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FILE NO. 141186 RESOLUTION NO. 

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

2 

3 Resolution retroactively authorizing the Recreation and Park Department to accept and 

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

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

6 DiMaggio .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 Street and 

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"); arid 

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 constru~tion base 

9 budget to ft.ind 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 

3 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 th~ 

.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 F!-JRTHER 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 Grant 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 

~J~ 
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 resolution: 

Name: Abigail Maher Phone: 831-2790 

Interoffice Mail Address: Abigail.maher@sfgov.org 

Certified copy required: Yes D .No0 

(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 sea_! are sufficient.) 

Mdai:en 1-odi;i~ in Golden Gate Parle I 501 stanyan street I San Framlsm, Ct. 94111 ·1 PHONE; (415) 831-2700 I WEB: SfretparkOJR 



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 applic~ble): 

?a. 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 wai:? 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\tices 
[X] Other (please explain): Not allowed by granting· agency. · 
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RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSION 
City and County of San Francisco 

Resolution No. 1410-004· 

JOE Drn:AGGIO PLAYGROUND RENOVATION PROJECT 
GRANT ACCEPTANCE AND DONOR RECOGNITION 

RESOLVED, That this Commission 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 (SFPA) in the an10unt of up to 
$500,000 for additive altemates to the Projecfs construction budget. 

Adopted by the following vote: 
A.yes 5 
:N'oes 0 
Absent 2 

I hereby certify that the foregoing resol~ition 
was adopted at the Recreation and Park 
Commission meeting held on October 16, 2014 
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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 LOMBARD STREET AND A PORTION OF MASON STREET AS . 
PROPOSED FOR\tACATION, 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 THESTREET VACATION; MAKING VARIOUS RECOMMENDATIONS TO . 
THE BOARD OF SUPERVIS.ORS.IN RELATIO£fTO 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 ("City11
) pas.s~d Proposition A, "Branch Library Facilities 

. , 

Improvement Bonds, ZOOO" for general obligation. bonds in the amount ·Of 

$105,865,000 for the acquisition, renovation and construction of branch li~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 ~f the branch 

libraries under the Br~nch Library Improvement Program ('1BLIP11
); and 

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

meeting modern technological needs an~ current code requirements;.complying 
. . 

with the Americans with ~isabilities Act (ADA) and improving public service; and 
' ' . 

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Public Library has operated the North 

Beach Branch Library since 1959 on a City-owned parcel under.the jurisdiction of 
. . 

the Recreation and Park Commission, located at 2000 Mason Street, in"the 

.. 1 
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western section of the J~e Di~aggio Playground and bounded by Mason Street 

and Columbus Avenue; and 

W:HEREAS, The current library lop~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 scppe for tile North Beach Branch Library from a renovation 

to a new building; and 

WHE~EAS, ln.M.arch 2008, the Li~rary 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 ~oe.OiMaggio PlaygrOL!nd .1;1nd 

~orth Beach Branch Lib~ary were held on May 28, July 25 and August 18, 2008, 

to present and discuss potential locations and layouts forthe.new library and 

long-range park improvements;. and 

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

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

September 18, 2008, the .Commissions· determin·ed that the triangle p ro'perty 

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

Beach Library, as set forth in the final Mf;lster 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 fidopted Resolution No. 2008-03 and Resolution No. 0809-

.,018, ·respectively, endorsing the project as contemplated in the Master Pia~ 

2· 
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Report and directing· City staff to undertake environmental revie:w of the project; 

.and 

WHEREAS, The new two-story library design at 701 Lombard street, as 

set forth in ti)<? Master Plan Report, shall accommodate the collections and public . . 

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

community meeting room with after-ho.urs 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 br~nch library ·at 701 

Lombard, the residents of North Seach 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; an~ 

WHEREAS, The Master Plan contemplates design of a rE!organize.d Joe 

DiM~gglo Playground, w~er~· a new library is sited at 701 Lombar~, the majority 

of the former Ma$on Street i? 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 t6 accom,modate an expanded and improved children's play·area which 

will meet new safety requirements, a~ds 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 playgrouno away from the street and related traffic at the park's edge, 

enhancing playgrol!nd visibility and supervision from the clubhouse and other 

park areas, and 

3 
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· WH.EREAS, The new park layout strengthens connectivity, both visually 

and functionally by rearranging the bo~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 vJsibility., and · 

WHERE~S, The Master Plan increases public open sp~ce and integra~es 

. park and library uses consistent with Objective· 2 of th'e Recreation and Open ' . . 
• • • • 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 spaoe, and 

·W~EREAS, Th~ Planning Commission, on April 21, 2011', by Motion No. 

1.8321, certified the Final Environmental Impact Report for the North BeaGh 

Public Library and Joe DiMaggio Playgroun~ .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 ;'CEdA Guidelin.es"), 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 PlannJng 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 

miti~ation i:ionitoring and reporting program, in ~ompliance with ·1ocal and State 

law. Said findings included 4 reccm:miended improvem.ent measure~ for the · 
. . . 

project.· Said Motion and the acc~mpanying 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 Gener~! Plan and the eight 

priority policies of Planning code Section 101.1.for rezoning of 701 Lombard 

895 

4 



· Street and the proposed $tree~ Vacation of one block of Mason Street ~etween 

Lombard Street and Columbus Avenue for the purposes of implementing the 

North Beach Public Library and Joe DiMaggio Playground Master Plan and 

including recom~ended conditions for inclusio11 as part of th~ ~inding of . 

con~istency wit.h the General Plan.· .Said 1\1iotion is inco;porated 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 .Seach·Neighb<?rhood Commercial District and 40~X 
. ' 

Height and Bulk Disfricts to Public arid Open Space Height and Bulk District 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 qr any of the other. conditions . 

as set forth in ·cEQA Guideline s·edion 15162 exist that would result in the need 
. ' 

to prepare a subsequent or supplemental EIR; and 

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

Library Commission and Recreation and Park Commission, the Library . ,. .. 
Commission adopted Resolution No. 2011:-03 concerning ·its approval of the· . ' . 
co·nstruction of a new library at 701 Lombard and partially in the former Mason . . 

Street, demoliti~n of the existing library· at 2~00 Lombard, and other related 

actions: Said Resolution is incorporated herein by reference; and 

WHEREAS, The Recreation .and Park DepartfTlent 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 Mi~igation Monitoring and Reporting Program, 

attached as Exhibit 1 to Attachment A, and recommended improvement 

5 
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measures attached ·as Exhibit 2 to Attachment A that would be conditions of the . . . . 

project; and 

WHEREAS, Th~ abovenientioned Attac~m~nt A and all its Exhibits (the . ' . 

"CEQA Findings".) along with th~ 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, That the Recreation·and Park Commission adopts the CEQA . . ·. 
. . . 

·findings, irn;::luding its mitigation measures and.statement of overriding . 

considera~ions.among other approvals, f<?r purposes of the actions set forth 

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

on Exhibit 2 of the CEQA Findings, 9onditions of this project ~pproval; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, Thaqhe 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 Corn_mission Motion 

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

FURTl-!ER RESOLVED, That tfie Recr~ation and Park Commission 

approves the Joe DiMaggio Playground/North !3each Public Library rylaster Plan. 

The Master Plan enco!llpasses.authorization to the Library Commissioh to build 

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

design ar:id 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 20.00 

Mason Street, and all permits, approvals, 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 DiMagg'io 

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

proposed library,. and rel_a~ed site preparation, excavation, and construction to 
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... 

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

"Project11
); and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Recrei;ltion· 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 Master·Plan, to keep the existing library a~ 2000 Mason 

Street open ~9 th.e public until such time th.at construction of a n~w library at 701 

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

demolish the existing Libr~l)i at 2000 l,.ombard; and be it . 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Recrei;ltion and Park Commission . . : . . 
designates the site at 701 Lombard and a portion of former Mason Street ~s set 

forth in the Master Plan as the area for the North Beach Librar.y;· and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Recreation and Park Commission 
. . 

agrees to accept the interdepartmental transfE?r of the portion of Mason Street 

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

Street Vacation Ordinance. S.aid Ordinance· is incorporated. herein by reference;. 

and be it and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED,. T~at the Recreation and Park Commission 

hereby desig'nates 701 Lombard .street and the portion of Mason Street to be 

vacated a$ part of the Joe DiMaggio Playground; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That th~ R~creation 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 betwe.en Lomba.rd Street an.d Columbus Avenue for the 

· purposes of implementing ·the North Beach Public Library and Joe DiMaggio 

·7 
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Playground Master Plan and· interdepartmental transfer of the former Mason 

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

Vac~tion Ordinance; and be it 
. . 

FURTHER RESOLVED, 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·ot:!imited to, signing a Memorandum of ~nderstanding between the San 

Francisco Public Library and the Recreation and Parks Department to set 

expectations and outcomes regarding· the design, operations, afld fun~ing of . 

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

by the vacation.of M~son.,Street; working with the Library staff to obtain p~rm~ts 

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

the existing North Beach Branch L:ibrary; entering into a Memorandum of . . . 

Understanding with the Sa~ .Francisco Public Utiliti_es Commission concerning 

underground utilities in the former Mpson Street; seeking.funding, grants, and 
. . 

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

obtaining other needed approval~ aild 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 
0-
1 

~m~ Maf9WAMcArthur, 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' 

Jn deter.mining to app:mve those aspects of the North Beach Public Library arid Joe DiMaggio Master Plan 
P,roject located at 701 Lombard Street and 2000 Mason Street (referre4 to herein as the "Project", the · 
"Master Plan", or the "Master Plan Project") within.its jurisdiction, the San Francisco Recreation and Park 
Commission ("Commission" or "City") makes and adopts the followllig finc:lings of fact regarc:ling the · 
Project and mitigation measures based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceedIDg ~d 
pursuant to the California ~nviroPmental Quality Act, <;::alifornia Public Resources Code Sections 21QOO et 
seq. ("CEQA''), the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA, 14 California Code of ?-egul<l;tions Sections 
15000 et seq. ("CEQA Guidelines"), and· Chapter 31 of the San Frantj.sco Adrrrlnish•ative Code ("Chapter 
31"). ' . . 

·This docunwntis organized a9 follows: 

Section II provides a description of the proposed Master Plan Project, the environmental review process 
for the Project, the CoIIl.II).ission ac~ons to be taken, and tl;te location of records. 

Section.III lists the Project's le!ls-than significant impacts and sets forth findings. as to th~ 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 setting forth each mitigation 
measure listed in the Draft Environmental :rrr;pact Report that is required to reduce or avoid a significant 
adverse impact. The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program is reqci.red py CEQA Section 21081:6 
and CEQA Guidelines Secti'?n 15091. Exhibit 1 ajso specifies the ag~cy responsible for implementation 
of each measure, establishes monitoring actions and a monitoring schedule. Exhibit 2 con~afus 

recommended measures that would improve· the project but are not required to mitigate environmentai 
impacts as identified in the FEIR. 

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

Section V identifies the Project alt~atives that were analyzed in the EIR and discusses the reasons for 
their rejection. · . . · . · · 

Section VI'·sets .forth the Commission's Stat~ment of Overriding .Consider'l.tions pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15093. r-

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND 

a. Project Description 

The project sponsors, the San Francisco Public Library ("SFPL") and San F~~cisco Recl.'eati.on and Park 
Department. ("SFRPD") propose to adopt the Master Plan Project. The Project· area encompasses 701 
Lombard Street, on the southeast comer of Lombard Street and Columbus Avenue (Assessor's Bfock 
0074, Lot 001); a portion of the Mason Street roadway between Lombard Street and Columbus Avenue; 
and 2000 Mas.on (also known as 661 Lombard) Street, the entire block hounded 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 ~xi.sting North Beach Branch Library and copstruct a new library and upgrade re.cteational 
facilities at the Joe D~ggio Playground. 

. . 
Elements of the Project inclu~e a .full street vacation of a 195-linear-foot portion of Mason Street; 
interdepartmental transfer of the former street area to the Recreation and Park Department; landscaping 
improve~ents in the former Mason Street i'ight~o£-way; construction of an 8,500-square-foo~ branch 
library oi;t fue 701· Lombard Street parcel and'. a portion of the fo1·mer l'.ight-of-way; demolition of the 
existing branch library; ex;cavation, renovation and reorganization of the playground features pursuant to 
the Master Plan's charc.icteristics described in Chapter 2, Project Description, in the Final EIR; rezonir).g of 
701 Lombar4 Street to Public Use and Open Space Height and Bulk -district; and other related actions. The 
Project would result in a total net increase of approximately 3,200 sf of library floor area afid about 12,010 · 
sf of new open space. A Project variant, which was a partial street vacation of Mason Street, is ':not part of 
the J,='rqjec~ at tbi~ time'. · · 

b.' Environmental Review 

On. April 29,· 2009, the Planning Department detemuned that an Environmental impact Report 'c"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 jp a newspaper of general circulation of the availability of !he DEIR 
for pu~lic review and comment and of the date and time of the Planning Commission public hearing on 
the DEIR; this notice was mailed to the Planning Department's list of persons requesting such notice. 

Notices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of the public hearing were posted near the 
project site by Planning Department staff on August 25, 2010. 

On .f\.ugust'24; 2010, copies of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of persons requesting 
it, to those noted on the distribution list in· the DEIR, to adjacent property owners, and to government 
agencies, the la~ter both. directly and through the State qearinghouse. 

Notice ot Completion was file.Ci with. the State Secretary of Resources via th.e State Clearinghouse on 
August 24, 2010. ·. . . . 

The San Francisco Planning Commi~sion held.a duly advertised public hearing on.said DEIR on _Dctober 
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 Pla:mring Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received at the 
public hearing and in writing during the 48-day public reView period for the DEIR, prepared revisions to 

. th.e text of the DEIR in response ta· comments received or based on additional information that became 

. available during the public review period, .and corrected. errors in the DEIR. This material was presented 
· in a Draft Comments and Responses document, published on April 7, 20P1. di~tributed to the Plailning 

Commission and all parties. who ·commented on the DEIR; and :n;iade available to others upon request at 
th.e Planning Department. · · · 
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A Final Environmental Impact Report has been prepared by the ·pianriing Dep<q:hnent, consisting of the 
Draft Environmental Irhpact. Report, any consultations and comments received dming the review · 
process, .any additional .:information that became available, and the Summary of Comments arid 
Responses all as required by law. Since publication of the J?EIR, no new information of significance has 
become available that would require recirculation of the ~under CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5. · 

Project Environmental Impact Rep~rt files have been made available for review by this Commission and 
the public. These files are available for public review at.the Planning Department at 1650 lv.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 procedures 
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 J3oard of Supervisors are currently considering 
various actions ("Actions") in furtherance of the Project, which include, but are not limited to the 
'following: · · · 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

d. 

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

Approval of a 'Street Vacation of the one block portion of Mason Street betwe~ Lombard sU:eet 
and Columbus Avenue; 

Approval of an interdeparpnental transfer of the former Mason Str.eet from the Department !=lf 
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!:ion of Mason Street that ii; proposed for street vacation; 

. . . 
Approval of a new North Beach Branch Library at 701 Lombard Street and partially on a portion 
of l\:fason Street proposed for street vacation; 

Demolition' of the existing North Beach Branch Library ori 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 Public ("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 de~rminations related to the 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 (inclu&,ng written evidence and testimony) provided by City staff to the 

Pla:trning Commission relating to the ·ElR, the proposed approvals· and ~titlements, the 
Project, and the alte~natlves set forth in the BIR; . 
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. . . • All information (including written evidence and te;stimony) presented to the Planning 
Conunission by the environmental consultant and subcorisultants who prepared the EIR, 
or ihcorporated into r.eports presented to the Pla:i:ming Commission; . 

• All information (including written evidence and testimony) presented to the City from 
other public agencies relating to the P~ojec;t or the BIR; · 

• All applications, letters,· testimo~y, and presentati~ns 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 BIR; · 

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

21167.6(e). · 

. . 
'The public ~earing transcript, a copy of all letters regarding the Final BIR received during the public 
review pedod, the administrative record, and background documentation for the'Final :E:IR a1·e located at 
the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor, San Francisco. The Pl~g Commission 
Secretary is the custodian of these documents and materials. The Library Commission Secretary. is the 
custodian of Project documents ro:i.d IDfl.terials on file, at the SFPL Main Llbrary. The RecreatioD: and Park 
Commission Secretary is the custodian of Project documents and materiais on file at the Recreation and 
Park Dep~tment Headquarters in Golden Gate Park · 

These findings. are based upon substantial evidence in the enilie 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 
relied upon for these findings. . . 

ID. LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMP ACTS.AND FINDINGS REGARDING 
MIT~GATION MEASURES 

. . 

The Final EIR finds that implementation Qf the Master Plan would result in less-than~significant impacts 
in the following environmental topic areas: Lan.d Use, Land Vse Planning and Recreation; Aesthetics; 
PopUlation and Housing; Cttltuial (Archeological and Paleontological) Resources; Tra~sportation and 
Circulation; Nois.e;:Air Quality; Greenhouse. Gas Emissions; Wind and Shadow; Ui: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 t<?, adopt mitigation measures that would avoid or substantially lessen a project's 
identified significant iinpqcts or pote~nal significant impacts if such measures are feasibl~. The findings 
in this se~tion concern mitigation measure~ discussed in the Final ElR., · presented in a Mitigation 
Monik>ring and Reporting Program ("MMRP''), and attached as Exhibit 1 to these Findings, which shall 

. be adopte~ as conditions of Project approval The Finaj: BIR includes a series of nlitigation measures that 
have l?een identified that would eliminate or reduce to a less-than-sigriµicmt 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 Ell. tpat are needed to reduce or avOid these significant ~dve:tse environmental ~pacts 
are contained in 'Exhibit 1. The Coinmission.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. · 
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· 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 remains ·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, excay:ation, gI<;tding, 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 (~RO) and the .. ERO -may 
implement any of the following :i;neasures: · preservation ~ situ of the archeolcigical resource or 
pr_eparation_of an archeological monitoring program or testing program. If an archeologicaI· monitoring 
program ~r 'archeological testing program is.required, it sh_all be consistent with the Major Environmental 
Analysis (MEA) division guidelines for such programs. The ERO may also require that the project 
sponsors immediately impl~ment a site security program if the archeological resource is at risk fyom 
vandalism, looting, or other damaging a,ctions. · 

If hum'.an 'remains are discovered during project cori.struction, all work shall '!Je: halted ;immediately 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!J,te Public Resom:ces Code and Section 7050.5 of California's Health and Safety 
Code. If the remains are determined to be Native American, the coron~r will notify the Native An:).erican 
Heritage Commission, ·and the procedures outlined in CEQA Section 15064.5(d) and (e) shall be followed. 

' . I . 

The Commission finds that the foregoing mitigation measures are feasible and will mitigate the potential 
· impacts of ·project 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 d;mi.age 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 remov.ed as part of the implement'!-tion ot the Master 
-Plan, described the process for tree removal as weU as pertinent regulations related thereto. Jn particular, 
the FEffi described the lv.ligratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 which protects lni.gratory birds including any . 
part, nest, or egg of such birds. As described in Measure M-BI-1, if active construction work is scheduled 
betw:een September 1 and Januru.y 31, this measure is not required. if active construction work occurs· 
during the breeding season~ from Febru~ 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 of construction to 
determine the presence of nesting . 'birds. If ac;tive nests of protected . birds are found . during 
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 fledged. If preconstruction surveys indicate that 
protected bird nests are inactive or potential habitat is unocrupied during the construction period, no 
further.mitigation will b~.required. 

The Commission finds that the foregoing mitigation measure is feasible and will mitig~te the P.otential 
:i.mpacts of projec~ construction on biological reso'll:rces· 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 conditio~ of prqject 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 Deparµrtent of Toxic Substance Control's 
Hazardous Wa~te Sites list A gasoline leak was fust reported ori. the 724-734 Lombard Street property in 
May 2006 and assessment is ongoing. While 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 tj:te presence 
o~ contamination which may affect the site from adiacent locations. 

M-HZ-2: The FEIR. detaiied the 701 Lombard Street parcel's history and disclosed that Underground 
Storage Tanks associated with the site's previous gas station use were removed in 1984. Soils bo1ings 

. were condueted and no evidence of hydrocarbon contam:ination or detectable .residues of petroleum 
hydrocarbons were .found. However, if, dµring pier drilliJ;ig or si~e excavation, the i;onstruction contractor 
encounters underground storage tank(s) (USTs), the contractor.shall halt work. The project sponsors shall 
apply for an Underground Storage Tank Removal :Permit from the San Francisco Department of Public 
Health (DPH). All removal activities would be reViewed and approved by DPH prior to continuation of 
c'on8truction, excavation, or pier drilling. 

The Commission finds th<i:t the foregoing ~tigatl6n measures are feasibie and Will mitigate the potential · 
impacts of project constructio;n 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 ~ondition of 
project approv~l. · · · ' 

d. MMRP 

The attache4 Exhibit 1 contains the Mlv:IRP required by CEQA Section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15091. It provides a table setting forth each mitigation measure· listed in the BIR that would 
reduce· or eliminate potentially significant adverse impacts of the Project 

Exhlbit 1 also'specifies 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 tl:J41gs, .CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 
of the Adrn:inistrative Code. The Commission further· finds that. the MMRP presents measures that are 
appropriate and feasible 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 Comml.ssiGn, as pa1t' of its actions on April 
21, 2011, recommended the adoption of four (4) improvement measures that would ameliorate less-than
significant impacts. These Improvement Measures are contained in Exhibit 2 to this Attachment. 
However, as set forth :ii1 the Commission Resolution, this ·Commission· adopts only . Improvement 
Measures I-TR-1 and I-TR-2 as project conditions. · · · 

IV. SIGNIFICANT IMP ACTS 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 impacts that would not be elim:inated or r\:)duced to an . . 
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insignificant level by the mitigation measures listed in Exhibit 1. The Final EIR identifies a significant anct 
unavoidable adverse effect to cultural (historic architectural) resources related to the demolition of the 
existing branch llb:i;ary lbcated at ~000 Mason Street. The Final EIR also indicates that implementation of 
the Master Plan Project would result in an adve~se cumulative impact associated wilti the· demolition _of · 
the branch lil;irary that is a contributor to a potential Multiple Property Llsting. . . 

I • 

The findings in this section concern mitigation measures discussed in the Final EIR, ·presented in a 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP"), and attached as Ex~bit 1 ·to these. Findings. 
These mitigation measures are adbpted 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-sigiiificant level 
the Master PJ_an Project's environmental impacts of the project listed in this section. All of the mitigation 
measures set forth in the FinaJ EIR that ·are needed to reduce or avoi!f these significant adverse 
environmental impacts are contained -in 'Exhibit 1. The Commission hereby. adopts thes~ mitigation 
measures,· a8 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-Bran,ch 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 :(lrandsco History Center at ~e San Francisco 
Public Library) in ac,cordance with HABS!HAER Photograph Specifications and Guidelines. 

. . 
M-C-P-3: The ·Lilirary Commission and ~ecreation· and Park~ Commission ·$hall approve and fond 
installation of a permanent interpretati"."e display -at or near the site of the former North Beach Branch 
Library fo discuss the history and signifieance of this branch. Components of this mitigation program 
shall include a permanent plaque or display within or near the proposed new library building. It spall 
contain historic.photographs and/or plans, as well as descriptive text. Elements. of the display could be 
developed from the HABS-level·recordati.on. The design for the interpretive display-shall be submitted to 

· the HPC for review prior to final installation~ 

Th~ Commission; b~sed 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 an 
historic resource for purposes of environmental review, to l~ss-than-significant levels. These measures 
nonetheless are ~dopted as a condition of project approval. · · 

V. EVALUATION OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 
'· 

a. Alternatives Analyzed in the FEIR 

The FEIR. analyzed four project iilte~natives: a ''No Project Alternative", a "Preservation and . 
Rehabilitation Alternative", a "Preservation and Southerly Expansion Alternative", and a "Three-story 
Liprary (701 Lombard Parcel) Alternative." The FEIR deten:trined that these alternatives wei·e 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 s~t forth in the Final BIR and listed.below because it finds,. in 

· addition to the reasons des9,ibed below, elsewhere 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 Comn:iission is aware that CEQA defines "feasibility'' to mean "capable of 
'being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, takfug into ac;count 
ec?nomi'c, 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 as~ed 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 Street and Columbus Avenue; and it would continue to accomn\.odate vehicular traffic· 
without restriction. Conditions described in detail for each enviroIUll-ental topic in th~ FEill.' s 
Environmental Setting chapter would remain and none of the impacts associated with the Master Plan 
would qccur. · · · 

' 
The Commission rejects the 'No Project Alterna:f:i,ve bl;!cause it would not result in an expansion of lil;>rary 
floor area or provide additional space for. library programs or collections. The No Project Alternative 

. would not increa~e accessibility, addr~ss existing accessibility or seismic safety deficiencies, nor would it 
incorporate energy-efficient upgrades or-internal building system improvements. It also would not 
provide a teclmically upgraded facility on par with other branch libraries in the systeiri. 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 recreati.9nal facility. All of the reasons stated ;herein provide 
sufficient independent gr9unds for rejecting this altemative. · 

Preservation and Rehabilitation Alternative 
Under the PJ;eservation and Rehabilitation Alternative, the existing branch library 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 indq.4e asbestos abatement, installation of n~w fire sprinklers, 
interior lighti.u& roof repair and c:onstruction 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 assumes that the Joe ·DiMaggio 
Playground would not be renovated and its features would remain b:i their current state and present 
locations, though maintenance 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 between 
Lombard Street and Columbus Avenue, and it would contin~'e to accommodate vehicular traffic without 
restriction. 

. . 
The Commission rejects the Preservation and Rehabilitation Alternative because it would result in a· 
reduction of usable libra1y floor area between approXimately 4 to 10 percent due to the ch-culation and 
acces~ improvements that would be needed, to comply with current ADA requirements. This alternative 
would continue .libr_ary 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 stafqng and materials processing. These improvements would 
entail 'installation of either an interior or e~terior elevator to accommodate vertical circulation be~een 
exisfiii.g 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. Fur.ther,. the alternative is rejected because if the 
elevator were constructed on the eastern extfilior of the library building, it would require a touchdpwn 
and circulatim.i. 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 incorporated into the 701 Lombard parcel without clo.5ure and vacation 
of Mason Street, and any fencing around the relrn;:ated COl,lrt would disrupt views along the Mason Street 
view corridor. This contra~ts with the proposed Master Plan conditions, where no fencing 1n the former 
Mason Street public right-of-way is proposed. Finally, the branch would be closed for 12 to 18 months 
during renovations and woµld 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 lib_rary. This alternative 
would not result in an irlcrease in open space nor would it enhance connectivify' between park amenities 
or· create an integrated recreational · facility. . All of the reasons stated herein provide suffic;:i.ent 
.ind~pendent grounds for rejecting this alternative. 

Preservation and Southerly Expansion Alternative . 
Under the Preservatipn an,d Southerly Expansion Alternative, an approximately 4,300-square-foot, single
story addition w~uld 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 readiii.g garden. In this alternative, a 1,960-
square-foot out~oor children's reading garden would be located to the south of the addition, and a 3;560-
sqtiare-foot renovated childr~'s play area would be located east of the aq~tion. The·existing library 
entrance would be converted into an emerg~cy exit and the new main entrance would be loca~ed along 
thE;? southwestern fai;ade of 'the addition, set back about eight feet from Columbus Avenue. The interior of 

' . . 
· :the existing library would be renovated to. meet current ADA and seismic ~equirements. An interior 

_lift/elevator would be installed to allow for vertical circulation for disabled persons between library 
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 Mastel"l?lan. Under this 
alternative, Mason Street woulcj. be vacated and closed to vehiCular traffic. The 701 Lombard Street parcel 
would be reno.vated as a public recreational open space. 'IJ:i.e 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 iii.crease in .floor area would 
result in scattered staff areas and W?uld require hiring additional staff to supervise program areas across 
multiple levels. · · 

This alternative wowd 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 Lombard Street 
parcel would n~t '!Je preferable or feasible for active recreational use, such as a playgronnd, 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· Avenue and Mason Street supported by retaining walls 
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that could be as tall as 9 feet. Active recreational ·uses· at tltls location could require additional fencing. 
·This may block acces~ to the street, creating a barrier between the sidewalk and the triangle parcel. 

This altemative also would result in some ·restricted access between the library and some playground 
areas. Although the.spaces would· be m!'!fged with Joe DiMaggio Playground to create one contiguous 
bl.ock, access to recreational facilities east and west of foe library would be proyided at separate 
entrances, because the expanded library would prohibit.east-west through-access between featuxes. The 
ability. to visually survey the park would be reduced .under t1tls scheme as ·compared to the Master Plan 
because the library building woi.lld occupy.a large portion of the middle of the .site ifM~son Street is fully 
·vacated and the vacated areas of 701 Lombard Street are fully used for open space. Nor. would tltls 
alternative result in ~ increase in open spJ1.ce, even with .the possible future incorp.oration of the 791 
Lomba+d parcel, since the one-story new library horizontal expansion would occupy existing peqk open 
space. This altern~tlve would not enhance connectivity between park·. amenities, create· an 'integrated 
recr~ati.onal facluty, or increase open space. Finally, the exist:fug.branch library would be closed for 12 to. . 
18 months during renovations and would.provide se'rvices out of a. temporary bookmobile, in contrast. to· 
the more minim.al (two-week) service interruptions during. the move-in period to the proposed new 
library. For the foregoing reasons, the Commission rejects this altemative: In aq.dition, all of the reasons 

: , stated herein provide sufficient independent grounds for rejecting tltls alternative. · 

Three-story Library (701 Lombard Parcel) Alternative 
Under the Three-story Library (701. Lomb~d Parcel) Alternative,· a new . branch library would be 
constructed at the 701 Lombard Street parcel without expansion ~r modification of its existing eastern lot 
line 19;5 feet"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 than the branch library's floor area analyzed for the 
Master .. Plan and about 70 percent larger tl'!an the existing North Beach branch. The library's first floor · 
would a:ccommc:idate a total of about 4,023 square feet and include an approximately 500-squar&.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 E?taff work room· 
containing about 567 square feet of spac~ as well as two stair wells, m:echanlcal and electrical closets, md 
restrooms. TI:i.e library would have two. entrances: one would be locate'd along Columbus Avenue and the 
other on Mason Street. · · 

The Commission rejects the Three-story Library (701 Lombard Parcel) Alternative because tltls alternative 
wocl.d not meet the objective to "develop a new branch that is cost effective to b1'.illd cµid operate." Wif!t a 
third. level, more square footage ~or additional stairs and elevators (as opp~sed to additional 
programming space) would be· required and additional staffing would increase long-term operatio:nal 
costs. Th.e altemati~e. w~uld not meet the objective of providing "key library program elements on one 
floor for the efficiency of staff and materials processing," which, according to SFPL,. would result in a 
library ·that is not cost~effective to build and operate and ~ead ·to inefficient use of library staff and 
resources. Finally; the Three-story Library AJ.temative assµmes that.the eXisting br'anch buil~g at 2000 
Mason Street. would be demolished. This altemative therefore would not avoid, reduce or eliminate the 
Master Plan's significant impact related to the qemolition of a potential historic resource identifi~d in this 
EIR., nor would it reduce, avoid or eliminate the Master Plim' 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 the :foregoing reasons, the Commission rejects t1tls altern~tive. 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 Expa!.fSion Alternative", an "Eastward Exp.ansion 
Alternative", a "Vertical Expansion Alternative", · an "Adaptive Reuse and New Library . Building 
Alte~ative", a "~ooftop Playground Alternative" and "Off-site Location Alternatives." 

As stated ill DEJR 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 anP. Lombard Street, other location.s 
within.the multi-purpose hardscape area, as well as ~o.nstruction of a new library at the current location .. 
The rebuild schemes inclu.ded a replacement branch. in the same footprint as ·the existing library,. 
replacement in a reoriented footprint, repl;icement in a smaller footprint witl;i. a two-story library, or 
replacement in a smaller footpnnt 'with an l,l!lderground level extending eastwar'd beneath the area of the 
existing children's. play area. Aii. 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 
potentia). foss, of recreational space(s),'feasibility, cost, visitor accessibility, and library fun,ctionality. 

~e abovementioned ~ternativeswere considered and rejected in the DEIR pp. 241-251. The alternatives 
focused primarily on the siting and design of the brancJ: library; however, planning options and 
operational effects also were consid~red for the Joe DiMaggio Playground. These. options were rejected 
from futther consideration because they would require relocation. or possibly eliminatipn of existing 
playground elements, block view corridors, cover major utilities that require access, require that ft!n_ding 
for park 'renovation be in place at the time of library construction or expansion, and · / or ·require 
substantial additional fund:i;ng for library constrilction. In addition, some design options :would r.esult in 

. inefficient or challenging library operations. 

Other design options were discussed in the DEIR or Comments and Responses docum:ent in more detail 
but also were ultimately rejected fr9m furth~r ·consideration. Jn response to numerous public comment$ 
on the DEIR to study the Northerly Expansion Alternative, the City provid.ed ~dditional analysis of this ' 
alternative in the Comments and Responses document. See AL-4 of the Comments and Responses 
document begiiining at page 173. However, for the reasons provided in the DEIR and Comments and 
Responses document, this alternative remciins rejected as infeasible. Similarly, an Eastward Expansion 
Alternative and a variant were presented as public comments on the DEIR. The Cify provided evalµ.ation 
of these alternatives and stated. the reasons for their rejection in :Responses AL-1, .AL-3 and AL-4 on pp. 
151-168 of the Cominents and Responses document: Since publication of the FEIR, no other feasible · 
alternative con5iderably different fiom others previously analyzed has been presented that would·clearly 
lesser:i the environmental impacts of the Master Plan. For the reasons set forth in the FEIR, these Findings,' 
and elsewhere in the administrative record, the alternatives discussed in this section and any other 
alten;iatives raised during the public comment period are rejected as infe~sible. · · 

VI. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

TJ:te Commission finds that, notwithstanding the· imposition of all feasible mitigation me;isures, . 
significant impacts related to Historic Resourc~s will ·r~ain sigruncant and unavoidable an?- in 
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15092(b)(2)(B), such remaining impacts are acceptable to the 
oveniding considerations described below. Jn accordance with CEQA guidelines Section 15093, CEQA 
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. Sec;tion 21081(b ), and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Adnrlnistrative Code, the Commission hereby fi.nas 
that each of the specjfic economic, legal, social~ technological, and other 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 Nortli. Beach Brat\ch Library commensurate .with other branch libraries in the San 
Francisco Public Library system. 

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

• affirm tl;i.e ~eighborhood vision of a new .library and expanded park developed through the 
:involvement of hundreds of neighborhood residents who participated in master plann:ing 
m!=!etings an~ hear:ings. · 

• provide a high quality civic and cultural space for the surrounding community and meJ+tbers of 
the public 'through the . c;:o:rUiguration of the new library and the playground feature of Joe 
DiMaggio Playground with a co~ecting pl~a visible with clear sight lines and access between 

. the parks recreational. ~acilities. 

• allow the new library project to proceed indepehdent 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, proyiding the community access to the San Francisco Public Library 
c0llection of books, media, periodicals, as well as public technology resources, ·literacy and arts 
prograrruning, 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~ch Library Improvement Program, accommodates significant 
space for ·books and materials in multiple langilages, features a new designated teen area, a 
separate adult reading ~ea and an ·expanded children's area with interactive learning .features 
and conta:ins a cornni.unity ·room fo~ library events and children's programs that ".Vfil be open to 
the public for use after hours. 

' . 
• provide an expanded Children's Area, a separate Te~ Area; and a new .program room available 

to all who visit 
0

and the mor~ than.14 schools and childcare ce:i:iters that serve the children and 
youth of the North Beach community· and surround:ingneighborhoods. 

• construct a new seismically safe library for the North· Beach community and surround:ing 
neighborhooqs that·could serve as a disaster response hub for the neighborhood in the eyent of a 
City-widE'. disaster .. 
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. . . 
• construct a new library bu_ilding that ensures full access to people with disabilities to the Gty' s 

programs, activities, benefits, and facilities pursuant to the City's ADA Transition 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 of access for 'baby strollers, 
seniors and people of all ages and abilities. . . 

• construct a building that achieves a Leadership in ·Energy and Environmental Design (LEEP) 
rating of Silver or higher,' as de.fined by .the U.S. Green 'Building Couil.cil, thereby reducing the 
project's carbon footprint, maximizing the energy efficiency of the h'brary, and furthering the 
City's Stistafuabilitjr 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 temporaiy constru.ctlon jobs subject to the City's.local hiring requir~ents· that would 
provide employment opportunities for San Francisco residents, promote the City's role as a 
commercial center, and provide· additional payroll tax revenues to City. . . 

• promote Objective 3 of the Neighborhood Center Facilities Element of the General J;'lan (Policies 
1-5) to assure th<!t neighborh.ood 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 Safet}r 'Element of the General Plan (Policy 2.1) that aims 
to reduce struc~al and non-structural hazards to life safety, minimize property damage and 
resulting social, cultural and economic dislocations resulting from future disasters. Replacing the 
seismically hazardous existing library building with a new facility, which meets current building 
code standards for se!s:trrlc safety, is corisistent with this objective. · 

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

a pµblic library system in San Francisco which will make· adequate· and efficient library service 
freely available to everyone Within the City, and which will be 'in harmony with related public 
services facilities ... II TI1e San Francisco Public Library has provided library services to the North 
Bea~ community and adjacent D;eighborhoods since· 1959 and the project would provide a 
seismically safe and accessible 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 ':"bile the San 
J'.rancisco Public Library is preserving and restoring six other exa:n+ple_s of their work for future 
generations. On November 9, 2010, by a vote of 10-1,· the Board of Supervisors voted down 
legislation to designate the building as a local lan~ark. · 
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• help fulfill the goals of Proposition A, "Branch l;ibrary Facilities Improvement Bonds, 2000" 
overwhel.mlngly supported by San Francisco vo~ers for general obligation bonds in tl].e amount.of 
$105,865,000 for the acquisition, renovation and construction of branch 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. !fie 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 cipen space per 
1000 residents,· 95 p~cent below the city-wide average of 9 acres per 1000 residents. Many 
residents live in mul~-i.µU.t buildings with limited or no open space s'!lch as yards and rely 
heavily or exclus~vely on public amenities such as park_s. · 

: . 
• increase overall park open space to accommodate an expanded and improved children1s play 

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

• increase park safety through a" unified si~e design, by placfug the children's playground in a _more 
central part of the park and moving it away from ~ street and related-traffic at '!he park's edge, 
e~ancing playg;round visib~ty· ~d supervision from the clubhouse ai:d other pro:k areas. 

• improve ·the design of the park facilities and their arrangement on the site. By r~arranging the 
bocce, tennis courts and the children'~' play area and adjusting the grades ~ these areas, the
entire park is unified 1'1:7ith improved site cireulation and vifibility. This new park layout would 
strengthen connectivity~ both visually ~d 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 space 

.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 fot park and recreational 
purposes, including but not solely limited to, constructi?n of a library. · 

• strengthen 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 Ele~ent of the General Plan (Policies 2.1,· 
2.2, 2.4) that aims to develop and maintain a diversified arid 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 t:Pe adm:inistrative 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 enviXonmental effects are therefore acceptable. 
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2008.09681=: North Be.a ch Public Library and .J~ ·OiMaggi:o Playground Master Plan Proje.ct 
Assessor' Si Block O:OJ4, Lot 001; Assessor's ~IQ.ck 0075, Lot-001; 

Motion No. · 

E;XHIBIT 1': 
A:pr.il 21.·2011 

MITIGATION' MON.ITQRINfG AND RGPORTIN'G PROGRAM 
(l'nclitu:lmg the i' ext of the .Nfifigatio:n Measµres Adopted as Concfitions. of Approval) . 

Mitig:ation M.easwres Adopted As ·Condit.ions of Approwl 

M..CP-1. Arclleolo·gical Resources . 

'.Resp:cmsibility for 
lmp'lem:entation 

The· fl\ln~·wu'l'g·mitigatien m·easiire ts r.eqiµir:ed to ·innitim• amy i;>ofential adii~ise· TPr.~e~fSpons~liS. · 
eff.eCt ftem·th:a proposed -pr6ject on acciden~lly: di$coverecil pJill'[ed or 
sli!bmeFQed histcmc:al re.sources as defiAed in ·Cll;QA. Gt.1ic!elir-ies Sec.ti.an 
t.5064..5( ~)('C ). 

The pl'Gject spor:isors shall .Cilistllib.wte tlile P..Janning De.p~rtment ar.cheological 
resource ".Al.,ERT" sheet ta,.tl:\e .pr0ject prime ccmtractor. to any :Proje:ct 
Sli!Oc.ol'lkacl9r (incltiding· cjemQliflori. e)!l<¢'f!1"a.tiam, gf.ading, .fo.ll!JFl.dati~n. pier 
dtillilllg, e:t~ fu;mS)i or 'l:lfififres flf.m .\Av.olve'fl.Jr:i S011i? di~utbing acti11ities wJthml 
the prmject site. ·pfiar to any soils dis'ti;n:bin!!I ac.tiv.iti~ b:eing·uridertak.en each 
ccmtractQl' is resp.ol\lSible fer eJ'ISli!Afl{fth'at.th'e •Al;.ER'r" sfueet is ciliCl:llated<to 
an fie:ld, persQnnel iF.lcl1:1ding. ma.c.bine op:erator.s, field cv.ew, pier dlill.ers, 
, ~p~r.visory·p.ers:or:m·e~ etc: .. The-projec.t $ponso.r.s st,rall prov,ide :fhe 
li;rwit.onmental Review Officer (.ERO)·W.itiil· a signecl affidavit from.· the 
re$pensil;>le p.arties (prime contraGtor; st1bcenmc;tOr(s), and .utililie.s flm:i) to fhe 
ERP conftl.'ITling that a11fie!d personnel-have receive.cl oo.pies of the Alert 
Sheet. 

"shii>ufof aiiny .. iridtcatiori. of an- ar.ctie:cilajieafr.fiSoim® ·be.eiiri;Quiiiteied ·dj;ir:iri~ ar.iy ·· 
soils.distwrbiRg a~'il!ity oftbe prtl)Ject, the project Head.Farer:i'l'afl andlorprejec.t 
spans.ors s.haU immediately. ootify .the !;RO and sbaU ,itmrrnecdlately, s~ellld a111y 
sPils disMbir.lg· activities in tJ:ie vicinify·of the diSC0V~ entil the 'ERO has 
deteimin:etl wi:uat additio.nal mea.s.ures shou1d b:e· und:ertakeri. 

lftlae ERO-determir.res that an arch~9.logjcahes.ource.may. .be pres~nfw.itflin· 
. the pr:laject site, the project spon'SQr:s shallctE}~in.the services ef a qaalified 
archeolbgical cons.ultant. The ardreolegita1 c~inst;J•ltant ~llaU. adv.ise the ERO 
as to whether the clis.covery Is ~r:i ar.cheologi.cal resol!lrce, ·retains suff.Cient 
integrity, and is of pPiential scier:itiftcibisk>rical/ct;J!Mal significance. lf an 
archeological resoom::e is present, the archeoJG'gioal consultantsha11 identify 
and evall!late the archeol~ical' res.ouri::e. The arcb'eolo-gisal conswltar:it shall 
make a FecommeAdation as. to wha~ a~ion, 1f any, is warranted. Based on this 
infoRtlatiaA, the !=RO may ·rrequiire, ff waminte·d, spe'l::if.ic adc:litiortal meastll'es 

· to be irnp.leme.nted by_ the proj'ect $ponsors. 

P.Jitnje~f~ors, 
~trad:Ql'(-s); al!ld 

.. atdheplbgist. 

Mitigation 
Sc.hed'ule 

Plior to amy soil1-
disturbing 
acfivitie.s. 

M·onitoring/Rep·ort 
· Responsibility 

Stat1:1sfOate 
C.ompleted 

". ?roJeetsp-o.risii'iS'fu~· · · carisidered .co.1ti1pl~te 
pro.\!id.e afiid~vit to the · . u~n e:Ro receip.t of 
ERq ·COT:1fimn1mg -that all affi®¥1t. 
fie.Id personnel have 
receiv.ed"copies of the 
"Aµ:RT"' Sb:eet. 

· .... Durif:i9 soil- · · 
di$tul'bil'ilg 
activ.tties. • 

· · · ERO l6 f.ireP.are .. .. ....... c61nsid&ed . .-p.1~1~ 
lilpon lafter;of !;RO'$ 
d~ffing ofmemo or 
.l;:RO's dire'Clian to 
implement ·wrth:er 
measure.s. 

1· m-emoraAdlilm to file 
·· ini:lic:ating·r.e.sults qf 

CORSlilltatkm with 
archeolegi~t. 
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2008..09681;: ·f\Jorth ·6.each Public L,ibrary a:na J~e PiMaggia Piaygr-0ul'l'd Master Plan .Project 
· Assessor's Block 007 4, lot bl'i1; Assessqr's 1;3lock .0'075, L0t 001-; 

· Motton No. 
April 21, 2011 

~XHIBIT1: 
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

(Jnclud"m·g ~he Text of the.Mitig'atio1'.l Measu~s Adopted as Conditions of Approv.al) 

Miitigatlon Measl!,lres Ad·o.pted As C.en'Qition.s of Approval 

Arche:ol:ogieal Resources (cPnt'd.) 

. ·Measures migfiit-lri.cl1Jae: .. prese~tt<OO:i:.im-sitlii .cijf tfil~ af.,q;m~l~i~iiesotiuiie;an 
areheologk;al monitOr-ing pr.ogram; ll>l" an· a~IQ!l)icar testing· ~gram: If a:n 
arclileological r:nc:mitorirrg pnograr.n :ar ~ogical tes.ti>11rg pr.ograrn is ~eqt1ired~ 
it shall be .col'lsistent with the Major li=nvif>mnmentat· Ana.Jysis (MEA) diwisio.r:i 

. gllidelines for sach prqgrams. Th'e !;RO may afs.a ·reqt1ire that tine project 
sponsors immetfiately implemefllt ·a site secl!lrity pi;ogram if the a1cile0l~ical 
res.ouree. is at risk from v.andaUsm, Jpc;;ting7 °iil_r ether damaging d0ris. 

lfl'ii:iiiaci r.email'ils are di~®vere1fdiiliiiirg f'i'~fect eo~ctii.lri, .au Wciik shall be 
. haled immediately Within 50 feet of-fil'le disoovecy; the Ci;ty·-sh<!ll be notified, 
· amt! fhe 00.l!ll'lty CoFQAer must b'e n~filfi:ed, accw.dimg to $-ection ·5.097.98. oHhe 

S:t;ate .P.tlblic Resour-ees Code and Sei:;ti9n 70'00.5 .ef C~if.Gmia's Health aru:I 
Safety ~e. :f the ~em"?ir:ts are.detemlinelll to be Naw~ Anneri~a, the 
CQl:llll!ler wilt l'iotifythe N·atiY.e Amel'iil;:.an Hm<itage ~l'illl'iili$$"l.Q.A, .and th:e 
procedlllr:es Ol!ll!lined in CI;;QA Sedien t5064.5(d) aAd (e')- shall Ii>"~ fGltew.ed. 

. The pr.Ta:it;l'l:eiil~ical CtinSi;i;i~t sfiall ·~nl!iAliitaFmat A~l~~iiai~~. 
Res@ume.s Report (FARR) w tie E;~O th$. eW11J;!ates the lilis~~I 
significan:c-e of any dlsc0ver:ed •ar.thealcrg~l reSGwrce amd descrtbing the 
al'Cf:re:c:1J~gical and historit:a:l researcb m:eftlo:ds emp.toy.ed in the al'eheC!ilogieal 
rmni.tOl'irig/tjata-reco!/fery·prt>gram{s~: l!lnder:takef'.l. lnf()rmatiori tlilat may pt:1t c:1t 
risk: any archee~ogic~i" resoerce ·shall be provide"d in a separ,ate ·r.emovable · 
ins.ert_-within fh:e frna1-report. 

.. -~~es dt t-te o'riE!ftFARR sha11 be~ 10 the-E'ROfe-r :r.~ew ad 'aJil,PiiivaC 
Once approved by ihe ERO, copies of the FA:RR sha:U be .distrib!uted as 
ftillew'S: Califdrnia Mcheolpgica1 Site Servey N~ffhwest ·Jir1fommtion CeJ\\ter. 
~NWl:C) shSR recewe one (1) capy atlld th:e ERO shall re:ceive_a·copy of the 
transmi~I of the F.ARR to fl:l'e NW~C.. The M~jor El'tviromm:r~taJ. Arllalysis 
diviSioft 0f the Planning Department shan. recefva tl\\ree. cm.pies -of flm-FMm: 
al0i;ig With CQ.pies of any fumial site .FeGOridation furr.n:s ~CA DPR 523 series) 
and{or doc1;n11en~on. for nsminatkm to· the NaN~ Register.-ofHistor.ic 
Places/California RegiSter of Historical Resour-ces. tn im\tarnt:?S of high public 
Imter:est or intE;!rpi:etWe vall:le, tb:e ER.O m<1y-r:eq1:.1tr:e a..diffel'elilt final· r.eport 
content, for-mat, and distribution than that pre.sented ~b.ove. 

Respon·sib:ilif;y for 
Implementation 

Mitigation 
Schedule 

Monitoring/Report 
Resp·onsibfiio/ 

··-·· 
StatU$lDate ' ·. 
Completed 

·· : {see ·aaove) · · ···· · -:1,- (see at>:~i11.e) "(see atili>.Ve y ·T" '"'(see ~b0v.er 

"' P~Ject sp0nSe.i:s~ · ~" o.cirriflg, s01r 
CQmtractor(s~. and · clistiirbing 

,. ar.cile0lsgist. . acfmtie.s. 

ER.b,'c.&lllntY~to111:er: cor.ts~ei"\\IC:fo(i)~~te 
up.on latter of ER(;is 
drafting of memo o.r 
ERO's diredi~a to 
implement fl!lrlher 
measures. 

Proj~ ~~'fS'altid~·r- Fell~liig 
,. a~cliieslll).g~all . . oom~le.tioo· of 

·· fER<Horev.iewomf.t .. · '(·-·ceasitilere-dcioilf,J~e 
· FARR. . l!lf'i'GA ERO ap.prev.al ~f 

· CQASl!lftamt any 

~1.···Pm:teclsJ)~rilS.eiS. · 

ar~«l'°9ical 
field program • 
. ' 

, .. Oiiifu.ri ·ERO · ··· : ·pj;~eifspe-ns;aris tb -· 
ap:pre'!'al o~ Draft provide J;RO with 

. FARR. :COp.ies of transmittals of 
FARR oismtitmon. 

Dr.aft FARR. 

· ·ci!lr.isidEijiedi®mjlete'. ·· 
L!POl'I receipt by ·ERO of 
evide'Fll:e- of. dis.trlbution. 
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2008.09681:;: No11h :!?each Public 1.,ibr:ary and Joe DtMaggiq Playgrouat!· Master Plan· P:rqje.ct 
Assessor's Block 0074, Lot OP1; Ass:essor's Block 0075, Lot 001; 

Motion No. 
Ap.Rl 21,. 2011 

EXHtBl'I' 1:: · 
MITIGATION·MO.NITO:~NG AND R~PORTIN:G PROG·RAM 

. (lrtclumn·g -~e Tm of the .M<iti;gation Measures ~d'o.pted· a~ Co:mf1ti'ons of A.p·prova:I} 

Mitigation Measures Adopted As· Conditions of Approval 

M..C-P•2. HABS·Lev.eJ R~cordation 

.. -oo:c~ta~of ttte N.oJ;rt.1 sl\!a~h· !afariih L~iafY sltia:Jfi;)e'fi>reP.area :iri · 
aetoFdarnce w.ifil:l the ·guroleli11res.esta11ilished'k>r: th'e .. His'tol'ic Am~ri~aA B1:.1ildii;tg 
Slill'Vey CHASS) Level 11. Level Il -Q~t;l.timl1t-~aJI -iRGIID:le 'the felllllwilllg~. 

(1) Dra.wiJ'IOS: &il!i!Ct e)!(i$tilil!ll .9f'aw.ings, wltle.r.e avaj)aqle,. shall l;l'e 
pt!r~tG.g~he.d with Jarg~fa1'111!1at me.@atives·or ~hotGlgraphi~lly 

"re.produced on· Myla:r. 

(2) Phetaqr.aptJs: PhQk!graplils wf~, Jar.gerfom:iat negati11es-af exter.ior 
views Stian· be shelit; ph~foCC!Jpies wit(;) Jar..ge-.torlii1lat negatives of s.elect 
existimg· d~wimgs or hist~llic waws, wt:rere a'f'.aila'~le, sfii'all be made. 
S.ev.eraJ histeri~ p:ti:atogra('.!)hs ·lllf ·the Nsffilit Beacli Branch lihrar-y arn · 
availabl'e at the S~ Ftaa~sGO History C.erner of the San FranGisco 
Pl!lblrc Lit1r:ary. Phl!liography shall fM!o.w tf:le HA8SIHAl!;R Photographs: 
Spe.cifica6.ons·and Guidelines • 

(3) Written Data: The his.Wry and dei;Gr.ip.tiG:Fl·Qf th~ buikiir.)g·-shaU be 
rec:wrded ir.i te-xt farm. A f.eptilrt shall ·me :llFeiJared SaCllllilil~l!l.tif.l'Q the 
~ting candi~!ons of the NoFl!h 8.ewh Bra'f>!sb l;.ibrary., as -well as tl:i:e 

· overall history of the lib~ry in.1f:'l:e CMtext of Safi FrahQiS.co a:rul 
Ain:redcan p.ubliF li!rlrallies dl!.llim:g:the pest"'Wotld War E) era, 1ncludirrg.:the 
athe.F Appletor.i & Wplfard4e$igtr~d lil,>rarie-s that Gentr.ih>ute till tlile MPL 
M!i!ch of the histericaJ· ~ritext-prepared by tfre Carey & Co. re.pqrt and 
HRER caA be tmed for this task.· 

DOCi:1!11!i:ierliiiliori· otthe-;Nor:fil;i :at.Sinet.t l.i~ s~ Sha1f 'be slllbnft~d ;to tae 
. wllowing repesitori.es: 

• · Documentatioo r,eportand oo~ set of pfwt()gr.aphs arnd 
negativ.es, olli§inat dr.a.Wirrgs, andl-0r .ineas.1:1red dr:awings:shall 
'be SJllbmitfied 'the liistory Room of the San Francisco Public 
Library. 

• O:ocll!mentaion re.port sfual1 be sl!lbmifted ta tt:re .Wprthwest 
lnforrn~tion-·center oftt:l'e Cslifomla Historical Resources 
.Information Reso1:1r.ces System. · 

-~ .. ~ ... ~. 
Res•ponsibitify for 
Implementation 

. ·-.. ---..-. ..... , .. --------,-- ... -, 
Mili'g~ti.on 
Sc.hedule 

~!l>~~t ~l'ls<mi am~ Prior t~_ t;>uildiag 
" ~~···· ..... ~~"'"~···. ·-··-··· -
h1S:tc;)~J rese1n:ces · d.em:aJ1tiOl'I • 
.c0.l!lstilltamt. . 

=-<r.T•; ···" .... ' ' ••• ' ' ' ..... ~. ' ........... •·· 

Monitoring/Rep·o:rt 
ResponS."biUty 

ERO.:. 

f'l:r.qjecl ~0ri;-atud 
histocl~l .r:esources 
COl'l$1:1ltaflt. 

Pn~r '?:htiildit.ig_-:-~~-,--~~ant:tHF-?ete. ~. ·· 
dema!1.tie:n. review dooiar.mer.itati0n 

· prjor-to any pertmit 
issuarice 

............. 

Statusl:Date 
Completed 

.. tbrisiden~~~te 
upcm re.ceipt·by ER:O 
amdHPCof 
doaimentatio.n. 

~ .. -¢.aAsil!!er~ Q)mP.l~te 
upsa issuli!nce ef 
permits. 

~~~~~~~~~~~~.:___~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~---·-
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zooa.0968E: North -Beach Public L.ibrary and Joe· O:lM~ggia Playgnourul Master Plan Project 
· Assessor'.s Block 0.07 4, Lot 001; Assessor's Block 0075, Lot 001 ~ 

EXHIBIT 1: 
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTIN"G PROGRAM 

Cln:etudi~g· fhe'Text of the Mitigation Measures Adopted as Conditions of Approval) 

Mitigation Measures Ado.pted As Co~difi;ons pf Approv~I 

HABS .. Level Rec.Ordation (cont'd.) 

T :~:i~~::t!i::r·l · ~=~~~~=· Monito:ringlRepert 
Responsibility 

• ~oOCt,imentatlQn. reP.rii.fam;f xeieQr.cii;)hic.'co'Pi~-0fthe · : · .. · · --·-T-(see~ove) ······(see above) ns~· ab.over···· 
phot0!1Jraph!; sln"aJl-b"e Sl!lbrtlitt"ee to. tf.re San FranciSai> Plannm·g 
D.epattm:~nt ana HPC for rel'liaw ptior to .is.s.tlance <:if any .p.ermit 
tl'lat may be requir.ep l;ly fhe City am! 0t;il;.lf:lty Qf San Francisco· 
fo.r dem.olitign of the N~rth Beach aran:eh ·l,.ibrary. 

-M-CP-.3.. Interpretive Display 

·~,.he uG:racy·coml'iiits-siam ·ana ·R'e~rea111?.n-ar.i-d·p•·:cQiilm!ss1&m sh.air·· 
approv.e. and fund installatfom of a p.emiraaemt irnter.pr.etatille .displ~y. at Qr ·l'lear 
the site-of the funner Nona B~ach BtaAch Library to· di$'.t~s .the hi~ry and 
sigr:iific,ar.tCe ef. this b~.h. CGm~ls of this mitigatiQl'l program shall 
incll:l(l_e a --~nent plaque ar r;fi$ptay withil'I or • fl:l.e p.repose:d r.rew library 
builQirng. lt strait contain f:Ustol'ic .phl)tpgtaphs andi'or plan~. as well as 
aescr.ip.tiv.e teirt.-E~m~nts of f.i:e c!li~~lay ·could be deve~p,E!d fFQl:m the HABS- . 
lev.el reoordati@n. "fhe desigi:i fer -th.e 'illite;pr-etWe <ifiSplay shall be submitted to 
the HPC.-for r~view prior to fma1 ifl~l~tiom. · 

M,..Bl-1. Bre.eding Birds 
. --.-·--.--.--,;-----,.-,;;••""·····---, .-.. ----------... ~----.--------..----..--.. 

Lf acihte canswciio:m worl;: ~.e., de~litio:n, gl'ol!lm!f clearing and gra!'Jjng, 
inclwdfr:lg· remeval -of site v~g(!tation~ is schedllllet;I- to take µlace during :the 
non1breerjmg season {Septemtrer.1 thr.ol:lgh JaAuar-y 31}, no- mitigatioA is 
· reqaire:d. If screh construcfron a:ciNifies are scl!edwle<if dl:!iiAg tme .breeding 
season (F.ebni,lary 1 throwgJ;i. A:1,1gi:ist 31 ), tbe foftowing· measi:rres Will :b'e · 
Implemented :to avGid. and minimize im~ts on me.sting· raptors and· o.ther 
protected birds: · 

No mQre· tha·A two wee.ks before· csnstr:lilci:ion, a ~ualif~ Wildlife ~iologist will 
conduct pre-consln:Jcikm swrveys -of ~I' poteAtial mistiag habita.f williir.i ~o· feet 
of th:e constR:Jction site where access ~s available. 

lif ~ctive nests of prote:cteci blr.cls are foond during precm:rstl'Jilction · stiN.eys, a 
no..drtstliwb'ance buffer will J)e- cre~ted a·raijnd' active. ~sts durimg the breedh:ig · 
s.eason, or until· it is' dete.r.miineQ tbat all young· have Ifedg~. Typical buffers : 
include 250- fe.et for non-rapwr nestirrg birds. €e.g..,. ·shor.ebirds, waterfowl, and 
_passerine birds), The size o.f thes.e b1:.1f.fer zenes. and ~s of co~trudio.n 

B~~~dih~-Bir~~ (~ont'd.) 

. ~.ProJ~cT$.Piil$ciT:S amf T ·Prior tq :aperiirig... l r;Ro. to ·reiiew:· ·· · · 
.. conttador(~}. of new -library. 

:FJ,r:sject s~nsol!S.. Feb 1 ·ttu:ough 
A1:19ust 31. 

~-·-,------.--r •• • • • • 

r demolitiQ.n o.c.cuc-s 
oatsi.de -of this p:el'iod, 

. require that sponsors 
hire a qualified wildlife · 
biologist to complete 
avian surveys. 

Motion No. 
Aplil 21, 2011 

Stqt111s/Oate 
·completed 

: (see'atiove)· 

'tarnsi.dal'ea·~e.te · 
upon opening -of library~ 

Spons~ ro p~~e 
Enviro.r.tm.eJiltal Review 
Officer (ERO) witih avian 
st:uv.ey .pii:ar to . 
demolition. · 



co _. 
co 

2008~0968'1;: Nor:th Beach Public l,.ibrary and Jee OiM;;iggio ·Pl~ygrounc:!' Master Plan P.rqje:ct 
· Assess.or's Block 0074, l;.e.t cret; ·Ass'eswr's ·a1GC:k OD75, loHl01; 

_ EXHIBIT 1: . 
-MITIGATION ·MO:NtTQ;FmilfG AN!D REPORTJNrG PROGRAM 

(lulmBn~g the T·ex.t of the .Mitfgatiori M:easures A11hllJ)ted as e.o.~diti·o.ns .of App-roval) 

Mitigation Meas~res Adopted As Conditjons of Approv~I 
. . ..- - ',, --~- ..•. , -.- ----.--------, . - -----.--.----. 

acliv.iitl:es re17tl'icied in the.s.e areas wiU· be basei;I ·mn existing· neise and human 
qistlllf.bance lev.els in the projed area. 

·rf precsrt$tru~lon s~rveys indicale,tlllatprqtecil*f»bird .aests are in'ame .or 
:JX>ter:ttiaJ· habitat is lllOOCCUpied d1;1ring tlire QQn~tru:ction petlfeQ, .mo f111rther 
mitigµti·on will be.re_<:ll!lired. · · 

If ~struli:tie.n camme~s dllllil'lg the l'lG.Jilblr.eedit!ig. season araf· contil!}ues into 
the breedimg s~as~n, birds that aest·a(iljac::ent to the piraject area cbuld · 
~mate w cOl'lstr:u~ol'l amtfies. H~¥er, sll,ll'ftys .mf nes:tin~· sites wilt be 
'®.~ell· and n.Hisllilrli>ance ·!;i.i:tlferzones estab'listtim aro.und actiY.e mests 
as rrefn!ied to ·pro.event irnpa~ en neStin!!J.'l:).il'ds and their young. . 

..... ~.~ .. 
Resp.or.isib.Uify for 
Implementation 

l (seea~} 

•• • $. • ., ..... • • • •• , ,., •• - .,. I. •••l I ~ a. •• -· • •" ,.; - , j. • ••" •• • • l • ••;.I , t.4 I·-,$ .. .,.(j ., , •• -•· , ;. • •· ,, .' •• _ .. ., r ,, I" , 1 ... ·~·<•I • 1 .. <•• H •• ... , •I• 

~ 

Mitig~tio.n 
Schedule 

(see above) 

M .. HZ-1- HazardalllS M~erials (Soll aru1· Groundw.ater Cantam.in~d ~Y· Pe.troleum Hydrocarbons or Me.ta:ls) 

:step r:"fiiitia(i:5iteatiiation -01 f:'ieseneii~o, conf!3hrina:te.rls&iis and 
Groundwater · 

~P.iioJ~fS.p'onsors:. ·· 

Pr:i.Qr to °'RP.fGlval ef a p1:1ildin§ p:ermit fur the prepos:e.d lib.uacy (irn Phase 11 or 
s® pemnit ff!r Wtl:ll'e pleygl'Olllnd il!li\pr.oveJllil.eT:lts {im 'Ptwse 2:). tliie ·pJ'iti!je:ct 
SJOOf.lS'Ors s.fuall .1'1il'e a consciltamt 'to p1re.pa!'e a soil··af.ld: grp,uadwater san:ipling 

·· plan that .is to be approv.ed bY the t:l'epartn;rer1t ef PubHc.Hii!alfu ·before wor.k 
begins. Tne constaltaflt mir ·Cti'ille:~ soil ~mples ~Ji>Qr.ing$}acid .9fQ1ilndittllater 
samples ft'orn areas oo the site im which. ssil wo:liilti'be distl!ll1bed, ir.telll!diog 
b(Sth 7!:1'1 Lombar.d Street (:Phase 1) aJ!ld: •· ar~a ~lileatil the exiSting · 
·ctriltiren's :pl~~d-{Phase 2). The CCi!li1$lilltai;\t Will te:st lfue s;)ll am!I 
gl'Q.und'Wa~r ~amples far ~1eam t.iyd~fboos •·~$, "lllti·CGASial~nt 

·· slnaU analyze the seif bOOngs as cilisaete,. n~ eempeSite sampt~. 

The conSi.iltant sh'all -prepai;e aA ·initial .irep.ort on ft.If: soit ar.id groundwater · 
testil'lg. far pet~· liydrocadi>:oas ·ihat .includes the ·results of tlie te$ti119 and 
a map that shoW!s the Jo:cafiQns Qf soils amd gr.OW1.dwater tested. 

The. project sp:oRsors shall Slllbmit the iilli:tiaI r.ep"Qrt on ·the sQil and· grcitilndw.ater 
testirng. to the Deparlirtler!Jt- ofPt!lblic li'lealth (D:Pl'!I:) and shall Jll.aY ·ff.le appli~ble 
fe.e required by DPH to review the re)>'(l!rt:pursuar.i.t to Section 31.47{e) .of the 
San Francisco Atilmil'liStr:ative ·Code •. DPH Shaltre.v:iew the soil .and 
groundwater testing· ~pant t0 detem:iine whethertbe SQ.ii .or grolllndwater on 
the project site is cor:1tamin;ated with pein;Jlel!lm· hy.di;eCarbons· or metals at or 
ab0ve potentiaUr hazardows Je'tels~· 

Hazardous Material$ (~ont'.cf.) 

, Pao'f'to ·ire:e 
removal. 

Monitoi:ingt.Report 
Resp·onsibility 

(si:f: above) 

'.DPH to re:V.lli!w ·sdlf 
testing .report and 
ad:vise. E~O .allttl _ 
Dep.cir.tment of Blllildil\lg 
lni;p.ectian·{DBl) .if Site 
Mitigatioa P.lar:i (SMP) 
is:reql:lired. 

Motion.No. 
Ap.l'il 21, 2011 

"~·=·~~ 

Stat tis/Date 
Completed: 

(see above) 

"?nBrtPTss~nce 6f' ·· 
grading or excavation 
·p~rmit. 

Coosidered complete 
1;1pQn.r:eceipt.by DPH, 
.~RO, and DBI Qf . 
monitoril'IQ report. 
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2008~096B'E: North Beach Public I.ibr:ary and Joe OiM~ggio- l?laygrot:M'ld Master Plan Project 
· Assessor's Block 0074, Lot 001; Assessor's Block 0075. Lot 001; 

Motion No. 
Ap~l 21, 2011· 

EXfllBJT 1.: 
MITIGATION MONJTO.R1-N:.G AN:o REPORTING PROGRAM . 

('ln,e.lucfing the Text of the Mifigatio:n .M:eas.ures-Adopted as Contritions of Approva1) 

Mitl'g:ati'on Measures A(f'opted As Conditiqns of Ap.prov.ar 

~if 0.P.H detemineS'th:at ~ Sii!il$-ianil grollirn#Wa~r 6'1'1-:the prtiiject site are riot 
_col'jtaminated wlth ·petl'ol~um-h~s at c;ir·abo.'>'e a jl>:otenti~Uy 
hazar~s ·Jeve~ no further miliigi'!tiP.n l'llleasl:lfeS. ~ reg~ te Gc:>Ataminate:d 
sojJ$ or gr.Qlmdwater on the site W!ilJJllif b~ ne~e.ssary •. 

R~pcmsib:ff[ty for 
_Implementation 

.. (see ab.ave} 

''Step i: IJeterin.inatt°Qil-ol "the f'n!sen.ce sf ContaiiJ.inateil Soil During P.'iet. f Pr©j.e~ sponsor-S. 
Drilling . 

Whether- or not OPH d:e.ter:miAes, after rev.iew ofi the initi:al r~port, that the soils 
and Ql'c:>.mdwater c:>f'l·the prOject site are ·c.ontamiria:ted with petr.olei:Jm 

· by,dtoeam.ons 0r·metals. at or above a potentially hazardo.us level, the 
CQI'ISl!lltant shall nonetheless remain c:in the pi;Qject te.'.test the mate.dais 
bFQ.wgh.t to -the sl!lfface dl!.lr:il'ig "prer dcilUng. The @t'ISt:lltar;it shall-test these . 
r.r.ia~T:ials fo:r petroleum hydtoi;ar.bons and metals. The c;OnsuJtqrtt ~II 
analyze the rnate.r:ials from e-a·c;f:l drilled pier klcation as discrete, not composite 
samples, amd- add t1;i·ese fim;linllJs to a new., f1m~f r.epGft. · 
'llre project s~nsars ·sf:ra:ll sl!(bmit the f.ittal report em tf!e soil and gl'Oundwater 
testin9, as well i:is the driRed pier ~teliai t~ting, to tl!l~ D~artment of Pli!blic 
Health (PPH) •. !:)Pf{ shall rev:iew the final repert te>-dete_nnine whether the 
~d pier matt,mal on: th~ pr.oje:Cff; site is cpn:taminat«i;ld ·with p.etFol~wn 
·hydrQcarbons a~ or above .potentially hazardpus levels. 
If OPH determines tl:lat the soils anc;I growl!ltl!wat~ on the project site, a_md the 
mate.rial bro:1i1ght to the syn:face c:!u.rnng· pier c!ri!Hng;ar-e.nlilt COl'ltaminated with· 
petroleum hy.amcarboos ~ or absw.e a pot~aRy haz$rdei.Is level, no fur.tier 
mitigatiQn me.asare.s with regan:I to contaminated soils· er groondwater on the 

. site wowd be necessary. · 

CS1ep s: Pfe:Paraiion of Sil~ Mitisfii_fion P"fan · . ~~=fii:il>jl?afSpor.iSc:tiS. 

lf, bcised al'l ·the raswts of the mitial soil cindtor. groundwater tests c<;>nducted 
(Step 1,.al;>ov.e), or hased. e.n the df!lled pier rn~erial tests c0Ad1:1~ed (Step 2, . 
above-)., O.PH detennlnes that the soils and/er grotmd:water on-the proj$.c<t site 

. are CQl'ltamil'lat-ed With petrGieum hymrG~ns Gr me.tats at Gr ab.ove 
pptemtiatl:r tiazardQlilS ·levels, OPH shall determine wlil~r prepa~tion-of a · 
Site M1tigati:oo Plan (sMP)-is warrante-d. J:f -s.u£h a plan is reqljleSted· by PPH, 
the SMP shall incliJcle !:! c;JiS:CUss1an. c>f fhe levef of contamin:atibn of sails andfor: 

Niiti9ati~~, 
·Schedule 

(seeab<!i~Ei:) 

Pnorio sPJ1 .. 
·· disturbing 

acii11ity. 

Upan-DPH 
determin'ation 
thatSMP Is 
required. 

Monitoring/Report 
Responsibility 

{see sbovef· 

..... "" ... StatuslDate 

Compl~ted 
{see abO'i(;} ·· 

PnlilTto campteticii of 
pier drilling. 

Consrdered-cornplete· _ 
upc:in ·receipt bY OPH. 

. DPlHO--reviii!w soil 
testing reptilrt aiid 
advise ERO and 
Department ofBullding 
Jnspectiofl (DBl) if Site 
·M.itig.ation. Plan (SMP) 
is re.quired. 

1· ERO, and·-bB1· c:if 
monitoring report 

rfsMP ls'.i!~!:iwed. ... 
pRi>je~f sponsors or . 
coRtractor sh~ll submit 
a monitoring .re}!lPrt tb 
DPH; with a 00.py. to 

·,: D"&l lill'ld ERO, at end of ., 
consia:ldion. 

· Piii:ir fo-i$$uarice~of'" 
~ctifi:cat.e c:if occlilp~ncy. 

Considered- CGJ'inplete 
mpon receipt 111f · 
rmoflitering repart. 
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20:0'8.Q"9o8E: Ner1h Be.ach Public Library and Jo:e DiMa~i9 Playground Master Plan Project 
Assessor's Blo.c:k 007 4, Lot OOl; ~.or's Blo.ck 0075, Lot OU1; 

· Motion No. __ ·_ 
Apr.ii 21, 2011 

EXHIBJT1: 
. MITIGATION· MONITORING AND REPORTIN"G PROGRAM 

(ln:clil!iding the i:e:X:t of.the Miti:gatio:n ·raeasures Adoptefj as Conditipns of Approvai} 

Mitigation Measlilres ~dopted As C.ondifions o.f Approval 

Hazardous M·ateri'als (c.ont'd.) 

.gfriu~water cin 1ihe pJ!ID"jecl: site" ~rid mlligatiGn".measiires ·fdr mamooifig. 
com~minated s.ails an ttre site; il'l.c~li!in-~, Dl!Jt iwt Umited to: 1) .~he· ll)Jter.n~tives 
far managil'l!il Cl11.Fl~minated ssils om the site {e.g:,, eACapsura.tiOlil, partiab!lr 
complete r-emo:val", tr~en~ rer;yciing for reuse,. or a eQmbif<latio.n); 2)·.tbe 
p.f.efer:Fe:d alternatWe fQ.r lil'lanag~g C!D~minated soi~ en tllle-Site qi;id a :brief 
jm;tifi.ca.tiom; 3) ·the specific pr;lildit:es tG be use1f-to handle, halill. and .dispose . 
of comtamir.iated site soil~; and 4-}tf.le speciic pr.adices to be 1:1sed to handle, 
treat and-dispose of con:tamirnat~·gr.e.ll!f:ti::!w.ater .. The SMP shali.be Sl!Jbmitted 
to- DPH W.r re¥iew and ap.pro:val~ A COJDY ef the· SMP shall be siJbmiJ!ted.to the 
Plal'ming Department to be!;001e part of the ~SI.'! ii~. . · 

· sifiP 4:: Hariiirnfig~ iit~1fiig;·· t+.e.iii.tiiWiit, and DJ~i"§iiiiil iitcciiitaijijii.ate.if·so;1s 
and GIO!Jn.dwater 

a) Sp:ecifi·c w.o.tk:prac.tice.s;.lf, based oo ttre results of the tests. cendu:cted 
either prior ta ol' during.pier li:lliiDmg. ·OPH determines that the soil or 
grol!llil"dWS:ter en the ·pl'lajl,'!ct site are co.Atamimated wi:trn. petrQJeum 
hydrocarb:ens at ~r abov.e potentially fua;;ardOu~ levels, tAe c~s~1.:1ciitin 
ccnti:actor smalf be alert for1fue pr.esen.ce of s1:.11;:ti sails :dmliing exca!r.!ltioo 
an:c:;I other const!!tlciien adiv.iies on the site ~<letected lt!Fough sen ar 
g~•:wa:ter OOIM- or sail ·CllJJ0r amd terll;!Fe· aJllcl results af on-site sail and 
gi'Q.l!lrnd.....ater testing), and s.ha11· be pre.par~d to .bandle, profile {i.e., 
ct.iarac:tetii:e). ar1d disp:lll"se of slilclt soil$· apW'Qwr:iately_ and ti;> treat ~nd 
dispase of streh grel.ilmlwater ap.pF.Qp:liia~y. as dictat-ed ·b.y IOG<!il, s~te. and 
fede:ral reg.ulliiti~J'll?, intelt1dillrg. OSHA walk praait:es, w.tren-s111~h·soils-or 
grol!lf;ldwater are encol!lmter-ed·on ft:!e site. 

(b) D"li1st s~pression: Soils e:i<:posed dlllring excavation for site preparation 
and prbjecl OOlil"Stnll.cik>Fl aqtivities shall :be ·kept mdist thr01!lghot:1t lhe time 
1hey are exposed, both dt:1riag amdafterwork hot.rs~ 

{c.) Surfaee water runofi' control: Where soils ar-e sto.ckp:iled~ visqaeen or 
comparable plastic Sheetiflg shall be lilsed to ~ate an impenmeable liner, 
both b~neath and on top· of the smls, With a ber:rtrto. contain any potential 
sttrlace water l"lllf:lOtffmm the soil -sto<::kp:iles. · 

Hazardous l\i'J:aterials (ca.nt'd.) 

"~------. .. ,.·.··~-~--~· ....... 
. R~sppnS.ibility foT 

lmp:l_ementati·on 

{~ee above) 

. ........ ····· ...... . 
Mitigatio·m Monitol"ing/Re.p:o.rt 

. Schedule Responsibility · 

1: (see a:bove) {seealia.veY 

Status/Date 
Completed 

:-{see· abCilve) 

'.P~e.ct s~sars~ · .... T' o'ag 
e.onstmctian. 

Projecf.SPGrisd.r:S to ·· · · . ·· · ... Prior ·ta issi!laiitrie. iiif" 
prav.ide OPH With certificate of o.c;cupancy. 
morritoliing· report · . 
rol10:wing seik:fiSturb.ing C.o~idered complete 
constrl!l.cticm pe.l!io:d and wpo.n receipt_.of 
:final m.olilltecing report rr:iOl'l1torin.g report. 
at ce.m¥1u~ion ef 
· bt:lil~mg canswct[oa • 
. ·C.Qp-les of rep:a~ to ·be 

pr-ovided··to DBI-and 
ERO. 
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20Q8.0968E: North Beach Pt$1ie Lililrary and Joe OiMiiQQiQ Playgrolilnd Mli!SterRlan . .P.raje.ct 
· Assessor's Block 0074, Lot 001; As.Sesso.i's Block 0075, Lot OCJ1; 

· 'Mot.fan No. __ 

EXHIBJT1: 
MITIGATIO.N MO.NITQRIN.G AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

(lncludiil:g the Text.of fbe Mitjga1!io;n Measures AdQ:pted as Conditions af App~ova:I) 

Mlttgation·MeaS!llr&s Ad.o.pted As Cort.dition:s of Approval . . 
' · R~;p~t,i~ibility for 

lmpJefi!er.ttation. 

· (d) S.oil repla:c.ememt: If Re~sacy, c;:leiiii:i .fill or -other sll,lital;>J~ material{.s}' sh?H 
b:e asec:f: to briAg p.onwns oflhe pliliiject site, wfil'ere cemtamiMted s.ails. 
haxre b.e:en excavated and remov.ed, UP. to ~struciioA grade. 

{e} Handling, treatment, aAd dispose¢ Cc;intamiaate.d sc;»ls ·sball be haul~d off 
· the .PJ!Pject site by waste t.lliltlliMg trusks appr<>priate1y semti'!ld Wiil :the 
Sllate af Califomia and ·ad~ately ®vered· to. pi;event disP.eFsi61'J. ef the 
soils. during transit, and.sb:alf be disPOSeiif af at a .permitted hazardous 
waste dis11>osal facility r:eQistem'.d with the State Gf CalifQmia. 

. Contamtnated graaiidwater sbalf be~liill>jeot w rel!lwirem.ents of the City's 
lm:lustria!. Waste Ordmam::e (Olldinance Nmber 1'99-77), reqli!il'iing. that 
gl'Oll!l'ld1M!fer meet specified water qlilality starndards.b:efore .it may be 
disGhal'§ed into th:e seW.er systeltl.. 

· {5ee ~oove) · 

Si~p~~; P!e~riiiion 'of ClosLi~iion RePifl. . . . . . j': ~jecl:s~nSPtS. 
After excav.ation and four.rdatia.n C0lil.Sti'ta~oA aciimies are oompl~ted, the 
. proje·ci:.sp.ensors sh':all Pfe}\lare af!l.d Sl!lbmit a c®sure'/.~c.atimn· rep0r:t tlil :DPH 
f<;>r mview i;tmd. apprQval. The cia.S1:1!'elcEntiftcaflon ·rep.art shaJr inc!* :the 
mitigatill)n meaSiares ir<t the SMP for haF11!11il'lg anq. remQ'l<ing .00J11tarnli'lated. soils' ·· 
aAd groundwater from tl'le p.roj~ot: site. whett.ier th~ construdiom coo:trac.tlilr 
m:od~.d aAy of these mitigation measl!lres, and how am;I Why the .construclio.n. 
COAtractor mo:dified th:ose mitigatioA m:eaSl!IFes.. · 

M .. tfZ-2. Underground Stpr<Jge Tanks. 

·,;.--;··-----,--, ................ ~ ., ...•. 
Mitigation Monltoringf~port 
S:chedule ,~ · Responsibility 

I ·(see aoov.e) · 1: ·($ee ab,oV.e )' 

At "c.ompletiilln or· 
· fol!lndation. · 

Project ·worns~Tia~· 
pro~de c)ii>'sure/ 
certitfcation r:epart to 
OPH, with copy. to OBI 
and.I;RO. 

April 21, 2.0i 1 

.......... , . .----..--.-.---,,-

Statm~ioate 
Com.p·leted 

(see above} 

· Prtii>r.ta~i$$e.aii~ ::of· 
certifi~te of ~l:!pancy. 

CqJ11siµered· c'emplete 
u.p.ea receipt of 
mpmitofing report. 

if, .dul'iiig r:).ier drWm1~ 9r'S:ite exeaV.ati~~ ":the ~60n$t~10n· ~ntr.a• 'e111~i'lter& ... : Pnlij~ s~Scirs"am~f. . b~'ii. .. . . . .P:r.Qf~cifS.PGtlsniS to... ' ' 'Prlpr ·10 ci:i.ritln.u;il'tiOr.i of .. 
. unllle.r.gl'Ol:!nd Sfera~~ tal'rk(s~ ('!J$i's). tbe co~li>I' shelf ti~R work. ~ : ~a$W¢1!it;>n exca'l'ation and . afi!pJy fGt W'ldergrol!lmd · work. · 

prQjeci spo:nsers shatr apply for $n. tJl"lt:lergr.ound Slol'age T~nt RJmioval co~raciGJ:. ·pier driDifig. · stor:a,,g~ -tank removal . 
Permit fFol'i'l tA:e San Fr.amciseo .. ~e11>.aitmer.1t ef .P.ub.lic Healfh. {D.PH). All per-mit ·from OPM. Censidered complete 

. rernp'"'.al .~v.ities·would ·be re-vj~wed and app.roved .. by DPH· prior to· ll,lpon approval ·by DPH. 
cantim;1alton of constrt;lcijon, ~xcavation, or p,ier drrlling. 

I 
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2008.096'8E: North Beach Puljlic Lib~ry aruJ Joe DiMaggio :Playgro.uru::I· Master Plan Proje.ct . 
Assessor's Block 0"074, tot 001; Assessor's B1ock 0075. Lot 001; 

Motion No. 

EXHIBIT 1: 
MITIGATION -MONlTORiliNG ANO REPORTING PROGRAM . 

. (lnc;luding the r~xt of the Milig:ati·on. Measures Ad:p:p:ted as Con'ditipns of App-roval) 

lmpr1;1vement Meas{Jl"es Identified by Plann1ing Staff .(Exhibit 2) 

TrallS.p·ortation and Cir~ulation . 

·-·1-m-:r: T-ram:e: .. rfie P-T.-Oj~cfS.?&iii~oiwaiilaiif.ieiifW.1til ·siE&ttK.reaar:dtn9. ~ 
possibility of 'the rel'iwval: of two ·w.estemmo:st ~"""street pafikimg spq-ces.-om the 
no.rth -sid~ Qf b.-ombatcl Str:eet (1ifet.wee111. Coll!lm• Avellllile·:amit M~~tiln 
Stre~t). Th~ piarpose-of this l'Fleasure W<lltJld :!lJe .to. impro~e- tr.ams e.pet:l!l'tioos 
ancl fa·~Iitate safe ~estliiart crcsssilllQS on ~oarid- Str,e.et W"ith fe.dlilced 
velilicle !1p!le'U.es at the C.olwrAbl!Is Av.enue /"Lomba!!¢ Stfe:et We&U>Gund 
apj;lltqai::h> The ~clditiPAal -q,llleuimg spa£:e w.al!lltj. lesseFI the elifeds Gt: peak
hol!lr"Wes;tbow:1d ·qweues ~t Cl!JFi'ently·ooi::.ur t>:etweeA C!lll~l!l$1:.ls. Afl:emre and 
·Mason Slree:t on Lo:mbara Stref:t The Femor.rl of ~se l:wQ.·par:ki~ SJJaces, 
·ia combina"tian: with.Ure pro:p.ase:cl pn;G!fe~ W.t:)l:lld ·re.suJt in a net e1:1~street . 

· parkir:i·g defu:;it of eight sp~ces ~ar aime spaces if b!il1h 1mprovemelilt Measures 
1-TR-1 and l-TR-2 were iln~lemel'ltetl). · · 

.. ~TR;.2: Trame: 'flire-pr6je~ S:P..ons6r'WG~li meetiiittSFMTA regaraii'lg ihe 
possibility of the remsval Of (!)me westem1•111"11iSl or.i..s.tr:eet par:kine) space on .tile 
seuth $i'de of ~al'd Sweet ~b:e~en G-cl111mbiis Avenl!fe ar.l'd M~son 
S:tre,et'),. The p1:1r:pos·e ef this. r.ttea$1:1re \'W.lilltl be tp impr.ll>'if.e tf::3,ffi"c speratiOl'IS. 
ihe ·T:emO!ir.al of this parkilllg sp.a:~. im. CPf<llfQif.latie.n wttf:I. the. p.rppesed,:p.reJect.. 
would ~ult i111 a net on..:street -parking aefu;:it. of s:even ·spac:el? {or nirre 
spaces if J;ioth lmpi;o~rnent Measl:lres 1.,.TR .. 1 and l·TR-2 wer.e 
implemen.te.d). 

: Resppn.s·ibility for 
lmplementa:fio.n 

P..roj~ speni;ors and 
,~ co.ns~ion 

CC11.ntract1'!.i. 

· Pr0ject spons0rs a111d 
oonsnctiol'l 
·contractor. 

Mitig<Jtion 
SehedUI& 

Prior to ttie 
·vacati.0R· of 
MasGJl Stree.t 

Prior to the 
vaca1km of 
Mason Str.e.et 

·· l;,.m.;.a: Pedestnmi: The.:P:iiti;ect' spamsor wooJid ·r.neet 'Wltfl' SFMtA ·r.egardlri~ ·· ·· ·· 
fM.e p.o:ssibiity of mov.ing thl'e·:~tirng.· Mtlni bJ;!S ZQll~ ~fed OJ'll tl:le northeast , PlfQ~ s~<lll!S al'l:(:J ·i After: dei:no~ticirt · 
c:o,l'llier 0f C~ltiH'i':lbus Avenue· at Greenwich Stfe:et ('a.clj;acent to the . ccrn$tnlll~c:m . illf the existing 

·· p.Iaygro1:,1111d) to the F1011h, t1$lt:lg,th'e·C111rb space that WGlllld b.e ~e:;ited with the ~- . libraiy~ 
Pf('lpesed cbsiare of ~asol'I Str:e.et Thi$ action ~el!lld. rel!!Wve the bus stop 
frbm. the existing cresswi:il~ ~r~ing C0J1,Jmbl!ls Avenue}. -which clllrrently 
bisetjs th·e bus stop. A 1'00?f.®t-:-loii-g mid-blbck bus ze111e wo1;di;l:have to ·&.e · 
!i!~~Iished, and the b.l:ls shelter relocated. Separating the erosswcµk from. 
the bes st9p woul~ improve pedestrian safecy at this l9catic,111. 

Monitoring/Report 
Responsibility 

SFMTA 

SFMTA 

-SFMTA ·io approve 
location and·-desigil o.f 
bus stop. 

AI:ir.il 21, 2011 . 

Status/Date
Com:pleted 

·If s.pac;es are -remoJted, 
them up:on compli;jtion of 
newiane stripipgami 
i111SPection .b.y ·$f.MTA. If 
S!i>aCe: is l'lOt removed, 
l:lfw:l'I disappro~I li>f 
SF.MT:A. 

If space is removeQ, 
tben mp:on ·compl~ti(;)11 of 
new lane stripin!'.I !lll'ld 
inspection by SF.MT A. If . 
l'!Paee is not remov.~d., 
upon lilisappr.-aval of 
Sf'.MTA. 

. SMFT A deS,lgnation ·of 
-new ·stop location. 
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4008.09681;: North B.e.ach Pl!lblic Library and Joe DiMaggio :Playg,r.q.ood Master Plan Project 
AsSessor's Block 0074, Lot 0'01; Assessor's Block 0'075, Lot-0'01·; 

· Motion No. __ 

EXHIBIT 1: 
MITIGATION MONJTORtiN:G AND REPORTING. PROGRAM 

(l1tellllJ:~li1ng the Text of the :Mitigatian Measures Adopted as CondUions of Approval) . . . . 

Improvement Measures Identified byPlannin·g Staff (EXhlb:it 2') 

Transportation and Circulat.i:o:n 'cont'd.) 

Respo.n:sihility for · 
lr:t:i,plementatlan 

'"'Pf~4.~ eoiiitruct!on ·i>erioi# 'hi'/ .ciin~tr.ui:ttoo ·tra-mc ~r.nr..9 · D.e.tv.e~i:l ·' _ •. . . . 
7::0:0 a.l'l'I. and 9:00 a.m., ~r between. 3:30 p.m. and 6:00 p.m., would cqim:;;ide ·I: PreJect s.i:enSQl'S and 
With peak.-mi;ir traffic at'ld COlllld tampQr.ar.ily impede traffic and transit fl.ow, · con.stf!\!Jction 
although 11 w.o.uld r:rot b:e oonsidere.d a signiflcal!lt ·im]!lact. The Jilr.oject si,xmsor contractor.. 
w.ould meet wlHI SFMT A todisquss 'Ute possibility of ftmi~ing truck · 
m:o!lements to th·e b:our:s betw.eeo 9;00 a.m:. and 3::30· p..m. '{<lir other times) to 
mimimize di.sru1ption of fhe geJ11eral ~~ ·f10:w on ·adjacent s.tree:ts dlild!'l'g th'e 
a.m. ar-id p.m. pe:a'k periods. The Projeci:.SpQnsor and coristru.ction 
COJ'ltraciQr(s} would meet with th~ Sll!stairuilile Sweets Division of tbe 
SFM'!A, the Fire Oe.p.aftmeflt, Ml!Jni, and the P.lanniliig Oepattment to 
{i)etemiine feasible measlal'es tQ re.dl!lee trq'.lifiq congestien, im::ll!lding potential 
transit disr.uptiom ar.id pedestrian dr~latiOl'I impacts dlilrirng CQl11$~ctfon of · 
the project. 

M"wgation 
Si:betjllle 

ThroughQl:lt 
pl'Qject . 
cq.nstructioa 

Nlo:nitoringtRep:ort 
Respon·stbiUty . · 

SFMiA ta ?PPFav.e · 
times.; Saa Francis.® 
Police Oepartmemt to 
monitor; 

April 21, 2011 

Sta tu.sf Date 
Comp·leted 

At ·end of construction of 
each phase ·Of the 
prqjeci. 



Motion No. 18322 CASE NO 2008.0968ERZ · . -
.Hearing Date: 'April 21, 2011 701 Lombard Street and.2000 Mason Streets 

North Beach Public Library and 
Joe DiMaggio Playground Master Plan 

Exhibit 2." 
Recommended lmpr.ovement Measures· 

The Planning Commission recommends that the Projeet Sponsor adopt these Improvement 
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 FJ?IR identified the followirig 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: Traffic: The project sponsor would meet with sj:iMrA regarding the possibillty of 
the removal of two westernmost on-street parking spaces on the north side of Lombard 
Street (between Columbus Avenue and Mason Street). Th.e· purpose of this measure 
would be to improve traffic ope:i;al:ions and facilitate safe pedeshian crossings on 
Lombard Street with reduced vehicle queues at the C<;>lumbus AV'enU:e I Lombard Street 
westbound approach. The. additional queuing space wotlld lessen the effects of peak
hoci.r westb~und queues that currently c;ic~ between Columbus Avenue and Mason· 

. 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). . 

. . 
2. I-TR-2: Traffic: The project sponsor would meet with SFMTA regarding the possibility of 

the removal of one westemmost on-street parking space on the south side of Lombard 
Street (between Columbus Avenue and Mason Street). The purpose of this measure 

. would ~e to improve traffic operations.. . The ·removal of this parking space, in · 
combination with the proposed proje~t, would result in a net on-street parkin:g deficit of 
seven sjJaces (or nine spaces if both Im.proveinent Measures I-TR-1 and I-TR-2 were 
im:plemerited). 

3. I-TR-3: Pedestrian: The project sponsor would meet with SFMrA regarding the 
possibility of moving the existing Muni bus zone located on the. northeast corner of 

· · Coltlll).bus Avenue ~t Gre~wich Street (adjacent to: the playground) to the north, using 
the curb space that would be created with the pwposed 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 FMllPISC9 . , . . 
l;'LANNl'.'0 DEPARTMIE!:NT 
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Motio~ 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 l;:>etween 3:30 p.m. and 6:00 p.m.,· would coincide with peak-hour traffic and 
.could tempo;rarily impede traffic and transit fl<;>w~ aithough it would not be considered a 

·. sigr:tlficant impact. The project sponsor would meet. with· SFMTA to discuss the 
possibility 6£ limiting truck movements to the hours between 9:00 a.m. and 3:30 p.m. (or 
other ti:rlles) to minilJ:rlze disrupj:ion of the general traffic flow on adjacent streets during 
th~. a.m. and p.m. peak periods. The Project Sponsor and construction 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 construction of the project. · . . ' . · 

Sl\ll FRANCISCO • • 
PLANNlflO D~ART!'lllitNT 
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c2 .. If no indirect costs are included, what would have been the indirect costs? Force account labor 
0verhead. 

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 describec:l 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) 

Department Head or Designee Approval of Grant Information Form: 

Philip A. Ginsburg 
(Name) 

General Manager, Recreation and Park Department 

(Title) ( ~ \ I 
Date Reviewed: ..........:.l--+D L---+-, --'--[ ~-+----

927 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 

~5002000.00 
H. Indirect Costs $0.00 

Grant Amount $500,000.00 

928 



1- 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 1. For reference to Committee. (An Ordinance, Resolution, Motion, or Charter Amendment) 

~ 2~~lf~lt2Jl~~l~rfil~~~.~~fR~3~1~3~t~~E~t~?l~:!§.~<?P¥fil~~~· 
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. , .... ----------., from Committee. 

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

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

929 
Paae 1of1 



930 


