S aoo 
historic.al resources 
COl'lSi.Jllant 

Prili>r to· building 
demoli.tion. · 

~o an.d:HP.C tO _ 
review deciar.mentati<:m 
ptjqr1o any per.tnit 
issuaAce 

Status ID.ate 
Completed 

Consider:~ Ciil~Jete 
Upo!il re.ceipt"by ERO 
amd HPCef 
doCtimentation. 

· ·. :¢.oflsider~ ~pJ~te 
upoa issuamce ef 
permits. 



20D~.0968E: North Beach Public l.ibrary arid Joe· DiMaggio Pfaygr:ot1rui Master PlaJ:l Project 
Assessor'.s Block 0074, Lot 001; Assessor's Block 0.075, Lot001; 

. Motion No.-.-.-
April 21, 2011 

EXHIBIT 1; 
. MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTIN'G PROG'.RAM 

flnctudi~g fhe 'Text of the Mitigation Measures Adopted as Condition.s of Approv~I) 

Mitigation Meas1;1res Adopted As Conditions of Approvc:ll 

HABS,,LeveJ Rec.ordation (cont'd.) 

R.esp:ons:i;b,ility for 
Iilnp:lementati'on 

·Mitigation 
Schedule 

Monito:ring/Report 
Respo.nsibility 

• . . Oocillirientatfon:rew.oi.tarufxeiographic:CO'P'i~ of the n T '(see ~bove) ·{see above) · c see· ab.civef · 
p.hotograph~ shall·tl'e Slilbrtiiitted to. the San Francisco Plannm·g 
Departmf?nt arid HPC .for relliew prior to .issuance of any .p.em:iit 
that may be require\:! QY the City and County Qf. San Francisco· 
for demolition of the N~rth Beach Branch 1.,.ibrary. 

-M-CP..3. Interp.retive Display 

· Tilel.lbreiY · chrinriiitssio:n ·arid R'eC.reati~ri ancf Pliifiks·:cQiilmfssieii shaif · 
approv.e. anti fiund instal~tion of a P,ell!l!farnemt kiter>pfetati!le display at or near 
the site cl the former No$ Beach Branch Library to· cli~c~s th.e .hi$1ory and 
sigroiificance of. this branch. COmpome;nts of this mitigation program shall 
imcli:J.(fe a ·~mii1inel'lt plaqae or <;fisplay wifMin or n~~f fhe proposed new library 
building. 1t shalt contain histGric .photographs andlor plans., as well as 
descliptiv.e tel!ct. Elements of the display coald be t;1evel1;>ped fi;om the HABS
lev.el recerdatio!'l. The desigm fcir the ·interpr-etive display shall be submitted to 
the HPC'for r~view prior to fml in~l~tion. · 

M,.Bf-1. Bre.eding Birds 
;--;.- .,-,- --.- .--- • •• .,•r----i • • 

Lf activ.e c:Onstru:clion wort (i.e., d:eml:11ition, grow clearing and graQing, 
including removal of s.ite vegatatio:n} is schedu!:ed to take place during the 
non'breeqing season {September 1 throt:tgh Ja1'11:1ary 31}, no mitigation is 
·required. If such conStructlon a:ciMties are schedwlelif d14ting tlile breeding 
season (Feb~ary 1 thrciwgJ;i .Aywist 31 ), the following measµres wi~ b'e 
implemented to avG>id and m1nimize impacts on mesting raptors and o.ther 
protected. birds: 

No mqre· than two weeks before· ronstr:uciion, a qaalified wildlife biologist will 
cortduct pl'econstrQctien SlilTVeys Of <;ill potential .nesfir:ig haQ'ltaf within ~0 feet 
of the cons~ciion site where access is available. 

If ~ive nests of protected bir:dS are foond during pre.constn;Jction ·surveys, a 
no.,(jii&tlill'bance buffer will pe cre~ted around active. nests durin·g the breeding 
s.eason; or until it is' determim.eQ that all young have fledgejj. Typical bmffers · 
include 250· fe.et for non-raptdr nestirig' birds. ~e.g_ ·shor.ebirds, waterfowl, and 
.passerine birds). The size ofthese bi:dfer:;;ones and ty,pes of co~ction 

. Breedi;ng Birds (c.ont'd.} 

-. --, ... ~--~~~· ....... . -.. ·r·· .. . .. .. . : ....... ·1 ·-~~~-.• --...... -.. -
. Pr.o1e:ct s:pon$0r:s and Prror to opening · !;RO to re\llew. 
, conttaC.tor(s~. of new.fib'r.ary. 

Project S()<;)nsors. Feb 1 thr.ough 
Aagust 31. 

If demolition o:c.curs 
oatsideofthis period, 

. require that sponsors 
hire a qualffi.ed wildlife · 
biolbg,ist to compl.ete 
avian surveys. 

Status/Oate 
·completed 

· '(see'abovef · 

~Censide.red·.Coifi:iiilete · · 
upo.n opening of library. 

SpolilSOI'.$ to pf9vi9e 
Enviro.nmenta1 Review 
Officer (ERO) witih avian 
s1:1rv.ey prior to . 
demolition. 



2008~0968E;: Nor:th Beach Public l,.ibrary al'ld Joe OiMaggio .Pl1;1ygrounc;t Master Plan Project 
Assess.or's Block 0074, l;.o.t 001; Assessor's Block 0.075, Lat 001; 

Motion.No. 

EXHIBIT 1.: 
Apnl 21, 2011 

'MITIGATION -MONITOmNG .AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
(h:1cluding the Text of the Miligation Measures Ad~pte:d as Co.nditip.ns.of Approva:I) 

Mitigation Measµres Adopted As Cond1ttons of Approval 

acliv.it[es resiricled il'l thes.e areas will be based em existing· noise and haman 
qistlllfbance lev.els in the projec;t aFea. 

·If precon:struetion sµrveys in-Qicate, tl!lat pr<;itecied· bird nests are inactive .or 
:ix>tential hat!itat is 1:1rnocet1pie'd dl!lrin'Q the CQnstru:ction perioQ., .no f.l!lrther 
mitigation will be _reqwired. · · 

If constr:ull:tio.n cammen:Ges during'. the no.1M~r.eeding. season al'Jd· contiftues into 
tne bfeedimg s~aso.R, birds tnat nest ac;ljac;:ent to th:e pm;ije·ct area cOlilld · 
a:cc.Iimate to constmc:tion aciW~s. Hawever, s11,1!lVeys -11>f nesting. sites wilt be 
®.l'ldJJ.{;:ted· and nl>'6istwl:baRce ·b.Ofifer zoMs estab1is"1~ around acfiy.e nests 
as neeclecl to ·prevent impacts en nesting Q.irds and their yGung. 

R~po·nsibHi:ty for 
lmplem.e.ntatton 

.. (seea~} 

Mitigatio.n 
Schedule 

(se·e above) 

M..HZ-1~ Hazard'Gllls M~terials (Soil and G:roanaw.ater Contar:ttin·at~d ~Y· Patra-laarti Hydracarbons or Mefa'.ls) 

. Step 1: iii'itia{be.teiminatiofi of Ptesiimci of CO:ntahiirlate.d $titis and 
Gro1:1ndwater . 

P.r:ior to approval ef a j:>uildinEJ ·p:er.mit for the propo.s:e.d library Cirn Pfuase 1} or 
s® pemnit fQr Ml!lre playgl'OUl'ld· irtilprovemer:its {jm Phase Z~. tlfre pr:oje:ct 
Sf>OrtSOrs shalJ .Ji'Jire a col'ISl!iltant to pre.pa!'e a saif··af.ld: grp,undwater sa"'p.ling 
plan that -is te be approv.ed l!)y the l:>"epartmel'it e.f Public Health tiefore wol!k 
begins. The comsaltant wilt c.slle.et sail Sijroples Ql:>«;ir.img$}aci:d grolllr:idwater 
sampJes from areas Of'.I the site in whieh. seil watiltf:be distal'ibed, inch;iding 
both 701 loAi!batrd Street EPhase 1) and tAe· art;iii! ~neath the emting · 
·chiltlren's pl::iyground·-(Phase 2). ne €Ql!ISl!lltant wm test ·the sQil aRtl 
gro.undWci~r s:amples fo.r ~1eor.J11 hydr-.mofls ar>ld ·me"~, The" oo.nsultant 

·· shaU aRalyze the saif oorings as discrete,. lil1i)t oompo.site samnl!lies.. 

The conStiiltanl: sn·a11 prepar:e an in:itial r-ep.ort on th~ s.oil arid groundwater -
testing. ·for p'etrol~· hy.drocam:oT:IS ·that .indll!des the ·results of the testing and 
a map that shoWs the lo:cations of so.ils and grolimdwater tested. 

The_ project sponsors shall smbmit the itlutal report on the sQif· and grciundw.ater 
testing. to the Departrtremt of?·l!ltilic lilealth (O:PH) and snall pay the applicallle 
fe.e r:equked by DPH to review the repcm :pl:ll"Suant to Section 31.47(e) .of the 
San Fraflcisce Adr.ninistr:a:tive .Cede. DP.H Shall rev:ievv the soil .and 
groundwater testing· report to deteimine whethertbe soil .or groundwater om 
the project site is contaminated with petn.~lel!lm hy.dr:eearbons er metals at or 
above po.tentiaUy tiazardows levels: 

Hazardous Materi·al.s (cortt'd.) 

-ProJ~ S."P'onso~ · · Pm:>'i'to free 
removal. 

Monitoringt.Report 
Responsib[lity 

(see above} 

:oPHtO-reXf.ti:lw'sdif 
testing _report and 
advise.EB:Oand _ 
Department of Buiklif;lg 
lnsp.e~tion-(DBl) if Site 
Mitigation ?.Ian (SMf.\) 
is :required. 

Status/Date 
Completed: 

(see. above) 

'Pridr tp i$si:l~:i"i'IC'e i;)f · 
grading or excavation 
·permit. 

C0nsidered c;;omplete 
upen .r:eceipt by DPH, . 
!;ORO, and DBJ of 
m0Rit0rin-g report. 



2oos:o968E: North Beach Public Ubrary and Joe OiM~ggio Playground Master. Plan Project 
· Assessor's Block 0074, Lot 001; Assessor's Block 0075, Lot 001; 

EXfllBJT 1.: 
MITIGATION MONlTO~IN.G AND REPORTrNG PROGRAM 

(ln;~luding the Text oftbe Mitigatren Meas.ums'Adopted as Comfitions of Approval) 

Mfti'g:ati'on Measures Ad'opted As Conditi~ns of Ap.prov:af 

. If O.PH 'dete~nes'thatiheS(iiifs.antil gf.cilllfrnC!Water-on the project site are r.iot 

.coll'taminated with ·petroleuml hy~ns at c;>rabove a P-<'tenti~lly 
. hazardc;>oUS ·Jevel, no further mitigatipn l'J!l.easm.es ~h reg~ k> contaminated 
soil$ or gi;oundwater on tile site ~uld be necessary •. 

. Step 2': D'eterin.inati'Qn of~e Pres.en.ce of Goliltaitiiin.atidTS<f1U During Piet. 
Drilling . 

Whether or not DP.H de:termines, Slle.r review of. the initial r.epo.rt, that the soils 
and grotmdwater on·the project site are contaminated with petrdlei:Im 

· hydtocarb:ons 0r·metals at or above a potentially hazardous teve~ tbe 
cpnswltant shall nonetheless remain on the pr;qject to.:test the materials 
brought to .the sl!lrfaee dl!lring .pier. dcilling. Th·e C0nst:Jlta.rnt shall .test these ' 
mate.dais for .petroleum hydtocarb:ons and .metals. The ¢nsultant $hall 
anal~ the mater:ials from eac;h chilled p1erfocation as.discrete, ncit composite 
sampJ:es, am:d add thes.e finclings to a new, final report · 
The project sponso.rs ·shall sw:bmit the f,itial re}iort Gl'n tile soil and gro.undwater 
testing, as well as the drilled pier material testing, to the Department of P1;1b6c 
Hea1th (P:PH). OPH: shall review the fimatreport fe.determinewfllether tlr!e 
.drl~d pie.r mat~al on the pliojec;:t s.ite is cpntaminatE;ld With p.eti:oleum 
hydrocarbons at or ab011e .potentially hazardous levels. 
If OFiH determines that the soils and growm(!fwate.r on the project site, a.ad the 
material bro.tight to the sµrface during pier c!rilling, ·are nciit contaminated with· 
petroleum hydrecarbons ~ or above a potentially hazarrloiJs leve~ no further 
mitigation measures with regard to C01'1tamlnated soils· or groundwater on the 

. site would be necessary. 

R~ponsibility for 
. Implementation 

(see above)' 

· Project sponsors~ · 

step 3: PreparatiOn orsui3 Mitlgi:/.fioiiPtan· ·· · ·· ..... ·· T P:i:Oj~tSf:ionsoiS. 
lf, based on th.e .results of the initial se'il and1or groundwater tests cc;md1:1cted 
(Step 1,-ab<il'te), or based o.n thednlled.pier m~telial te.sts con~Iu¢ted (Step 2, . 
above),, [,)PH determines that the s.oils and/or groundwater on the proj~.ct site 

. are contaminated Witl1 petrole\ill'TI hyclr0carb.0ns er metafs at or aQ'ove 
ppteAtiallyhazardQ.1:1s levels, OPH shall determine wlil~r pr.epa~tion-0fa · 
Site Mitigation Plan (SMP) Is warranted. Jf Slilch a plan is reqt;rested· by PPH, 
the SMP shall incti,n;Ie ? (Jis6:issien. of. the level of contamim:ttibn of soils and/or: 

Mitigation 
·Schedule 

(see abOvEi) 

Prior to S:0i1 ... 
disturbing 
activity. 

UponDPH 
detennina1fon 

. i that SMP is 
1

· required. 

Mon.it.oring/Report 
Responsibility 

(see above}" 

DPH't6~~ rev.if!w s:oil 
testing rep0rt and 
advise ERO and 
Departm:ent of B1:1ilding 
Inspection (DBl) if Site 
Mitigation Plan (SMP) 
is re:quirec:L 

~lfSMP fa ri%J!iired:, 
preject spans.ors or 
contractor sh;;ill submit 
a monitorling report to 
DPH, with a CO.Ji>Y. to 
oa1 aRd ERO, at end of 
construction. 

Motion No. __ 
April 21, 2011 

Status/Date 
Compl~ted . 

(see above). 

PFi<:i'to cornJ;iletiOri of 
pier drilling. 

Consideredcomplete· _ 
up0n 'receipt by OPH, 

1 ERO, and.DBt of 
monitoring report. 

Firiiir to issuance of 
cer:tiificate of occiWancy. 

Considered cortlplete 
apon receipt of · 
moRitoring report 



200'8.096:8E: North Beach Public Library and .Joe DiMa§9i~ Playgr-ound Master Plan Preject 
Ass.essor's B.lo.ck 0074, Lot O!l1.; As:sess.or's Block 0075, Lot DU1; 

· Motion N.o. · 
April 21, 2011 

EXHIBIT1: 
MITIGATION MONITORIN'G AND REPORTIN'G PROGRAM 

(lnelit!idi.n·g the TeXt oUhe Mitigatio:n Measures Adol:)ted as Conditions of Approval) 

Mitigation Measlilre.s ,Adopted As Co.ndttions of Approval 

Hazardou.s Mi:iterials (cont'd.) 

grou·~Water O:n 1tie preject site ~rid i:riltigatrori .measures for !'lilam~ging 
contqmina:ted s.ails on the site, il'l.ciuli!in~, bli!t notlimited to: 1).~healterm;itives 
for managimg cc;mtaminated so.Us Cill1l the site €e.g:,,, eAcapsu~tiom, pai:tiaJ:-or 
complete removal', treatment recycling for r:euse,. or a eQl!l!lbilllation); 2:} the 
prefer:re:d altemati'le fo.r managfy,ig c1im~minated sails ol'I tRe-site and a :ooef 
jtr~fica'lion; 3) tme specific p~ces to be used-to ha'nd!e, hal!ll. and dispose . 
of eo.ntaminated site soil$; al'l:d 4}th:e specifte pr.actices to be used to handle, 
treat and -di$pose of. contamlria~ gro!!!J'lq:water~ The SMP shali. b.e s~bmitted 
to· llPH f-0.r review and approval A copy of the SMP shall be S,l!lb1nitted to the 
Pla1:ming Departmefit to bei;:ome part of tt1e ~se 'file. , · 

·· s1-ep 4.:· Jlaniiri:ri;; H~.iilrn:g; t+.e.atiiient, and.Wii/iciiiil otCcihiamJiiate:cisoi1s 
aad Gr.o.un.dwater 

a) $p.e:ciflc w.o.rk:practi.ce.s: .If, based an tire results of the tests. cend~ted 
either prior to or dl!lring· .pi:er driilil'lg, ,of'H deterlitlines that fh.e s.oil or 
grol!lndwater an the ·pl'll}ject site are coritamtnated with petroleum 
l>lydrocarb:ons at or abo¥e 111otentially nazardOUl> levels, the C(:l.11lstructitm 
contractor slllalf be alert for tf:te piresenc.e of Slll£h. seils during exeav.ation 
anp other construction activ:rties on the site (detected throl:fgh s:oil Gr 
gi:ql!.1)1'.liiwa:ter OOCM or seil ·cwl0r a:rnd textiilre· arul results Gf on-site sail and 
gre~nrd>Nater testing), and shall· be prepared to .b'arndle, profile {i.e., 
cl:iaraciemze), and disp:a-se of seen soils appm[?r:iately and t9 treat ~d 
diSJl)Ose af such gromndwater appropriately, as dictated bY local, slate, and 
fed.eral reglllla"tiOl'll?, irn:cludil\\"g. OSHA wcr;k pracilbes, w.hen SJ.iJC.h:soils or 
grol.li:Ydwater are enco1:.1ntered· en the site. 

(b) D'l!lst Sl!lppression: Soils exposed dmring excavation for site preparation 
and prdject constrocii:on ac;tivities shall :be ·kept moist throughout the time 
they are exposed, both durirrg arntl'after work hotrrs. 

(c.) Surface water runo:lf control: Where soils are stockpiled; visqueen or 
comparable pJastic sheeting shall be iased te create an impenneable liner, 
both b:~neath and on top· ofthe soils, INith a ber:rtrto.contain any potential 
surface water l'l!ll'lotffrom the soil ·stockpiles. · 

Hazardous Materials (.co:nt'd.) 

. Responsibility fbT 
lmp:lem.entation 

c~eeab-Ove) 

'?f'.Ofi.cf sPQfisefi~ 

Mitigation 
. Sehed:ule 

· (see a:bove) 

~,.-D'ag 

construction. 

..... ,.. .. ··~ . '' . . ........ ···- .. 
Monitoring/Repo.rt 

ResponsibUity · 

-.1 ~see ab0ve)' 

ProJecf~piirisoT:S to · · · ··· 
prov.ide OPH With · 
monitoring· report · 
fullowm:g soik:listurbing 
constnuC,tion pe.l'io:d and 
final m:on1toting report 
at conclusion of 

· btuli:limg c0l'lsti'1!.19tion. 
. C.oples of r~p:G~ to ·be 

provided to DBI 1ill'ld 
ERQ_ 

Status/Date 
Completed 

.~(see above) 

Prioi to issi!lamce. of 
certificate of o.ccup.aney. 

C.oasidered comp1ete 
, upon receipt_of 

monitoring report. 



20Q8.0968E: N·orth Beach Pt:tbJiC Lib.rary and Joe OiMaggio Playgrmmd Mli!Ster Plan Project 
· Assessor's .Block 0074, Lot 001; As.sesso.i's Block 0075, Lot 001; 

· ·Motion No. __ _ 
April Z1' 2.011 

EXHIBIT 1: 
MITIGATIO.N Pi/10.NITORl'N:G AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

{mc:l!m:fin:g the Text.oftbe PillitJgatlo.nMeasl!W'es A.d:q.pted as Conditions of Approval) 
-.. --.,. 

Mitlg.ati'on-Meas~res Adopted As Conditions of Approval · · Re$ponsibilify for 
lmp:Jef'i'!.entation 

·· (d) S.oil repla:cement If FreGessary, c;:!ei;:u:i .fill or other s111ital;>le material{s} sh?Il 
b:e aseq to briAg p:ortilims ofthe pnoject s'Re, wnere Cl!>ntaminated so.ils. 
ha:ve be:en excavated and removed, up to c:GrnStrucikin grade. 

(e) t.;!andling, treatment, and dispo~ Contamina:te.d SQJls shall be hat!ll~ off 
· th:e ,prpject site by waste heulin-g trucks appropriately c;:ertttil;ld With the 
State of Ca:flfomia and ·adequately Ci:O:vered· to. prevent dispersiol'l Cl>f the 
soifs. during transit, and. shalt b'e disposi;~ti: of at a .permitted hazardotlS 
waste disposal fa·cifity registered with th:e $la:te of California. 

. Contaminated gmaridwatel" shatf be l;!liibject ta req1::1ir.em:ents of the Ci:ty's 
lndustrlal.Waste Ordinance (OrdiinaA:Ce Number 1'99-77), reql:!iliing, that 
grDJ!!ndwater meet specified w.ater qlllality stamdards.b:efore it may be 
disci:larged into th:e sewer system. 

'Siiip~5:; Pre~r:iifion ·of Closu~fiom 'RePfi/t · 

Mer excavation and fouooation com.s'th.l.ction aciiv.ities are eompl:eted, the 

· (See ~bOve) · 

· P~spGinsoliS. 

. pmject spensors sh:all prepare and swbmit a. Glr;>sarelceJitifieatien- repi:>rt te DPH 
for r.eview alild approval. The closlllrefcertifrcatlon report s.han inc!Ulife :the 
l'iil:itigati1'n measures in-the SMP for ham:lling anq remo~ag .coAtaririnated soffs' '. 
and groundwater from tne proj~: site, whetM.er the censtruciiom cantra~Qr 
modified any of these miti~atim:n measures, and .h:ow an:d why the cons.truciion 
contractor modified those mitigatiOl'I measwres .• 

M .. ttz-2. Underground Storage Tanks. 

tf, dul'iiig Pier driliimg &r S:i.te excaV.a'~~-ihe 6oriS:tllliiciiori, ~·trai:;i~ e1i11:i.oj;Jriters -: Proji;i¢t sprinScira anif'' 
undergrOQnd Ster.age tar:rk(s) (V$Ts). the cornra~or sha'lf tia1f work. ~ · ~n$W~on 
project spc:msQl'S sh~ll apply :far -:;i:n tJi"lderground Storage T~nk R:amoval co~racto.r.. 
Permit ftom th:e San Framciseo·.l;)ep>.artmeAt of Public Health (D.PH). AU 

. rempval activiti.es would be rev.iewed at'ld app.roved,by DPH prior to· 
continuation of constn,iction, .excavation, or pier drilling. 

Mitigation 
S:chedule 

·(see abOve) 

AfC.OmpletiO!'l of 
· fOt1ndation. · 

O:iiH:iri'!f'' 
exca~afion and 

· pier dn1lifig. 

Monitoring/Report 
Responsibility 

·($ee ab;Ove )' · 

Pro}ectworns.o!:$ 10 · 
pro'vide c)t>sl!re/ 
certification rep:ort to. 
DPH, with copy to DBI 
andf;RO. 

·.RrQTee.t·~P'GtisoiS'to· 
a~pl:r for tmdergroamd 
storag~ -tank removal 
pe.r-mit from OPH. 

Statm~lOate 
Com.pleted 

(see above) •• , 

· Priod<l> is$uarrici;fof · 
certificate of ?-CCt!pancy. 

· Cqnsi!iered· romplete 
upon receipt of 
~niroring report. 

'P!for ·10· ao.ritinu~tiOri of · · 
work.· 

Considered complete 
t:Jpo:n approval ·by DPH. 



200S..0968E: North Beach Public Libfl?ry am! Joe DiMaggio :Playgro.umil· Master Plan Proje.ct . 
Assessor's Block 0074, Lot 001; Assessor's BJock 0:075. Lot 001; 

Motion No. 

EXHIBIT1:: 
MITIGATION MON1TORING AND REPORTING PROGAAM 

. (lne:l:uding the Text of the Mitigati·o:n. Measures Adppt~d a$ C(mdjtipns of App-rova:f) 

lmprov:ement Meast:J;res ld~fified by Planning Staff .(Exhibit 2) 

Transp·ortati:on and Cir~u·latlon . 

· ·1-m:1: Tr.tff.iii: ·Tile pr{)jecf $wonsorw0Uiirrneetwifrl-s1=t-ATA~re9.ard.mg th:e"~ 
possibility ofthe removal: of tw.o-w.est~.mmqst or:r.-street pallkimg spaces -on the 
norlih ·Sid~ Qf L"Gmbarcl Street (l!Jetweem C!).b!JmlillilS Av.emlle·aRd M?.son 
Slret;t). 'rue pw·rpose -of this measafe wollffd tie .to. impr-ave traffie Qp>e.fl!jtloos 
ancl facilitate safe ~estrnan crossil!Tgs om L..oinbar:d Sti;e:et with re.dlllced 
vehiGle queues at the ColWltl'bl!Is Av;enue /·Lomba!!<:! Sti'e.et westbot!.nd 
a~ai:;h. The additional ·Ql!leuimg SJ!laC"e wal!lltj Jessem the effects 0f peak-

" holilrwes,tbOOI'l.d qweues _ttilat Cll!Fi'ently·~.ur ll>etw.eel'l Colmmb1:1s. A~enue and 
Mason Street on Lo:mbal'd S.tre~t. The r.emor.:!I of these two.·par:kiag spaces, 
·in combination with. the pl'Qp.os:e:d pxoj~~ w.o1:1ld ·result in a net em~stl'eet 

·· parkiag defu:;it of eight sp~ces (or mime spaces if bo~h :lmpro'reFl'lertt Measures 
1-TR-1 and 1-TR-2 were implemented). · 

c 1:.TR.,,2: Trame: ffie pr-<>Je~ s:ionsor woijki. r.ri.eet with sFMT ArEiQaraiflg:the 
possfbilily of the rem.oval O:f ooe westemn1rost o~treet par:king space an ihe 
soath $kle of L.o.mbaro Sweet ~t>:etweeri Colambus .Ali'.ert:J!!e arid Mason 
Street)... The pur,po.se of this. measure 'M!luld b.e tp impr.ove tsflic operations. 
Tile rerr:ro~I 0f fhis parkililg sp.a:ce, in c.oJ!FfQitilatiGn with the.·p.ropesecf.project,. 
WCl.uld r~ult im a net on .. street parking defu:;it. of s:even ·s:p~:es {or nine 
spaces if~eth lmpr:ov.ementMeas1:1r:es 1 .. m .. 1an.d1-TR-Zwere 
implemented). · 

• Responsibility for 
lmpler11entation 

Proj~ sptl>n$0rs and 
I: co.nstr.l:l.Gtio.n 

CQntractor. 

P-r0ject sponsors aF1d 
construiction 
contractor. 

Mitigation 
Schedule 

Prior to the 
·vac.ati01'1 of 
Mason Stree.t 

Prior to the 
vacation of 
Mason Street 

~m;a; Pedes1'13iY. 11\i>~S~'iioiilcl mt-SAirAieQ01iiH;,f 'l , .. , 
the iw.ssibility of moving tbe e)iiSflir.ig Milllli. bli!S z.one l~fed 0111 the northeast · PirQJ~ sl_'Ons0m a~ After. d~o!1tioT1 · 
comer ef C~lta·mbus A-;renue at Greenwich Street ('al!ljacent to the · . COl'l$truct1en of the existing 

· pll;lygrowmt) tG> tt:Je nol1h, $li'lg th'e·Clilfb space that woutd b.e ctrec:ited w.ith the con~ci:or. · library.. 
proposed clos1:1re of ry.tasol'l Str:e:et This action woald. remove the bus stop 
from. the existimg crosswal~ (cr.~ing ColrL!mbl!ls Avenue), -which cl!lrrently 
bisetjs the bus stop. A t00:-foot71~n·g mid-block bus z0r.re wo1;1fd:haw to ·be · 
e~tal:1Iished, and the bus shelter relocated. S.epa~timg the cro.ss~k fro:rn. 
the bus st9p woul~ improve .pedestrian safefy at this location. 

Monitoring/Report 
Responsibility 

SFMTA 

SFMTA 

$'FM'F A ·to approve 
location and.design of 
bus stop. 

Ap'nl 21, 2011 . 

Status/Date 
Completed 

If spa~s are removed, 
them upon cornPtetion of 
new lime stripipg ancl 
imspe¢1ion .by $FMTA. If 
space: is not removed, 
l:l!WR d:isappro'niil (j)f 
SF.MTA. 

If space is removeq, 
tben trp:on ·completion of 
new lane striping and 
inspection by SFMT A. If . 
m>aee is not remov.ed, 
up0n disappi:aval of 
S~MTA. 

.. SMFTA de$ignation ·of 
·new ·stop location·. 



2008.09681;:: North B.each Pl:lblic Library and Joe DiMaggio Playg.r.ound Master Plan Project 
AsSessor's Block 007 4, Lot 0:01; As.se.ssor's Block 0075, LoH/01-; 

· Motion No. 

EXHIBIT 1: 
MlTl.GATlON MO.NITORlN;G AND REPORTING_ PROGRAM 

(lrtelrudt:r1g the Text of the :Miti.gation Measures Adopted as Co·nditions of App~oval) 

Improvement Measure.s Identified by Plannin·g Staff (Exhibit 2') 

Transportation and Circ:ulati:o:n (cont'<J.) 

Resp-onsibffity-for · 
lm·plementathim 

· · ·prn4:~ Coristnrct!on Peiioiii:: Arty _ii:ciri:S-tr.uciion·tra:fffo Ociitiirnng · f:ie.tWeei1 · ·· _ •. _ _ 
7-::o:o am. and 9:00 a.m., Qr betweem 3:30 p.m. and 6:00 p.m., woeld CQif:lcide -1• Pr:qJect~n50rs and 
with peak ... mi;ir traffic and col!.ild tempdrarily. impede traffic im:d tran:sit fl.ow, · construction 
although it wo.uld r.rot b:e comsidered a signif1ccu!lt ·i·m:pact. The project spo!'lsor contractor.. 
w.o1:1ld meet with SFMT A to discuss ~e possibiliey of Hmiting truck · 
m:over:nents to the hours betw.eeo 9:00 a..m. and 3:30 p.rm.·(or other times~ to 
mimimjze disruption of fhe general trtiffri;: flow on -adjacer:it streets dmdr:rg the 
a.m. afl:d p.m. peak periods. The Project.Sponsor and coristru.ction 
contractqr(s} would meet with the Smstainable S1reet? Division of the 
SFMTA, the Fire Oepaitmeflt, Ml!ll1i, and the Plarmimg Oepartment to 
determine feasible measllfes to reduce traffic cong.estien, irrcll!II;ling potel'ltiat 
transit disiuptiom ar:id ped·estrtan drcelation impacts dtrning camstl'Wction of · 
the project. 

Mitigation 
Schedule 

ThroughQl:lt 
pl'()ject 
c»nstruction. 

11/lonitoringlRep.ort 
ResponsibiUty 

SFMTA ta appFo!le 
times.; Sa;r:i Francis.co 
PO.lice Oepartment to 
monitor, 

April 21, 2011 

Statu.sJDate 
Completed 

At end of construction of 
each phase of the 
project. 



Motion ,No. 18322 
_Hearing Date: "April 21, 2011 

CASE NO 2008.0968,5RZ · 
701 Lombard Street and. 2000 Mason Streets 

North Beach Public Library and 
Joe DiMaggio Playground Master Plan 

Exhibit 2 

Recommended Improvement Measures· 
The Planning Commission recommends that the Project Sponsbr adopt these hnprovement 
Measures as project conditions. . 

Whenever "Project· Sponsor" is used in the following recommendations, the recommendation 
shall also mean any successor to the Project or other persons having an interest in the Project or· 
underlying property. 

Improvement Measures 
The FEIR identified the followiti.g transportation improvement measures that could improve 
traffic operations and circulation at. and around the project site. These measures are not required 
to reduce significant environmental impacts. These measures would, however, reduce the 
m~gnitude of less-than-signific~t effects. · . . 

1. . I-TR-1: T~affic: The project sponsor would meet. with S;FMTA regarding the possibility of 
the removal of two westernmost on-street parking spaces on the north side of Lombard 
Street (between Columbus Avenue and Mason Street). Tue· purpose of this measure 
would be to improve traffic ope:i;ations and facilitate safe pedestrian crossings on 
Lombard Street with reduced vehicle queues at the Columbus Avenue I Lombard Street 
westbound approach. The. additional queuing space would lessen the effects of peak
hour westb<:mnd queues that currently occl;lr between Columbus Avenue and Mason· 

2. 

. Street on Lombard Street. The removal of these two parking spaces, in combination with 
the proposed project, would result in a net on-street parking deficit of eight spaces (or 
nine spaces if both Improvement Measures I-TR-1 and ~-TR-2 were implemented). . 

l-TR-2: Traffic: The project sponsor would meet with SFMTA regarding the possibility of 
the removal of one westernmost on-street parking space on the south side of Lombard 
Street (between Columbus Avenue and Mason Street). The purpose of this measure 

. would be to improve traffic operations.. . The removal of. this parking ·space, in · 
combination with the proposed projeft, would result in a net on-street parking deficit of 
seven spaces (or nine spaces if both Improvement Measures I-TR-1 and I-TR-2 were 
im:plemerited). 

3. . I-TR-3: Pedestrian: The project sponsor would meet with" SFMTA regarding the 
possibility of mo~g the existing Muni bus zone located on the. northeast corner of 
ColUll).btts Avenue at <;;reenwich Street (adjacent to.-the playground) to the north, using 
the curb space that would be created with the p!0posed closure of Mason Street. This 
action would remove the bus stop from the existing crosswalk (crossing· Columbus 
Avenue), ·which. currently bisects the bus stop. A 100-foot-long mid-block bus zone 
would have to be established, and the bus. shelter relocated: Separating the c_rosswalk 
from the bus stop would improve pedestrian safety at this location. 

.S.All F6All91$CQ . .. . . 
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Motion No. 18322 
Hearing Date: April 21; 2011 

CASE NO 2008.0968§.RZ 
701 Lombard Street and 2000 Mason Streets 

· · · ·North Beach Public- Library and 
Joe D,iMaggio Playground Master Plan 

4. I~ TR~4: Construction Period: Any construction traffic occurring between 7:00 a.m. and . 
· 9:00 a.m., or ]?etween 3:30 p.m. and 6:00 p.m.,.would coincide with peak-hour traffic and 
.could temporarily impede traffic and transit fl9w; aithough it would not be considered a 
sigi,tificant impact. The project sponsor would meet. with SFMTA to discuss the 
possibility df limiting truck· movements to the hours between 9:00 a.m. and 3:30 p.m. (or 
other ti.rites) to mini:Q:lize disruption of the general traffic flow on adjacent streets during 
the. a.m. and p.m. peak periods. The Project Sponsor and conshuction contractor(s) 
would meet with the Sustainable Streets Division of the SFMTA, the Fire Department, 
Muni, and the Planning Department to determine feasible measures to reduce traffic 
congestion, including potential transit disruption and pedestrian circulation impacts 
during constmction of the project. · . · . · 

SA.H FRANCISCO .• 
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c2 .. If no indirect costs are included, what would have been the indirect costs? Force account labor 
overhead. 

12. Any other significant grant requirements or comments: 

**Disability Access Checklist***(Department must forward a. copy of all completed Grant Information 
Forms to the Mayor's Office of Disability) 

13. This Grant is intended for activities at (check all that apply): 

[] Existing Site(s) 
[]Rehabilitated Site(s) 
[] New Site(s) 

[] Existing Structure(s) 
[X] Rehabilitated Structure(s) 
[] New Structure(s) 

[] Existing Program(s) or Service(s) 
[] New Program(s) or Service(s) 

14. The Departmental ADA Coordinator or the Mayor's Office on Disability have reviewed the proposal and 
. concluded that the project as proposed will be in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act and all 

other F~deral, State and local disability rights laws and regulations and will allow the full inclusion of persons 
with disabilities. These requirements include, but are not limited to: 

1. Having staff trained in how to provide reasonable modifications in policies, practices and procedures; 

2. Having auxiliary aids and services available in a timely manner in order to ensure communication access; 

3. Ensuring that any service areas and related facilities open to the public are architecturally accessible and 
have been inspected and approved by the DPW Access Compliance Offiqer or the Mayor's Office on 
Disability Compliance Officers. 

If such access would be technically infeasible, this is described in the comments section below: 

Comments: The project conceptual plans were reviewed by Mayor's Office on Disability (MOD) ADA 
Coordinator. Subsequently, construction drawings will be reviewed and approved for ADA Compliance by MOD 
ADA Coordinator. 

Departmental ADA Coordinator or Mayor's Office of Disability Reviewer: 

Paulina Araica 
(Name) 

ADA Coordinator for Physical Access, Recreation and Park Department 
. (Title) 

Date Reviewed: t[ (/7 //4-
~~~1 ~~,,__~~~~~~~-

Department Head or Designee Approval of Grant Information Form: 

Philip A. Ginsburg 
(Name) 

General Manager, Recreation and Park Department 

(Title) ( ~ \ I 
Date Reviewed: ----'"l_l) L----r-, --+--[ ~-+----

2 



Joe DiMaggio Playground 

Grant Name: San Francisco Parks Alliance- $500,000.00 

Budget Category: Amount: 

A Personnel $0.00 

B. Fringe $0.00 

C. Travel $0.00 

D. Equipment $0.00 

E. Supplies $0.00 

F. Site Elements $0.00 

G. Construction $500,000.00 

~500,000.00 
H. Indirect Costs $0.00 

Grant Amount $500,000.00 



Print Form 

Introduction Form 
By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor 

Time stamp 

I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one):. or meeting date 

D I. For reference to Committee. (An Ordinance, Resolution, Motion, or Charter Amendment) 

D 3. Request for hearing on a subject matter at Committee. 

D 

D 

D 

4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor inquires" 
'------------------' 

5. City Attorney request. 

6. Call File No.I,_ _______ ___.I from Committee. 

0 7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion). 

D 8. Substitute Legislation File No. ~' -----~ 
D 9. Reactivate File No . ._I _____ __, 

D 10. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on 
~------------~ 

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following: 

D Small Business Commission D Youth Commission D Ethics Commission 

D Planning Commission D Building Inspection Commission 

Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a Imperative Form .. 

Sponsor(s): 

!supervisor David Chiu 

Subject: 

Resolution to Accept and Expend Grant - San Francisco Parks Alliance - $500,000.00 

The text is listed below or attached: 

Authorizing the Recreation and Park Department to accept and expend a grant of up to $500,000 from SF Parks 
Alliance to fund additive alternates in the construction budget for Joe DiMaggio Playground's children's play area. 

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor: ~ ~ 
For Clerk's Use Only: 
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