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City Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/ITY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

MEMORANDUM |
LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

TO: Supervisor Mark Farrell, Chair

~ Land Use and Transportation Committee
FROM: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk, Land Use and Transportation Committee
DATE: . October 24, 2017

SUBJECT: COMMITTEE REPORT, BOARD MEETING
Tuesday, October 24, 2017

The following file should be presented as a COMMITTEE REPORT at the Board
meeting, Tuesday, October 24, 2017. This item was acted upon at the Committee
Meeting on Monday, October 23, 2017, at 1:30 p.m., by the votes indicated.

Item No. 39 File No. 170930

- Ordinance amending the General Plan to revise Maps 4 and 5 of the Urban
Design Element to refer to the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project Special Use District;
adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, and Planning
Code, Section 340; and making findings of consistency with the General Plan,
and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1.

REFERRED WITHOUT RECOMMENDATION AS A COMMITTEE REPORT
Vote: Supervisor Mark Farrell - Aye
Supervisor Aaron Peskin - Aye
Supervisor Katy Tang - Aye

c: Board of Supervisors
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
Alisa Somera, Legislative Deputy Director
Jon Givner, Deputy City Attorney
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FILE NO. 170930 " ORDINANCL 10,

[General Plan - Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project]

Ordinan‘ce amending the General Plan to revise Maps 4 and 5 of the Urban Design
Element to refer to the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project Speciéi Use District; adopting
findings under the California Eﬁvironmen’tal Quality Act, and Planning Code, Section
340; and making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority

policies of Plannmg Code, Section 101.1.

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font
oo Additions to Codes are in single-underline italics Times New Roman font.
Deletions to Codes are in &Frfkeﬁkfﬁﬁgk—#&hes%meﬁ%@%%m&ﬁfeﬁ{
Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font. .
Beard amendment deletions are in s#ﬂee%h;eugh—Aﬁa—fenfe
Asterisks (* * * *)indicate the omission of unchanged Code
subsections or parts of tables.

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County 9f §§n Francisco:
Section 1. Environmental and Planning Code Fihdings.
(a) California Environmental Quality Act.
(1) At its hearing on August 24, 2017, and prior to recommending the proposed
General Plan Amendments for approvai, by Motion ‘No. 199786, the Planning Commission

certified a Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project

(Project) pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (California Public

Resources Code Section 21000 ef seq.), the CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Reg. Section
15000 ef seq.), and Chapter 31 of the Administrative Code. A copy of said Motion is‘ on file
with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No. 170930, and is incorporated herein by
reference. In accordance with the actions contemplated herein, this Board has reviewed the

FEIR, concurs with its conclusions, affirms the Planning Commission’s certification of the

Planning Commission
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FEIR, and finds that the actions contemplated herein are within the scope} of the Project
described and analyzed in the FEIR. A

(2) In approving the Project at its hearing on August 24, 2017 by Resolution -
No. 19978, the Planning Commission also adopted findings under CEQA, including a

. statement of overriding consideration, and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

(MMRP). A copy of said Motion-and MMRP are on file with the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors in File No. 170930, and is incorporated herein by reference. The Board hereby
adopts and incorporates by reference as though fully‘set forth herein the Planning
Commission’s CEQA approval findings, including the statement of overriding considerations.
The Board also adopts and in.corporates by reference as though fully sét forth herein the
Project’s MMRP. |

(b) Planning Code Findings.

(1) Under San Francisco Charter Section 4.105 and Planning Code Section

340, any amendments to the General Plan shall first be considered by the Planning
Commission and thereafter recommended for approval or rejection by the Board of

Supervisors. On August 24, 2017, by Resolution No. 19978, the Commission conducted a

- duly noticed public hearing on the General Plan Amendments pursuant to Planning Code

Section 340, and found that the public necessity, convenience and general welfare required
the proposed General Plan Amendments, adopted General Plan Amendrhents, and
recommended them for approval to the Board of quervisoré. A copy of the Planning
Commission Resolution No. 19978, is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File.
No 170930, and incorporated by reference herein.

(2) On August 24, 2017 the Planning Commlssxon in Resolution No. 19978,
adopted findings that the actions contemplated in this ordinance are consistent, on balance,

with the City's General Plan and eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. The

Planning Commission
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Board adopts these findings as its own. A copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors in File No. 170930, and is incorporated herein by reference.

Section 2. The General Plan is hereby amended by revising Map 4 of the Urban

Design Element (“Urban Design Guidelines for Height of Buildings”) as follows:

Add a reference that states, “See Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project Special Use District,
Section 249.79 of the Planning Code, for buildings therein.”

Section 3. The General Plan is hereby amended by revising Map 5 of the Urban’
Design Elément (“Urban Design Guidelines for Bulk of Buildings”) as follows:

Add a reference that states, “See Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project Special Use District,
Section 249.79 of the Planning Code, for buildings therein.”

Section 4. The General Plan is hereby amended by revising the Land Use Index as

follows:

The Land Use Index shall be updated as necessary to reflect the-amendments set forth
in Section 2, above. | ,
| Section 5. Effective Date. This ordinénc’e shall become effeétiye 30 days after
enactment. Enactment occurs when the Mayor signs t.he ordinance, the Mayor returns the

ordinance unsigned or does not sign the ordinance within ten days of 'receiving it, or the Board

.of Supervisors overrides the Mayor's veto of the ordinance.

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

By: \’\ 6*5\ Ae
MARLENA BYRNE
Deputy City Attorney

© n:\port\as2017\1100292\01200021.docx

Plér{ning Commission
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FILE NO. 170930

LEGISLATIVE DIGEST
[General Plan - Pier 70 Mixed—Use District Project]

Ordinance amending the General Plan to revise Maps 4 and 5 of the Urban Design
Element to refer to the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Prolect Special Use District; adopting
findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, and Planning Code, Section
340; and making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority
policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1.

" Existing Law

There is currently no Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project Special Use Dlstrlct in the Planmng Code or
General Plan. :

Amendments to Current Law

The proposed legislation would amend the General Plan to add references to the Pier 70
Mixed-Use Project Special Use District -to Maps 4 and 5 of the Urban Design Element of the
General Plan.

Background Information

The Pier 70 Mixed Use Project is generally bounded by lllinois Street on the west, 22nd Street
on the south, and San Francisco Bay on the north and east. The Project involves construction
of infrastructure, public open space and other public facilities, new building construction, and
rehabilitation of three significant historic resources, resulting in a mix of market-rate and
affordable residential uses, commercial use, retail/arts/light-industrial uses, and shoreline
improvements. The Planning Commission certified and approved a final environmental impact
report on the Project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), adopted findings
under the CEQA, including a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP), and
recommended the approval this Pier 70 Special Use District to the Board of Supervisors.

This Ordinance facilitates the orderly development of this site by amending the General Plan -
‘to reflect the new Special Use District. By separate legislation, the Board is considering a

number of actions in furtherance of the Project, including the approval of amendments to the
Planning Code to create the Special Use District and approval of a Development Agreement.-

n:\port\as2017\1100292\01216870.docx
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTI\II ENT

. ' 1650 Misslon St.
Executive Summary C suwawm
. agn g= San Franclsco,
General Plan Amendment Initiation CA 94103-2479
HEARING DATE: JUNE 22, 2017 Receplon:
o CONSENT : 418.558.6378
S ' . . Fax:
. Date: June 15, 2017 » : 415.558.6409
Case No.: 2014-001272GPA. .
Project Address:  Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project ::"?;‘r'r‘:"gim
Existing Zoning: ~ M-2 (Heavy Industrial) Zoning District 415.558.6577
. P (Public) District :
40-X and 65-X Height and Bulk Districts
Block/Lot: - 4052/001, 4110/001 and 0084, 4111/004, 4120/002,
Project Sponsor:  Port of San Francisco and Forest City Development California, Inc. -
Staff Contact: Richard Sucre — (415) 575-9108; richard.sucre@sfgov.org

Recommendation: Initiate General Plan Amendments

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project (Project) would rezone the entire 35-acre project site (including the 28-acre site and
the Tlinois Parcels) and establish land use controls for the project site through adoption of the Pier 70
Special Use District (SUD), and incorporation of design standards and guidelines in a proposed Pier 70.
Design for Development document. The Project would include the rehabilitation and adaptive reuse of
three of the 12 on-site contributing resources in the Union Iron Works Historic Distxict, and retention of
the majority of one on-site contributing resource (Irish Hill). The Project includes demolition of the eight
remaining on-site contributing resources and partial demolition of the single, non-contributing structure,
Slipways 5 through 8, lthat are currently covered by fill and asphalt.

As envisioned, the Project would include market-rate and affordable residential uses, commercial use,
RALI uses,! parking, shoreline improvements, infrastructure development and street improvements, and
public open space. The Project involves a flexible land use program under which certain parcels on the
project site could be designated for either commercial-office or residential uses, depending on future
market demand. Depending on the uses proposed, the Project would include between 1,645 to 3,025
residential units, a maximum of 1,102,250 to 2,262,350 gross square feet (gsf) of commercial-office use,
and a maximum of 494,100 to 518,700 gsf of retail-light industrial-arts use. The Project also.includes
construction of transportation and circulation improvements, new and. upgraded utilities and
infrastructure, geotechnical and shoreline improvements, between 3,215 to 3,345 off-street parking spaces
in proposed buildings and district parking structures, and nine acres of publicly-owned open space.
New buildings would range in height from 50 to 90 feet, consistent with Proposition F which was passed
by San Francisco voters in November 2014. .

1 The Project Sponsors describe the RALI use as including neighborthood-serving retail, arts activity, eating and drinking places,
production distribution and repair, light manufacturing, and entertainment establishments,

www.sfplannihg.org
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Executive Summary CASE NO. 2014-001272GPA
Hearing Date: June 22, 2017 Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project — Geéneral Plan Amendment [nitiation

Under the Project, development of the 28-Acre Site would include up to approximately 3,422,265 gsf of
construction in new buildings and improvements fo existing structures (excluding square footage
. allocated to accessory and structured parking). New buildings would range in height from 50 to 90 feet.

Development of the Illinois Parcels would indude up to approximately 801,400 gsf of construction in
new buildings (excluding square footage allocated to accessory parking). New buildings on the Illinois
Parcels would not exceed a height of 65 feet.

SITE-DESCRIPTION AND PRESENT USE

The. project site is an approximately 35-acre area (Assessor's Block 4052/Lot 001, Block 4111/ Lot 004,
Block 4120/Lot 002, and Block 4110/Lots 001 and 008A) bounded by Ilinois Street to the west, 20t Street
to the north, San Francisco Bay to the east, and 227 Street to the south in San Francisco’s Central
‘Waterfront Plan Area. The project site is located within M-2 (Heavy Industrial) and P (Public) Use
Zoning Districts and a 40-X and 65-X Height and Bulk Districts. The majority of the project site is located
within the Pier 70 area (Pier 70), which is owhed by the City and County of San Francisco through the
Port of San Frandisco (Port), with a portion of the project site owned by Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E)
Company. The project site is located within the Union Irons Work Historic District, which is listed in the
National Register of Historic Places. -

The project site currently contains approximately 351,800 gsf of buildings and facilities, most of which are
deteriorating, Current uses on the site, all of which are temporary, include special event venues, artists’
_studios, self-storage facilities, warehouses, automobile storage lots, a parking lot, a soil recycling yard,
and office spaces. The project site has varying topdgraphy, sloping up from San Francisco Bay, with an
approximately 30-foot increase in elevation at the western extent of the 28-Acre Site. The 35-foot-tall ™
remnant of Irish Hill is Jocated in the sonthwestern portion of the project site and straddles both the 28-
Acre Site and Ilinois Parcels. Impervious surface covers approximately 98 percent of the 28-Acre Site
and approximately 43 percent of the Illinois Parcels.

ZONING AND ENTITLEMENT STRUCTURE

Staff from the Planmng Department, the Office of Economic and Workforce Development, Port of San .
Frandisco and other agencies have worked extensively with the Project Sponsor to formulate a
comprehensive planning approach and entitlement structure for the site. 4

As proposed, the Project does not comply with many of the zoning controls which currently apply to the
site, incdluding existing height and bulk limits. Therefore, the Project Sponsor is proposing the Pier 70
Special Use District (“SUD") for the site that will articulate a unique set of zoning regulations and
approval processes for the implementation of the project. The entire site would be unified under the Pier
70 Zoning District, which currently applies to the majority of the site. Height and Bulk Districts would be
rezoned to 90-ft, as was approved by the voters in Proposition F in 2014. In addition, a Design for
Development (“D4D") document will articulate a vision for the character of the overall project, and
provides specificity on aspects of architecture and massing, streetscape improveéments, landscaping and
greening, lighting, circulation and transportation facilities, public art, open space programming and
design, activation and enhancement of the pedestrian realm, and sustainability features. The scope of the
D4D is expansive, and the guidelines and regulations within each topic area are detailed.

SAN FRANCISCO . . 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT B
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Executive Summary ’ CASE NO. 2014-001272GPA
Hearing Date: June 22, 2017 Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project — General Plan Amendment Initiation

REQUESTED ACTION

In addition to the zoning changes described above, two maps in the General Plan would need to be
amended in association with the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project. These amendments will indicate the rezoned
heights proposed for the project site, and will refer to the SUD associated with the Project for guidance on
specific controls for height and bulk. The specific exhibits to be amended are as follows:

e Urban Design Element Map 4 (“Urban Design' Guidelines for Height of Buildings”): Add
reference to Pier 70 Mixed-Use I’roject SUD.

s Urban Design Blement Map 5 (”Urban Design Guidelines for Bulk of Bmldmgs") Add reference
to Pier 70 Mixed-Use I’ro]ect SUD.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The requested General Plan Amendment Initiation would not, in and of itself, result in a physical change
to the envnor:ment Therefore, this action is statutorily exempt under the California Environmental
Quality Act_\'(Sechon 15060(c)(2)).

On December 22, 2016, the Department published the Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project Draft
- Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for public review (Case No. 2014-001272ENV). The DEIR was
available for public comment until February 21, 2017. On February 9, 2017, the Planning Commission
conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to solicit comments regarding
the DEIR. The Department is currently preparing a Comuments and- Responses document, and will
respond to comments made on the DEIR. Certification of the Final EIR will be considered by the Planning
Commission at a public hearing (currently scheduled for July 20, 2017).

HEARING NOTIFICATION

The requested General Plan Amendment Initiation does not require public notification, aSLde from listing
in the published hearing agenda for the Planning Commissiorn.

Should the Commission initiate the General Plan Amendment, the Commission would make a formal
recommendation to the Board of Supervisors at a future hearing, which will be publicly noticed in
accordance with the requirements of the Planning Code.

PUBLIC COMMENT .

To date, Department staff has received. no communications from the public regarding the requested

General Plan Amendment Initiation. '

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION

In order for the General Plan Amendments to proceed, the Commission must first approve a Resolution
of Intent to initiate the General Plan Amendments.

Should the Commission initiate the General Plan Amendments, the Commission would make a formal
recommendation to the Board of Supervisors at a future public hearing (currently schieduled for July 20,
2017). The Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project will require other additional approvals by’ the Planning
Commission, Port Commission, and Board of Supervisors, wh1ch will be considered at future public
hearings.

SAN FRANCISCO
M( Mr"'uuc: DEPARTMENT . 3
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Executive Summary ' : CASE NO. 2014-001272GPA
Hearing Date: June 22, 2017 Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project — General Plan Amendment [nitiation

Initiation of the General Plan Amendments does not constitute a recommendation that the Board of
Supervisors approve the Amendment, nor does it constitute an approval of the projects associated with
the Amendment.

BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION

The initiation will enable the General Plan Amendments and other project approvals associated
with the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project to proceed.

The Project will add residential, office, retail and arts uses that will contribute to the employment
base of the City and bolster the viability of the Central Waterfront Area.

The Project will a&aptively reuse a portion of a former industrial shipyard and will add new

. housing opportunities along the Central Waterfront.
“The site is currently underutilized, and the addition, of ground-floor retail spaces and pubﬁdy—

accessibly open spaces will enliven the streetscape and also provide new access to the waterfront. .

The project fs, on balance, consistent with the Goals, Po]iciés, and Objectives of the General Plan.

| RECOMMENDATION: Initiate General Plan Amendments

Attachments:

Draft Resolution

Exhibits ‘

General Plan Amendment Ordmance
" Urban Design Element, Map No. 4
Urban Design Element, Map No. 5

SAN FRAHCISCO ) . 4
NNING DEPARTMENT
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNlNG DEPARTIVIENT
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Plannmg Commission Draft Resolutlon 1650 Misson st
HEARING DATE: JUNE 22, 2017 San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479
Recepfion;
Case No.: 2014-001272GPA 415.558.6378
Project Address:  Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project :
Existing Zoning: ~ M-2 (Heavy Industrial) Zoning District A 415.558.6400
- P (Public) District ’ .
40-X and 65-X Height and Bulk Districts f:?:::.l% ot
Block/Lot: 4052/001, 4110/001 and 0084, 4111/004, 4120/002, 415.558 5371
Project Sponsor:  Port of San Francisco and Forest City Development California, Inc.

Staﬁ' Contact: Richard Sucre —(415) 575-9108; richard.sucre@sfgov.org

RESOLUTION OF INTENTION TO INITIATE AMENDMENTS TO THE GENERAL PLAN,
PURSUANT TO PLANNING CODE 340, INCLUDING AMENDMENTS TO THE URBAN
DESIGN ELEMENT MAP 4 (HEIGHT MAP) AND MAP 5 (BULK MAP) AND THE LAND USE
INDEX OF THE GENERAL PLAN, TO ADD REFERENCES TO THE PIER 70 SPECIAL USE
DISTRICT.

1. WHEREAS, Section 4.105 of the Charter of the City and County of San Francisco mandates that
the Planning Commission shall periodically recommend to the Board of Supervisors for approval -
or rejection proposed amendments to the General Plan.

2. WHEREAS, The General Plan consists of goals, policies and programs for the future pﬁysicd

development of the City and County of San Francisco that take into consideration social,
economic and environmental factors.

3. .WHEREAS, The General Plan shall be periodically amended in response to changing physical,
social, economic, environmental or legislative conditions.

4. WHEREAS, Section 340 of the Planning Code of the City and County of San Francisco provides
" that an amendment to the General Plan may be initiated by the Planning Commission wpon an

application by one or more property owners, residents or commercial lessees, or their authorized
agents.

5. WHEREAS, Port of San Francisco and Forest City Developers (“Project Sponsor”) has filed an
application requesting amendments to the General Plan, Planning Code, and Zoning Maps to
facilitate the construction of a mixed-use commercial, residential, retail/arts/light manufacturing,
and cultural development project known as the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project ("Project"); and

6. WHEREAS, the Project is located on approximately 35 acres of land under single owneiship
(Assessor’s Block 4052 Lot 001, Block 4110 Lots 001 and 008A, Block 4111 Lot 004, Block 4120 Lot
002), and includes a portion of the Union Iron Works Historic District; and

www.s{plafnning.org
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Draft Motion- ' CASE NO. 2014-001272GPA
Hearing Date: June 22, 2017 Pier 70 Mixed-Use Proj.—General Plan Amendment Initiation

7. WHEREAS, the Project responds to the waterfront location by proposing increased housing and
employment on the Project site. The Project would include between 1,645 to 3,025 residential
units, a maximum of 1,102,250 to 2,262,350 gross square feet (gsf) of commercial-office use, and a
maximum of 494,100 to 518,700 gsf of retail-light industrial-arts use, as well as construction of
transportation and circulation improvements, new and upgraded utilities and infrastructure,
geotechnical and shoreline improvements; and

8. WHEREAS, the Project proposes neighborhood-serving amenities, such as new ground floor
retail, waterfront access, -and ‘infrastructure improvements; proposes new publicly accessible
open space; and would incorporate sustainability features into the Project; and

9. WHEREAS the current zoning does not accommodate the site-specific goals of the Project,
specifically achieving heights and density that are encouraged for a site of this size, in close
proximity to major transit, that is amenable to a unified plan of development. The Project

* sponsor proposes to address this through adoption of 'specified development controls for the
Project site set out in the Pier 70 Special Use District (Pier 70 SUD), along with a companion
Design for Development Document associated with the Project' and '

10. WHEREAS, The proposed Ordinance is intended to resolve the aforementioned issues by
4 amending the Maps of the Urban Design Element and the General Plan Land Use Index, to add
references to the Pier 70 SUD; and

11. WHEREAS, A Proposed Ordinance has been drafted in order to make the necessary
amendments to the General Plan to implement the Project. The Office of the City Attorney has
approved the Proposed Ordinance as to form

12 WHEREAS, this General Plan Amendment Initiation would not, in and of itself, result in a’
physical change to the environment. Therefore, this action is statutorily exempt under the
California Environmental Quality Act (Section 15060(c)(2))-

' 13. WHEREAS, the Commission i\as heard and considered the testimony presented‘to it at the
public hearing and has further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on
behalf of Planning Department staff and other interested parties; and

'14. WHEREAS, all pertinent documents may be found in the ﬁles of the Planning Department
Commission Secretary as the custodlan of records, at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San -
Franmsco, and

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That pursuant to Plahning Code Section 340, the
Planning Comumission adopts a Resolution of Tntention to initiate an amendment to the General Plan
of the City and County of San Francisco, in order to implement the proposed Projects.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to Planning Code Section 3063, the
Comumission authorizes the Planning Department to provide appropriate notice for a public hearing

SAN FRANCISCO .
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Draft Motion CASE NO. 2014-001272GPA
Hearing Date: June 22, 2017 Pier 70 Mixed-Use Proj.—General Plan Amendment Initiation

to consider the above referenced General Plan amendments contained in the draft Ordinance, .
approved as to form by the City Attorney, attached hereto as Exhibit A.

I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission
on June 22, 2017. i

Jonas P. Jonin
Commission Secretary

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ADOPTED:  June 22, 2017

SAN FRANGISCO
PLANKNING DEPARTWVIENT
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Height & Bulk Map
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General Plan Amendment

Case No. 2014-001272GPA
Pier 70 Special Use District
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URBAN DESIGN GUIDELINES. FOR HEIGHT. OF BUILDINGS

o . Map 4
:] 0-40 ft OPEN SPACE -
Any Development Subject To Review-
SRR 41-88 ft NN 1 HEIGHT
’ ) ) N “ MAXIM. U .
V2 89-160 ft Elevation Of Freeway I e
VA 161-240 £t O POINT TOWERS IN VICINITY
BN 2414001t 1. See Chinatown Area Plan
1 % 2. See Dowmtown Plan
' 3. See Rincon Hill Plan
> LOWER END OF RANGE .
— MIDDLE OR LOWER END OF RANGE

1

—
MAP APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
The notation below In itallcs represents a recent amendment to
the General Plan that has been approved by the Board of
Supervisors after this map was originally adopted. The change
will be added lo the map during the next map updaie.

- Delete the shaded areas within the Misslon Bay ares and
add a boundary around the Mission Bay area with a line that
leads to a reference that siales “See Mission Bay North and
Mission Bay Sauth Redevelopment Plans.® For A rs

-». Add a boundary area around the Hunters Point Shipyard area
with a fine that leads to a reference that states “See Hunters Polnt
Redevelopment Plan and Hunters Point Shipyard Area Plan"

- Add a boundary area around Candlestick Paint with a fine that
leads to & reference that states "See Candlestick Point SubAres
Plan and quview Hunters Point Redevelopment Plan”™

= Add: *Seé Mission Bay Guidelines adopted by the Planning

Blocks 3796 (Lots 1 and 2), 3797(Lot 1), and & portion of
3880, place an asterisk on the parcels with a reference on

the bottom of the page that states “See the Mission Bay
Guidelfines adopied by the Planning Commission™

-> Add reference under #2 to Transbay:” See Downtown Plan and
Transbay Redevelopment Development Controls and Design for
Development Plan™

~» Add a boundary area around the Balboa Park W
Station plan area with a fine that leads fo a
reference that states “See the Balboa Park
Station Area Plan”

-> Add a boundary area around the Visitacion -
Valley Schiage Lock area with a line that leads to
a reference that states "See Redsvelopment
Plan for the Visitacion Valley Schiage Lock
Project”

Park with

> Addat fary area around Executh
afine that jeads to a reference that states “See
Executive Park SubArea Plan”
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RBAN DESIGN GUIDELINES FOR BULK OF BUILDINGS

wie 1uoft 1258, Map f]\

AR 80 ft. 110 fe 1251t

Gutstne ooty © ft"f‘ Goldetns For 110 ft*ﬁme&w ,;;;:mn 1010 ¥ [ L

D - 401t pinension 250t Plan Dimension ) 300 £t

) O£t ‘250 £t 300 £t

] 150 £t 250 £t 300 £t , '

F—1  BulkResulated By Helght Controls ‘ ‘
M

OPEN SPACE: Any Development Subject To Review
1, See¢ Chinatown Arex Plan

2. See Downtown Plan

3, See Rincon Hill Plan

¥ Also Applies To Polnt Towers Where Designated In
Urban Design Guidelines For Height, Of Buildings,

s

MAP APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
The notation balow in itafics represents a recent amendment
{o the General Plan that has been approved by the Soard of
Supervisors after this map was ofiginally adopted. The
change will be added to the map during the next map updats.

<> Delste the shaded areas within the Mission Bay area
and add a boundary around the Mission Bay area with a
line that Jeads to & reference that states "See Mission
Bay North and Mission Bay South Redevelog
Plans.* For Assessor's Blocks 3796 {Lots 1and 2),
3797(Lot 1), and a portion of 3880, place a ‘1" feross
shape) on the parcels with a similar t™ on the bottom of
the page that states “See the Misslon Bay Guidelines
adopted by the Planning Commission”

- Add a boundary area around the Huaters Point Shipyard area
with a line that leads to a reference that states “See Hunters Point
. Redevelopment Pian and Hunters Point Shipyard Area Plan”

-> Add reference under #2 to Transbay; See Downtown Plan and
Transbay Redevelopment Davelopment Controls and Design for
Development Plan -

-> Delete shadings, add + at AB3796 (lots 1&2), 3797 (I(;t 7)and
part of 3880; and add: "See Mission Bay North and South
Redevelopment Plans™ | . :

- Add a boundary area around Candlestick Point with a line that
leads to a reference that states “See Candlestick Poirt SubArea
Plan and Bayview Hunters Point Redsvelopment Plan”

= Add + under “*Also Applies...” and add: “See Mission ~
Bay Guldelines adopted by the Planning Commission”

> Add a boundary area around the Balboa Park Station plan
area with a line that leads lo a reference that states “See
the Balhoa Park Station Area Plan”

> Add a boundary area around the Visitaclon Valley
Schiage Lock area with a line that leads io & reference
that states "See Redevelopment Plan for the Visitaclon
Valley Schiage Lock Project”

~> Add a boundary area around Executive Park with a line
that leads to a reference that states “See Executive
Park SubArea Plan”
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‘a8 SAN FRANCISCO
. PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Planning Commission Resolutidn No. 19949  [m0Msns:

Suite 400

HEARING DATE: JUNE 22,2017 San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479
Reception;
Case No.: 2014-001272GPA 415.558.6378

Project Address: ~ Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project

Existing Zoning:  M-2 (Heavy Industrial) Zoning District ?12558.5 409
P (Public) District )
40-X and 65-X Height and Bulk Districts Plaving
Block/Lot: 4052/001, 4110/001 and 008A, 4111/004, 4120/002, 415.558.6377
Project Sponsor: Port of San Francisco and Forest City Development California, Inc.

Staff Contuct: Richard Sucre — (415) 575-9108; richard.sucre@sfgov.org

RESOLUTION OF INTENTION TO INITIATE AMENDMENTS TO THE GENERAL PLAN,
PURSUANT TO PLANNING CODE 340, INCLUDING AMENDMENTS TO THE URBAN
DESIGN ELEMENT MAY 4 (HEIGHT MAFP) AND MAP 5 (BULK MAP) AND THE LAND USE

INDEX OF THE GENERAL PLAN, TO ADD REFERENCES TO THE PIER 70 SPECIAL USE
DISTRICT. '

1. WHEREAS, Section 4.105 of the Chartet of the City and County of Sah Fraricisco mandates that
the Planning Commission shall periodically recommend to the Boaxd of Supervisors for approval
or rejection proposed amendments to the General Plan.

2. WHEREAS, The General Plan consists of goals, policies and programs for the future physical
development of the City and County of San Francisco that take into consideration social,
economic and environmental factors.

3. WHEREAS, The General Plan shall be periodically amended in response to changing physical,
social, economic, environmental or legislative conditions.

4. WHEREAS, Section 340 of the Planning Code of the City and County of San Francisco provides
that an amendment to the General Plan may be initiated by the Planning Commission upon an

application by one or miore property owners, residents or commercial lessees, or their authorized
agents.

5. WHEREAS, Port of San Francisco and Forest City Developers (“Project Sponsor”) has filed an
application requesting amendments to the General Plan, Planning Code, and Zoning Maps to *,
facilitate the construction of a mixed-use commercial, residential, retail/arts/light manufacturing,
and cultural development project known as the Pier 70 Mixed-Use-Project ("Project"); and

6. WHEREAS, the Project is located on approximately 35 acres of land under single ownership
(Assessor’s Block 4052 Lot 001, Block 4110 Lots 001 and 008A, Block 4111 Lot 004, Block 412Q Lot
002), and includes a portion of the Union Iron Works Historic District; and

www sfplarning.org
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Motion No. 19949 CASE NO. 2014-001272GPA
June 22, 2017 ) Pier 70 Mixed-Use Proj.~General Plan Amendment Initiation

7. WHEREAS, the Project responds to the waterfront location by proposing increased housing and
.employment on the Project site. The Project would include between 1,645 to 3,025 residential
units, a maximum of 1,102,250 to 2,262,350 gross square feet (gsf) of commercial-office use, and a
maximum of 494,100 to 518,700 gsf of retail-light industrial-arts use, as-well as construction of
transportation and circulation improvements, new and upgraded utilities and infrastructure,
geotechnical and shoreline improvements; and

8. WHEREAS, the Project proposes neighborhood-serving amenities, such as new ground floor
‘retail, waterfront access, and infrastructure jmprovéments; proposes new publicly accessible
open space; and would incorporate sustainability features into the Project; and

9. WHEREAS the current zoning does not accommodate the site-specific goals of the Project,

" specifically achieving heights and density that are encouraged for a site of this size, in close

* proximity to major transit, that is amenable to a unified plan of development. The Project sponsor

proposes to address this through adoption of specified development controls for the Project site

set out in the Pier 70 Special Use District (Pier 70 SUD), along with a companion Design for
Development Document assocjated with the Project; and

10. WHEREAS, The proposed Ordinance is intended to resolve the aforementioned issues by

amending the Maps of the Urban Design Element and the Genetal Plan Land Use Index, to add
references fo the Pier 705UD; and .

11. WHEREAS, A Proposed Ordinance has been drafted in order to make the necessary amendments
to the General Plan to implement the Project. The Office of the City Attorney has approved the
Proposed Ordinance as to form.

12. WHEREAS, this General Plan Amendment Initiation would r‘wt, in and of itself, result in a
physical change to the environment. Therefore, this action is statutorily exempt under the
California Environmental Quality Act (Section 15060(c)(2)).

13. WHEREAS, the Commission has heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public
hearing and has further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of
Planning Department staff and other interested parties; and

14. WHEREAS, all pertinent: documents inay be found in the files of the Planning Department

Commission Secretary as the custodian of records, at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San
Francisco; and

SAN FRANGISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Motion No. 19949 CASE NO. 2014-001272GPA
June 22, 2017 Pier 70 Mixed-Use Proj.—General Plan Amendment {nitiation

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That pursuant to Planning Code Section 340, the
Planning Commission adopts a Resolution of Intention to initiate an amendment to the General Plan
of the City and County of San Francisco, in order to implement the proposed Projects,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to Planning Code Section 306.3, the
Commission authorizes the Planning Department to provide appropriate notice for a public hearing
to consider the above referenced General Plan.amendments contained in the draft Ordinance,
approved as to form by the City Attorney, attached hereto as Exhibit A,

" 'Thereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission on June
22,2017.

Jonas P. lonin *
Commission Secretary

AYES: Fong, Hillis, Koppel and Melgar
NOES: None X
ABSENT: Johnson, Moore and Richards

ADOPTED:  June?22, 2017

SAN FRANCISGO .
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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. 1650 Mlssmn St,

“San anmsco,
K CA 94103 2479

i . ‘Regeplion;
HEARING DATE AUGUST 24 2017 -415.558,6378
~f415.-55.8-..54..99

CaseNo.:-
Project:Title: "
Zomng

2014—-001272ENV

. '41 558, 5377
Block/Lot:

Project Sponsory

Staff Contact;

general cm:ulahon on Méy 6 2015 :

B. 'Ifhe Department held a ubhc scopmg meetmg’on May 28; 2015 in order fo solicit publlc comment

120




F: A Notice. of Completxon was fifed:. W1th the’ S{ate Secretary ‘of Résources: via:: the State
~IClearmghouse onDecember 21 2016,1 ) .

addmonal mforma'
required by faw

Chapten 31 of the San Fy ;msco Ad.ﬁumstréﬁve Code.

7. The Planmng Comrmsslon hereby ‘does: fmd tha the FEIR conc;emmg Flle No 2014—001272ENV

s anNmsm ’ : 2
MING- DEPARYMENY‘ .
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9. The Commxssnon revxewed ancl con31dered the mformat]on contamed jm the FEIR prior to approying,
T e Pro]ect .
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it thie; forégoiriy Motion- wds: ADOPTED by: the, Plarining Conifriission at-it§ regular

- Jorids

* Commission Secietary:

Hillis; Richdrds, Johnson, Koppel, Melgar; Moore

NOES; None
(ABSENT:  Tong-
ADOPTED:  Anigust 24,2017

" - SAN FRANEGISGO, : X ) 4
CPLANNING DEPARTMENT o . ) - 1,
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Exzstmg Zomng
Planning
fiformyaition:
Blot:k/LmL ] 4_1.5.;5:§:8'_,§3"[-'_I

ADOFTING' ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT: “TO THE CALIFORNIA-

-QUALITY ACT,  FINDINGS. OF, FACT; FINDINGS REGARDING:
: SAND SIGNIEICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS, EVALUATION
ASURES; AND ALTERNATIVES AND'A STATEMENT OF: OVERRIDING'

Wt sfBlantnG: o
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ing; retaﬂ, arts activity; ealmg and drmkmg places,
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: AYES!
NAYES:
ADOPTED:

AN FRANCISED : -
R =l

Adigust 24,2017
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- the Firal: EIR are for ease of reference arui arer
f? relied: upon For these ﬁndmgs

SAN FRANCISCO:
PLANNING pEPARTMEN'r .
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On the 28:-Alcre Sites

e Parce]s A and B Restricted to' pnmanly cormercial use, With' RALI uises. allowed on the
ground floor:: )

»  Parcel C1: Permitfed for commerclal, residential, or- slxucturedparkmg 1ges w1th RALI uses
allowad on the ground floor.

e Parcel C2=‘ Pemutted for. ther resxdenhal or structured pa.rkmg uses, with RALI diges:

,lnclude accessory parkmg; h

Maxitnuri Resideritial Scenario

-SAH FRANCISCO- ‘ . : ) 49
‘ZPLANNING DEPARTMENT:" - - M i
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pubhc outdoor events mcludmg art exhlbx’nons fheater performances, cultural, EVentSi oﬁtdoo‘ alrs,.

SAN.TRAN CD 44
P"urmﬁe ‘DEPAHTMENT s . . 14
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:ZOth Street Plaza and Rooftop Open Si), e Areas

g. Trafficand Circuldtion: Plan,

SAN FRANGISCO .. ) - 15
PLANNING DEPARTHIENT . R .
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sxte and localarid: reglonal transit hubs '

The TMA would work collaboxahvely w1th SFM'I‘-A and’ Bay Area Bike:Shiare (BABS) representatwes ’co;

“The Project mdudes bike: lan"“ bike-safei
: blcyclmg iny and around the Project

8GO e oL,
PLANNING DEPAHTMENT:
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;upland' of the sh()relme'that can Be: connected 1o a temporary,
redundancy '

: snum/wcxsco ....... . ,17'
NNING” DEPARTMENT . - ¥
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SAN anmsm . s
LANHING DFJ-’ARTMENT : . : 18
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{In some:scen: ios it fviay be necessary to ut1hZe a combmaﬁOn of these teChmques

The Pr jec would ‘Taise the grade of the 28 Acre Slte and the' southern, lo 1ymg; porhons ef the Ilhnois

fie Exotection I
Adagtatwn

e

'The objectxves of the p ‘posed shorelme protection 1mprovements mdude mamtammg a stable shoreline”

19
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£ 'd to begm i 2018 and Wou,ld be:f
<P oposed development is expected.
d 5 The P 0]ect’”’ Onstructlo : df

Zthe DEIR on pp , -.80 2. 84

mTablesi ,and26 :

'Infrastructure merovements (utihhes, s‘creets, and open space), and gradmg and excavatxon acﬁv1t1es.~

~and estal ;MHg the Blue Greenway, and-¢reate:a pede m, T

21

SAN FRARNCISES: . .
- PLANNING DE
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nt tops se: and any ma]or selsmxc event as
~well as. mcorporate ﬁnancmg strategles that enable the pro;ect and the Port's Bay shorelme fo
adapt 1o ﬁlture, it evels ’ f séa level nse

. Approval of 2 Development Agreement
. Approval of the Interagency Cooperatlon Agreement

purchase and sale agreemems
. Approval of Fmal Subdmslon Maps

_'rxmumepepmmmr . : ) : - 22
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San Fraficisco Planning Cominission,
& Céitifieationof the Final BIR:
« Adoptiot of findings that thePublic Trust Exchange is consistent with the General Plan,
o Approval.of-Pier 70°SUD Design for Developmeit:

o Inifiation and recommendation’to Board of Supervisors.fo approve amenditients to. the General

Plas.

s - Initiation and recommendation fo, the Board of Supervisors.to approve Pl '
-arefdmerits adoptmg % peci' {Usé Distriét and askoeiated. Zomng Map mieridments.

*  Recommiendation.tg Board of Stpervisors tg approve a Deyelopment Agreement:

. Approval ,Construcnon Sxte»Stormwater Runoff:Control Permxt

:San Francisco-Public Utilitiés Cornmission

SAR FRANC!SCU
PLMNING DEPARTME!\I‘I‘
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_Motion No. 19977~ . ' CASE NO-2014-001272ENV.
August24, 2017 ‘Pier 70'Mixed-tse Project

« . Conserit {o Tnteragen

5 Coopetation Agrecirent:

San-Fiandisco Public Works

San Francisco Kifs Depaiatent |
« Consents Jtéraggocy Copeiation Agreement.

San Fraricisco At Commission
o ted within pubhcproperty,to

“Gan Franiciséo Départmient of Bublic Health

:Bay.Conservation.and Development Commission’*

* Ap oval:bf permits fordhprovements and activities-within the San Fiancisco Bay:COnservaﬁon- »
and Developmenit Cornissionts jimisdictions.. % -

" State Lands Commission:

-+ Approval SEPUBlic Trust Exchange Agrernent,

{ Sari Eraniciso BayRegion,

Sk ctxon401 Wafér’.qugiify certification:
s Site-Specific Remediation-Completion Approval(s).iindér RiskManagement Plaii;

‘Bdy Ated Al Quality Managemient District

ANFRANCISGE .. . . . : P4
ELANNING DEFARTMENT W ot
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U5, Army, Corps of Fing}

s PossibleSection 404/Section 10 Perit.

» Posstble Sectxon 404/Secuon 10 Permxt,,

National Martie Fisheries Service

. 1PﬁséibleiE'ssenﬁz.ﬂFi’sﬁ'HéB’i’té[t’Consditaﬁm;

SKNFHANOISCD et A o . 25
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aftemoon peak cOmmute penods

“sal FRARGISCO . -
- PLANNING DF

26:
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Although no- mitigation - measures would:.be requlred Imptovement Measure T-TR:A:: Constmctlon
‘ Management Elaniis dentifigd to- further reduce less—thamsxgmﬁcant potenha: conﬂicts between

28

SARFRANCISCR. - )
PLANNING . DEPARTM AT
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Impact €TR-3: The Piojéct would:fy "}contnbute 0:4 major traffic hazard:,

‘ Impact G-TR-5; The Project wouldimot: coritribite congiderably to a sxgmﬁcant cumglative unpact ori-the

‘ Impact C—TR—G The Pro]ect would not ‘contribute consxderably fo, mgmfxcant cumula'ave 1mpacts af Mum
Downtown screenlmes or subcorsidors:

: reglonal tran Tt :outes

ImpactC—TR— : The Prgject ,wggila;noftzcon&ibutez t:onngl:grzﬁﬂy- to SLgmflcant cumulative :pedestrian
pacts, T , , k:

Tmpict CATRIE The Project would: ik conitibute conisiderablyfo-a signifieant cuimulative bicydle iimpact;

ImpactC—'l'R 0: The Pioject would not it cumuldtive loading inpact,

: Impact C—'ﬂl— :The: Pro]ect would not; contnbute consui ably to'a. s1gmf1cant cumulatwe Impact: 6i
emergency vehicle access.:

SAH FhANpISCO . . 30
LANRMING DEPAHTMENT . . .
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.pm}ects would not substantlally contnbute to cumﬁlaﬁve mnpacts on geology and soxls

N. Ex’c"’iﬁl?wnéwatef Quality,

" SAN FRAREISGE
(PLANNING.

33
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jects; : . ould not fesult m a: c_:onsxderable contnbutmn to slgmfxcant
unpacts related to hazards and hazarddus materials. ' -. . :

. L -Mineraf and Energy Resoufces

‘Tpact ME—l "The Pro]ect would fot have a stgmﬁcant adverse 1mpact on.the avallablhty of a knownf
mmexal Tesource and/or & locally unportant fnineral, Tegsource recovery site,

ccmsumptlon, -and, would not 'encourage activitiés:
“water;.Or energy,-oruse. these ina wasteful mannier.:

~Impac’c ME3: The Pro)ect ‘would:not-result in ‘new: o expati 1on “of- eXisting -electiic.of ‘nafiral: gas
transmission and/or distribution facilities that would Gause sighi cant phys1cal environinenital effects. '

measures al' 2 necessa:y

SAN FRANCISED.. 44
PLANNING DEPARTMENT s . -
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‘measures...

A Cultural Resotirces: s

“ BAN FRANGISCO.,- 35
i LANN NG DEPAF!TMEN‘F . fed
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i 'dary of, the UIW Hmtonc:

e erid of WWIL, accordmg fo.

37




ent: Preservahon
Deparhnent

g proposed deméhtlon of B Bulldmg 40. would Have a Iess—than-mgmﬁcant 1mpact on the mtegnty of the UIW:
‘. Historic District: )

SAN FRANCISCO : : . ' . 38 :
PLANNING DEPAHTMEMT N ) . ] 38
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the BAE y ) ‘ :
from’ the. remsed 208 Street Hlstonc Core. pro;ect ‘these three pro;ects WOuld have a 1ess~than~sxgn1ﬁcant:
"unpact on the mtegnty of the UIW Hlstonc Disfrict.

The Pr01ect would alsq resultm a less-than—mgmﬁcant 1mpact to 'tustoncal resources (demolmon of: seven

S)\l‘{ FRANCISCO
"PLANNING

-39
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N standards mthe NmA e Ord

of other; agencles

sm FRANGISCO .
LANNING DEPARTMENT
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'.,l;m.I’-f“9t
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}mplemen Ag.Mmgahon Measures M-NO-4a,
less—than—51gmﬁcant Ievel

10 background noise.

:Future noise levels'.at all Project parcels desxgnated for residentlal i1se have e:ustxng nmse leyels that are
- considered: Condltlonally Acceptable according the. C1ty s Iand. Use

Noise anging between 60 dBA and70.dBA. (Ldn); except residential units Eacmg the future 21st. Street oﬁ

sACERANGISCO
" PLANNY NG bEFaRyRenT . : . L 42.
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. Slfe preparahon actlvx

A;ground dxstuxbmg constructxon actxv1.

" BAN Fammsco . X
.. PLANNING DEPARTMENT’
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:i.mélément'ix_'\g.. ] 4fgat10n Measure M AQ—la would duce Impact A 3o less than mgm&cant

-Impact AQ—4- 'I'.he Max1mum Resxdentlal ox: M:vclmum Commexcxal Scenarios would, conﬂlcf thhj

“SAWEHANCISGE.: . . . 45
PLANNING DEPARTMEN‘I’ . 3 a9:
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j:ot is pendmg

"There are 16 cumulahve prolects w:thm the 1()00 foot zone of: ‘mﬂuence, two oft wtuch are already,
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.iurl'plemer}'{lng' Mmgatlon Measures M BI 1a arid, M:
MBTA and Cahforma Fish and:Game Code would avoxd or reduce 1mpact BI 1 foa. 1ess~than~ 51gmﬁca.nt
“level;

‘Operatiorial Tmipacts: -

‘:Wﬂdhfe- Sérvic

SAR FRANCISCO' . 48
N PLANNING nsPAR'rM:-zm ) I
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_ sedlmentatlon and orgamc and morgamc,contammant Ioadmg fo Sar Francisco! Bay waters with; Iow-level

/KN FRANCISCO | . Ao
: mume DEPARTMENT . .49
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 The- Pm)ect proposesiio upgrade the sewer and stormwater. collectxon and transport system accordmg tor
_one of three‘ OPhons. a. combmed~sewer and: ‘stormater. system, a.:' separated sewer, .and. stormwater

ttempora \a disturbed. subhdal hab1 fh th
qu1ckly to pre—dlsturbance condmons

he sessde manne mvertebrate commumty cur,rently
somated manne

~withiii’6 o 18 months with 16 reriiediate actions: reqmred Consequentlj, these: dlsfurbanées are exp-e.cted.
to be Jess:than sxgmﬁcant and'no mitfigation is requn'ed

SAN FARCISEO . 50
PL‘\NN'NG ‘DEPARTMENT L .
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St°‘mwatef °“ff811 Whlch w0u1d be, consxdered.a sigmfxceint 1rﬁPact o

"P,rolect adlvmes ::esultmg inr the dlscharge of B :fﬂl or other dlsturbance to junsdlctlonal watexs (x &,

Tér‘restrial

Constructlon of ther Prolect could’ affect Birds’ attemphng 'co nest withii
nest'destruction-or avian mortality;-and mdlrectly ﬁuough an increase’,
that Thight dlSIllPt breedmg ‘behavio :}dxscourage nestmg,

3l the amblent noise envxronment
' e, nest abandonment Comphance with

Safe Buzldmgs are: expected, to: reduce potentxal constmcnon;relafed effects ont blrds neStmg withm the

project site: and. surroundmg Vicirity and potenhal “collision’ hazards for. migratinig: buds t0; less-thar:
‘significantlevels.

'smmANmscu . ‘ . . B2
. PLANNING DEPARTIAENT.. . . . . .8

a.
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Motion:No. 49
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, 'aVerage of no-more than 10:¢
~:'sxgmhcant water quahty lmpaCt.

Optwn liz-sCDmbqus.Seumf Systgmz

- 'SAH FRANEISCE! . . . 58
jPLAMch DEPABTMENf . : e e ‘. S
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‘ 'and_ Surface Waters Enclosed B ay‘s, and Esmarles ¢ 2., Thig amendment 7 ould reqiifre
-Proj o‘.unplement specxﬁc measures to prevents ‘the transport of: trash to San Francisco. Bay

‘combmed ‘OF: separate stormwatex .systems and dlrectly to San Ffancnséo Bay v1a wmd or: stormAwater‘v
‘J:unoff. Therefore water quahty impacts related to. littering:: Would be less than sxgmﬁcan‘c and no:

4 ystem._AThere isa We11-~

. SAN. F.HANGISGO‘
PLANNI!NIG PEF’AR‘I‘MENT
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;abatement requlrem NS,

h
3
i
3
3
:

::Secnon 3425 of the Port of ‘

SANERANCISCS . . . ’ ) 61
APLANNING DEPARTME‘NT — o bi
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- Therefm:e, 1mpacts related to the potermA  release. of
: sxgmﬁcant, if not mmgated

AMmgahon Measure MHZ-Z’L Conduct Transformer Survey and: Remove PCBuTxansformers,

attached MMRP and wx be xmplementéd 3 provuied thex:em.

- Based 2o @ the Fmal EIR and-the. enfire admmlstratlve tecord it is hereby found and: determined’ thatl
' unplementmg Mlhgahon Measures M-HZ:2a, M-HZ-2b and M- tZ-2¢ would reduce Impact HZ-2 to. Tess

: DEHP,, and xiw.rcury
_ Necessary:

. contanunated building; surfaces, the transformers woul |
dunng thie construction- phase of the; PrOJect in accordance W1th Mitig on Measuxes M HZ- Zaand
HZ2b. -Soil- icontaining: PCBs: would-be managed in accordance with.- the Ple.r 70. RMP ag: specxﬁed i
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.Sxte mvestlgatxons conducted by thePort and{PG&E ldentlﬁed ‘twoTocalized : areasin. fhe southeast
“portion:c of the 28 -Acte Site Where: the- accumulated DNAPL ranges a thlckness fromkto 4 feet in areas:
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related to potentlal b¢

: management measii

'undex: the Pro;ect &g ald-be subje
sxgmﬁcant impact- unléss’ mmgated

'~the Fmal EIR, is hereby adopted in the |
be unplemented as prowded therem‘
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ld s occir from Mary,.land. Streef; and» 29t_h
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;'loadmg spaces such that thg load'
glmplementatmn of Mlhgatlon as

a. sngmﬁcant cumulatlve 1mpact-on mdwidual transxt routes Therefore, addxhonal mmgatmn would be i
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"necessary for-the Maximuni Comuitercial Sténario toireduce the considerable contnbutlon to. the’
- s1gmﬁcant cumulatwe lmpact on Muni service on-this route: :

Mmgatwn MEasure' M' C—TR—4B Increase capauty on ’the 22, Flllmor bue route under the Ma)amum

] lecfed elements xs
1 uncertam, and.the: '

receptors Would exceed dleée thresholds, a SLgmflcant nome 1mpact.
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tlarto, buk somewhat lessvubstan alth_” those .01' fevelop
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A combmed noise 1evels wouldz
Therefore construchon—

would result in trafﬁc noise ‘increases’ rangmg from 0 to. 14 S.dBA onlocal. roadways pro; dmg access to
- theisite.
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o

d

R Ao T e

t 3 _creases to less ﬂ1an mgmﬁcan w1th m1t1gat1on at all of ”'g'ab'o{(e”:éhfggf
f r.three road segments:.

Third Street fo Illinojs Street;;
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& 22nd Sifeet (east of Third Street.to east 6f IHnGis Street)
o Il.liftié)is:Stfeét::(l\ﬁripqsasﬁtmet,&2.25‘? Stieet)

These street segments etther dlrectly ad‘om the‘ [ 'ro;ect site or. arethlun two blocks of the pro]ect slte and

: -the: stgmﬁcance thresholds for hafﬁc n01se
4 ’mulatwely 51gmf1cant 1mpact because

« Third Street (Channel to south f stsmn Rock and, 20th to 23rd Streets)

Le ‘20th Sh:eet (east of Third Street to-eastof

e,

e Casar Chavez(Hastiof Thisd Street)

‘o s Stréet (Maripos Streef to sotth of 22rid Sticet)

' IndianaSfreet (north of 25th Sireet) -

:located ad]acent ©, 20th.':Stre‘ betwe

located-adjacenit to-Third Street (Ch ; ; {0 ad
.22nd Street (wast of: Tturd Street) ‘Based.on =:the sxgmﬁcance thresholds for affic noise-incr ses these
-cumuldtive traffic noise‘increases would also be-a-cumulatively. significant: 1mpact because- traffxc noxse
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'Impact AQ—L- Duung constmcﬁon the Pro;ect would generate fugmve dust and cntena au:g

s

.pollutants which:wo i¢

projécted air’ quallty wolahon, and result m a. cumulaul ¢ ly cons1dera ) e:net ﬁxcrease in cnterxa air
;poﬂutants

"Constructlon activities would restlt in. émissions:of. dzone precursors. and: PM in the formi of dust
: (fugmve dust) and. exhaust (e BV ehlcl tmlplpe emlsswns); mesgmns of ozone. precursors and PM arg

| SAN FRANGISCO:. . ) . 75
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operahon would bea 51gmf1cant air: quahty lmpact
.Maxlmum Commercial Scenatio.

The Maximumy: Commercnal Scenario’s; conistruction-related emissions’ during-concurrent. construction-of
- Phases: aind. 2. Which iriclide. development of :the. e.nb.rety ‘of -the’Iilinojs arcels would be. fess: than
_s1gmﬁcant, as would the: contmued constructxon of Phase 2 wl’ch completl and cupancy of; Phase 1, ;

issions: Mnmmza’aon, referenced above, has’ beeit xdentlﬁ' dAand Would apply dur.mg
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) w}.uchevezz éomes ﬁrst.

Residual Impacts with:Tmpleméntation of Mitigation. Measure M:AQ-1a
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complehon of constructxon achvmes for Phases 1 and 2. If consirucuon emissions were. cons1dered alone
Aw1thout operatlonal emi ions, constructwn ermssxons would be less than s1gmﬁcant. Consequently,_

rio- woiild exceed BAAQMD: thresholds
50 have a sxgmﬁcant 1mpact on
énario, S1gmf1cant emjssions of
ave the sarie potential, health effects

of slgmﬁcance for ROG NOx, 2
re onal emissions- related oo AYSOTS, an
ozéne precursors (ROG.and NO) and PMlO from op o
‘as discussed in Tmpact. AQ- T aboVe
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ecdiise, although it} would elumnate the
' meef any’ “of the
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Resourcess
'I'he Code Complxant Altematlve Wculd partxally meet ﬂ1e ob;echves of .the:«PmJect Ltke the Pro]ect 1t

hls@rlc d4§ cf
and Would: cont

'SIgru, 1 ant: and navcldable Aw th Imbga“ j
Prolect
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development': development under'th.e alterﬁatlve woﬁld ot be able 1 attract sources of eqmér and: debt
ﬁnancmg sufﬁcxent to- fund the pro]ect’ s 51te and mfrasb:uctm‘e costs wou,d not be able:to*fund ongomg
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:retalned

Smular 6 the}I:‘ro;ect, the 2010 Pier.70° Master Plan Altemat]ve mcludes consf.ruchon of, transportatxon
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of. thése s1gruﬁcant cumulatwe noise. increases Would be reduced to léss than mgmflcant Although there
w0u1d shll be-a.mgmﬁcant and unavmdable cumulatxve nnpact und

The 2010. Pler
less-fhanssignific

‘ development at the Hoedown Yard,

B Alteratives Considered and Rejected

hexght finits. This- alterhanx}é' would be more consmtent Wﬂh the cuxrent and past usés. at the site. ’I’he

SAfFRANGCISCD | .
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'would:not achxeve 4 market rate Yetu
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VL, STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

§ t forth below mdependentiy
an ove.rmdmg conaderahon

_to be acceptable due
considerafions:-

! 105t ort.the I’ort‘s 51te—w1de goals
establ ,hed in the Pwr 70 Preferred Masfer Plan, ncludmg new mfrasixucture, streets and. uhhhes,
and fiew. reveriiie’ to fuid other Pier70: 1mprovements ‘ : :

WS i | 4 o8
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. ch.wxll create a pedé tna'“
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-« The Pxo)ect would preserve the artlst commumty currently located in the Noonan Bulldmg in
. new state—of the—art on-site space- that is: affordable, functional and. aesthetic,
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Attachment B

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for. Pier70. Mixed-Us¢ Project
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File No. 2014-001272ENV

Pier 70 Mixed-Use Disfrict Pro_|ect

Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. N e e Menitoring/ P Monitoring
- Ymplementation Mitigation N Monitoring i
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility Schedule Rel::;;«;:g:;ﬁty Schedule Agency

M—CR—ln. Archcolagu:al Tahng, Momlonng, Data Recovery and Project sponsorsz to
Reporting retain qualified
Based ona ble pr ption that archeological may be prefmm‘o nz{l
present within thcpro;oct site, the following shall be undertaken to the pooL of from
avoid any p ially significant ad effect from the Proposed Project on 1:’ oolo ical
buried or submerpged historical resovrces. The project sponsors shall retain | 2© at;o olca

the services of an archeolopical Itant from rotational Department consu t.ax:;b &
Qualified Archeological Consultams List (QACL) maintained by the r;l:l::n Y the
Planning Department archeologist. The project sponsors shall contact the D g "
Department archeologist to obtain the names and contact information for the epartment.

next three archeological consultants on the QACL. The archeological :
consultant shall undertake an archeological testing program as specified The archaeclogical
herein. In addition, the shall be available to conduct an. consultant shall
archeological monitoring nnd/or dala recovery progran: if required pursuant | undertake an

1o this The archeol ltant’s work shall be conducted in | archaeological
accordance with this at the direction of the E 1 Revxew . | testing program as
Officer (ERO). All plans and reports prepared by the ] ified | specified herein,
herein shall be submitted first and directly to the ERO for review and

comment, and shall be considered draft reports subject to revision until final

approval by the ERO. Axcheological momtonng and/or data recovery

programs required by this could d construction of the project .

for up to a maximum of four weeks. At the direction of the ERO, the Project sponsors,

Prior to the
jssuance of site
permits,
submittal of all
plans and
reports for
approval by the
ERO.

Archaeological

Considered *

1,

Itant’s work
shall be conducted
in accordance with
this measure at the
direction of the
ERO.

plete when
project sponsor
retains a
qualified
professional
archaeological
consultant and
archeological
consultant has
approved scope
by the ERO for
the archeolagical
testing program

Planning
Department

1 Both the City and the Port have jurisdiction over porfions of the Project Site, This column identifies the agency ar

ies with

ibility for each mitigation and i

measure, The 28-Acre Site and 20"/Hlinois Parcels are located within the Port’s building permit jurisdiction. The Hoedown Yard parcel is located within the San Francisco Department of

Buildln g Inspection (DBI).

ana For purposes of this MMRP, un]ms atherwise indicated, the ferm “project sponsor” shail mean the party (Le., theDeveloperunderﬂleDDA, aVertical Developer (as defined in the DDA)

orPort, as
or otherwise

Hicable,and thei resp
ibiity for impl on of the

and ngenls) lhat is responsible under the Project d
ion measure,

1of 85
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File No. 2014-001272ENV
Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project

Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. e e Monitorin o . Monitorin
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | [mPlementation | Mitigation Reportin:] Monitoring Agency! ®
Responsibility Schedule R o4 Schedule
esponsibility
suspension of construction can be extended beyond four weeks only if such a | archacological
pension is the only feasible means to reduce to a less than significant level { consultant shall
potential effects on a significant archeological resource as defined in State contact the ERO
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 (a) and (c). and descendant
Consuitation with Descendant Communities ' %;:\l'fscn(aﬁvc upon .
On discovery of an archeological site iated with d dant Native discovery of an For the duration | Archaeological Considered
Americans, the Overseas Chinese, or other p jally i d d dant | arch ¢ logical site | of Consultant shulj plete upon
group, an appropriate ive of the d dant group and the ERO ‘associated with soil-distarbing | prepare a Final submittal of
shall be ted. The rep ive of the d dant group shall be given | descendant Native activities. Archaeological Final
the opporfunity to moni heological feld tons of the sife and to | Americans or the R Report | Archaeological
consult with the ERO ding appropriate archeological tre tofthe | Overseas Chinese. in ltation with | g
site, of recovered data from the site, and, if applicable, any interpretative The representative the ERO (per Report,
of the jated archeological site. A copy of the Final of the descendant below). A copy of
Archeological Resources Report shall be provided to the represeatative of the | g¥oup shall be given this report shall be
descendant group. the opportunity to provided to the
monitor ERO und the
archaeological field representative of
investigations on the descendant
the site and consult group.
with the ERO
regarding
appropriate
archaeological
treatment of the site,
of recovered data
from the site, and, if
applicable, any
inferpretative
treatment of the
associated
archaeological site,
Archeological Testing Program Development of Prior {0 any Archaeol 1 Considered Planning

20f8S
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Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICY PROJECT
’ . . e e Monitoring/ . I Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | [mplementation | Mitigation Reporting Monitoring |4, ot
. Responsibility Schedule Responsibility Schedule :
. : : .| ATP: Project excavation, site | consultant to plete with Department
The archeological consulta_nt shall‘pml)arc and submit to the ERO.fm' Teview | o oncors and preparation or | undertake ATP in approval of the
and approval an archeological testing plan (ATP). The archeological testing archaeological : . Itation with ATP by the ERO
ducted i 1 . , 3 Y
S;zﬁ?::::gl;: property tyl:cs oF the W“h,dm RN éTP' The ::TP consultant in and prior to ERO. and on finding
D e festi
*| that potentially could be adversely affected by the Proposed Project, the consultation with esting, an ATP by the EI?O that
the ERO. for a defined the ATP is
testing method to be used, aud the locations recomsmended for testing, The geographic area implemented
purpose of the archeological testing program will be to detenmine to the 5 andlor specified '
extent possible the p orab of archeological and to —__Q_A“‘}fmlﬁ ical con slruc}:ion
identify and fo evaluate whether any archeological don | Testing Report: activities s to
the site constitutes an historical resource under CEQA. .| Project sponsors s
and archaeological be submitted to
At the completion of the archeological testing program, the archeological itant in and approved -
consultant shall submit a written report of the findings to the ERO. Ifbased | consultation with by the ERO. A
on the archeological testing program the archeological consultant finds that | the ERO. single ATP or
significant archeological resources may be present, the ERO in consultation aultiple ATPs
with the archeological tant shall d ine if additional are may be
warranted. Addmona.l messures that may be undertaken inclode additional produced to
archeological testing, archeol itoring, and/or an archeological data addx?ss projeet
Tecovery program. If the ERO determines that a significant archeological phasiog.
resource is present and that the resource could be adversely affected by the
Proposed Project, at the discretion of the project sponsors either:
A) The Proposed Pro)cCt shall be redesigned so as to avoid any adverse Atthe :
) effect on the sigr heological s or completion of zar;r:li:ﬁ%:al Considered
each . . complete on
B) A data recovery progem shall be mplemented, unless the ERO archaeological submit yesults of subx:ittal o ERO
that the arch is of greater mtarprchve testing testing, and in . of report(s) on
than research significance and that interpretive use of the resource is program consultation with ATP findings
feasible. s E ERO, determine )
whether additional
measures are
wananted. If . )
significant
archacological
3 of 85




File No. 2014-001272ENV

Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project

Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICY PROJECT
. e Monitoring/ o Monitoring
MEASURES APOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | Ymplementation | Mitigation - “gopgrfing Monitoring | ) 0!
esponsibility Schedule R .- Schedule
espoosibility
TESOUrCES are
present and may be
adversely affected,
project sponsors, at
its discretion, may
elect to redesigna
project, or
implement data
yECOVery program,
unless ERO
determines the
archaeological
resource is of
greater interpretive
than research
significance and
that interpretive use
is feasible.
Archeological Monitoring Program Project sponsors The If required, Considered Planning
" . d } {~ots 1. 1, 1 T 1 2l 1
£ the ERO in consultation with the archeological consultant d that | oo | e ot (o o ot Dep
an arch " _v. L ing program (AMP) shall be implemented, the AMP direction of the project prepare the AMP in | AMP(s) by ERO;
would minimally include the following provisions: ERO. . o and Ttation with bmittal of
«  Thearcheological consultant, project sponsors, and ERO shall ’ ERO shallmeet | the ERO. xeport regarding
meet and consult on the scope of the AMP prior (o any prior to the findings of
project-related soils disturbing activities commencing. The ERO commencement AME(s); and
in consultation with the archeological consultant shall determine of finding by ERO .
what project activities shall be archeologically monitored. ‘A single soil-disturbing that AMP(s) is
AMP or multiple AMPs may be produced to address project activities fora implemented,
phasing. In most cases, any soils-disturbing activities, such as (.]‘eﬁned .
demolition, foundati val, ion, grading, utilities geographic area
installation, foundation work, driving of piles (foundation, shoring, and/or specified
efc.), site diation, etc., shall require archeological monitoring construction
4 0f 85
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Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project

Motion No,
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. . . . Monitoring/ - Monitorin,
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAY, | fmplementation | Mitigation Reporting | Tionitoring Ageneys
Responsibility Schedule R 4 Schedule
- esponsibility
because of the risk these activities pose to polential archeological activities, The
resources and to their depositional context. The archeological - ERQin
consultant shall advise all project contractors to be on the alext for consuliation.
evidence of the presence of the expected resouree(s), of how to with the
. identify the evidence of the expected resonrve(s), and of the archaeological
approptiate protocol in the event of apparent discovery of an consultant shalf
archeological resource; determine what
e The archeological monitor(s) shall be present on the project site :Z::g:;ongl;: 1
according to a schedule agreed upon by the archeological necessary. A
consultant and the ERO until the ERO has, in consulfation with . single AMP or
project archeological consultant, determined that project multiple AMPs
construcﬁ?n activities could have no effects on significant may be
archeological deposits; produced to
«  The archeological monitor shalt record and be authorized fo collect address project
-soil samples and artifactual/ecofactual material as warranted for phasing.
analysis;
If an intact archeological deposit is d, all soils-disturbing activities
in the v1cxmty of the deposxt shall cease. The nmheologxcnl mnmtor shall be
d to temporarily redirect demolition/ fpile
dnvmg/constmchon activities and equipment until the deposit is evaluated.
If in the case of pile driving activity (foundation, shoring, etc.), the
archeological monitor has cause to believe that the pile driving activity may
szcctan archeolnglcal resowrce, pile driving activity that may affect the'
arch shall be suspended until an appropriate evalnation of
the resource has been made in consultation with the ERO. The archeological
consuhant shall immediately notify the ERO of the encountered .
logical deposit. The archeological itant shall make a bl
effort to assess the identity, integrity, /, and significance of the encountered
archeological deposit, and present the findings of this assessment to the ERO.
If the ERO detenmines that a significant archeological resource is present and
that the resource could be ad 1y affected by the Proposed Project, at the
5of 85
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File No. 2014-001272ENV
Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project

MotionNo.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
’ . oo e Monitoring/ I Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APEROVAL | Tmplementation Mitigation Reporting Mouitoring Agency
esponsibility Schedule oy Schedule
: Responsibility
discretion of the project sponsors either:
A) ‘The Proposed Project shall be rcch\gncd so as to avoid -
any adverse effect on the significant archeological resource; or
B) A data recovery program shall be impl d, unless
the ERO determines that the archeological is of greater
interpretive than vesearch significance and that interpretive use of
the resource is feasible.
‘Whether or not significant archeological are d, the
archeulogtcal consultant shall submit a written repott of the findings of the
monitoring program to the ERO.
Archeological Data Recovery Program Project sponsors Upon If required, Considered
d archaeological | deferminati ol ] |
If the ERO, in consultation with the archealogical dtant, d imes that | oo o ¢ at the by the ERO that lant to 1o d 2‘;—
an archeological data recovery programs shall be \mplement:d based on the direction of the an ADRP is prepare an ADRE(s) to
presence of a significant resource, the archeological data recovery program | ppqg required A ADRP(s) in ERO.
shall be conducted in accord with an archeological data recovery plan ) siugle ADRP or | consulation with
(ADRP) No archeological data recovery shall be undertaken without the multiple the ERO.
pnor approval of the ERO or the Planning Depariment archeologist. The ADRPs may be
t, project sp , and ERO shall meet and consult produced to
on the scopc of the ADRP prior fo pmparauon of a draft ADRP. The address project
archeological consultant shall submit a draft ADRP to the ERQ, The ADRP phasing.
shall identify how the proposed dala mcovcry program will pmerve the
significant infonmation the arch is expectéd to contain.
That is, the ADRP will jdentify what scientific/historical research queshonsv
are applicable to the expected resource, what data classes the resource is
ex.pcr.lcd to POSSCSs, and how the expected data classes would address the
I Data recovery, in general, shall be limited to
the portions of the hls(oncal property that could be adveisely affected by the
Proposed Project. Destructive data recovery malhods shall not be applied to
pomDnS of the archeological if nondestructive hods are .
practical.
6 0f85
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File No, 2014-001272ENV

Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project

Motion No.
. MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. . pr e Monitoring/ ’ - Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL I;""""“e‘.“‘.“.‘”“ Mitigation Reporting Monitosing Agency
esponsibility Schedule R -1 Schedule
- esponsibility
The scope of the ADRP shall include the following elements:
s Field Methods and Procedures. Descriptions of proposed field
gies, pr , and operati
«  Cataloguing and Laboratory Analysis. Description of selected
catalogning system and artifact analysis procedures.
»  Discard and Deaccession Policy. Description of and rationale for
field and post-field discard and deaccession policies.
= [nterpretive Program. Consideration of an on-site/off-site public
‘interpretive program during the course of the archeological data
recovery program.
«  Security Me . R ded security fo protect
the archeological from vandalism, looting, and
non-intentionally damaging activities. :
e Final Report, Descripion of proposed report format and
distribution of results.
«  Curation. D of the procedures and dations for
the ion of any d data haviog pot h value,
identification of appropriate curation facilities, and a summary of
the ion policies of the tion facilities.
Human Remains and Assoriated or Unassociated Funerary Objects Project sponsors In the event Archaeological Ongoing duting | Planning
The frestment of human and of dor iated fancrary and archacologi human i onsultant/ soils disturbing | Department
objects discovered during any sofls disturbing activity shall comply with | consultant,in andfor funerary | archacological activity.
applicable State and Federal Jaws. This shall juclude immediate notification gms\xlmuon with objects ae monitor/projest . | Considercd
of the coroner of the City and County of San Francisco and in the event of the C: San FN = or complete on
coroner’s determination that the human remains are Native American E roner, NAHC, conractor to nofification of
remains, notification: of the California State Native American Heritage RO, and MLD. contact San the San
Commission (NAHC) who shall appoint a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) Francisco County | Francisco
(Pub. Res, Code Sec. 5097.98). The axcheolopical project Coroner and ERO. | County Coroner
7of 85
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Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. e Monitering/ r e Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPYED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | "pplementaton } - Mitigation Reporting | Moenitoring Agency’
. ponsibility Schedule R gt Schedule
esponsibility
sponsors, ERQ, and MLD shall make all reasonable efforts to develop an Implement and NAHC, if
g t for the of, with appropriate digpity, human remains and regulatory Y.
associated or unassociated funerary objects (State CEQA Guidelines Section requirements, if
15064, S(d)) The agrccment shall take into consuicratmn the appropriate apphlicable,
dation, analysis, di {on, and final regarding discovery
d)spusmon of the humm remains and associated or unassociated funeraty of Native American
objects. The archeological consultant shall retain possession of any Native tuman remains and
American human ins and iated or jated burial objects until associated/unassoci
completion of any scientific analyses of the human remains: or objects as ated funcrary
specified in the g tif such an agy has been made o, objects. Contact
otherwise, as d d by the archeological ltant apd the ERO. archacological
consultant and .
ERO.
Final Archeclogical Resources Report Project sponsors For Horizontal | If applicable, Considered Planning
The archeological consultant shall s:lbmi( a Final Axcheol ‘T:.- LR and Itant of the 1‘?10 R consultant to submittal (:tl' Department
Repost (FARR) fo the ERO that the historical si ofany | girection of the detenmination | submita Draft and | FARR and
discovered arch cgloguial :esource and dcscﬂbcsﬁ lhe‘ archiologlcal and. ERO. of substantial final FARR to ERO | approval by
hlSlDﬂCﬂl x0 employed in the beological . completion of | based onreports ERO.
ta recovery prog| (s) that The ERO shall infrastructure at | and relevant data
may put at risk any heol 1 shall be provided in a sep el S each subphase | provided by the
temovable insert within the final report, The FARR may be submitted at the { Provide to the ERO
conclusion of ll construction activities assaciated with the Proposed Project | 2fcbacological n
or on a parcel-by-parcel basis, °°“5“l_h‘“'(5) For Vertical .
preparing the FARR. { Developer-prio
Once approved by the ERO, copies of the FARR shall be distdbuted as reports and relevant | rtodssuanceof | o o0 o 1 -
follows: Californin Archaeological Site Survey Northwest Information data obtained Certificate of chaco ‘1%'“ Considered
Center (NWIC) shall receive one (1) copy and the ERO shall receive a copy | through Temporary or | qroe oo FXRR. lete when
of the transmittal of the FARR. to the NWIC. The Environmental Planning \mplemenlannn of | Final archaeological
division of the Planning Department shall receive one bound, one unbound | this Miti Occnpancy, consultant
and one unlocked, searchable PDF copy on CD of the FARR along with M M-CR-la. hick provides writter
copxcs of any formal sne recordation forms (CA DPR 523 series) and/or occurs first certification to
jon for ion to the National Register of Historic the ERO that the
Places/California Register of Historical Resources, In jnst of high quired FARR
8 of 85
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PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT .
. . . . Monitoring/ |- I Monitoring
Implementation Mitigation . Monitoving
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility Schedule Reporgnfg. Schedule Agency
: Responsibility \
public interest in or the high inferprefive valug of the resource, the ERO may If applicable, distnibution has
require a different final report conteat, format, and distribution than that upon approval been completed.
‘| presented above. of the FARR by
the ERQ.
M-CR-1b: Interpretation Project sponsors Prior to Archaeclogical Considered Planning
- . o and archacological | i of itant shall completc upon. Department
Basedonare e presumption that urces may be consultant at the final certificate lop a feasible, | instalfation of
present within the project site, and to the extent th_at the pofential significance | g vion oFihe of oceup specific pproved
of some such resources is premised o CRHR Cmem} 1 (Events), 2 ERO. program for ‘interpretation
{Persons), and/or 3 (Design/Construction), the following mcasure shall be post-recovery program, if
undertaken to'avoid any Potenﬁally signiﬁcfmt a‘dverse effect i.'rm?l ﬁ}e ' interpretation of require dj
ProLpos‘ed _Pnz_]ect on buried gr submer§ed historical resources if significant resources. All
= . are . plans and
The project sponsors shall implement an approved program for interpretation recc‘)mmr:ndaﬁ.ons
of significant archeological resources. The interprefive program may be for interpretation.
combined with the program required under Mitigation Measure M-CR-4b: by the .
Public Interpretation. The project sponsors shall retain the services of a archaeological
qualified archeological liant from the 1 Department Qualified consultant shall be
Archeological Consultants List (QACL) maintained by the Planning ’ submitted first and
Department archeologist having expertise in California urban historical and directly to the ERO
marine archeology. The archeologicat Itant shall develop a feasible, for review and
resource-specific program for post y interpretation of | . The comment, and shall
particular p for interpretation of artifacts.that are encountered within be °°"5‘d€{ed draft
the project site will depend upon the resulis of the data recovery program and eports subject to
will be the subject of continued discussion between the ERO, consnlting revision until
archeologist, and the project sponsors. Such a program may include, but is deemed final by the
not limited to, any of the following (as outlined in the ARDTP): surface ERO. The ERO to
commemoration of the original location of resources; display of resources approve ﬂf‘al
and associated artifacts {which may offer an underground view to the public); inferpretation.
display of interpretive materials such as graphics, photographs, video, program. Project
models, and public art; and academic and popular publication of the results of sponsors to
the data recovery. The interpretive program shall include an on-site implement an
’ - approved
9of 85
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPYORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Tmplementation
Responsibility

’ Mitigation
Schedule

Monitoring/
Reporting
Responsibility

Monito ring
Schedule

Monitoring
. Agency1

component.

The archeological consultant’s work shall be conducted at the direction of the
ERO, and in consultation with the project sponsors, All plans and
dations for interp ion by the Itant shall be submitted first

and directly to the ERO for review and comment, and shall be considered
draft reports subject to revision until final approval by the ERO.

interpretation
program.

Mitigation Measure M-CR-5: Preparation of Historic Resource
Evaluation Reports, Review, and Performance Criteria,

Prior to Port i of building perrmits jated with Buildings 2, 12 and
21, Port of San Francisco Preservation staff shall review and approve future
rehabilitation design proposals for Buildings 2, 12, and 21. Submitted
rehabilitation design proposals for Buildings 2 and 12 shall include, in
addition to proposed building design, detail on the proposed landscaping
treatment within a 20-foot-wide perimeter of each building. The Port’s
review and analysis would be informed by Historic Resource Evaluation(s)
provided by the project sp The Historic R Evaluation(s) shall
be prepared by a qualified t who meets or ds the S y of
the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards in historic architecture or
architectural history. The scope of the Historie Resource Evaluation(s) shall
be'reviewed and approved by Port Preservation staff prior to the startof work.
Following review of the completed Historic Resource Evaluation(s), Port
preservation staff would prepare one or more Historic Resource Evaluation

| Response(s) that would contain a determination as to the effects, if any, on
historical of the proposed renovation. The Port shall notissue
buildings permits iated with Buildings 2, 12, and 21 until Port
presexvation staff conclude that the design (1) conforms with the Secretary of
the Interior’s Standaxds for Rehabilitation; (2) is compatible with the UIW *
Historic District; and (3) preserves the building’s historic materials and
character-defining features, and repairs instead of replaces detegiorated
features, where feasible. Should alternative materials be proposed for
replacement of historic materials, they shall be in keeping with the size, scale,

3

Project spousors
and qualified
preservation
architect, historic
preservation expert,
or other qualified
individual.

Prior to the

issuance of
Tt bdn

Qualified historian
fo prepare historic
1 H.

Considered
complete upon

permits
associated with
Buildings 2, 12
and 21.

docwnentation and
present to Port staff’
to determine
conformance to the
Secretary’s
Standards,

pproval by the
Port staff.

Port

color, texture, and general appearance, The performance criteria shall ensure

10 of 85
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Implementation
Respoasibility

Mitigation
Schedule

Monitoring/
Reporting
Responsibility

Monitoring
Schedule

Monitoring
Agenny1

retention of the following character-defining features of each historic
building: ' . ’

®  Building 2: (1) board-formed concrete construction; (2) six-story
height; (3) flat roof; (4) rectangular plan and north-south orentation; (5)
regular pattern of window openings on east and west elevations; (6)
steel, multi-pane,-fixed sash windows (floars 1-5); (7) wood sash
windows (floor 6); (8) elevator/stair tower that rises above roofline and
projects slightly from west fagade.

*  Building 12: (1) steel and wood construction; {2) cormugated steel
cladding (except the as-built south elevation which was always open to
Building 15); (3) 60-foot height; (4) Aiken xoof configuration with five
raised, glazed monitors; (5) clerestory multi-lite steel sash awning
windows along the north and south sides of the monitors; (6) multi-lite,
steel sash awning widows, arranged in three bands (with a double-height
botton band) on the north and west elevations, and in four bands on the
east elevation; (7) 12-bay configuration of ¢ast and west elevations; (8)
north-south roof ridge from which roof slopes gently (1/4 inch per foot)
to the east and west

*  Building 21: (1) steel frame construction; (2) cormgated metal
cladding; (3) double-gable roof clad in corrugated metal, with wide xoof
monitor at each gable; (4) multi-lite, double hung wood or horizontal
steel sash windows; and (5) two pairs of steel freight Joading doors on
the north elevation, glazed with 12 lites per door.

Port staff shall not n.pprove any proposal for rehabilitation of Buildings 2, 12,
and 21 unless they find that snch a scheme conforms to the Secretary’s
Standards as specified for each building.

Mitigation Measure M-CR-11: Performance Criteria and Review
Process for New Construction

In addition to the standards and guidelines established as part of the Pier 70

. ' Project sponsors

Prior to
issuance of a
building permit
for new

San Francisco

Preservation

Planning staff, in
ltation with

Considered
complete when
Plaaning and
Port Preservation

Planning
Department
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
N e L Monitoring/ . Monitoring
I tal tigat] N nit
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Ig:ssmbn?t;“ Mivigacion XReport;’nlgt Monitoring Agency
- Responsibility
SUD and Design for Develapment, new ion and site develop construction, the San Francisco | staff note
‘within the Pier 70 SUD shall be compatible with the character of the UTW Port Preservation compliance with
Historic District and shall maintain and support the District’s staff, shall use the | the Pier 70 SUD
character-defining features through the following performance criteria Final Pier 70 SUD | Design for
(terminology wsed has definition as provided in the Design for Development): Design for Development
_— tundard
1. New construction shall comply with the Secretary of the Interior’s E M S PRSI
Rehabilitation Standard No. 9; “New Addition, exterior alterations, including S s >
‘ or related new construction shall not destroy historic materals that lsnt(;:d mfNﬁc‘;':;y S:::d;?}lo o
characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated evaluate all fut:nre outhined in ﬂ;e ’
from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale development written
and ?rc}dt:.ctural feaiures to protect the integrity of the property ‘proposals withist memorandum,
and its environment. ‘ the project site for
2. New construction shall comply with the Infill Development Design P‘°P°‘°d_" W
Criteria m the Port of San Francisco’s Pier 70 Preferred Master construction wx!hm
Plan (2010) as found in Chapter 8, pp 57-69 (a policy document the UIW Historic
endorsed by the Port Commission to guide staff planning at Pier EI'S(:;L As part of
70). is effort, project
sponsors shall also -
3, New construction shall be purpose-built structures of vacying submit a written
heights and massing located within close proximity to one another. memorandun for
4. New construction shall not mimic historie features or architectural review and
details of contribuling buildings within the District. New approval to San
construction may reference, but shall not replicate, historic Franci 5c0
axchitectural features or details. II;{“:?;:'::! Poxt
an!
5. New ion shall be lly appropriate in tems of . staff that confioms
massing, size, scele, and architectural features, not only with the compliance of all
remaining historic buildings, but with one another. proposed new
6. New construction shall reinforce varicty through the use of ::;Zm";%‘i’: wxl?:ns
materials, architectural styles, rooflines, building heights, and Bwding p
A . - and policies, San
window types and throngh a porary palette of as Francisco
well as those found within the District.
12 of 85
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PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. e s Monitoring/ T Monitorin,
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAY, | Lmplementation | Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Ageneyt
Responsibility Schedule R cy e Schedule
. . espoasibility
7. Parcel development shall be limited to the new construction zones Presm:vation
identified in Design for Development Figure 6.3.1; Allowable New | Planning staff must
Construction Zones. make determination
K R in compliance with
8. The maximum height of new tion shall be tent with the timelines
the parcel heights identified in Design for Development Figure outlined in the Pier
6.4.2: Building Height Maxiraum. 70 Special Use
9. The use of street trees and landscape materials shall be limited and District s?chon of
used judicionsly within the Pier 70 SUD. Greater use of trees and the leg Code
landscape matexials shall be allowed in designated areas consistent for review ?f
with Design for Development Figure 4.8.1: Street Trees and . vertical design.
Plantings Pian.
10. New construction shall be permitted adjacent to contributing
buildings as identified in Design for Developnient Figure 6.3.2:
New Construction Buffers.
11. No sut exterior additions shall be p ed to ibutd
Buildings 2, 12, or 21. Building 12 did not historically have a
south-facing fagade; therefore, rehabilitation will by necessity
truct 2 new south elevation wall, Building 21 shall be relocated
approximately 75 fect east of its present placement, to maintain the
general historic context of the in spatial hip to
other resources. Building 21's orientation shall be maintained
Building Specific Standards
Each development parce! within the Pier 70 SUD has a different physical
proximity and visval relationship to the contributing buildings within the
UIW Historic District. For those fagades immediately adjacent to or facing
contributing buildings, building design shall be responsive to identified
character-defining features in the manner described in the Design for
Development Buildings chapter. All other fagades shall have preater freedom
in the expression of scale, color, use of material, and overall appearance, and
shall be permitted if i with S v Standard No, 9 and the Design
13 0f 85
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
’ - . S Monitoring/ - Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | ImPplementation | Mifigation Reporting Monitoring Agency
. Resp ility e Schedule
Responsibility

Jor Development.
Table M.CR 1: Building-Specific Resp , indicates 1
-are located adjacent lo, and have the greatest influence on the design of, the
noted development parcel fagade.

‘Table ML.CR.1: Building-Specific Regponsiveness

Fagade/Parcel Contributing

Name-Number Building (Building

No.)

North and West; A 13

Noith and Nostheast; B 113, 6

North; CL 116

Eastand South; C2 - 12

South and West; D 2,12

Bastand South; El 21

West; E2 12

‘West; E4 21 ;

North; F/G 12

Bast; PKN 113-116
Source: ESA 2015.
Palette of Materialg
In addition to the standards and guidelines pertaining to application of
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MEIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. 4‘ . NS Monitoring/ - Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAYL | [mplementation | Mitigation .1 “po 0 7 Monitoring Agency!
Respounsibility Schedute Responsibility Schedule

matesials in the Desigr for Development, the following material performance
standards would apply to the building design on the development parcels
(terminology used has definition as provided in the Design for Development):

«  Masonry panels that xeplicate traditional nineteenth or twentieth
century brick masonry pattems shall not be allowed on the east
fagade of Parcel PKN, north and west fagades of Parcel A or on the
north fagade of Parcel Cl.

«  Smooth, flat, minimally. detailed glass curtain walls shall not be
allowed on the fagades listed above. Glass with expressed
articulation and visual depth or that expresses underlying structure
is an allowable material throughout the entirety of the Pier 70 SUD.

»  Coarse-sand finished stucco shall not be allowed as a primary
material within the entirety of the UIW Historic District.

= Bamhboo wood siding shall not be allowed on fagades listed above
or as a primary fagade material.

®  Laminated timber panels shal} not be allowed on fagades listed
above.

®  When considering material selection immediately adjacent to
contributing buildings (e.g., 20™ Street Historic Corc Buildings 2,
12, and 21; and Buildings 103, 106, 107, and 108 Jocated within or
immediately adjacent to the BAE Systems site), characteristics of
compatibility and differentiation shall both be taken into account.

Material selection shall not dupli dj building primary
materials and treatments, nor shall they esmbhsh a false sense of
historic develapment.

*  Avoid conflict of new materials that appear similar or attempt to
replicate historic matexials. For example, Building 12 has

character-defining cormugated steel cladding. As such, the eastemn .

15 0f85
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. et s Monitoring/ . Monitoring
. Implementation Mitigation . . Monitoriog T
. MEASURES ADOFTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility Schedwle | R::;ﬂz;g?iﬁty Schedule Agency

fagade of Parcel C2, the northem fagade of Parcels F and G, and the
southem fagade of Parcel D1 shall not use cormgated steel
cladding as a primary material. As another example, Building 113
has cl defining brick- As such, thie

Parcel K North shall not use brick masonry as a primary maferial.

*  Use of contemporary materials shall reflect the scale and
.proportions of historic materials used within the UTW Historic
District.

e  Modem materials shall be designed and detailed in a manner'to

reflect but not replicate the scale, pattern, and rhythm of adjacent
contributing buildings’ exterior matedials,

Review Progess

Prior to Port ¥ of building permits d with hew
San Francisco Preservation Planning staff, in consultation with the San
Francisco Port Preservation staff, shall nse the Final Pier 70 SUD Design for
Deyelop Standards, includi y Standard No. 9, to evaluate all
future development proposals within the project site for proposed new
construction within the UIW Historic District. As part of this effort, project
sponsors shall also submit a written memorandum for review and approval to
San Francisco Preservation Planning staff that confirms compliance of ajl
pmpused new construction with these gmdmg plans and policies.

g GO EN ST

northem and westem fan;adcs of Parcel A and the &stemfaz;ade of .

231

Mmgahon Mcasure M-TR-5; Monitor and increase capacity on the 48 | Developer, TMA, | Demonstration { Projectsponsorsto | Considered
Quintara/24" Street bus routes as peeded. and SFMTA. of capacity: d to the plete upon Department,
X Prior to SFMTA thateach | approval ofthe | SFMTA *

Prior to approval of the Proposed Pro)ect s phase apphcauons prg_)ect b fon of aorto ofthe | building for which | project’s phase

shall d ate that the capacity of the 48 Quintara/24® Strect bus o roicct's phase | femporary application. .
route has not exceeded 85 percent capamty utilization, and that future capacity °f'u1“° 48 E ]ﬁcaﬁul:ls. cerfificates of .
demand associated with build-out and eccupancy of the phase will not cause Quintara/24™ Street | 3PP ae
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N s Monitoring/ I Monitoring
Implementation | Mitigation N Menitoring
MEASURES ADORTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility Schedule RRepmfn}g. Schedule Agency
esponsibility
the route to exceed its utilization, Forecasts of travel behavior of future ‘bus route shall be 1f project requested would
phases could be based on trip generation rates forecast in the EIR or based on | prepared by a sponsors not generate 4
subsequent surveys of occupants of the pmjecl’, ibly including surveys ttant from the | ¢ to { number of transit
ducted as part of fag TDM itoring effors re quired as part of Air | Planning the SFMTA. trips on the 43
Quality Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1{: Transportation Demand Department’s that the phase Quintara/24" Street
Management. Transportation would not bus rontc that
If trip generation 1 . su:veys chiate that a (ul‘:i;l‘s'u:tant Pool, generate a gou!ldi :::::d the
specific phase of the Proposed Pro;ect will cause capacny on the 48 ee numl::cr ?f mim n
i BY transit trips on sholds outlined
Quintara/24™ Street route to exceed 85 percent, the project sp shall approved by the 43" in the EIR.
provide capital costs for increased capamty on the route in a manner deemed | o s g innmlz4,,, £ the project
aceeptable by SFMTA through the following means: Planning. If Strect bus route | demonstates
s AtSFMTA’s request, the project sponsors shall pay the capital documentution of | that would (using trip
costs for additional buses (up to a maximum of four in the capacity isbased 08 | exceed the generation rates
Maximum Residential Scenario and six in the Maximum monitoring surveys, | signifi fi d in the
Commercial Scenario). If the SFMTA" the project sp the transportation thresholds EIR or through
to pay the capital costs of the buses, the SEMTA would need to find | consultant shall outlined in the | surveys of existing
funding to pay for the added operating cost associated with submit raw data EIR, further trave] behavior at
operating increased service made possible by the increased vehicle | £OM suehiSutveys | monitoring is the site) thata
fleet. The sonrce of that funding has not been established. concurrently to not required pecific buildi
. ) . SEMTA, the during that would cause
Allematively, if SFMTA that other to ty | Planning phase, capacity to exceed
along the route would be more desirable than adding buses, the pm_)cct Department, and 85 percent based on
spoasors shall pay an amount equivalent to the cost of the required number of project sponsors. the Baseline
buses toward completion of one or more of the following, as determined by Capital Costs' | coenarsin the EIR
SFMTA: ry;;l::aﬂer or would contribute
«  Convert to using higher-capacity vehicles on the 48 Quintara/24™ SISMTA mforc ﬂm-n 3 Pc:ﬁm t
Street route, In this case, the project sponsors shall pay  portion of affirras via ]‘3 capacity o the
the capital costs {o convert the route to articulated buses. Some bus Tetter to the all‘i: ’g' twas ted
stops along the route may not currently be configured to project :ﬂ)lrgujec © :"
date the longer arti d buses. Some bus zones could sponsors that exeeed &peﬁrc;n
likely be extended by removing one or more parking spaces; in mitigation . [:;:my“ ” Zation
some locations, appropriate space may not be available. The funds will be in the Bascline
17 0f 85
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N I Monitoring/ I Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | [mplementation | Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Agency®
Responsibility Schedule oo Schedule
- Responsibility
project sponsors’ contribution may not be adequate to facilitate the spent on scenario without
full conversion of the route to articulated buses; therefore, a source implementation | the Proposed
of fundmg wouid need to be established fo lete the of M-TR-5 Project, and the
ts to bus stop capacity at t all of the bos stops through SFMTA has
along the xoute that do not cusrently accommodate articulated purchase of committed to
buses. additional implement
i . buses or M-TR-5, the
e  SFMTA may determine that instead of adding more buses fo a altersative project sponsors
congested route, it would be more desirable to increase travel measuze in shall provide
* speeds along the toute. In this case, the project sponsors’ accordance capital costs for
contribution would be used to fund a study to identify appropriate with M-TR-5. | imcreased capacity
and feasible impr and/or imp} ta portion of the Capital costs on the route ina
jmp; nts that would & travel speeds sufficiently to for more thag manner deemed
incrense capacity along the bus youte such that the project’s four buses, up | acceptable by
impacts along the route would be determined to be less than to a maximum | SEMTA.
sipnificant. Increased speeds could be accomplished by fundmg a of six buses,
portion of the planned bus rapid transit system along 16" Street for shall only be
the 22 Fillmore between Church and Third streets, Adding signals required if the
on Pennsylvania Street and 22" Street may sexve to provide total gsf of
increased travel spceds on this relatively short segment of the bus commercial use
routes. The project sponsors contribution may not be adequate to exceeds the
fully achieve the cap needed to reduce the project’s Maximum
impacts and SFMTA. may need to secure additional sowrces of Residential
funding. Scenario total
Another option to increase capacity along the corridor is to add new a Muni gsfof
service route in this area. Ifthis option is selected, project sponsors shall fund °°m{n°f°‘.al
purchase of the same number of new vehicles outlined in the first option (four use, identified -
for the Maximum Residential Alternative and six for the Maximum in Table 2.3 of
Commercial Altemahvc) to be operated along the new route, By providing the EF& and if
an addmonal service route, a percentage of the current transit riders on the 48 project
Quintara/24™ Street would likely shift to the new route, lowering the capacity SPOnSOrs
utilization below the BS percent utilization threshold. As for the first option, demonstrate
funding, would need to be secured to pay for operating the new route, that the
18 of 85
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Implementation
Responsibility

Mitigation
Schedule-

Monitoring/
Reporting
. Responsibility

. Monitoring
Schedule

Monitoring
Agencyl

building would
cause capacity
to exceed 85
percent or
would
contribute more
than 5 percent
of capacity on
the line if it was
already
projected to
exceed 85
percent
capacity
utilization in
the Baseline
scenario

" without the

Proposed
Project.

Mitigation Measure M-TR-10: Improve pedestrian facilities on Tllinois
Street adjacent to and leading to the project site.

As part of construction of the Proposed Project roadway network, the project
sponsors shall implement the following improvements:

«  Tostall ADA curb ramps on all comers at the intersection of 22"
Street and Illinois Street

»  Signalize the intersections of Hlinois Street with 20" and 22"
+ Street.

«  Modify the sidewalk on the east side of llinois Street between
22nd and 20th streets to a minimum of 10 feet, Relocate

Project sponsors
shall implement the
improvements,

During
construction of
street

SFMTA reviews
signal and site
plans and maps for

impro
adjacent to
pedestrian
facilities on .
Tlinois Street
identified in
Mitigation
Measure
M-TR-10.

i
identified in
Mitigation Measure
M-TR-10.

Considered
complete when
street
improvements
have been built.

SFMTA, Port
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. e e Monitoring/ Lot Monitorin;
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | Lmplemenation | - Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Agency’ #
: Respouosibility Schedule ] Schedule R
A Responsibility :
ocbstructions, such as fire hydrants and power poles, as feasible, to
ensure an accessible path of travel is provided to and from the
Proposed Project. .
Mitigation Measure M-TR-12A: Coordinate Deliveries Transportation On-gaing. - | Transportation On-going during | Port
The Project’s 'IZm\spoﬁatiou Coordinator shall coordinate with building R";::f;mcm I[f;::s;‘.“ent g;?:é ons.
tenants a.nd delivery services to minimize deliveries during a.m. and p.m. Transportation Transportation
peak periods. Coordinator. Coordinator to
Althaugh many deliveries cannot be limited to specific hours, the coordinate with
Transportation Coordinator shall work with tenants to find opportunities to h“‘l‘““% tenants
consolidate deliveries and reduce the need for peak period deliveries, where and fiehvery
possible. services to
consolidate
deliveries and
reduce the need for
peak perod
deliveries, where
possible,
Mitigation Measure M-TR-12B: Monitor loading activity and convert | Developer, TMA or | Prior to Project sponsors or | Considered Port
general purpose on-street parking spaces to commercial loading spaces, | Port. approval of the | TMA to conducta | complete after
as needed. project’s phase | cominercial loading | the Port Staff
After completion of the fixst phase of the Proposed Project, and prior to applications study for the Port. | seviews and
approval of each subsequent phase, the project sponsors shail conduct a study after i approves the
of utilization of on- and off-street commercial loading spaces. Priorto completion of stmfy and the
completion, the methodology for the study ‘shall be reviewed and approved the first phase. project sponsors,
by either: (a) Port Staff in consultation with SFMTA Staff for arcas within Port or TMA
Port jurisdiction; or (b) SFMTA Staffin consultation with Port Staff for areas incorporates any
within SFMTA jusisdiction. If the result of the sudy indicates that fewer than additional
15 percent of the commenrcial loading spaces arc available during the peak measures
loading period, the project spopsors shall incorporate measures to convert necessary for
existing or proposed general purpose on-street parking spaces to commercial commercial
parking spaces in addition to the required off-street spaces. loading.
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Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
.. - e e Moenitering/ S Monitoring
Implementation Mitigation " Menitoring
MEASURES ADOXTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility Schedule chorgnzg' Schedule Agency
. Responsibility ;
Mitigation Measure M~-C-TR~4A: Increase capacity on the 48 Developer, TMA Demonstration | If the Maximum If necessary, SFMTA
Quintara/24™ bus route under the Maximum Residential Scenario, and SEMTA. of Capacity: If | Residential | considercd
The project sponsors shall contribute funds for one additional vehicle (in necessary, prioe 'Scex:ano B complete wh?n
addifion to and separate from the four prescribed under Mitigation Measure | Documentation of | 10 3PPY " of <,  the | SFMTA receives
M-TR-5 for the Maximum Residential Scenario) to reduce the Proposed capacity shall be the project’s project sponsors funds from the
Project’s contribution to the significant cumulative impact to not prepared by a phas'e . shall contribute project sponsors
cumulatively considerable. This shall be considered the Proposed Project’s | consultant from the | #PP lications. ﬁm(}s. forone
fair share toward mitigating this significant cumulative impact. If SEMTA ™ | Planning :f:‘;’;;‘:\:chm"
adopts a strategy to increase capacity along this route that does not involve | Department’s Capita] Costs: >
purchasing and operating additienal vehicles, the Proposed Project’s fair Transporlation Payment conm’buugn to the
share contribution shall remain the same, and may be used for one of those | Consultant Pool, confirmed prior SEMTA,
other strategies deemed desirable by SFMTA, using the - to issuance of
methodology building permit
approved by | forbuilding that
. SEMTA and would result in
Planning pursuant | exceedance of
to Mlhgatlon 85 percent
Measure M-TR-5. capacity
utilization.
Capital costs
formore than
four buses, up
10 2 maximum
of six buses,
shall be paid if
the total gsfof
commercial use
exceeds the
Maximum
Residential
Scenario total
gsfof
4 %
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Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. . - Monitoring/ A Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPYED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | Lmplementation | Mitigation Reporting | Monitosing Agency'
Responsibility Schedule ™ er Schedule
esponsibility
use, identified
in Table 2.3 of
the EIR.
Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-4B: Increase capacity on the 22 Fillmore | Developer, TMA, | If necessary, 1f the Maximum I necessary, SFMTA
bus reute under the Maximum Commercial Scenario, and SEMTA, prior to C ial idered |
The project sponsors shall contribute funds for two additional vehicles o Hperov ?1 of the Scenario is complete when
reduce the Proposed Project’s contribution to the siguificant fati D tation of | Project’s final ‘mp.]mc"“d’ the | SFMTA receives
iopact fo not considerable, This shall be considered the Proposed Project’s | capacity shall be Phas_e . project sponsors fun ds from the
fair share toward mitigating this curmulative impact. 1f SFMTA adopts an prepared by a application. shall contribute project Sponsors.
alternate strategy to increase capacity along this route that does not involve | consnltant from the f““‘.‘s, for ane
purchasing and operating additional vehicles, the Proposed Project’s fair Plaming  Funds shall be “‘?dmu.“al vehicle
share contribution shall remain the same, and may be used for one of those | Department’s contributed if ora f?ur.ihuc
other strategies deemed desirable by SFMTA. . Transportation the total gs€ of contribution to the
Consultant Pool, commercial pse SEMTA-
using the for the Project
methodalogy in the final -
approved by phase
SMA and application
Planning pursnant | exceeds the
to Mitigation Maximum
Measure MTR-S. | Residential
Scenario total
gsfof
commercial
use, identified
in Table 2.3 of
the EIR.

237

Project sponsors. Prior to the start | Project sponsorste | Considered Port or DBL
I . . . . . of construction | submit the complete upon
Over the project’s approximately [1-year construction duration, project activities: Construetion Noise bmittal of the
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Motion No.

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Implementation
Respousibility

Mitigation
Schedule

Mopnitoring/
Reporting
Responsibility

Monitoring
Sehedule

Monitoring
Agency

contractors for all construction projects on the Iilinois Parcels and 28-Acre
Site will be subject to construction-related time-of-day and noise Hmits
specified in Section 2907(a) of the Police Code, as outlined above,
Therefore, ptior to construction, a Construction Noise Control Plan shall be
prepared by the project sponsors and submitted to the Port. The construction
poise control plan shall demonstrate compliance with the Noise Ordinance
limits. Noise reduction strategies that could be incorporated into this plan to
ensure compliance with ordinance Jimits may include, but are not limited to,
the following:

.

Require the general contractor to ensure that equipment and trucks
used for project construction utilize the best available noise control
technigues (e.g., improved mufflers, equipment redesign, use of
intake silencers, ducts, engine enclosures, and

E ically-att ing shields or shrouds).

Require the general contractor to locate stationary noise sources
(such as the rock/ te crusher ox comp s) as far from
adjacent or nearby sensifive receptors as possible, to muffle such
noise sources, and to construct barriers around such sources and/or
the construction site, which could reduce construction noise by as
much as 5 dBA. To fusther reduce noise, the contractor shall focate
stationary equipment in pit areas or excavated areas, to the
maximum extent practicable.

Require the general contractor to use impact tools (e.g, jack
hammers, pavement breakers, and rock drills) that are hydraulically
or clectrically powered wherever possible to avoid noise associated
with compressed air exhaust fom poeumatically powered tools.
‘Where use of p ic tools is idable, an exbaust muffler
on the compressed air exhaust shall be used, along with extemnal
noise jackets on the tools, which would reduce noise levels by as
rauch as 10 dBA_

implementation
ongoing during
constraction.

Control Plan to the
Port. A single
Noise Control Plan
or multiple Noise
Control Plans may
be produced to
address project
phasing,

Construction

Plan to the Port.

Noise Contro} "]
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Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
N e . Monitoring/ o Monitorin.
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL I;"‘e'“e'.‘“?‘.“’“ Mitigation Reporting | Menitoring Ageney
: esponsibility Schedule - Schedule
Responsibility

*  Include noise control requi ts for t and
tools, including concrete saws, in specifications provnded to
constiction to the extent practicable, Such.
requirements could include, but are pot limited (o, erecting
temporary plywood noise barriers around a constmction site,
particularly where a site adjoins noise-sensitive uses; utilizing
noise control biankets on a building structure as the building is
erected to reduce noise levels emanating from the constniction site;
the use of blasting mats during controlled blasting periods to
reduce nojse and dust; performing all work in a manner that
minimizes noise; using equipmcnt with effective mufflers;
undertaking the most noisy activities during times of least
distorbance to suroundi idents and occupant and Jecting
haul routes that avoid rﬂxdm\hal vses. . . | Priorto the Project sponsors to | Considered

@ Prior to the issuance of each building permit, along with the Project sponsors issuance of subrmit a plan to complete upon
submission of constraction documents, submit to the Port, s each building track and sespond | review and
appropriate, a plan to track and dto ai fo permit for to camplaints approval of the
construction noise. The plan shall include the followmg measures: duration ofthe | pertaining to plan by the Port.
(1) a procedure and phone numbers for notifying the Port, the project. constriction noise.
Dcpam'nem of Public Health, and the Police Depmment (during A single plan or
regular construction hours and off-hours); (2) & sign posted on-site .multiple plans roay
describing permitted construnﬁon days and hours, noise complaint be produced fo

, and a int hotline number that shall be d address project
at all times during construcuon (3) desiguation of an on-site phasing.
construction 1 d forthe pro_,ect;
and (4) notification of ing residents and non-
building managers within 300 feet of the project construction area
and the American Industrial Centcr (AIC) at least 30 days in
advance of noi tviti (such as pile
driving) about the d durauon of the activity.
Mitigation Measure M-NO-2: Noise Control Measures During Pile Project sponsors Prior to Project sponsors to | Considered Port or DBL
: and construction receiving a submit to the Port
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Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
' s e e Monitoring/ o Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | ‘mblementation | Mifigation | “popypiing Monitoring | ooy
esponsibility Schedule R gl Schedule
espousibility
Driving. . contractor(s). building peemit, | d ion of brittal of
The Construction Noise Control Plan {required under Mitigation Measure ;gco'rgom(e pHiance o d incomporatin,
M-NO-1) shall also outline a set of site-specific noise and vibration ractices coritrol ractices i dantrip;ie " 5
attenuation measures for each construction phase when pile drving is Pd Gified i that sh P t
d to oocur. These shall be included wh joen i ec. m At show practices.
propased to - P M-NO-1 into construction
impact equipment is proposed to be used on the Jllinois Parcels and/or the construction | contractor
28-Acre Site. As many of the foliowing controf strategies shall beincluded in confract agreement with
the Noise Control Plan, as feasible: agreement specified practices,
= Implement “quiet” pile~driving technology such as pre-drilling documens. A single Noise
piles where feasible to reduce jon-related noise and Control Control Plan o
vibration. practices multiple Noise
should be Control Plavs may
»  Use pile-driving equipment with state-of-the-art noise shielding inpl d be produced to
and muffling devices. . throughoutthe | address project
i i . 5 pile driving phasing.
*  Use pre-drilled or sonic or vibratory drivers, rather than impact duration.
drivers, wh ible (ncluding slipways) and where
vibration-induced Lquef: would not occur.
«  Schedule pile-driving activity for times of the day that minimize
disturbance to residents as well as commercial uses located on-site and
nearby,
-« Erect temporary plywood or similar solid noise barriers along the
boundaries of each Proposed Project parcel as necessary to shield
affected sensitive receptors.
e Other equivalent technologies that emerge over time.
‘@ IfCRF (including rock drills) were to occur at the same time as pile
driving activities in the same arca and in proximity to
noise-sensitive receptors, pile drivers shall be set back at least 100
feet while rock drills shall be set back at feast 50 feet {or vice versa)
250f 85
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include the following componenis:

o Priorto the start of any ground-disturbing activity, the project
sponsors shall engage a historic architect or qualified historic
preservation professional fo undertake a pre-construction
survey of historical resaurce(s) identified by the Port within
160 feet of planned construction to document and photograph
the buildings” existing conditions,

o  Based on the construction and condition of the resource(s), a
structural engineer or other qualified entity shall establish a
maximum vibration leve) that shall not be exceeded at each
building, based on existing conditions, character-defining
features, soils conditiops and anticipated construction

. practices in use at the fime {a common standard is 0.2 inch per

Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. . e . Monitoring/ I Monitoring
MEASURES ADOFTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | Lmplementation | Mitigation Reporting | Mionitoring Agenéy
. . Responsibility Schedule Responsibility Schedale
from any given seasitive receptor, o
Mitigation Measure M-NO-3: Vibration Control Measures During - Project sponsors Prior to Project sponsors to . | Considered Port or Planning
Construction, . and construction receiving a submit to Port complete upon Department
b\ building vermit. | d ion of bittal of
As part of the Construction Noise Control Plan required under Mitigation 4 &P o 1 of © do o
Measure M-NO-1, appropriate vibration controls (including pre-drilling pile Fancib] e 1 : e
holes and using smaller vibratory equipment) shall be specified to ensure that practices control practices identified
the vibration limitof 0.5 in/sec PPV can be met at adjacent or nearby existing identified in that show | practices,
structures and Proposed Project buildings located o the Iliinois Parcels M-NO-1 into construction
and/or 28-Acxe Site, except as noted below: the construction | contcactor
*  Where pile driving, CRF, and other construction activities contract agm‘:fr'nzdnt with
involving the use of heavy equipment would occur in proximity to adgrecment Is\pecx lf lgﬁfm“s'
any contrbuting building to the Union Iron Works Historic Cocl::ljnts. Com:-i lcPl oise
District, the project sponsors shall undertake a monitoring program ontr niro’ 1 lan of
to minimize damage to such ndj historic buildings and to pracices multiple Noise
ensure that any such damage is documented and repaired. The .Shm,lld bc. M bC:mro_‘l Pla:):omay
monjtoring program, which shall apply within 160 feet where pile P 3 "
driving would be nsed, 50 feet of where CRF would be requived, ﬂj‘m‘:i?".“t the agd“?ss Project
and within 25 feet of other heavy equipment operation, shall lc)l:x:aﬁor“g phasing.
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Motion No.,

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR

PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Ymplementation
Responsibility

’ Mitigation
Schedule

Monitoring/
Reporting
Responsibility

Monitoring
Schedule

Monifori?g
Agency

second, peak particle velocity).

o To ensure that vibration levels do not excced the established
standard, 2 qualified tical/ dtant shall
monitor wbrahon levels at cach structure within 160 feet of
planned construction and shall prohibit vibratory construction
activities that generate vibration levels in excess of the
standard. Should vibration levels be observed in excess of the
standard, construction shall be halted and altemative
construction. putinp {For ple, pre-
drilled piles conld be substituted for driven piles, if soil
conditions allow; smaller, lighter equipment could possibly
also be used in some cases.) The consultant shall conduct
regular periodic inspections of each building within 160 feet
of planned construction during ground-disturbing activity on
the project site. Should damage to a building occur as a result
of ground-disturbing activity on the site, the building(s) shall
be remediated to its pre~construction condition at the
conclusion of ground-disturbing activity on the site.

<] In areas w1th a very }ugh" or “h1gh” susccpu"bxllty for
faction or differential settlement risks, the
pm_;ect’s geoteChmcal engineer shall specify an appropriate
vibration limit based on proposed construction activities and
proximity to liquefaction susceptibility zones and modify
construction practices to ensure that construction-related vibration
does not cause liquefaction hazards at these homes.

Mitigation Measure M-NO-4a: Stationary Equipment Noise Controls.

Noise

Project sponsors
and construction

i shall be incorp d into all stationary

(including HVAC equipment and ) installed
on hmldmgs constmctcd on the Illmms Parcels and 28-Acte Site as well as
into the below-grade or encl pump station as y to
mect noise limits specified in Section 2909 of the Police Code.* Interdor

fractor(s).

Pxior to the
ofa

Port to review

Considered
lete after

building permit
for each
building
located on the
Illinois Parcels

plans.

®

submittal and
approval of plans
by the Port

Port or Planning
Department/DBI
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. Motion No. _
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
y - P Monitoring/ e Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAY | [pplementation | Mitigation } - g o) ing Monitoring Agency'
: ponsibily % Responsibility chedule
noise limits shall be met under both cxisnng and future noise conditions, or the 28-Acre
g for for ble ch in noise conditions in the future (ie., Site, along with
hanges in on-site building configurations). Noise att the submission
could include provision of so und ¢ enclosures/barriers, addition of roof of construction
parapets to block noise, increasing setback distances from sensitive receptors, documents, the
provision of louvered vent openings, location of vent openings away from project
adjacent commercial uses, and restriction of generator testing to the daytime sponsors shall
hours. submit to the
- 5 . . Portand the
Under Section 2909 of the Police Code, stationary sources are not DBI plans for
pcrmiltcd to result in noise levels that exceed the existing ambient (1.90) noisc
noise level by more than 5 dBA on residential property, 8 dBA on atfenuation
commercial and industrial property, and 10 dBA on public propcrty Section measures on all
2909(d) states that no fixed noise source may cause the noise level measured stationary
inside any sleeping or living room in a dwelling unit on residential property to cquipment.
exceed 45 dBA between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 am. or 55 dBA between 7:00
am, and 10:00 p.m. with windows open, except where building venlilation is
hieved t} h hanical systems that allow windows to remain closed.
Mitigation Measure M-NO-4b: Design of Future Noise-Generating Uses | Project sponsors Pnor fo the Port to review Considered Port or Planning
near Resirlential Uses. and constrction ofa truction plans, plete after Department/DBI
Future commercial/office and RALT uses shall be designed to minimize the contractor(s). 2;‘1::,;5;‘):2;:; :;;x::xil:;sms
potential for sleep disturbance st any future adjacent residential uses, Design RALI, and ' by the IPort
approaches such ag the followmg could be mcoxpora(edmto futare parking uses,
p plans to mini the potential for noise conflicts of future uses along with the
on the project site: ) submission of
- esign of Future Noise-Generating Commercial/Office and RAL! construction
Uses. To reduce potential conflicts between sensitive receptors doc}xmcms, the
and new noise-generating commercial or RALY uses located project
adjacent to these receptors, exterior facilifies such as loading sponsors shall
areas/docks, trash enclosures, and surface parking lots shall be subrit to the
located on the sides of bulldmgs- facmg away from existing or and DBI plans
planned sensitive recep or passwc open space). If fo minimize
28 of 85
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Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. A Monitoring/ I Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | ‘pplementation 1 Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Agency'
esponsibility Schedule R P4 Schedule -
esponsibility
this is not feasible, these types of facilities shall be enclosed or noise conflicts
equipped with appropriate noise shielding. with sensitive "
L. . receivers,
=  Désign of Future Above Ground Parking Structure, If parking

structures are constructed on Parcels C1 or C2, the sides of the

parking structures facing adjacent or nearby existing or planned

resideatial uses shall be designed to shield residential recep!

from noise associated with parking cars,
Mitigation Measure M-NO-6: Design of Future Noise-Sensitive Uses Project sponsors Priortothe -} Port Staffto review | Considered Port or Plarming

. ) . . . R . and qualified issuance of the | the noise stady. A .| complete after Department/DBI
Prior to issuance of & building permit for vertical construction of specific aconsticiar. building permit | single noise study | submittal and
residential building design on each parcel, a noise study shail be conducted : for vertical or multiple noise approval of the
-| by a qualified acoustician, who shall determine the need to incorporate noise construction of | studies may be ) noise study by
attenuation measufes into the buildipg design in order to meet Title 24°s any residential | produced to address | the Port.
interior noise limit for residential uses as well as the City's (Article 29, building on project plias'mg,
Section 2909(d)) 45-dBA (Ldn) interior noise limit for residential uses, This cach parcel, a
Juation shall t for noise shiclding by buildings existing at the time noise study’
of the proposal, potential increases in ambient noise levels resulting from the shall be
removal of buildings that are planned to be demolished, all planned prepared by a
commercial or open space uses in adjacent arcas, any known variations in qualified
project build-out that have or will occur (building heights, Jocation, and acoustician.
phasing), any changes in‘activities adjacent to or near the Iilinois Parcels or
28-Acte Site (given the Proposed Project’s Jong build-out period), any new
hielding benefits provided by surrounding buildings that exist at the time of
development, future lative traffic noise increases on adjacent roadways,
existing and planned stationary sonxces (i.., exeergency gencrators, HVAC,
etc.), and future noise increases from all known chmulative projects located
with direct line-of-sight to the project building.
To minimize the potential for steep disturbance effects from tonal nojse or
nighttime noise events associated with nearby industrial uses, predicted noise
levels at esch project building shall t for 24/7 op of the BAE
Systems Ship Repair facility, 24/7 transformer noise at Potrero Substation (if
it remains an open air facility), and industrial activities at the AIC, to the
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
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MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OX APPROVAL

Implementation
Responsibility

Mitigation
Schedule

Monitoring/
Reporting
Responsibility

Monitoring
Schedule

Moenitoring
Agency'

extent such nse(s) are in operation at the time the analysis is conducted,

‘Noise reduction strategies such as the following could be incorporated into
the project design as necessary fo meet Title 24 interior limit and minjmize
the potential for sleep disturbance from adjacent industrial uses:

®  Odent bedroorns away from majot noise sources (i.e., major
streets, open spacelrccreauon areas \vhr:e special events would
occur, and existing adjacent ind ] uses, including but not
fimited to the AIC, PG&E Hoedown Yard (if it is still operating at
that time), Potrero Substation, and the BAE site) and/or provide
additional d noise insulation fe (bigher STC ratings)
or mec ventilation to minimize the effects of maximum
i noise levels ted by these uses even though
there is no code requitement to teduce Lmax noise levels. Such

shall be fmpl ted on Parcels D and E1 {both

scenarios), Building 2 (Maximum Residential Scenario onty),
Parcels PKN (both scenarios), PKS (both scenarios), and HDY
(Maximum Residential Scenario only);

C ]

= Utilize enhanced extenor wall and roof—ccllmg asscmblm (with
higher STC ratings), i g 5

«  Utlize windows with higher STC / Outdoor/Indoor Transmission
Class (OTTC) ratings;

*  Employ architectural sound barriers as part of courtyards or
building open space to maximize building shielding effects, and
locate living spaces/bedrooms toward courtyards whercver
possible; and

Locate interior hallways (; i idential units) adj
or existing/planned industrial or coramercial dzvelupment,

t to noisy streets

Mitigation Measure M-NO-7: Noise Contro} Plan for Special Event

Developer, Port,

Prior to
jon of a

Developer, Port,

Considered

Port

_parks

anap

parks

upon.
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testrictions of Section 2909 of the San Francisco Police Code, and
conform to a performance standard of 8 dBA and dBC over
isti bient L90 noisc levels at the nearest residential

Mitigation Measure M~AQ-1a: Construction Emissions Mi

Project sponsors

e

Project sponsors or

event permit, .

Considered

Motion No, :
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISYRICT PROJECT :
- e e Mounitoring/ I Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL I;"""“”?“f‘.‘”" Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Agency!
. ) espousibility Schedule R oS Schedule
esponsibility
Outdoor Amplified Sound. entity, and/or parizs special outdoor | entity, and/or parks | submission and
. . _ N programming amplified programming entity | approval of the
The project sponsors shall develop and irmp aNoise Control Plan for (e, sound, he shall sobmit the | NCP by the Port.
operations at the proposed venues 1o reduce the p for . . »
S - " . L project Noise Control Plan
noise impacts from public address and/or amplified music. This Noise sponsors, parks | to the Port
Control Plan shall contain the following e manageu,lcnt
*  The project sponsors shall comply with noise controls and enfity, and/or
restrictions in applicable entertainment permit requircments for patks
outdoor concerts. . programming
enfity to
®  Speaker systems shall be directed away from the nearest sensitive develop a Noise
recepiors to the degree feasible, Control Plan
, prior to
e Outdoor sp shall be operated with the issuance of

246

Prior to Port or Planning
R e . . . L and construction issuance ofa contractor to complete upon Department
The following mitigation measure is required during construction of Phases contractor(s). site permit, the | submita Port or Planning
3, 4, and 5, or after build-out of 1.3 million 8rOSS square feet of development, project Constmction Staff review and
whichever comes first: sponsors must | Emisstons approval of
A. Construction Emissions Minimization Plan. Prior to issuance ofa submit Minimization Plan. | Construction ,
site permit, the project sponsots shall submit a Construction Construction Quarterly repoxts | Emissions
Emissions Minimization Plan (Plan) to the Port or Planning EBuaissions shall be submitted | Minimization
Department. The Plan shall detail project compliance with the Minimization | to Port Staff or Planor
following Tequirements: Plan Planning altemative
R : Department measures that
1. Where access to altemative sources of power is available, Prior to indicating the achieve the same
portable diesel generators used during construction shali be ot to the .| construction phase | emissions -
prohibited. Where portable diesel engines are required Z;::‘?t::z‘e: and off-road reduction,
because alternative sources of power are not available, the activitics o equipment
31 of 85
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Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICY PROJECT
. Ympl tation Miti Monitoring/ Monitorin Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ';; - ibili P Reporting Seh eduleg Agency
, e &4 Responsibility
diesel engine shall meet the EPA or CARB Tier 4 off-road during Phase 3, | information used
emission standards and be fueled with renewable diesel (at 4, and S, or during each phase,
Jeast 99 percent rencwable diesel or R99), if commercially prior to For off-road
availgble, as defined below. gylxlxst\:\;;ﬁon equipment using
. 0 0
© 2. Alloff-road equipment greater than 25 horsepower that build _m‘f of 1.3 altemative f:lls'
operates for more than 20 total hours over the entixe duration million gross - fep‘or(t;ngls rual
of construction activities shall have engines that meet the EPA. square fiet of .mc ude ; ke
or CARB Tier 4 off-road emission stendards and be fueled d‘évelopmcnt, . a;nount'o fuel
with repewable diesel (at Jeast 99 percent xencwable diesel or the project a t::;lauve
R99), if commescially available. If engines that comply with sponsors must used.
Titr 4 off-road emission standards are not commexcially certify (1) Within six months
availabje, then the project sponsors shall provide the next compliance of the °°'“P}¢“°“
cleanest piece of offroad equipment as provided by the with the Plan, Of?P‘ﬂf‘ﬂ'“ﬂw“
tep-down schedules in Table M-AQ-1-L. d(2)all activities, the
::P’:\Cﬂb‘e pm]ect SPO.I'ISOI'S
Table M-AQ-1-1: Off-Road Equipment Compliance Step-Down requircments of gt‘:ll;' :ug;mll:: I;_’:t
)
Schedule b(h:e ilm have summarizing P
N . e s truction
Compl E E E incorporated constry
o ~ . activities, The final
Alternative Standard Control ,Sm; irg::;:; report shall indicate
1 Tier3 CARB PM VDECS v * | the statand end
(85%)* dates and duration
- The Plan shall | of each
2 Tier2 CARB PM VDECS be keptonsite | construction phase.
(85%) ind available | In addition, for
How to use the table: If the requirements of (A)(2) cannot be met, then the f?r m;‘:l;v}‘) A oﬁ:—ma;llcqulgment
project sponsors would need to meet Compliance Alternative 1. Should the sgl: sd thc ‘f'“s“;g altemative
project sponsors not be able to supply off-road equipment meeting poste ;1 te g b h:];,je;;o:lunmg
Compliance Alternative 1, then Compliance Altemative 2 would need to be penmeler of the | shall include the
constroction actual amount of
site indicating | altemative fuel
the basic used.
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Available online at hitp://www.arb.ca gov/diesel/verdevivt/cvi bim, - requirements of
Accessed Janvary 14, 2016, the Plan and
] . where copies of
1. With respect to Tier 4 equipment, “commercially the Plan are
available” shall mean the availability taking into available fo the ¢
consideration fuctors such as: (i) critical path timing public for
of construction; and (ii) peographic proximity of Teview,

cquipment to the project site.

il. With respectto ble diesel, “ Tally
available” shall mean the availability taking into
consideration factors such as: (i) eritical path timing
of construction; (ji) geographic proximity of fuel
source to the project site; and (3ii) cost of renewable | .
diesel is within 10 percent of Ultra Low Sulfur
Diesel #2 market price.

iii, The project sponsors shall maintain records
concening its efforts to comply with this '
requirement. Should the project sponsor determine
either that an off-road vehicle that meets Tier 4
emissions standards or that renewable.diesel are not
commercially available, the project sponsor shall .
submit d ion to the satisfaction of Port or *
Planning Staff and, for the former condition, shall
identify the next cleanest piece of equipraent that
would be use, in compliance with Table
M-AQ-1-1.

3. The project sponsors shall ensure that future developers
or their contractors require the idling time for off-road and

on-road equipment be limited to no more than 2 minutes, :
except as provided i

in exceptions to the applicable State
regulations regarding idling for off-rozd and on-road

t. Legible and visible signs shall be posted in -
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multiple languages (English, Spanish, and Chinese) in
designated queuing areas and at the construction site to ‘
remind operators of the 2-minute idling limit. .

4.  The project sponsors shall require that each construction.
tract date that ion operators properly
in and tune equipment in dance with

manufacturer specifications.

5.  The Plan shall inclode best available estimates of the
constrzction timeline by phase with a description of each
piece of off-road equipment required for every construction
phase and shall be updated pursuant to the reporting
requixements in Section B below. Reporting requircments foc
off-road equipment descriptions and information shall include
as ynuch detail as is available, but are not'limited fo:
quipment type, equip facturer, cquipment

identification number, engine model year, engine certification
(Tier rating), horsepower, engine serial number, and expected
fuel usape and hours of operation. For Verified Diesel
Emission Confrol Strategies (VDECS) installed, descripti
and information shall include technology type, serial number,
make, model, manufacturer, CARB vesification number level,
and installation date and hour meter reading on installation

- date. The Plan shall also indicate whether renewable diesel
will be used to power the cquipment. The Plan shall also
include anticipated fuel usage and hours of operation so that
emissions can be estimated.

6. The project sponsors and their construction contractors
shall keep the Plan available for public review on site during,
waorking hours, Each construction contractor shall post at the
perimeter of the project site a legible and visible sign

izing the requ ts of the Plan. The sign shall also
state that the public may ask to inspect the Plan at any time
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.| Responsibility
during working hours, and shall explain how to request
inspection of the Plan. Signs shall be posted on all sides of the
construction site that face a public right-of-way. The project
sponsors shall provide copies of the Plan to members of the
public as requested.
B. Reporting. Quarterly xeports shall be submitted to Port or Planaing -
Staff indicating the construction activities undertaken and information
abont the off-road equipment used, including the inf i quired
in Section A(5). Tn addition, reporting shall iiclude the approximate
amount of renewable diesel fuel used.
Within 6 months of the completion of all project construction activities,
the project sponsors shall submit to Port or Planning Staff a final report
summatizing construction activities, The final report shall indicate the
start and end dates and duration of each construction phase. The final
report shall include detailed information required in Section A(5). In
addition, reporting shall include the actual amount of renewable diesel
fuel used. . .
C. Certification Statement and On-site Requirements. Prior to the
t of fion activities, the project sponsors shall
certify throngh submission of city-standardized forms (1) compliance
with the Plas, and (2) all applicable requirements of the Plan have been
incorporated info contract specifications.
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1b: Diesel Backup Generator Specifications | Project sponsors " | Priorto Anticipated Considered Port
To rednce NOx associated with operation of the Maximum Commercial or approval of a locat.lgn a}ld engine mn.lp]ete upon
Maximum Residential jos, the project sp shalt impl the gencr: - specil ms ofa | review and
following measures. - : permit by Port | proposed diesel approval by Port
Staff. backup generator Staff.
. . shall be submitted
A. Al new diesel backup generators shall: fo the Port Staff for
1. have engines that meet or exceed CARB Tier 4 off-road emission review and
dards which have the lowest NOx emissions of fally approval prior to
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Responsibility
available generators; and jssuance of a
2. -be fueled with renewable diesel, if commercially available, which generutor pemit.
bas been demonstrated fo reduce NOxX emissions by approximately
10 percent.
B. All new diesel backup generators shall have an annual maintenance
testing limit of 50 hours, subject to any further restrictions as may be
imposed by the BAAQMD in its permifting process.
C. For each new diesel backup gencrator permit submitted o BAAQMD
for the project, anticipated location, and engine specifications shall be
submitted to the Port Staff for review and approval prior to issnance of a
permit for the generator from the San Francisco DBI or the Port. Once
operationsal, all diesel backup generators shall be maintained in good.
working order for the Jife of the equipment and any future replacement
of the diesel backup generators shall be required fo be consistent with
these emissions specifications. The operator of the facility at which the
generator is located shall maintain records of the testing schedule for
cach diesel backup generator for the life of that diesel backup genecator
and provide this information for review to the Port within 3 months of
requesting such information.
Mxhgatmn Measure M- AQ—lc. Use Low and Super-compliant VOC Project sponsors Project Project sponsors to | Considered Port or Planning
Axch al Coatings in Mai Buildings through Co: v and construction Sponsors inchude tn CC&R’s plete upof Department
Conditions and Restrictions (CC&Rs) and Ground Lease contractor(s), submit to the and/or grovad 1e’;se projec;:fnusor
‘The Project sponsors shail require all developed parcels to include within Port . requirements wi submital to the
their Cé’&R‘: and/or gronnd (]leascs reqm:eml;ntspfor all fuature interior spaces documentation | buildings teoants | Port of
to be repainted only with “Super-Compliant” Architectural Coatings of CC&R’s prior to building document:atxon
:/fwww.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/compliance/architectural-coatings/ and/orground | ocoupancy. of CC&R’s
super-compliant-coatings), *“Low-VOC™ refers to paints that meet the more lease . and/or ground
smnbentreg,ulalury limits in South Coast AQMD Rule 1113; however, many fequirements lease
ers have refc lated to Ievels well below these limits. These are priot _‘0 requirements
referred to as “Super-Compliant™ Architectural Coasings, building
i occupancy
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4 esponsibility
| permit, j
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1d: Promote use of Green Consumer Project sponsors. Prior to Project sponsors to | Copsidered Port or Planning
Products : occupancy of '] work with SF complete after Department
upane : omp e P
The project ‘shall provide education for residential and -1 the building by | Environment to distribution of
fenants conceming green comsumer products. Prior to receipt of any teriants and develop educational
certificate of final occupancy and every five years thereafier, the project every five years cducafmnal materials to
sponsors shall work with the San Francisco Department of Environment (SF thereafter, materials. residential and
Environment) to develop electronic correspond to be distibuted by project commercial
email annually to residential and/or 1 tenants of each building on sponsors to tenants.
the project site that encourages the purchase of products that dxsmb?tc !
generate lower than typical VOC ‘The correspondence shall educationa
1ly preferable purchasing and shall fnclude contact materials to
mfonnahon and links to SF Approved. The website may also be vsed as an tenants.
informational resource by businesses and residents.
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1e: Electrification of Loading Docks Project sponsors | }’dor to Project sponsors to | Considered Port or Planning
The project sponsors shall ensure that loading docks for retail, light industrial Jssuance ofa | provide complete upon | Department
or warehouse uses that will reccive deliveries from refiigerated transport building permit | construction plans | approval of
trucks incorporate clectrification hook-ups for transportation refrigeration forabuilding | toDBLocthe Port | construction
units to avoid emissions generated by idling refrigerated transport taucks. f::é::‘;‘:‘g’ ks tc‘;::l'i‘:cc_ P&}:"}fo‘z DBl or
for retait, light
industrial or
warchouse
uses,
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1f: Transportation D d M t Developer to Developer to Project sponsors to | The TDM Plan is | Planning
. . 3 d repare TDM - | submit the TDM. considered Department
The project sponsors shall prepare and implement a Transportation Demand | Prepare an prep . S P
Management (TDM) Plan with a goal of reducing estimated daily one-way fo.np lemepf}:he.TDM Plan and submit | Plan to Planning complete upon.
vehicle trips by 20 percent compared to the total number of daily one-way Plan, whic ed"':“ be g’ Plam}mg Staff for review. approyal by the
vehicle trips identified in the project’s Transportation Impsct Study at project ,I“‘]‘lemt d by the taifl’""';‘t’h Planning Staff
build-out. To ensure that this reduction goal could be reasonably achieved, anspoﬂaﬁon ﬁpp.roval OXE | Transportation
the TDM Plan will have a monitoring goal of reducing by 20 percent the daily Asm"%“,“e"t dwill projest Demand Annual
one-way vehicle trips d for each building that has received a sociation and wi M jtoring
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Responsibility
Certificate of Ocenpancy and is at lenst 75% occopied compared to the daily { be binding on all Association to reports wonld be
one-way vehicle trips anticipated for that building based on anticipated development submit monitoring | on-going during
development on that parcel, using the trip generation rates contained within | parcels. seport annually to | project buildout,
the project’s Transportation Impact Study. There shall be aTransportabon . Planning Staffand { oruntil five
Management Association that would be ible for the administration, impl TDM i
monitoring, and adjustmcnt of the TDM Plan. The project sponsor is Plan Adjustments | reporting perods
ponsible for identifying the of the TDM Plan that could (if required). show that the
bly be expects d to hieve the goal for each new building project has met
associated with the project, and for making good faith efforts to implement its reduction
them. The ‘TDM Plan may include, but is notlmnled to, the types of measures goals, at which
ized below for expl Yy P Actual TDM point reports
selected should include those from the TDM Program Standards, which would be
describe the scope and applicability of candid in detail and submitted every
include: three years,
»  Active Transportation: Provision of streel 1 ments to
encourage walking, secure bicycle parking, shnwer and locker
facilities for cyclists, subsidized bike share b p for
project occupants, bicycle repair and maint services, and
other bicycle»rclnted serviccs;
®  Car-Share: Provision of car-share parking spaces and subsldnzed
berships for project o
o’ Delivery: Provision of amenities and services to support delivery of
goods to project occupants;
©  Family-Oriented Measures: Provision of on-site childcare and
other amenities to support the use of sustainable transportation
modes by families;
e High-Occupancy Vehicles: Provision of carpooling/vanpooling
incentives and shuttle bus service;
o Tnformation and Communications: Provision of multimodal -
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wayfinding signage, transportation information displays, and
tailored transportation marketing services;

»  Land Use: Provision of on-site affordable housing and healthy food
retail services in underserved areas;

*  Packing: Provision of unbundled parking, short term daily parking
provision, parking cash out offers, and reduced off-street parking
supply.

The TDM Plan shall include specific descriptions of each measure, including
the degree of implementation (e.g., for how long will it be in place), and the
population that each is ded to serve (e.g. residential tepants,
relail visitors, employees of tenants, visitors, etc.). It shall also include a
commitment to monitoring of person and vehicle trips traveling to and from
the project site to determine the TDM Plan’s effectivehess, as ouflined below.

The TDM, Plan shall be submitied to the City to ensure that components of the

TDM Plan intended to meet the reduction target are shown on the plans
and/or ready to be imp} ted upon the i of each certificate of
OCCUPANGY. : -

TDM Plan Monitoring and Repotting: The Transportation Management
Association, through an on-site Transportation Coordinator, shall collect data |
and make monitoring, reports avaitable for review and approval by the
Planning Department staff. ’

= Timing: Monitoring data shall be collected and reparts shal] be
submitted to Planning Departmeit staff every year (referred to as

“reporting periods™), until five copsecutive reporting periods -
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display the fully-built project has met-the reduction goal, at which
point monitoring data shall be submitied to Planning Department
stalf once every three years. The first monitoring report is required
18 months after issuance of the First Certificate of Occupancy for
buildings that include offstreet parking or the establishment of
surface parking Jots or garages that bring the project’s total number
of off-street parking spaces to greater than or equal to 500, Each
trip count and survey (see below for description) shall be
completed within 30 days following the end of the applicable
reposting period. Each moaitoring report shall be completed within
90 duys following the applicable reporting period: The timing shall
be modified such that a new monitoring report shall be réquired 12 | . .
months after adjustments are made to the TDM Plan in order to ‘
meet the reduction goal, as may be required in the “TDM Plan
Adjustments” heading below. In addition, the timing may be
modified by the Planning Department as aeeded to consolidate this
requirement with other monitoring and/or reporting requirements

for the project.
~  Components: The monitoring report, including trip counts and
surveys, shall include the following comp OR comiparab}
1 i thodology and comp s as approved or provided
by Planning Department staff:

o Trip Count and Infercept Survey; Trip count and intercept
survey of persons and vehicles arriving and leaving the project
site for no less than two days of the reporting period between
6:002.m. and 8:00 p.m. One day shall be a Tuesday,
‘Wedaesday, or Thursday during one week without federally
recognized holidays, and another day shall be a Tuesday,
Wednesday, or Thursday during another week without
federally recognized holidays. The trip count and intercept .
survey shall be prepared by a qualified transportation or

qualified survey ltant and the methodology shall be
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Schedule

Monitoring |

Agency

approved by the Planning Department prior to conducting the
components of the trip connt and intercept survey. It is
anticipated that the Planning Department will have a standard
trip count and i .pt survey methodology developed and
available to project sponsors at the time of data collection,

o Travel Demand Information: The above.trip connt and survey
information shall be able fo' provide travel demand analysis
characteristics (work and non-work trip counts, origins and
destinations of trips to/from the project site, and modal split
information) as outlined in the Planning Department’s
Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines for
Environmental Review, October 2002, or subsequent updates
in effect at the time of the survey.

o D ion of Plan fmpl ion: The TDM
Coord shall work in conjunction with the Planning
Department to develop a survey (online or paper) that can be
reasonably completed by the TDM Coordinator and/or TMA
staffto d the imp} fon of TDM progr:
elements and other basic information during the repotting
period, This survey shall be included in the monitoring report
submitted to Planning Department staff.

o Degree of Implementation: The monitoring report shall
include descriptions of the degree of implementation (e.g.,
how many tenants or visitors the TDM Plan will benefit, and
on which locations within the site measures will be/have been
placed, ctc.)

o Assistance and Confidentiality: Planning Department staff
will assist the TDM Coordinator on questions regarding the
P of the iforing report and shall ensure that the
identity of individusl sucvey responders is protected.

TDM Plan Adj: The TDM Plan shall be adjusted based on the
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monitoring results if three consecutive reporting periods demonstrate that
measures within the TDM Plan are not achieving the reduction goal. The
TDM Plan adjustments shall be made in consultation with Planning
Department staff and may require refi to exdsting (eg,
change to subsidies, increased bicycle parking), inclusion of new measures
(e.g., a new technology), or | of existing .
shown to be inefective or induce vehicle trips). I three consecutive reporting,
periods’ monitoring results demonstrate that measures within the TDM Plan
are not achieving the reduction goal, the TDM Plan adjustments shall occur
within 270 days following the tast i yeriod, The TDM
Plan adjustments shall occur until three consecutive reporting perieds®
k ing results d trate that the goal is achieved. Ifthe
TDM Plan does ot achieve the rednction goal then the City shall impose
additional measures to reduce vehicle trips as prescribed under the
development agreement, which may include restriction of additional
off-street parking spaces beyond those previously established on the site,
capital or operational improvements intended o reduce vehicle trips from the
project, or other measures that support sustainable trip making, until three
consecutive reporting periods’ ing results d that the
reduction goal is achieved. :

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1g: Additional Mobile Source Control
Measures .

The following Mobile Source Control Measures from the BAAQMD’s 2010
Clean Air Plan shall be implemented:

*  Promote use of clean fuel-efficient vehicles through preferential
{designated and proximate to entry) parking and/or installation of
charging stations beyond the level required by the City’s Green
Building code, from 8 to 20 percent.

Hiel

e Promote zex by requesting that any car shace
__program operator inclnde electric vehicles within its car share

Project sponsors
and TMA,

On-going.

Project sponsors
and TMA to
implement
measures

On-going,

Port or Planning
Department/DBI
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program ta reduce the need fo have a vehicle or second vehicle asa

part of the TDM program that would be required of all new

developments. .
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1h: Offsct of Operational Emissions Project sponsors. Offsets for Port Staf{to If project Port

. L . " Phase approve the sponsor directly

Prior o issuance of the final cemﬁzfate of occupancy for the final building 3lbuild-outof | proposed offset funds or
associated with P}xasc 3, or after build out of_ 1.3 million squate feet of i 1.3 million project. implements a
development, w}uch.ever comes first, the project sponsors, with the oversight square feet: specific offset
of Port Staff, shall either: ) Upon project,

(1) Directly fund or implement a specific offset project within °°“‘Pl°h‘_’“ of considered

San Francisco to achi ductions of 25 tous per year of ozone construckion, complete when

precursors and 1 fon of PM10. This offset is intended to offset the and prior to Pont Staff

imated annual of operational ozone precursor and PM10 issuance of a approves the
under the buildont s Yized at the time of Certificate of proposed offset

completion of Phase 3. To qualify under this mitigation measure, Oceupancy for P“’j‘f‘ pror to

the specific emissions offset project must result in emission the final md“f‘d““l

reductions within the SFBAAB that would not otherwise be buxldl‘ng . Certificates of

achieved through compliance with existing regulatory associated with Occupancy.

requirements, A preferred offset project would be one Phase 3, or afier

implemented locally within the City and County of San Francisco. "".'l‘_i out of 1.3 If project

Prior to implementation of the offset project, the project sponsors million square spousor pays a

must obiain Port Staff’s approval of the proposed offset project by feet of ope-time

providing documentation of the estimated amount of emissions of dev_e]opment mitigafion offset

ROG, NOx, and PM10 to be reduced (tons per year) within the whichever fee, considered

SFBAAB from the emissi duction project(s). The project comes first, complete when

sponsors shall notify Port Staff within 6 months of completion of developer shall documentation

the offset project for verification; or ’ ‘3:'“0'?;:: to of payment is

e satisfaction h

(2) Pay a one-time mifigation offset fee to the BAAQMD’s of Port Staff . Sprtsngd o Fort .

Strategic Incentives Division in an smount no less than $18,030 per that offsets y

weighted ton of ozone precursors and PM10 per year above the have been

significance threshold, caleulated as the difference between total funded or

annual emissions at build out under mitigated conditions and the jmplemented,
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significance threshold in the EIR air quality analysis, which is 25 or offset fee bas
tons per year of ozone precwrsors and 1 ton of PM10, plusa 5 been paid, inan.
percent administrative fee, to fund one or miore emissions reduction umount
projects within the SFBAAB. This one-time fee is intended to fund sufficient to
emissions reduction projects to offset the estimated annual tonnage offset
of operational ozone p and PM10 emissions under the emissions
buildout scenasio realized at the time of completion of Phase 3 or above
after completion of {.3 million sf of development, whichever BAAQMD
coines first, D ion of payment shall be provided to Port thresholds for
Staff. build-out to
Acceptance of this fee by the BAAQMD shall serve as an acknowledgment .o date. )
and commitment by the BAAQMD to implement one or more emissions
reduction project(s) within 1 year of receipt of the mitigation fee to achieve Offsets for
the emissi duciion objectives specified above, and provide subsequent b
documentation to Port Staff and to the project sponsors describing the : phases/build-on
project(s) funded by the mitigation fec, including the amonnt of emissioris of & Upon
ROG, NOx, and PM10 reduced (tons per year) within the SFBAAB from the . completion of
emissions reduction project(s). If there is any remaining unspent portion of construction of
the mitigation offset fee following impl 1on of the emission reduction each
project(s), the project sponsors shall be entitled to a refund in that amount subsequent
from the BAAQMD. To qualify uader this mitigation measure, the specific phase, and prior
emissions retrofit project must result in emission reductions within the to issuance of a
SFBAAB that would not otherwise be achieved through compliance with B Certificate of
existing regulatory requirements. Occupancy for
- the final
building
associated with
. such phase,
. developer shall
demonstrate to
the satisfaction
' of Port Staff
that offsets
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have been :
funded or
implemented,
or offset fce has

Hazardous Wind Impacts

‘When the circumastances or conditions listed in Table M.WS.1 are present at
the time a building Schematic Design is submitted, the requirements
described below apply:

Table MJWS.1: Circumstances or Conditions during which
Mitigation Measure M-WS-1 Applics

Project sponsors,
gualified wind
consultant.

been paid, in an
“amount
sufficient to
offset
emissions
above
BAAQMD
thresholds for
build-out to
date and taking
into account
offsets
previously
fanded,
implemented,
and/or
urchased

As outlined in
Table M.WS.1:
Circumstances
or Conditions
during which
Mitigation
Measure
M-WS-1
Applies, a wind
impact analysis
shall be )

Qualified wind
consultant to
prepare a scope of
work to be
approved by Port
Staff and following
approval of a scope
of work submita
wind impact
analysis to Port
Staff for approval

Cousidered
complete upon
approval or
issuance of
Building permit.

Port
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Subject Parcel  Circumstance or Condition Related ]P}‘;S;md for the Z}f::;:::z design
Proposed -for ;’pw'?: ciccumstances | minimize intecim
Construction Avee prior to hazardous wind
Parcel A Construction of any new NA 'ssf;:‘.me ofa _ | dmpacts.
buildings on Parcel A. building permit
for any
Parcel B Construction of any new NA proposed
buildings on Parcel B, building when
Parcel E2 Construction of any new Parcels :-:hi:cumstances
buildings on Parcel E2 over 80 Hi and or conditions
feet in height, prior to any G fisted in Table
construction of new buildings on M.WS.1 are
approximately 80% of the present at the
combined total parcel area of time a building
Parcels H1 and G that would be Schematic
completed by the estimated time Design is
of ocoupancy of the subject submitted.
building, as estimated on or
about the date of the building,
Schematic Design submittal.
Parcel E3 Construction of any new Parcels
buildings on Parcel E3 over 80 E2and G
feet in height, prior to any ’
construction of new buildings on
approximately 0% of the
combined tofal parcel arca of
! FParcels E2 and G that would be
y completed by the estimated time
of occupancy of the subject
building, as estimated on or
about the date of the building
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Schematic Design submittal,

Parcel F Construction of any new NA
buildings on Parcel F.

Parcel G Construction of any new NA
buildings on Parcel G.

Parcel HL Construction of any new Parcels
buildings on Parcel H1 over 80 E2and G
feet in height, prior to any
construction of new buildings on
approximately 80% of the
combined total parcel area of
Parcels E2 and G that would be
completed by the estimated time
of occupancy of the subject
building, as estimated on or
about the date of the building
Schematic Design submittal,

Parcel H2 Construction of any new Parcels
buildings on Parcel H2 over $0 H1, E2,
feet in height, prior to any and E3
construction of new buildings on
approximately 80% of the
combined total parcel area of
Parcels H}, E2, and E3 that
would be completed by the
estimated fime of occupancy of
the subject building, as estimated
op or about the date of the
building Schematic Design
submittal.
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Source: SWCA.

Requirements

Awind impact analysis shall be required prior to building permitissuance for
any proposed new building that is located within the project site and meets
the conditions described above. All feasible means (e.g, changes in design,
relocating or reorienting certain building(s), sculpting to include podiums
and reof lerraces, adding architectural canopies or screens, or street furniture)
to eliminate hazardous winds, if predicted, shall be impl fed. After such
design changes and features have been considered, the additional
effectiveness of landscaping may also be considered.

1. Screening-level analysis. A qualified wind consultant approved by
Port Staff shall review the proposed building design and conduct a
“desktop review” in order to provide a qualitative result
determining whether there could be a wind hazard. The
screendng-level analysis shall have the following steps: For cach
new building proposed that meets the criteria above, 4 qualified
wind consuliant shall review and compare the exp 3 ing,
and orientation of the proposed t 2(s) on the subject parcel to
the building(s) on the same parcel in the representative massing

e

models of the Proposed Project tested in the wind tunnel as part of |

this EIR and in any subsequent wind analysis testing required by
this mitigation The wind ltant shall jdentify and
pare the potential impacts of the proposed building(s} to those
identified in this EIR, subsequent wind testing that may have
occurred under this mitigation measure, and to the City’s wind .
hazard criterion, The wind Itant’s analysis and evaluati
shall consider the proposed building(s) in the context of the
“Current Project Baseline,” which, at any given time during
construction of the Proposed Project, shall be defined as any
existing buildings at the site, the as-built designs of all
previously pleted and the then-current designs of
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approved but yet unbuilt structures that would be corpleted by the
fime of occupancy of the subject building.

(@) I the qualified wind i Tudes that the building
design(s) could not create a new wind hazard and could not
contribute to 2 wind hazard identified by prior wmd mnncl
testing for the EIR and in subsequent wind anal d
by this raitigation measure, no further review would be
required. If there could be a new wind hazard, then a
quantitative t shall be conducted using wind tunnel
testing or an equivalent quantitative analysis that produces
comparable results to the avalysis methodology used in this
BIR.

() If the qualified wind 1 tudes that the building
design(s) could create a new wind hazard or could contribute
to a wind hazard identified by prior wind tunne testing
conducted for this EIR and in subsequent wind analysis
req\ured by t]us mmgatlon measure, but in the consultant’s

e buildi '\cdnbe dified to
reduce soch nnpacno a Iess-than—mgmﬂcant level, the
consuliant shall notify Port Staif and the building applicant.
The Itant’s profe judgs may be informed by
the use of “desktop analytical tools, such as computer tools
relying on results of prior wind tunnel testing for the Proposed
Project and other projects (i.e., “desktop™ analysis does not
include new wind tunnel testing). The analysis shall include
consideration of wind location, dumtion, and speed of wind.
The building applicant may then propose changes or
supplemenits to the design of the proposed building(s) to
achieve this result. These changes or.supplements may
inctude, but are pot limited to, changes in design, building
orientation, sculpting to include podiurms and roof tefraces,
and/or the addition of archi 1 ies or screens, or
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©

street fumiture, The effectivencss of Jandscaping may also be

idered. The wind ltant shall then luste the
building design(s) with specified changes or supplements. If
the wind 1 d to the satisfaction of Port
Staff that the modified design and landscaping for the
building(s) could not create a new wind hazard or contribute
to a wind hazard identified in prior wind tunmel testing
condngted for this EIR and in subsequeat wind analysis
required by this mitigation measure, no further review would
be required.

If the consultant is unable to d to the satisfaction of
Port Staff that no increase in wind hazards wounld occur, wind
tunne] testing or an equivalent method of quantitative

evaluation producing results that can be compared to those
used in the EIR and in any subsequent wind analysis testing

. required by this mitigation measure is required. The

‘building(s) shall be wind tuanel tested in the context of a
madel that represents the Current Project Baseline, as
described in Item 1, above. The testing shall include all the
test points in the vicinity of a proposed building or group of
buildings that were tested in this EIR, as well as all additional
points d d appropriate by the Itant to determine the
wind performance for the building(s). Testing shall occurin
places identified as important, e.g., building entrances,
sidewalks, cte., and there may need to be additional test point
locations considered. At the direction and approval of the
Port, the “vicinity” shall be determined by the wind
consultant, as appropriate for the ¢ircumstances, e.g., 2
starting concept for “vicinity” could be approximately 350
feet around the perimeter of the subject parcel(s), subject to
the wind Itant’s reducing or i ing this radial
distance. The wind tunnel testing shall test the proposed
building design(s), as well as the Current Project Baseline, in
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order fo clearly identify those differences that would be due to
the proposed new building(s). In the event the wind tunnel
testing determines that design of the building(s) would
increase the hours of wind hazard or extent of area subject to
hazardous winds beyond those identified in prior wind festing
conducted for this EIR and in subsequent wind tunnel analysi:
required by this mitigation measure, the wind consultant shall
notify Port Staff and the bulldmg apphcant The building
pplicant may then p: ppl ts to the
design of the proposed buvldmg(s) to elumnate wind hazards.
These changes or supplcmcms may mclude, but are not
limited to, changes in design, building or
buﬂdmg(s) 1o include podiums and roof ferraces, addmg
architectural canopies or screens, or street furniture. All
feusible means (changes in design, relocating or xeorienting
certain building(s), sculpting to include podiums and roof
terraces, the addition of archi 1 pies ot screens, or
street furniture) to eliminate wind 1 ds, if predicted, shall
be implemented to the extent necessary to mitigate the impact.
After such design chauges and features have been considered,
the additional effectiveness of landscaping af the size it is
proposed to be installed may also be considered. The wind
Jtant shall then luate the building design(s) with
spemﬁcd changes or suppl:meu.ts Ifthe wind consultant
ates to the satisfaction of Port Staff that the modified
design would not create a new wind hazard or contribute toa
wind hazard identified in prior wind tunnel testing conducted
for this EIR and in subsequent wind analysis required by this
mitigation measuxe, no further review wonld be required,
| Ifthe proposed building(s) would resnlt in a wind hazard exceedance, and the
only way to eliminate the hazard js to mdt:SIgn a proposed building, then the

building shall be redesigned.
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Mitigation Measure M-WS-2: Wind Reduction for Rooftop Winds Project Sponsors Prior to Port Staff to review | Considered Port
If the rooftop of building(s) is proposed as public open space and/or a passive and ql‘mhﬁ"‘d wind Issuance ofa . wf"‘dh',’w‘i a::d . comp!et'e upon
or active public recreational arex prior to issnance of a building permit for the B permit R B or
subject building(s), a qualified wind consultant shall prepare a wind impact foca building Jssuance of
and witigation analysis in the context of the Current Project Baseline with a rooftap building peomit
rcgardmg the proposed architectural desipn, All feasible means (such as propo sed a5
d building mass.or design; raising the height of the public open
pampets to al Jeast8 feet, using a porous material where such material would Space “"“"2’
be effective in reducing wind speeds; using Jocalized wind screens, canopies, passwe./acllve
trellises, and/or landscaping around seating areas) to eliminate wind hazards recreational
shall be implemented as necessary. A significant wind impact would be an area, the .
increase in the number of hours that the wind hazard criterion is exceeded or qualified wind
an increase in the area subjected to winds exceeding the hazard criterion as consultant shall
pared to existi ditions at the height of the proposed roofiop. The demonstrate

wind consultant shall demonstrate to the satisfaction of Port Staff that the th‘a £n0 new
building design would not create a new wind hazard or contribute to a wind wind h?zar_ds oF
hazard identified in prior wind testing conducted for this EIR. a comx}bnhon

to 2 wind

hazard

identificd in the

EIR would

occnr in a wind

hazard and

mitigation

Mmgatwn MmsureM BI-1a: Wnrker Envnronmcntnl Awareness

Project sponsors Pnor to Port staff to review | Considered Port or Planning
Program Training and qualified and app WEAP lete after Department
. . ) roject biologist. ound—dlsturbx training. Project Port staff
Project-specific Worker Environrental Awareness Program (WEAP) Fro) 5 ,g‘; activities. spnnso%s an(:-il © I:vieivs and
training shall be developed and implemented by a qualified biologist* and qualified biological | approves WEAP
attended by all project personnel performing demalition or ground-disturbing consultant to training, and
work prior to beginning demolition or gronnd-disturbing work on site for document WEAP conﬁn‘n’
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each construction phase. The WEAP training shall include, but not be limited fraining and compliance in
to, education about the following: provide annual
a,  Applicable State and Federal laws, environmental regulations, gg;::i:::;n :::%2““
project permit conditions, and penalfies for non-compliance. miigation report to P
b, Special-status plant and animal species with the potential to be the Port,
encountered on or in the vicinity of the project site duding
construction,
¢, Avoid andap I for ing special-status
species including a communication chain.
d.  Preconstruction surveys and biological monitoring requi
associated with each phase of work and al specific locations within
the project site (e.g., shoreline work) as biological and
protection will vary depending on where work is. .
occurring within the site, time of year, and construction activity.
e. Known sensitive resource areas-in the project vicinity that are to be
avoided and/or protected as well as approved project work areas,
" access roads, and staging arcas.

‘Best management practices (BMPs) (e.g., straw wattles or spill kits) and their

Jocation around the project site for exosion control and species exclusion, in

addition to general housckeeping requirements.

* Typical experience requirements for a “qualified biologist” include a

minimum of four years of ic fraining and p ional experience in

bioJogjcal sciences and related resource management activities, and a '

minimam of two years of experience conducting surveys for each species that }

may be present within the project area,

Mitigation Measure M-BE-1b: Nesting Bird Protection Measures Project sponsors, Prior.to 1f construc tionwill |} Copsidered Port or Planning
qualified biological | issuance of aceur during complete upon Department
consultant, demolitionor | nesting scason, issnance of

The project site’s proximity to San Francisco Bay and its current lack of building qualified biological | demotition or

ltant to
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activity result in 8 more attractive environment for birds to nest than other
San Francisco locations (2.g., the Financial District) that have higher levels of
site activity and human presence, Nesting birds and their nests shall be
protected during construction by implementation of the following measures
for each construction phase:

a.

To the extent feasible, conduct initial activities including, but
pot limited to, vegetation removal, tree trimming or removal,
ground disturbance, building demolition, site grading, and other
construction activities which may compromise breeding birds or
the success of their nests (e.g., CRF, rock drilling, rock crushing,
or pile diving), outside of the nesting season (January 15—
Angust 15).
1f construction during the bixd nesting season cannot be fatly
avoided, a qualified wildlife biologist* shall conduct
pre-construction nesting surveys within 14 days prior to the start
of construction or demolition atareas that bave not been.
previously disturbed by project activities or after any -
construction breaks of 14 days or more. Surveys shall be
performed for suitable habitat within 250 fect of the project site
in order to locate any active passerine {pecching bird) nests and
within 500 feet of the project site to locate any active raptor
(birds of prey) nests, waterbird nesting pairs, or colonies.

If active nests are located during the preconstruction bird nesting
suxrveys, a quatified biologist shall evaluate if the schedule of
construction activities could affect the active nests and if so, the
following measures would apply:

1. If construction is not fikely to affect the active nest,
construction may proceed withont restriction;
however, a qualified biologist shall regularly monitor
the nest at a frequency determined approprate for the
surrounding construction activity to confirm there is
no adverse effect Spot-check monitoring frequency

permits for
construction
during the
nesting season
(August 16 —
January 14)

conduct bat surveys
and present results
to Port Staff

building permits
for construction
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i,

would be determined on a nest-by-sest basis
considering the particular construction activity,
duration, proximity to the nest, and physical barriers
which may screen activity from the nest. The
qualified biologist may revise hisfher determination at
any time during the nesting season in coordination
with the Port of San Francisco or Planning
Department.

Ifitis determined that construction may affect the
active nest, the qualified biologist shall cstablish a
no-disturbance buffer around the nest(s) and all
project work shall halt within the buffer untit a
qualified biologist determines the nest is no longer in
nse. Typically, these buffer distances are 250 feet for
passerines and 500 feet for raptors; however, the
buffers may be adjusted if an obstruction, such as a
building, is within line-of-sight between the nest and
construction.

Modifying nest buffer distances, allowing certain
construction activities within the buffer, and/or
modifying construction methods in proximity to active
nests shall be done at the discretion of the gualified
biologist and in coordination with the Port of San
Francisco or Planning Department, who would notify
CDFW. Necessary actions to remove or relocate an
active nest(s) shall be coordinated with the Port of San
Francisco or Planning Department and approved by
CDFW.

. Any work that must occur within established

no-disturbance buffers around active nests shall be
smonitored by a qualified biologist. Ifadverse effects
in response to project work within the buffer are
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observed and could compromise the nest, work within

the no-disturbance buffer(s) shall halt until the nest

occupants have fledged.

V. Auny birds that begin nesting within the project area

and survey buffers amid construction activities are

assumed to be habituated to construction- rclmed or

similar noise and disturt levels, so exch

zones around nests may be reduced or eliminated in

these cases as determined by the qualified biologist in

coordination with the Port of San Francisco or

Planning Department, who would notify COFW,

‘Work may proceed around these active nests as long

as the nests and fheir occupants are not directly

- impacted.
* Typlcal experience requirements for a “qualified hmlogxst” include a
minimum of four years of academic training and p [ expericace in
blologlcal sciences and related ivities, and a
mininwem of two years of experience couductmg surveys for each species that
may be present within the project area.
Mitigation M e M-BI-2: Avoid and Minimization M s for | Project sponsors, Prior to Qualified Considered Port or Planning
Bats . : qualified biological | i of biological complele upon Depariment
* consultant, and demolition or ltant to of
:l?v\:a;lﬁxgd bllOloElSt (I'as d,e[:ned:{ di?;w );vho s exlpeixsn:zn:x)‘t:;bnt CDFW. buildf.ng conduct bat surveys dcl'no.liuon or
roosting habitat, and jdentification of local bat species shall be consulted permits when | and presentresults | building permits.
prior to demolition or building relocation ackvities to conduct a trees or shrubs | to Port Staff.
pre- uction habitat of the project site (focusing on buildings would be
to be demolished or rel d) to ch ize potential bat habitat and {f‘f‘°§’ed or
identify potentislly active roost sites, No further action is required shonld the uildings
pre: uction habitat a: not identify bat habitat or signs of demolished as
potentially active bat roosts within the project site (e., g guano, urine staining, part o.f,an
dead bats, etc.). md!wdlml
roject.
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The following measures shall be jmplemented should potential roosting
habitat or potentially active bat roosts be identified during the habitat

in buildings to be demolished or rel d under the Prop
Project or in trees adjacent to construction activitics that conld be trimmed or
removed under the Proposed Project:

d

a) In areas identified as potential roosting habitat during the habitat

, initial building demobition, rel , and any tree
work (trimming or removal) shall occur when bats are active,
approximately between the periods of March 1 to April 15 and
Aungust 15 to October 15, to the extent feasible. These dates avaid
the bat maternity roosting season and period of winter torpor.
[Torpor refers to a state of decreased physiological activity with

duced body terap and metabolic rate.)

b) Depending on temporal guid as defined below, the qualified
biologist shall conduct pre-construction surveys of potential bat
roost sites identified during the initial habitat assessment no more
than 14 days prior to building demolition or relocation, or any free
trimming or removal,

c) M active bat roosts or evidence of roosting is identified during
pre-construction surveys, the qualified biologist shall determine, if
possible, the type of roost and species. A no-disturbance buffer
shall be established around roost sites until the qualified biologist
determines they are no longer active. The size of the
no-disturbance buffer would be determined by the qualified
biologist and would depend on the species present, roost type,
existing screening around the roost site (such as dense vegetation
or a building), as well as the type of construction activity that
would occur around the roost site. .

d Ir special-status bat species or matemity or hibernation roosts are
detected during these surveys, appropriate species- and
roost-specifi id and protection measures shall be
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developed by the qualified biolopist in coordination with CDFW,

Such may include p ing the cemoval of buildings or

structures, estublishing exclusicn’nry work buffers while the roost is
active (¢.g., 100-foot no-disturbance buffer), or other
compensatory mitigation.

€) The qualified biologist shall be present during building demolition,
relocation, or tree work if potential bat roosting habitat or active bat
roosts are present, Buildings and trees with active roosts shall be
distarbed only under cfear weather conditions when precipitation is
not forecast for three days and when dayfime temperatures are at
least 50 degrees Fahrenheit,

f)  The demolition or relocation of buildi ining or suspected
to contain bat raosting habitat or active bat roosts shall be done
under the supervision of the qualified biologist. When appropriate,
buildings shall be partially dismantled to significantly change the
roost conditions, ing bats to sbandon and not retum to the
roost, likely in the evening and after bats have emerged from the
roost to forage. Under no circumstances shall active maternity
roosts be disturbed until the roost disbands at the completion of the
matemity roosting season or otherwise becomes inactive, as
determined by the qualified biologist.

g) Trimming or removal of existing trees with potential bat roosting
habitat or active (non-matemity or hibemation) bat xoost sites shall
follow a two-step removal process (which shall occur during the
time of year when bats are active, according to a) above, and
depending on the type of roost and species present, according to c)
above). . :

i On the first day and under supcrvision of the qualified
biologist, tree branches and limbs not containing cavities
or fissures in which bats conld roost shall be cut using

" chainsaws.
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ji. On the following day and uader the supervision of the |
qualified bioJogist, the remainder of the tree may be
mmmed or removed, either using chainsaws or other
QUi (e.g, tor or backhoe)
All felled trees shall remain on the ground for at Jeast 24 hours prior to
chipping, off-site removal, or other processing to allow any bats fo escape, ot .
be inspected once felled by the qualified biologist to ensure no bats remain
within the tree and/or branches,
iv. * CDFW defines credentials of a “qualified bxologlst" within
penmts or authorizations issued for a pro_)ect Typical quahﬁcahons include a
mmunum of five years of academic training and professj in
biologi i and related 1 g t activities, anda
‘minimum of twoyears of expenence conducting surveys for each species that
may be present within the project area. .
Mitigation Measure M-BI-3: Pile Driving Noise lieducﬁon for Project sponsors. Poor to Project sponsors to Considered Port
Protection of Fish and Marine Mammals : construction of | preparea complete upon
. L L . the bulkhead in | Construction Plan | review and
Prior to the start of uction of the ulkd in Reach.II, the project Reach J1, and submit it to the | approval of the
sponsors shall prepare a detailed Construction Plan that outlines the details of project Port for review and. | Construction
the piling installation approach. This Plan shall be reviewed and approved by sponsors to approval, If Plan. If
Port Staff. The information provided in this plan shall include, but not be prepare a deteonined determined
limited to, the following: . Construction necessaty, sound necessary,
- . . Plan. and [ of the
ilin t pile):
*  The type of piling to be used (whether sheet pile or H-pile); monitoriug plan sg:;n "
"= The piling size to be used; would then be attenuation and
developéd. Results itoring plan
*  The method of pile installation to be used; of the vibration wouldbe |
itoring would ired b
- N(_)i§c lt.avels for the type of piling to be used and the method of pile :‘:;o‘::egd‘:: xsi:g:n dy Fort
driving; NOAA ifrequired. | monitoring
e Recalenlation of potential underwater noise levels that could be An alternative to results would be
generated during pile driving using methodologjes outlined in the sound provided to
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CalTrans 2009 [Caltrans, Technical Guid for A and
Mifigation]; and

"« When pile driving is to oceur.

1f the results of the recalenlations provided in the detailed Construction Plan
for pile driving discussed above indicate that underwater noise levels are less
than 183 dB (SEL) for fish at a distance of 33 feet (less than or equal to 10
meters) and 160 dB (RMS) sound pressure level or 120 dB (RMS) re 1 pPa
jmpulse noisé level for marine mammals for a distance 1,640 feet (500 -
meters), then no further measures are required to mitigate underwater noise.
If recalculated noise levels are greater than those identified above, then the
praject sponsors shall develop a sound ion reduction and monitoring
plan. This plan shall be reviewed and approved by Port Staff. This plan shall
provide detail on the sound att ton system, detail methods used to
monitor and verify sound levels during pile-driving activities, and all BMPs
to be taken to reduce impact hammer pile-driving souad in the marine
environment to an intensity level of less than 183 and 160/120 dB (as
identified above) at distances of 33 feet (Jess than or equal to 10 meters) for
fish and 1,640 feet (500 meters) for marine ‘The sound-monitoring
results shall be made available to NOAA Fisheries. If, in the case of marine
mammals, recalculated noise levels are greater than 160 dB (peak) at less -
than or equal to 1,640 feet (SO0 meters), then the project sponsors shall
consult with NOAA to determine the need to obtain aa Incidental Harassment
Aauthorization (IHA) under the MMPA. If an THA is required by NOAA, an
application for an THA shall be prepared by the project sponsors,

The plan shall incorporate as appropriate, but not be limited to, the following
BMPs:

*  Any impact-hammer-installed soldier wall H-pilings or sheet piling
shall be conducted in strict accordance with the Long-Term
+ Management Strategy (LTMS) work windows for Pacific herring,*

attenuation and .
monitoring plan is
fo consult with
NOAA and provide
evidence to the
satisfaction of Port
Staff. )

NOAA.

dvring which the presence of Pacific herring in the project site is
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expected to be minimal unless, where applicable, NOAA Fisheries
in their Section 7 consultation with thé Corps determines that the
potential effect to special-status fish species is less than significant.

«  Ifpile installation using impact | must ocour at times other
than the approved LTMS work window for Pacific herting or result
in underwater sound levels greater than those identified above, the
project sponsors shall consult with both NOAA Fisheries and
CDFW on the need to obfain incidental take anthorizations to
address potential impacts to longfin smelt and green sturgeon
associated with reconstruction of the steel sheet pile bulkhead in
Reach I1, and to implement all requested actions to avoid impacts.

» A 1,640-foot (500-meter) safety zone shall be established and
maintained around the sound source ta the extent such a safety zone
is located within in-water areas, for the protection of marine
mammals e the cvent that sound levels are unknown or cannot be
adequately predicfed. '

e In-water work activities fated with uction of the steel
sheet pile bulkhead in Reach JI shall be balted when a marine
mammal enters the 1,640-foot (500-meter) safety zone and shall
cease until the mammal has been gone from the area for a minimum
of 15 minutes.

= A“soft start” technique shall be used in all pile driving, giving
’ marine mammals an opportunity to vacate the area.

»  ANOAA Fisheries-approved biological monitor shall conduct
daily surveys before and dnnng impact hammer pile driving to
" inspect the safety zone and adjacent San Francisco Bay waters for
marine mammals. The monitor shall be present as specified by
NOAA Fisheries during the impact pile-driving phases of
construction.
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«  Other BMPs shall be implemented as necessary, such as using

bubble curtains or an air barrier, to reduce underwater noise levels

to acceptable levels.
Alternatively, the project sponsors may coosult with NOAA directly and
submit cvidence to their satisfaction of Port Staff of NOAA consultation. Tn
such case, the project sponsors shall comply with NOAA recommendations
and/or requirements,
*U.S, Atmy Corps of B 2 | Fish Habitat (EFH)
Assessment for the Long-Tenn Management Strategy for the Placement of
Dredged Material in the San Francisco Bay Region. July 2009.
Mitigation M e M-BI~4: Compensation for Fill of Jurisdictional Project sponsors. Prior to any Project sponsors to | Cousidered Port
Waters construction at | comply with complete after

. - . the Reach I1 gl its i f
To offset temporary and/or permanent impacts to jurisdictional waters of San In accordance with b\:lkh:ad orin ¥ permt mgu]am;
Francisco Bay adjacent to the 28-Acre Site, construction associatcd \vith “’g“]a““}( pemuts accordance permits for the
repair or replacement of the Reach Il bulkhead shall be conducted as and coc with regulatory fill of
by regulatory pemnits (j.e., those issued by the Corps, RWQCB and BCDC) with NMF‘S, permits. jurisdictional
andmctmrdmahonmeMFS as appropniate. If required by reg y mpensatory waters
pesmits, compensatory mitigation shall be provided as necessary, ata mitigation, if )
minimua ratio of 1:1 for fill beyond that required for normal repair and required, shall be
of existing structures, C ion may include on-site or P“’V‘ded ata
'| off-site shoreld .'...y. ts or intertidal/subtidal hubitat enh ts satio of
along San Francisco’s eastern waterfront through removal of chemicall IL
treated wood material (e.g., pilings, decking, etc.) by pulling, cutting, or
breaking off piles at Jeast 1 foot below mudline or removal of other
i d debris (e.g., -filled druras or large pieces of
concrete), :
i would be impl ted in d with NMFS as
appmpnatc On-site or off-site /enh plans, if required
must be prepared by a qualified biologist prior to construction and approved
by the peymitting agencies prior to beg 5 construction, repaif, or
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replacement of the Reach II butkhead. Implementation of
restoration/enhancement activities by the permittee shall occur prior to
project impacts, whenever possible.
Project sponsors. Prior to the start | Project sponsors to | Considered
N N . . of construstion | submit complete upon
The‘ project sponsors shall prepare a site-specific geotechnical report(s), activities at geotechnical apprl:)val :fp
subject to review and approval by the Port, that evaluates the design and Parcels PKS report(s) fo the Port | geotechnical
construction methods proposed for Parcels PKS, C-1, and C-2, the Irish Hill C-1,C2, &h:: for review and report(s) and any
playgronnd, and 21° Street. The investigations shall determine the potential Irisl’\ Hill approval associated
for rock fall hazards. If the potential for rock fail hazards is identified, the playground, : reasures {o
ite-specific geotechnical & igations shall identify measures to minimize and 21" Street. inimize rock
such hazards to be implemented by the project sponsors, Possible measures fall hazards,
to reduce the impacts of potential rock fall hazards include, but are not :
limited to, the following:
e . Limited regrading fo ndjust slopes to stable gradient;
= Rockfall i t such as installation of drape nefs,
rock fall catch fences, or diversion dams; and
®  Sjte design such as impl sng setbacks to ensure that
buildings and public uses are outside areas that could be subject to
damage as a result of rock fall.
Mitigation Measure M-GE-3b: Signage and Restricted Access to Pier 70 | Project sponsors to ?n'or to Project sponsors to | Considered Port
Prior to issuance of the first cerfificate of occupancy under the Proposed nstall signageand | issuance of the document FDmPIe‘F upon
Project, the project sponsors shall install & gate or an equivalent measure to gate or equivalent first Certificate n.xslallahon of u.xstaﬂahon of the
prevent access to the existing dilapidated pier at the project site. A sign shall measure t:;]prevcnt of Occupaacy. signage 2nd gate or signage a{’d gate
be posted at the potential access point informing the public of potential risks "°?e§;1° il e d b oreq
associated with use of the structure and prohibiting public access. existing dilapidate measure, The
] pier. measure will be
documented in
the aonual
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. . espousibility
mitigation and
monitoring
report.
Mitigation Measure M-GE-6: Palcontologlcal Resources Monitoring Project spousors Prior to Quoalified Considered Port and
and Mitigation Program and qualified i ofa pal logical lete upon Planning
. . . pal logical ‘building permit ltant to d tation to | Department
Prior to issnance of a building permit for construction activities that would consultant, where prepare a PRMMP | the satisfaction
disturb scdxmen(aq( rocks of thc. Fta})clsc:m Complc‘x .(l‘)ascd on the construction for review and of that building
sile-specific g or other information), the activities would | approval by the permit
project sponsors shall retain the services of a qualified paleontological distush ERO A single construction
consummt havmg nxp:xﬁsc in Cahfomla paleontology to desipgn and sedimentary PRMMP or activities would
aPp 1 M g and Mitigation Program rocks of the rnultiple PRMMPs | not disturb
(PRMMP) The PRMMP shall specify '(he timing and speclﬁc Jocations where Franciscan may be produced o | sedimentary
const;ucmm dmiim;tonng would be required; e Y P , complex. address project rocks of the
sampling and data recovery p 5 pr or the prep . . :
idenﬁﬁcaﬁ(m, analysif, and curation of fossil specimens and data recovered; ii;“v?é::nﬁ:"’:g ?Xisolx:gphanc: with }(‘:r::‘(;‘s:’:n or
uction ion pre ; and p for reporting the the potentialto | the ts of | Teview and
gesulis of the mur:xtonnf ?rogmm Tl;e PRI:IMI: Shjﬂll bcjc?usml;:nt ‘mth the disturb the PR‘MMP, a approval of the
ociety for ¥ F &y (SVP) Standard Guidelines for { proviously | qualified BRMMP, i
aitigation of constructic ated adverse impacts o p . NI ot
‘and the e of the desigpated for any fossils undisturbed quired, by the
collected = ¥ 4 Y native oonsullant would | Planning
. sediment, a rmonitor Department.
During construction, easth-moving activities that have the potential to disturb qualified consftruction.and M({l\{‘?“ﬂg
previously undisturbed native sedi or sedimentary rocks shall be paleontological | provide a achvn't}cs and
monitored by a qualified paleontological consultant having expertise in 1 ing report p
California paleontology. Monjtoring need not be conducted for construction would monitor | forinclusionin the | wouldbe
activities in areas where the ground has been previously distusbed or when the activities. annual mifigation | documented in
construction activities would encounter artificial fill, Young Bay Mnd, marsh and monitering “’f" f”‘“_“al
deposits, or non—sedimentary yocks of the Franciscan Complex. report. mitigation and
mopitoring
1fa pal logical r e js dit d, construction activities in an yeport, *
appropnatc buﬂ'er aronnd the d.lscovr_xy sxtc shall be suspended fora
muaximum of 4 weeks. At the direction of the Eny 1 Review Officer
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(ERO), the suspensmn of consm!cuon can be extended beyond 4 weeks if
needed to imp printe in d with the PRMMP,
but only if such a su5pcnsmn is the only feasible means to prevent an adverse
impact on the paleontological resource,

The paleontological consultant’s work shall be conducted at the direction of
the City’s ERO. Plans and reports prepared by the cousultant shall be
submitted first and directly to the BRO for review and comment, and shail be
considered draft reports subject to revision unul final approval by the ERO.

of Proposed

Pump Station for Optmns l und 3

The praject spoesors shall design the new pump station proposed as part of
the Proposed Project te achieve the following performance criteria.

s The dry-weather capacity of the new pump station and associated
force main shall be sufficient to convey dry-weather wastewater
flows within the 20" Streef sub-basin, including flows from the
cxlstmg baseline, the Proposed Project at full build-out, and

lative project contributions; and

»  The wet-weather capacily of the new pump station shall be
sufficient fo ensure that poleunal wet-weather combined sewer
discharges from the 20" Street sub-basin and associated
downstream basins do not exceed the long-term average of ten
discharges per year specified in the SFPUC Bayside NPDES
pemit or applicable corresponding permit condition at time of final
design. The capacity shall be based or the exsting baseline, the
Proposed Project at full huild-out, and cumulanve project
contributions.

The project sponsors shall coordinate with the SFPUC regarding the design
and construction of the pump station. The final design shall be subject to

TEEs

Project sponsors. Prior to
construction of
the proposed
pump station
for Options 1
and 3.

Project sponsoxs fo
coordinate with the
SFPUC and Port
regarding the
proposed pump
stafion design and
performance
critera,

Considered
complete upon
approval of the
final design by
the SFPUC.
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approval by the SFPUC, .
Mitigation Meusure M-EY-2b: Design and Construction of Propesed Project sponsors. Prior to Project sponsors lo { Considered | SFPUC
Pump Station for Option 2 ion of dinate with the plete upon
. N N the proposed SFPUC and Port approval of the
The project sponsors shall d'cmgn the new pump sfation pmpo.sed. as part of pumg station reparding the final design by
the Proposed Project to achieve the following performance criteria. for Option 2. proposed pump the SFPUC.
e The dry-weather capacity of the ncw pump station and associated statxtl_on design and
force main shall be sufﬁclent to convey dry-weather wastewater E;tc‘:{:an“

ﬂows wuhm the 20™ Street sub-basin, including flows from the
line, the P d Project at {ull build-out, and
pro_;cct contributions;

*  During wet weather, wastewater flows from the project site shall
bypass the wel-weather facilities and be conveyed to the combined
sewer system in such a manner that they do not contribute to
combined sewer discharges within the 20" Street sub-basin; and

= The wet-weather capacity of the new pump station shall be
sufficient to ensure that potential wet-weather combined sewer
discharges from the 20" Strect sub-basin and associated
downstream basins do not exceed the long-term average of ten
discharges per year specified in the SFPUC Bayside NPDES
permit or applicable corresponding permit condition at ime of final
design. The capacity sha!l bc based on the existing baseline and

lative project

The project sponsors shall coordinate with the SFPUC regarding the design
and construction of the pump station. The final design shall be subject to
appmval by the SFPUC.

Remove PCB Transl’nrm:rs

Project sponsors
aod qualified

Prior to the
demolition,

Qualified
contractor {o survey
and d ine the

Considered
complete ifno
PCBs found ox

n, or
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The project sponsors shall retain a qualified contractor to survey any building relocation of PCB content of upon appropriate
and/or structure planned for demolition, renovation, or relocation to identify any building transformers inuse | disposal and
all electrical transformers in use and in storage. The contractor shall and/or .and storage. If removal of
determine the PCB content using name plate information, or through structore, necessary, the transformers.
sampling if name-plate data do not provide adequate jnformation regarding contractor shall Mitigation
the PCB content of the dielectric equipment. The project sponsors shall remove and dispose | activities would
retain a qualified contractor to remove and dispose of all fransformers in of transft sin | be d ted
dance with the requirements of Title 40 of the Code of Federnl accordance with | in hazardous
Regulations, Section 761.60 {described under the Regulatory Frs k) ﬂPth‘.b"’ matf:nals
and the Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations, Section 6626124, regulations. manifestos and
The removal shall be completed in advance of any building or structural ‘“_*!‘c 3{“‘““1
demolition, xenovation, ot relocation. mitigation and
monitoring
report,
Mitigation Measure M-BZ-2b: Conduct Sampling and Cleanup if Project sponsors In the event that | Ifleakage or Considered Port
Stained Building Materials Are Observed and qualified leakage is spillage occurs, complete if no
A R . contractor. observed inthe | qualified contractor | PCBs found or
In the event that leakage is observed in the vicinity of a transformer vicinity of a to obtain samples wpon sampling
containing greater than 50 parts per million PCB (determined in accordance sransformer and clean the and yemoval of
with Mitigation Measure H-HZ-22), or the leakage bas resolted in visible containing surface (it PCBs in
staining of the building materials or surrounding surface areas, the project greater than 50 | necessary) in accordance
sponsors shall refain a qualified professional to obtain samples of the building parts per accordance with applicable
materials for the analysis of PCBs in dance with Part 761 of the Code of million PCB, or | applicable regulations.
Federal Regulations. If PCBs are identified at a concentration of 1 pact per the leak l;u Tnts Mitinati
million, then the project sponsors shall retain 1 contractor to clean the surface resulted in s activities would
to a concentration of 1 part per million or less in accordance with Title 40 of visible staining be documented
the Code of Federal Regulations, Section 761.61(a). The sawpling and of the building in hazardous
leani ng shall be completed in dy of any building or structural Juaterials or materials
demolition, renovation, or relocation. . s surrounding manifestos and
surface areas. If in the annnal
determined mitigation and
necessary, monitoring
sampling and report.
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cleaning shall B

be completed in

advance of any

buiiding or

structural

demolition,

Tenovation, or

foaat
Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c: Conduct Soi} Sampling if Stained Soil is Project sponsors In the event that | 1f Jeakage or Considered Port
Observed . . and qualified leakage is spillage ocours, complete if no
Tn the event that leakage is observed in the vicinity of 2 PCB-containing coniractor. observedinthe | qualified contractor | PCBs found or
transfonmer that has resulted in visible staining of the surrounding soil vicinity ofa fo obtain samples | upon sampling
(determined in accordance with Mitigation Measure M-HZ-24), the project transformer, or | and remave any and removal of
sponsors shall retain a qualified p I to obtain soil for the the It’.aka.ge has !JCBs (ﬁnecessw) PCBsin
analysis of PCBs in accordance with Part 761 of the Code of Federal tesultedin | in accordance with | accordance
Regulations. IFPCBs are identified at a concentration less than the residentiat | Visible A LA
Envitonmental Screening Level of 0.22 milligrams per kilogram, then no ofsmls: I LA
further action shall be required. [FPCBs are identified at a concentration determined M‘f‘%“,“"“
greater than or equal to the residential Envir tal S ing Level of Recessary, activities would
0,22 milligrams per kilogram; then the project sponsors shall require the sampling and be documented
tor to impl the requi of the Pier 70 RMP, as required by Temoval shall . haznr(.lous

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-~6. The sampling and implementation of the Pier be completed in matecials
70 RMP shall be completed in advance of any building or - advance of any manifestos and
structural demolition, renovation, relocation, or subsequent devel t building or m.t!xc a.“n“al

structural nitigation and

demolition, monitoring

renovation, or report,
Mitigation M ¢ M-HZ-3a: Impl { Construction and Project spensors Notice shall be | All plans prepared | Considered Port
Maint Related M es of the Pier 70 Risk Management Plan and constructon provided to the | in accordance with | completeupon |

. . 5 . contractor(s). RWQCB, DPH, | the Pier 70 RMP notice to the

‘The project sponsors shall provide notice to the RWQCB, ‘DPH,_ and Psm in and Portin shall be submitted | RWQCB, DPH,
accordance with the Pier 70 RMP, jn advance of ground-distarbing activities accordance to the RWQCB, and Port.

68 of 85

283




File No. 2014-001272ENV
Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project
MotionNo.

© MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MUIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT

" MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL, | Lmplementation | Mitigation Nxﬁ‘l’i’ﬁ";&i’.‘é‘ ! | Monitoving MX;‘SZ"J,’“"
- " Responsibility Schedule ver Schedule
Responsibility
that would disturb an area of 1,250 square feet or more of native soil, 50 cubic with the Pier 70 | DPH, and Port for
yards or more of native soil, more than 0.5 acre of soil, or 10,000 square feet RMY prior to review and
or more of durable cover (Pier 70 RMP Sections 4.1, 4.2, and 6.3), any approval in
The project shall also (th h their ) iropl the ar oum:l—t}i_shzrbi acnf)rdanc: with the
' bad r Y
following measures of the Pier 70 RMP duririg construction to provide for the fhi:fz":ﬂ: g :otﬁ:ﬁ::ts of the
protection of worker and public health, including nearby schools and other disturb an area gﬂ,
sensitive receptors, and to ensure appropriate disposition of soil and of 1,250 square °
groundwater removed from the site: ) feet ormore of
* A project-specific health and sefety plan (Pier 70 RMP Section mattve soil, 50
6.4); cubic yards or
R more of native
®  Access confrols (Pier 70 RMP Section 6.1); soil, more than
. . . 0.5 acre of soil,
. Soil tp A g those for: or 10,000
o soil movement (Pier 70 RMP Section 6.5.1), square feet or
o soil stockpiie management (Pier 70 RMP Section 6.5.2), and gzr:rof durable
o import of clean soil (including preparation of a .
project-specific Soil Import Plan) (Pier 70 RMP Section
653);
* A dust control plan in accordance with the measures specified by
the California Air Resources Board for control of naturally
occurring asbestos (Title 17 of California Code of Regulations,
Section 93105) and Asticle 22B of the San Francisco Health Code
and other applicable regulations as well as site-specific measures
(Pier 70 RMP Section 6.6);
* A project-specific stormwater poliution prevention control plan
(Pier 70 RMP Section 6.7);
= Off-site soil disposal (Pier 70 RMP Section 6.8);
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= A project-specific ground t plan for temp ,
dewatering (Piex 70 RMP Section 6. 10, 1
e Risk g t to minimize the potential for new
utilities to become conduits for the spread of groundwater
contamination (Pier 70 RMP Section 6.10.2); °
«  Appropriate design of underground plpchnu to prevent the
intrusion of ground of pipeline construction
materials by Is jn tha soil o groundwater (Pier 70 RMP
Section 6.10.3); and
& Protocols for unforeseen conditions (Pier 70 RMP Section 6.9).
Following completion of jon activities that disturb any durable
cover, thc integrity of the previously existiog durable cover shall be
re-established in accordance with Section 6.2 of the Piex 70 RMP and the
protocols described in the Operations and Maintenance Plaa of the Pier 70
RMP. }
Al plans prepared in accordance with:the Pier 70 RMP shall be submitted to
the RWQCB, DPH, and/or Port for review and approval in accordance with
the notification requirements of the RMP (Pier 70 RMP Section 4.0},
Mitigation Measure M-BZ-3b: Ymplement Well Protection Project sponsors | Priorto Project sponsors fo | Monitoring Port
Requirements of the Pier 70 Risk Management Plan groum}-fh‘shubi identify any .| complete ifno
In accordance with Section 6.11 of the Pier 70 RMP, the project sponsors ng Activifies, tn];om(onn g ‘vivells in | wells or "
shall review available information prior to any ground-disturbing activities to © area, a’?l :‘:tg”hcs wou v
identify any monitoring wells within the construction ares, including any ap) pmpr:lt:te Y be demonstrate:
wells installed by PG&E in support of investigation and remediation of the protect them. If ‘SRWQCB and
PGE&E Responsibility Area within the 28-Acre Site. The wells shall be des]tlxlxchon ,°f a. PI'? "l_%“‘*“"‘y
appropriately protected during construction, If construction necessitates we ull: ‘:cqmmd, it ;pphcahon(s} ‘_’nd
destruction of an existing well, the destruction shall be conducted jn wo y e ﬂlocumenle n
accordance with California and DPH well abandonment regulations, and con u::ted in e annuxl
with | mitigation and
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nust be approved by the RWQCB. The Port shall also be notified of the applicable monitoring
destruction. If required by the RWQCB, DPH, or the Port, the project regulations and the } report,
sponsors shall reinstall any groundwater monitoring wells that are part of the Port would be
ongoing groundwater monitoring network. nofified. ¥ required
by the RWQCB,
DPH, or the Port,
the project sponsors
shall reinstall any
groundwatex
monitoring wells
that are part of the
ongoing
groundwater
I monitoring
) . network.
Mitigation e M-HZ-4: Impl t Construction-Related Project sponsors Prior to The project- Considered DPH
Measures of the Hoedown Yard Site Management Plan - ground-disturbi | sponsors shall complete afier
N . . ng activitiesat | nofify the * notification to
In accordance with the otifh q ts of the Hoedown Yard SM? the Hoedown | RWQCB,DPH, | the RWQCB,
(Section 4.2), the project sponsors (through t‘helr con.tmcto.r) shall notify the Vard. andfor Port priorto | DPH, andfor
RWQCB, DPH, and/or Port prior to conducting any intrusive work at the conducting any Port.
Hoedown Yard, During construction, the contractor shall implement the intrusive work at
following measures of the Hoedown Yard SMP to provide for the protection the Hoedown Yard.
of worker and public health, and to ensure appropriate disposition of soil and
groundwater, .
e A project-specific Health and Safety Plan (Hoedown Yard SMP
Section 5):
o Dust management measures in d; with the
* Specified by the Califomnia Air Resources Board for contro} of
naturally occurring asbestos (Title 17 of California Code of
Regulations, Section 93105) and Article 22B of the San
Francisco Health Code, The specific must address
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. esponsibility
dust control (SMP Section 6.1) and dust monitering (SMP
Section 6.2).
e Soil and water 2 , including,
o soil handling (Hoedown Yard SMP Section 7.1.1),
o stockpil pement (Hoedown Yard SMP Section 7.1.2),
o on-site reuse of soil (Hoedown Yard SMP Section 7. 1.3);
o off-site soil disposal (Hoedown Yard SMP Section 7.1.4),
o jon d ing (Hoedown Yard SMP Section 7.1.5),
0 stonmwater (Hoedown Yard SMF Section 7.1.6),
o site access and security (Hoedown Yard SMP Section 7.1.7),
and
©  unanticipated snbsucface conditions (Hoedown Yard SMP
. Section 7.2). .
Mitigation Measure M-HZ-5: Delay Development on Proposed Parcels | Project sponsors Prior to the start | PG&E fo complete | Considered Port
M1, H2, and E3 Until Remediation of the PG&E Responsibility Areais | and PG&E. of construction | remediul activities | complete upon
Complete on proposed in the PG&E RWQCB
. Parcels HL, H2, | R ibility Area firmation of
The project sponsers shatl not start of the proposed develop ’ o 4 e ot
or associated infrastructure on proposed Parcel HI, H2, and E3 until PG&E's and E3. w1gun a?d adjacent ;aé:;{;chon ‘;:311
vemedial activities in the PG&E Responsibility Area within and adjacent to o e H1, B2, &E reme
these parcels have been completed to the satisfaction of the RWQCB, anc faction of action.
consistent with the terms of the remedial action plae prepared by PG&E and ::\?; aéBon o
approved by RWQCB. During subsequent development, the project sponsors QCB.
shall implement the requirements of the Pier 70 RMP within the PG&E During
Responsibility Arca, as enforced through the recorded deed restriction on the subsequent Project sponsor to
Pier 70 Master Plan Area. | development, | jmplement Pier 70
for RMP requirements,
implementation | enforcedby °
of Pier 0RMP § yecorded deed
Requirements.
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: s e Monitoring/ P Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL I;‘;"""“”'f“f‘.‘““ Mitigation Reporting Monitoring, T, 000
esponsibility Schedule R e Schedule
esponsibility
restriction.
Mitigation Measure M-HZ-6; Additional Risk Evaluations and Vapor Project sponsors Prior to Site conditions Considered - Port
Control Measures for Residential Land Uses ground-disturbi ;hall be recorded complete upon a
. ng activifies of the project notification
The notification submittals required under Mitigation Measure M-HZ-3a rcgsidenﬁal Jand s;onsof‘s and submittal to the
shall describe site conditions at the time of development. If residential land uses ifnear included in the RWQCB and
uses are proposed at or near Jocations where soil vapcr or groundwater Jocations where | notification DPH. If a xisk
concentrations exceed yesidential cl ds for vapor intru soil vapor o submittal fo the evaluation and.
(based on information provided in the Pier 70 RMP), this information shall be groundwater RWQCB and DPH. | further measures
included in the nonﬁcanon submittal and the RWQCB and DPH determine concentrations | f required, the are required, they
hether a risk eval is ired. If required, the project sponsors or exceed project sponsors would be
future developer(s) shall conductarisk evaluation in accordance with the Pier residential shall conduct a risk | reviewed and
70 RMP. ‘The risk evaluation shall be based on the soil vapor and cleanop evaluation in approved by the
groundwater quality presented in the Pier 70 RMP and the proposed building dard for dance with the | RWQCB aad
design, The project sponsors shall conduct additional soil vapor or vapor intrusion, | Pier 70 RMP and DPH.
gronndwater sampling as needed to support the risk evaluation, subject fo the incorporate
approval of the RWQCB and DPH. measures to
If the risk evaluation demonstrates that there would be unacceptable health minimize or
risks fo residential users (Le., greater than 1% 10 incremental cancer sk or a climinate exposure
non-cancer hazard index greater than 1), the project sponsors shall to soil vapor.
incorporate mto the buildi desxgn to i oreli
exposure to soil vapor il h the vapor i pathway, subjectto review
“and approval by the RWQCB and DPH. Appropriate vapor intrusion
measures include, but are not limited to design of a safe building
configuration that would preclude vapor intrusion; installation of a vapor
barrier; and/or design and installation of an active vapor ing and
exiraction system.
If the risk evaluation d ﬁlat vapor i risks would be within
acceptable levels (less than 1x10° incremental cancer risk or a non-cancer
hazard index less than 1) under a project-: specxf ] devalnpment scenario, no
additional action shall be required. (For i , the project sp s could
Jocate all residential uses above the fgrst floor \vluch, in some cases, could
eliminate the potential for residential exposure to organic pounds in soil
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PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. . e Monitoring/ o Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAY, | Ymplementation | Mitigation Reporting Monitoriog Agency'
Responsibility Schedule o Schedule
K Responsibility
vapors.) .
Mitigation Measure M-HZ-7; Mndiﬁ Hoedown Yard Site Mitigation Project sponsors Prior to Project sponsors Considered Port, DPH
Plan - | shallconductarisk | grownd-disturbi | shall submit the complete upon
. R B Lo . . . evaluation, and ng activitiesat | risk evaluation and | review and
'[hapm_}ect sponsors sh?l_l BII.Sk to healthrisksto | g modify the the Hoedown proposed risk approval of the
future site ocoupants, visitors, and maintenance workers under the proposed | yyoedown Yard Yard, tplan | risk evaluati
lar_ld use within the Hoedm’vn \‘fard. T%le sk evalufxiiojnlshall be _ba'sed onthe | gaee to include to theuRWQCB, and proposed
soil, soil vapor, and gr quah}y data p in the ‘,’S'MP o DPH, and Post for | risk management
and supposting docurnents and the project sponsors shall conduct additional | 1 :inimize or review and plan by the
sampling as needed to support the risk evaluation. eJiminate exposure approval. RWQCB, DPH,
Based on the results of the risk evaluation, the project sponsors shall modify | Pattways to . and Port.
the Hoedown Yard SMP to include to minimize or elimi d'c'mCﬂlS:n the soil
p path hemicals in the soil and groundwater, and achi and grov
bealth-based goals (i.e., an excess cancer risk of 1 x 10° and a Hazard Index | and achicve
of 1) applicable to each land use proposed for development within the h“l':h'basﬂl goals
Hoedown Yard. Ataminimum, the modified SMP shall include the applicable to each
following components; land use proposed
. . for development
»  Regulatory-approved cleanup fevels for the proposed land uses; within the Hoedown
= A description of existing conditions, including a comparison of site Yard,
data to regulatory-approved cleanup levels; ,
* . Regulatory oversight responsibilities and notification
requircments;
o  Postd fop ‘risk. g . jres, including
for the mai of engineering control
(e.g., durable covers, vapor nitigation systems) and site
maintenance activities that could encounter contaminated soil;
°  Monitoring and reporting requirements; and ’
©  An operations and maintt plan, including annual insp
requirements.
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Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
N - Monitoring/ - Monitoring
Tmplementation Mitigation N Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Respousibility Schedule Rchorflrfg- ) Schedule Agency
esponsibility
The risk evaluation and proposed risk management plan shall be submitted fo
the RWQCB, DPH, and Port for review and approval prior to the start of
gromd disturbance. . -
Mitigation Measure M-YIZ-8a: Prevent Contact with Serpentinite Project sponsors to | Submittal of Project sponsors Considered Port, DPH
Bedrock and Fill Materials in Trish Hill Playground design andinstall a | design of shall submit design | complete upon
“The project sponsors shall ensare fhat a miniruum 2-foot thick durable cover of 2-foot-thick durable | durable cover - | of durable covers review and
ashestos-fiee clean imported fill with a vegetated cover is emplaced above | cover over and barriers to | and bawiers fo app.mval of the
serpentinite bedrock and fill- materials in the level portions of Irish Hill ’scrpenufuttehbcdmck D?H and Port DPH, Port fjcs'gn a.nd
Playground, The fill shall meet the soil criteria for clean fill specified in Table 4 ""d,ﬁ“ in tie levFl paorto ms(nllau?n of the
of the Pier 70 RMP and incinded in Appendix F, Bazards and Hazardous portions of the Irish | construction of 2-foot-thick
Matecials, ofthis EIR. Barters shall be d o prechude direct climbing on Hlll.Playground and | the Insh Hitl durable cover
the bedrock of the Irish Hill reronant, The design of the durable cover and b?mml;;g.recludc Playground. and barriers by
barriers shall be submitted to the DPH and Port for review and approval prior fo tdi;l:;::;mck :‘fd‘:: ?:r:')PH and
construction of the Irish Hill Playground. Trich FRIL v
Mitigation Measure M-HZ-8b: Restrictions on the Use of Xrish Hill Project sponsors. Prior to and Project sponisors Considered Port
Playground -| during shall ensure the complete when
truction of | pl disnot | th

To the extent feasible, the project sponsors shall ensure that the Irish Hill :}?:ie‘: 2;’!‘ © p BT ::,2‘1) ol s oned
Playground is not operational until ground distarbing activities for Street and on g;ound disturbing | parcels’ g
construction of the new 21% S_trcet and on the adjagent pareels (PKN, Pl.(S, Parcels PKN, activities at the new | ground-distacbin
HDY-1, HDY2, Cl, and C2) js completed. If this is not feasible, and Irish PKS, HDY-1 21 Street and on & activities are
Hill Playgronnd is operational prior to construction of the new 21 Street and. HD\:'-l c1. | Parcels PKN, PKS. | finished
coustruction on all adjacent parcels, the playground shall be closed for use andC2 HDY-1 HD&’-Z, " | Documentation
when ground-disturbing activities are occurring for the construction of the CI. and C2 are winld occur jn
new 217 Street and on any of the adjacent parcels, cor'nplete; or the annual

playground shall be | mitigation and

closed foruse when | monitoring

ground-distarbing | report.

activities are

occurring
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Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 76 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. . . . e Monitoring/ I Monitoring
Implementation Mitigation N Monitoring i
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility Schedule Reporting Schedule Agency

Improvement Measure I-CR~§a: Documentation

Survey Photo Policy Expansion.

Expansion and have a p

hotopraph label. Ph

Respoasibility

Project sponsors Project Sponsor | Project sponsors Considered Port

L. v R e s and qualified Documentation | and qualified complete when
Befotcz any de.mohnon, r?hablhtahon, ot mlocaﬂQn achvvt:es.vm}un the UIW preservation + Before any preservation documentation is
Historic District, the pro_lfzct’ sponsors .should retain a professional who mects _architect, historic demolition, - ! architect, historic | seviewed and
the SF""C’NY of the Interior”s Profes | Qualificat 's Stand d for preservation expert, | rehabilitation, | preservation expert, | approved by Port
Architectural History to prepare written and photographic documentation of | o (ther qualified or relocation or other qualificd | Preservation
all contributing buildings proposed for demolition within the UIW Hisiorde | in4ividual. activifies within | individual fo Staff, and the
District. The documentation for the property should be prepared based on the the UIW complete histode | documentation is
National Park Service's Historic American Building Survey X Historic resources provided to the
(HABS)/Historic American Engineering Record (HAER) Historical Report District. documentation, and | San Francisco
Guidelines, This type of d tation is based on a ination of both transmit such Public Library,
HABS/HAER standards and National Park Service’s policy for photographic documentation to | andio the
documentation, as outlined in the NRHP and National Historic Landmarks the History Room | Northwest

of the San Information
The written historical data for this documentation should foliow F{ancisco Public CC"{‘“ O_fﬂ“’
HABS/HAER standards, The written data should he accompanied by a sketch Library, and to the | California
plan of the property. Efforts should also be made to locate original Northwest Historical
construction drawings or plans of the property during the peded of Informah?n C:'ntqr Information.
significance, Jf located, these drawings should be photographed, reproduced, °f: the .Cﬂhfﬂmlﬂ Resource
and included in the dataset. If construction drawings or plans cannot be Historical System.
located, as-built drawings should be produced. : Information
Resource System.
Either HABS/HAER-standard Jarge format or digital photography should be
used, If digital photography is used, the ink and paper combinations for
printing photographs must be in compliance with NR-NHL Photo Policy
'y Tating of appr tely 115 years. Digital
photographs should be taken as wncompressed, TIFF file format. The size of
each image should be 1,600 by 1,200 pixels at 330 pixels per inch or larger,
color format, and printed in black and white. The file name for each
electronic image should correspond with the index of photographs and
eraph views for the dataset should include ()
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Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. Ve Monitoring/ e Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | (mPlementation | Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Agency'
Responsibility Schedule e Schedule
Responsibility
contextual views; (b) views of each side of each building and interior views,
where posmble ) ob]lque vxews of bmldlngs, and (a) detail views of
on the intedors of some

buildings. All views should be referenced on a photopraphic key. This
photographic key should be on a map of the property and should show the
photograph number with an arrow to indicate the direction of the view.
Historic photographs should also be collected, reproduced, and included in
the dataset,
The project sponsors should transmit such documentation to the History
Room of the San Francisco Public Library, and to the Northwest Information
Cenler of the California Historical Information Resource Systern. The project
sponsors should scope the documentation measures with Port Preservation.
staff..
Improvement Measure I-CR-4b: Public Interpretation Project sponsors Project Project sponsors Considered Port
Following any demolition, rehabilitation, ot relocation activities within the should provide sponsors submit ) f:omplete.: when
project site, the project sponsors should provide within publicly accessible peamanent provide documentz:n jon of mh:.rp_r e‘nve
areas of the project site a permanent display(s) of interpretive materials fmplay@ of p:e-m-a".—m % are
conceming the history and architectural features of the District’s three mterp.r efive ﬂlﬂi}b fi.\splay(s:) of ptesen(ed‘ to Port
historical eras (Nineteenth Century, Early Twentieth Centory, and World materials Following any | interpretive preservation staff
‘War 1), including World War II-era Slipways 5 through 8 and associated concerning the demolition, materials - focapproval. The
sraneways. 'I'he dlsp]ay(s) should also document the history of the Irish Hill hxstr{xy and rehabihtaslon, muaterials would

including, for example, the original 70- to 100-foot tall Irish pll | architectural orxelocation then be presented
landform and nmghborhood of lodging, houses, restaurants, and saloons that fcf"h":es °? th.c . “hvm?s w1fhm in the P ublically
occupied the once much larger hill until the earlier twentieth century. The sttr.mtwnhm . the project site. acccssxble. area
content of the interpretive display(s) should be coordinated and consistent publicly accessible of the project
with the sitewide interpretive plan prepared for the 28-Acre Site in areas of the project site.
coordination with the Port. The specific location, media, and other site.
characferistics of such interpretive display(s) shonld be presented to Port
preservation staff for approval prior to any demolition or removal activities.
Improvement Measure I-TR-A: Construction Management Plan Project sponsors, Prior to Construction Considered Post, Planning
Tratffic Control Plan for Construction — To reduce potential conflicts between TMA, and Issuance of a - contractor(s) fo completc upon Department,
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
S S Monitoring/ .. Mom(ormg
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APEROVAL | ‘mblementation | Miligation Reporting Monitoring Ageney'
esponsibility Schedule R g4 Schedule
esponsibility
—
construction activities and pedestrians, bicyclists, transit, and autos during consiruction building permit. | prepare a Traffic submittal ofthe | SFMTA as
construction activities, the project sponsors should require construction contractor(s). Project Control Plan and Traffic Control appropriate
contractor(s) to prepare a traffic control plan for major phases of construction construction meet withtelevant | Plan to the
{e.g., demolition and grading, construction, or renovatmn of individual updates for City agencies (j.e., | SFMTA and the
buildings). The project sp and their tor(s) will adjacent SFMTA, Port Staff, | Port. Project
meet with rel City ng o dinate feasibl to reduce residents and and Planoing construction
traffic congestion, including temporary transit stop relocations and other businesses Department) to update materials
measures to reduce pofential taffic and transit disruption and pedestrian within 150 feet | coordinate feasible | would be
circulation effects during major phases of construction. For any work within would occur measures to reduce | provided in the
the public right-of-way, the contractor would be required to comply with San. throughout the | raffic congestion. | annual
Francisco’s Regulations for Working in San Francisco Streets (i.e., the “Bluc construction mitigation and
Book”), which establish rules and permit req ts 50 that base. : monitoring plan.
activities can be done safely and with the least possible interference with F A;f:;g}el);::‘f(ﬁ:
pedcsh‘lai\s blcychsts, transit, and vehicular traffic. Additionally, multiple traffic
Tated truck and deliveries shonld be restricted control plans may *

as feasible during peak hours (generally 7:00 a,m. to 9:00 am. and 4:00 p.m, be produced fo
10 6:00 p.m., or other times, as determined by SFMTA andthc Transportation address project
Advisory Staff Committee [TASC]) phasing.
In the event that the construction timeframes of the major phases and other
developmentprojects adjacent to the project site overlap, the project sponsors
should coordinate with City Agencies through the TASC and the adjacent
developers to minimize the severity of any disruption to adjacent land uses
and transportation facilities from overlappmg construction ttansportatmn

pacts. The project sp , In with the adj d s),
should propose a construction traffic control plan-that includes measures to
reduce pofential construction traffic conflicts, such as coordinated material
drop offs, collective worker parking, and transit to job site and other
measures, )
Rgduce Single Occupant Vehicle Mode Share forg:oggimctwn Workers —To
minimize parking demand and vehicle trips associated with constmction
workers, the project sponsors should require the construction contractor to
include in the Traffic Control Plan for Construction methods to encourage
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
) " NPT, Monitoring/ - Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | Tpplementation Mitigation | .y horting Monitoring Agency!
- esponsibility Schedule R o Schedule
esponsibility
walking, bicycling, carpooling, and transit access to the project construction
sites and to minimize parking in public rights-of-way by construction
waorkers in the coordinated plan.
ject Construction Updates for Adjacent Residents and Businesses — To
inimi ion impacts on access for nearby residences, institutions,
and b the project sp should provide nearby resid and
adjacent businesses with regularly-updated information regarding
construction, including construction activities, peak construction vehicle
activities (e.g., concrete pours), travel lane closures, and lane closures via a
newsletter and/or website. .
Improvement Measurc 1-TR-B: Queue Abatement Project sponsors, On-going The ownerfoperator | Monitoring of Port, Planning
Joperatorof | duri f the packin, the publi
It should be the responsibility of the owner/upemtor of any off-street par]ung :;;llgrﬁ?fuztor ° o;:!:[t;i ons of ga cme; :; nuIEl & ;hl:_l:) g_l ;a y Department
facility with more than 20.pad6ng spaces {excluding loading and car- sl{arc parking facility, and | any off-street monitor vehicle would be
s?aces) to ensure tha_tv:hjclc queucs do not oceur r:gu]arb" on ﬂlcj pul.)llc_‘ transportation parking queues fn the public | on-going by the
right-of-way. A vehicle queue is defined as one ormore [( to 0 facilities. right-of-way, and ownerfoperator
the parking facility) blocking any portion of any public street, alley, or would empl(;y of offstreet
‘s;dse;valk fora peried of 3 or longer on a daily or weekly abatement parking
3 measures as operations.

If a recurring queue occurs, the owner/operator of the parking facility should needed, ,
cmploy abatement methods as needed to abate the quene. Appropmte If the Port Direcfor,

thods will vary di ding on the characteristics and canses of or his or her
the recurring queue, as well as the characteristics of the parking facility, the designee, suspects
street(s) to which the facility connects, and the associated Jand uses (if that a recurving
applicable). queue is present, N

.. . the Port should
Suggested abatement methods include but are not limited to the following: n:ﬁf; x;;: ;;lpmy
redesign of facility to improve vehicle circulation and/or on-site queue owner in writh
- - . . . T in wating,
capacity; cmployment of parking attendants; installation of LOT FULL signs The ownetoperator
with active by parking d use of valet parking or other should hire a
space-efficient parking techniques; use of off-site parking facilities or shared transportation
parking with nearby uses; use of parking occupancy sensors and signage consultant to
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. . . s e  Menitoring/ I Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ‘;"'“'“e'.‘".".‘““ Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Ageney!
esponsibility Schedule R o ar Schedule
esponsibility
directing drivers to available spaces; TDM strategies such as additional prepure a
bicycle parking, customer shuitles, delivery services; and/or parking demand monitoring report
management strategies such as parking time lmits, paid parking, time-of-day and ifa recurring
parking surcharge, or validated parking, queue does exist,
If the Port Director, or his or her designee, suspecis that 2 recurring quene is the owner/operator
e e ; Py ‘would abate the

present, Port Staff should nofify the property owner in writing. Upon request, queue
the owner/operator should hize a gqualified transportation consultant to :
evaluate the conditions at the sjte for no less than 7 days. The consultant
should prepare a monitoring report o be submitled to the Port for review. If
the Post determines that a recnrring quenue does exist, the facility
owner/operator should have 90 days from the date of the written
determination 1o abate the quene,
Improvement Measure I-TR-C: Strategies to Enhance Transportnﬂon Project spousors, Prior to the start | Project sponsors Include in Port, Planning
Conditions During Events. TMA, parks of any knowan and Transportation } MMRP Annval | Departrent,
The project’s Transportation Coordi should p pate as a ber of i entity, | event that Coordinator to Repost; SFMTA
the Mission Bay Ballpark Transportation Coordination Committee parks programming | would overlap | meet with On-gojng during
(MBBTCC) and provide at least 1-month notification to the MBBTCC where | entity, and/or with an event al. | MBBYCC and City { project lifespan.
feasible prior to the start of any then known event that would overlap with an | Transportation ATET Park, to discuss
event at AT&T Park, The City and the project sponsors should meet to Coordinator. transportation and
discuss tmnsportahon and scheduling ] for ions with multiple scheduling Jogistics
events in the area.. for occasions with, .

multiple events in

the area.
Improvement Measure l-WS-3n: Wind Reduction for Public Open Project sponsors During the Qualified wind Considered Port or Planning
Spaces and Pedestrian and Bicycle Areas und qualified wind | design of public itant would plete upon | Department
F(?r czfch dcvclopmt':x.n p\}ase, a qua'liﬁed w;“d consultant should‘ preparea consultant ;g;:.ss:i:;e:nngd EX:FT:: ;;:;md :;:;Y;::Zl‘em d
wind impact and analysis reg the p { design of public 1 bicycle areas mitigation analysis | mitigation *
open spaces and the sur ding p d buildings. Feasible means should for each tobereviewedby | analysis for
be considered to improve wind cnmfort conditions for each public open development the Port Staff. public open
space, particularly for any public seating areas. These feasible means include phase. spaces and
horizontal and vertical, partially-porous wind screens (including canopies, pedestrian and
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. A Monitoring/ - Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | Tmplewentation | Mitigation Reporting | DYioniforing Agency'
. ; Responsibility Schedule Responsibility Schedule .

trellises, umbrellas, and walls), street fumiture, landscaping, and trees, bicycle areas by
Specifics for particutar public open spaces are set forth in Improvement the Poxt Staff,
Measures I-WS-3b to I-WS-3f,
Any proposed wind-related improv: should be with |
the design standards and guidelines outlived in the Pier 70 SUD Design for
Develop f,
Improvement Measure FWS-3b: Wind Reduction for Waterfront Project sponsors During the Qualified wind . Considered , Port
Promenade and Waterfront Terrace and qualified wind | design of the itant would plete upon

. . . consuliant. Waterfront prepare a wind review of the
‘The Waterfront Promenade and Waterfront Temace would be subject to Promenade and | impact and wind impact and
winds exceeding the pedestr{an wind comfort critetia. A qt‘ml.iﬁed wmcl Waterfront mitigation aualysis | mitigation,
E:nnsulhmt ‘shou]d prepare ng.m:n x:ecoxflmendahons of f:aslb.le_means o Tercace. to be reviewed by analysis for the
improve wind comfort conditions in this open space, emphasizing vertical Port Staff. Waterfront
elements, such as wind screens and Jandscaping. Where y and Promenade and
appropriate, wind screens should be strategically placed directly around Waterfiont
seating areas. For maximum benefit, wind screens should be at least 6 feet Terrace by Port

| high and made of approximately 20 to 30 percent porons material. Design of Staff
any wind screen or landscaping shall be compatible with the Historic District,
Tm provement Measure -WS-3c: Wind Reduction for Slipways Project sponsors During the Qualified wind * Considered Port
Commons and qualified wind | design of the ltant would plete upon
. consultant. Slipwa; repare a wind review of the
The central and western portions of Slipways Commons would be subject to Co?nmzns. ?m}fact and wind impscte and
winds exceeding the pedestrian wind comfort criterin. Street trees should be mitigation analysis | mitigation
considered along Maryland Street, particularly on the east side of Maryland . tobereviewedby | analysis for the
Street between Buildings Bl and E2, Vertical elements such as wind sereens s
- Port Staff. Skipway
would help for areas where street trees are not feasible. Where necessary and Commons by
appropriate, wind screens should be strategically placed to the west of any Port Staff.
seating areas. For maximum benefit, wind screens should be at least 6 feet
high and made of approximately 20 to 30 percent porous material. Design of
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MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDIXIONS OF APPROVAL | ‘pPlementaion || Mitigation | "popqriing Monitoring | =40 eyt
esponsibility Schedule - Schednle
Responsibility
any wind screen or Jandscaping shall be compatible with the Historic District.
Improvement Measure I-WS5-3d: Wind Reduction for Building 12 Project sponsors During the Qualified wind Considered Port
Market Plaza and Market Square and qualified wind | design of the consultant would complete upon :
. Building 12 ind p
Building 12 Market Plaza and Market Square would be subject to winds Market Plaza 5’:5::: ;:m ::i‘:;?n?;:: and
exceeding the pedestrian wind comfort criteria, For reducing wind speeds in and Market miligation analysis | mitigation
the public courtyard between Buildings 2 and 12, the inner south and west Square. tobe reviewed by | analysis for the
fagades of Building D-1 could be stepped by atleast 12 feet to direct Port Staff, Building 12
do hing winds above pedestrian level. Altematively, overhead Market Plaza and
protection should be used, such as a 12-foot-deep canopy along the inside Market Square
south and west fagades of Building D-1, or localized trellises or umbsel) by Port S;lafi
over seating areas. For reducing wind speeds on the eastern and southern
sides of Buiiding 12, street trees should be considered, along Maryland and
22 streets, Smaller underplantings should be combined with street trees to
reduce winds at pedestrian Jevel. Design of any wind screen or fandscaping
shall be compatible with the Historic District.
B2 0f85
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File No. 2014-001272ENV
Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project

Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
: PIER 70 MEXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
: . N Monitoring/ I Monitoxing
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL, | Ymplementation |  Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Agency
Responsibility Schedule R . Schedule
esponsibility
Improvement Measure I-WS-3e: Wind Reduction for Irish Hill Project sponsors During the Qualified wind Considered Port
Playground ) and qualified wind design of the Jtant would p upon
. ultant: Trish Hill ind i f th
The Irish Hill Playgronnd would be subject to winds exceeding the pedestrian eons PI:ygt;un d. f;c;a;c;;vm i:ivxi;‘ym?pac: and
wind comfort criteria. For maximum benefit, wind screens should be at least ‘mitigation analysis | mitigation
6 fet'at high and n.Jade of approximately.zo to 30 percent porous x:}nlerin[. to be reviewed by analysis for the
Design of any wind screen or Jandscaping shall be compatible with the Port Staff, Trish Hill
Historic District. Playground by
Port Staff.
Improvement Measure I-'WS-3f: Wind Reduction for 20™ Street Plaza Project sponsors During the Qualified wind Considered Port
The 20* Street Plaza would be subject to winds excecding the pedestrian and qtlmhﬁed wind desu:gn of the would, gpiete upon
wind comfort criteria. A qualified wind consultant should prepare writien consultant. 2(1) Street preparc a wind review of the
jons of feasible means to improve wind comfort conditions in Plaza, impact and .| wind fmpact and
this open space, emphasizing hardscape el such as wind screens, mitigation analysis mitigation
pies, and umbrellas. Where y end appropriate, wind screens to be reviewed by an?hlysxs for the
should be strategically placed to the northwest of any seating area. For Port Staff. 20" Street Plaza
maximum benefit, wind screens should be at least 6 feet high and made of by Port Staff
approximately 20 to 30 percent porous material. If thexre would be seating
areas directly adjacent to the north fagade of the PKN Building, locslized
canopies or umbrellas should be used. Design of any wind screen or
landscaping shall be compatible with the Histodc District.
83 of 85
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»SurteAGD
San Fran(:lsco

‘Recephun* ..
415.558. 6378

Pro;ect Name

Exzstmg Zonmg Planning

Information::
:415 558 5377

BlocklLot:
Proposed Zoningi, -

. Pro]ect Spansor

itsuant  to Planmng Code Sechon 340((2), the Planmng Comxmssmn

: W].’llCh'WaS paSSed by the voters of San I‘ranmsco dn November '

feet; ag'is consmtent Y
2014

wiwisTplarning.arg

299

1650 Mésmn St

CASH03 2479.

#5558 B
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' 'update‘ and amen“ th

WHEREAS thls Resoluhon" 5

' 1d ecommendatlon of appr,oval of
:Planmng Code TextAmendments and Zomng Map Amendmeqts a roval ofthe Pier 70.5UD Desxgn for:

YWHEREAS; on; }uly. 20;; 2017 the. Commission: conducted 4 duly noticed pubhc hearmg at a
Tegularly: scheduled meetmg on General Plan.Amendumient. Application Case No. 2014:001272GPA. At the
public; hearmg on July 20; 2017, the: Commxssmn contmued the adophon of the General Plan Amendment

A :Apphcatxon tothe. public hearmg on August 24,9017
VVHEREAS A draft ordmance substant;all r

of thé Gén&al PlaxL_

Gena:al Plan, Amendments promote.;the .:pubhc .welfare, coﬁveruence and necess1ty~ -for the followmg
“réasond; |

1.7

 SAN.FRANCISCG - 3
FL‘FLEHNING DEPAFITMENT‘ . el - 2
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14:004212GPA;
Amendment:

,affordable housmg, and new aﬁ Aretaﬂ and manufacturmg 1ses, Thes
new. mlxed—use nexghborhood that would sﬁengthen and’ complement nearby

6. The General Plari Amendmients would famhtate the preservanon and reha i
“the- Union, Jron: Works Historié Districi—an 1mportant Ahistorie-resource- listed
Reglste.t of Hlstonc Places.

'AND BE T FURTHER RESOLVED; that the' Planning - Commission finds these: Géneral Plani,
gAmendments are in general confomuty w1th the Ge.neral Plan and the Pm]ect and its approva.IS'

‘SAN FRANGISCO -, 3
PLANNING! DEPAHTMENT - .
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.’ :NEIGHB@RHOQDS '

- POLICYII.I

g and mnovutwe destgu,l and respects exish g, nezghborhood chamcter

POLICY 11.2
Ensure: zmplementahon of accepted deszgn standards-in pmJect approvals

POLIC Y 11 7 .
'Respect an Francisco’s fiistoric fubnc by preservmg landmark buzldmgs and ensurmg conststenc sy with
h:storw dzstncts

4 The. Pro]ect as descmbe f:m the: Development Agreement and contnolled m the De31gn for

. Hisforic sttnct ‘by promdmg for compahble new conéﬁllchon

OBJECTIVE 12

BALANCE; HOUSING: GROWTH WITH ADEQUATE INERASTRUCTURE: THAT SERVES ‘THE ‘
CITY 'S; GROWING POPULATION

'POLICY 121 .
. Encoumge new housxng that religs'on transit usé.and. enmronmentully sustaitable, puftems of movement

“The- Pro]ect appropriately” ‘balafic
~pubhc Benefits.

PLANNING. DEPABTMENT

SANFRANGISOO: . %
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Resolutton"No«'119978

"I’herefore, new: resxdentlal dand commerc1a1 buﬂdlngs constructed as part of the Pm)ect would
rely on:transit use and env1ronmentally sustamablepattems of movement

3 ori the Tooffop of buﬂdmgs and-weterfront parks aloné 1; 380 feet.of shorelme

The Project; mcludes substantial eontributions related"to quality- of life elements such as  open:
X iblé ing;: transportatlon improvements,. ¢ ‘choo!s arfs and cultural
facﬂl : es,an: actlv1 ties, workforce development youth development and historic preservation.

COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY-BLEMENT

\OBJECTIVET
MANAGE ‘ECONOMIC: GROWTH AND CH'ANGE TO ENSURE. ENHANCEMENT op THE
VTOTAL CITY'LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT )

POLICY1T
Engourage development ihich pruides substantial riet benefits and miisiriizés undeszrable consequenices.
Dlscourag‘eldguglo shich has substantial-uridésirable, comsequiences tHidt eaniof be mttlguted. i

The Pro]edt 1s'mtended fo p:ovnie a dlstmct mlxed—use development'mth res1denhal ofﬁce ’ o

'transparent bu ling £n n(ages ans large, duect access pomts to maxumze arculahon between,
and cross-acuva Hon.of; m’ceuor and exterjor ¢ spaces

_OBJECTIVEZ:
'MAINTAIN: AND: ENHANCE A SOUND AND DIVERSE ECONOMIC BASE. AND'-FISCAL:
“STRUCTURE EOR THE CITY:
.SAN'FRANGISCO . R l
LANNING DEPAHTMENT . ; . <
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Pigr 70 WiKed:Use Projéef Ger

POLICYB 2:
. Promiite measiires destgned ta increase the nuinber of San-Frincisco ]obs held by San Franéisco: reszdents

"The: Project would ‘help. meet the job creation goals gstablished i the: City's Eeonomic
Development ‘Strategy by, generatmg new, employment opportumtxes and. stunulatmg ]ob’
creation across all sectors, The: “Project will px vide expanded employment opportumtles for City
. xesidents. at-all. employment levels, both during: and, after constrdction.  The ‘Developrment
.Agreement -4k ;part- of the: extenswe: ( mmumty bénefit progratns, inclides focused workforce‘
ﬁrst ‘source hlrmg -hoth construction and end-uisex ~ as. well as arlocal business: enterprise¢
component :

OB]EC.’ITVEZ
USE.THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM AS A. MEANS FOR GULDING DEVELOPMENT AND
IMPROVING THE ENVLRONMENT

, POLICY 2.1,
Use mpzd tmnszt and other transportation improements: inithe ctty and reglon as the catalijst for desirable:
development and-coordinate new fuahtzes with publzc -and prwatz dweiopment

POLICY 2.5:
Provide iicentives for the use of transit, carpoals “oanpools;: wullang and blcyclzng and reduce the neeid for
new oF expanded tzutomoblle ahd. automobzle parkmg facilities. ’

.The Pr0)ect xs;located w1thm a former mdustnal shlpyard and wxll provxde new: Iocal reglonal

‘SAl FRANCISCE C : ‘6
PLANNING: DEPAR!’MENT . -
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fori No; 19978’

dZSiTIc ts
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i institutional achmty is present; sidewalks.
jide: fo promde Appropriate pedestnan ‘amenities,.

iiding ihe disiaricn pedésttians. nidi Vil o

project site, and will provide pedestnan
: d 1n .e D4D and reﬂected m




exgh froA 50 and 90 feet 'I'hese new. bulldmgs would be
g historic rgsources (Buxldmgs:'Z 12 and 21)on. the

BOLICY 24
Preserve. notable landmarb zmd areqs., of hrstorzc archztectuml ‘or: uesthetlc value,. and promote the
: preservatmn of other: buddzngs and features that’; pfomde continyity wzth past: development

OLICY 2,5

Use care fn:remodeling of: older butldzngs frorider. to. enhance vathier tha-teaken the griginal chargeter of

o such buﬂdmgs

The Pro]ect woiild revitalize a-pertion’
Iehablhtate unportant historicresource
Tnion JYron: Works Historic: Dlstnct W
New consb:ucuon swould ‘be; demgnedm o
historic context.

1 %.preserve and

RECREATION AND OFEN SPACE. ELEMENT

OB]ECTIVEJ_ '
ENSURE .4’ WELL-MAINTAINED;. HIGHLY. UTILIZED, AND: INTEGRATED OPEN: SPACE
SYSTEM,

POLICYLL
Encourag the. dynamlc zmd ﬂexible use of exzstmg opert spaces. and: promote a vunely of recreation: and

feet of shoreh e.,In.addmon, the Pro]ect Would pro
new: dWelhng upits.

SAN FR'\NCISCD . -8
PLANNING DEPARTMENT . :
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_.OBJECTIVES
' IMPROVEACCESS AND CONNECTIVITY IO OPEN SPACE:

POLICY31
‘Cregtivelif 4ez'zelop, gxis.tiﬂg publiglylawﬁed;ﬁg}gtmfways arid strects into opeft.space;

:The Pro]ect provxdes nine-acres of new public.open space and. -opens.up new connectlons 10 the..

hborhood The P

ject would. encourage‘ on—automoblle

‘transportanon to- énd from. bpen spaces; and would -ensurg physmal accessib;hty these open
spagesto the extent. feasible

_-___—Lndus

.SAH FRI(NC!SCO . g
PLANMNING DEPAmMEhrr c s : . -
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ENCOURAGED 'MAXIMIZE DEVELOPMENT POTENT IAL IN KEEPING WITHA
NEIGHBORHOOD: CHARACTER.

over. commerczal or»PDR where a;aprapnate

POLICY1.2.3.
In general where reszdentwl development is permztted -control resrdentml denszty through buzldmg hezght

.Péﬁciéi*z*i
. 1dentifyporfions: of Central Watsifront where it woild be.appropriate: to. increase maxinium. heights for
reszdentml develapmcnt . :

OBJECTIVE 1.4
SUPPORT A ROLE FOR “KNOWLEDGE SECTOR " BUSINESSES IN APPROPRIATE PORTIONS
OF.THE CENTRALWATERFRONT:

POLICY 1 41
Contiriué to. permit manufactunng uses: that support the Knowledge Sector in: thc szed Use ami PDR
districs of the Central Waterfrons.

POLICYi43: '
. Alloip otﬁer Knowledge Sector: ojfﬁce uses i portzons of the Central Waterfront i e

OB]ECTIVE 1.7
RETAIN ‘THE ‘CENTRAL WATERERONT'S RQLE AS ‘AN IMPORTANT LOCATION FOR
PRODUCTION; DISTRIBLITION AND REPAIR (PDRY ACTIVITIES:

POLICYI 73

THE :C'ENT RAL WAT ERFRONT IS AFFORDABLE T 0 EOPLE WJT H A WYDE RANGE
OF INCOMES:

SANFRANGISGD ’ 1D

PLANNING DEPAHTMENT

308




POLICY2.3.1
Target. the provisior of affordable inits for families.

. POLICYZ 3. 2

Anezghborhood s characher.

POLICY 3 1‘.2

| POLICY.3.1.9

% : : 11
PLA ANING DEPAR’I"NIEI'TI' 5 > g
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“poricys2i . -
Requirehigh quality des1gn of street “facing b

POLICY3.2.2
" Make.grovnd flpor: retail-and PDR uses's tall roomy and penneabie s posmbla

. POLICY3 25 .o
Buﬂdmg forin shauld celebrate corner: locatzons

amount and qualzty of green Zandscapmg

POLICY 333
Enhance ihe connectwn between buﬂdmg form aﬂd ecologwal sustamabz'lzty by promotmg se of renewable

Street Ciltiain Statwn and THird St-reet Lig ;.R(ul

SAN FRANCISCO 12
PLANN GDEPARTMEN"I" , . .. . il
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lumt parkmg rflatwe o trangit’ acceééibihty

OBJECTIVE44 - }
SUPPORT:THE CIRCULATION NEEDS OF EXISTING AND NEW. PDR AND MARITIME usas; '
"IN'THE CENTRAL WATERFRONT

'.tha scale oflarge deuelopmf,;lts i Hoital accéss {0} i'ldmgs in. the pmJecta

POLICY454.
A'Extend ami rebulld the street gnd espeaally in the-direction of the Buy

OB}ECTIVE 47
,'IMPROVE AND: EXPAND INFRASTRUCTURE POR BICYCLING AS AN IMPORTANT MODE
OF TRANSPORTATION ’

-SAN FRANGISCD... : 13
LPLANNING DEPARTMENT s . . o
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. SAN:FRANGISCO
PLANNING DE

are, s-and at concenifahons of employment

A:POLICY 473 ‘ '
:Suppart the: establzshment -of ' the: Blue—Greenway by ‘mcluding- safe, quality pedestrzun and bzcycle
_conmections from Cenitral Waterj'ront

Streets & Open Space.

OBJECTIVESL

‘PROVIDE PUBLIC PARKS AND. OPEN SPACES THAT M'EET THE NEEDS OP RESIDENTS

-WORKERS AND VISITORS

sPOLICYSI 1

;~Idenhfy opportinities fo: areate new public open spaces’ and: pravzde at, least ‘ope. e puwa open space

“serving the Central Waterfront

. POLICY5.1.2

- Require. itew resuientzal and commerczal developiment:fo promde or: contrzbute to ‘the.Creation: of! pubhd

; Opensppace;

' '.Eﬂcoumge publzc artin exzstmg and proposed open spnces

Historic Preservation.

‘OBJECTIVE 8.2
PROTECT,. PRESERVE, AND'‘REUSE ‘HISTORIC RESOURCES WITHIN: THE. :CENTRAL.
WATERERONT AREA PLAN

14
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:3) . Thézt»t)te,Cityéf's-isupp'ly'of ajj‘ordab[e ﬁbusf%i g Be;pr’esjéz"ac_t'i and enhzmced,

The: constructlon of the Pro;ect wﬂl not remove any- residential: uses;;since nong exist.on the ~pro;ect site.

The: Pro]ect w111 enhanice’ the. Cxty s, supply of; affordable: housmg thmugh its affordable’ housmg
" commitments in the Development Agreement which'will resultin total. of 3()"/,;,n~stte affordable housmg
unifs; .

4) That commuter. traﬁic ot lmpr:de Muypii-transit service. of-overburdern ouf-streets-or nezghborhood parkmg,

servlce, and fundmg for new nelghborhood—suppomngh'ansportatlon mfraétructure

A The Project is: also well served by pubhc tran31t The Prolect is. located w1th1n close proxmuty to: the

dlsplacement due fo. commerczal uﬂic development and that future opportu for reszdent emplo _/ment
- and ownership:in these sectors be enhgnced;

Although the Project would dlsplace portmns of an mdustnal use’: hlstoncally assocxated thh the

SAR FRANGISCO | ’ . 16
PLANN!NG DE‘P.ARTMENT . . o M
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“Resolution No: 19978

7y That I@ndﬁlarkis» uhd’}ii's’toiic,:b‘iiildﬁgs be preser‘tzédf
“The Prolect would: ‘Preserve and rehabilitate aporhon of the. Union: Tron Works Historic Dlstnct and three;
of its conmbutmg resources Buﬂdmgs 2 12 and 21 In addmon, the Pro]ect mcludes standatds and

1denhﬁéd as:an unportantresource fo. the surroundmg commumty

8). That.out parks and. bpmépﬂgg and:their uicess to sunlight and vistas be prtected from. development

;ACommxsswn Secretary

Melgar, Moore sind Richards.

AYES: - Hillis Johinsoi, K
Nerie
ABSENT: Fong
- ADOPTED: August ?-4»2017
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ExzstingZonmg
- BlockiLot:
- Propased Zoning:

.Pro]ect Sponsor
Staj}‘ Contact;.

. Hexght and Bulk Distiicts

:'4052/001. 411(.)/001Vand 008A 4111/004 4120/002

316

1650 Mission St

Sult

San.francisco,
CA 94103-2479

ﬁRecepton.
ﬁ415 558 6378

Fax;

.415.558 6409

Pladning
Information; . ..

155586377

s dtersal




jmf:rastructure, geotechmcal and shoréline 1mprovements, between 3215 to 3,345 off-street. parkmg spaces
“in proposed bmldmgs and dxstnct parking structures; and'nine;acres of: pubhcly—oWned open'space.

“feet, 55 is consibent'y
2014.

(Pubhc) to Pler 70 Mlxed Use Dlstrxct

) WHEREAS, these Planmng Code: Texi: Amendments.would amiénd Height & Bulk District Map
.No. HTO08 to inctease the height limit for Block 4052 Lot-001 (partial); Block 4111 Lot 004 (partial), and
- Block 4124 Lot 002 from40°X to 90-C

WHEREAS this Resolution approving these PIarmmg Code Text Amendments is a companion to
-other legislative approvals yelating'to the Pro;ect mcludmg recommendahon of approval of General Plan.
Amendmenis apprOVal of the Pxer 70 SUD Designi for Development, énd; recommendatxon for. appxoval'

‘comphance Wlth the Cailforrua'
and Chapter 31 of the San. Franasco;

forth herem and whxch quun‘ements are. made condlhons of thxs approvaL

WHEREAS on August 24, 2017, the Commlssmn cqnducted.a duly nohced public hearirig-at a

follcwmg reasons:

$aN FRANCISCO, .2
PLANNING DEFAIT[MENT . . -4
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constructmn of hew housmg, ag féas1 ;,1é¢.-

. .']obs 8 Housmg Balance Gwen the unceriam future state of the ]obs and housmg baiance in: San'

LTy L
Commussion Secretary

AYES: . -Hillis Johnson, Koppel, Melgar; Moore and Richards -
NAYES: - Néne o
ABSENT; . Fong-

ADOPTED:;  August,5017 °

sr.N FRANCISCD ... : 4
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Blockitot:

Existing Zoning: 5.'-_

Prgposed Zojing: * Biet 70 Mixed

' 0 and FC er 70, ILC

5 RlchardSucre (415) 5759108

Wi sTplanniig.ong

320

1650, Missioi St
-Stite 400°
.San, Franclsco,

CA 94103-2479.

'Recephon
'415 558 6378

Fak

415 558 5409
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Infarmaticn:

415.558.6377




- regardmg the Pro] - 3
. approyal actions assocxated

" 'BAN FRARBISED | . 9.
- PLANnuNG DEPARTMENT . ) - R L'
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' ~sun:oundmg C1ty fabn and connect emstlhg nelghborhoods to the Clty’ S central waterfrenf

4. The D4D w0u1d enable the-¢onstruction of ‘a miew: -vibrant, safe and coruiected. nelghborhood.

: mc]udmg new parks and opén spaces;’ The D4D would *help ensure nexghborhood with active
streets atid, opery spaces, }ugh qtiahty and.wejl esxgned bmldmgs, and, .thoughtful relauonshlps
betweei: bulldmgs andihie puiblic realin, including the wateifront,

AND BE:XT FUKTHER RESOLVED, ‘that the ‘Commission finds the Pier 70 SUD.D4D:is in
general conformity with: the General Plan as set.forth jin Plarining Commission Resolutior: No, 19978, .

_AND BE:IT FURTHER. RESOLVED; thiat ‘
' general confonmtyz ith Planning Code Section; 101. .1.. 2§ ,§,et .f,g;‘gh m.,l?l%mu‘t.}g' mem%lgn Resqlutmn. NQ
19978, o ' ) : : :

‘Thereby: cértify that thé Planiing Conimission ADOPTED the foregBing Motiorion Adgiust 24, 2017,

I“ﬁﬂISIohnsmKoppelMelgarMoore tid Richards.

None:
ABSENT Foijg

‘ADOPTED;  August24,2017

SAN FRANCISCO -3
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fj‘QS,ED.’Mis‘s‘igq St

CA 9 ) 03—2479

Becephon
#15,558,6378

fax: .

_Exzstmg Zonmg'_; 415 558 6409

Planning:

40X, " Ipfornation:.

chard Sucre:— (413). 5
‘irlchard sucreOsfgov org: .

ZR‘ESOLUTION RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERV'[SORS APPROVE A




.and its. assocxated Prer 70 SUD De51gn fot e
’cor\trols aind destgn gmdance for both horxzontal an

to support construcnon TU re .
-and Revitalization Fmancmg stmct ("]RFD”) to support onsxte affordable housmg

Comxmssmn, and f:hat the summary of comments and’ responses ¢oh amed 110,81 il
aft EIR and .'by Mohon No 19976 certlfled the FEIR as accurate, complete and; in co n

Program (MMRP) as. Attachment B, V\rhmh MMREs ﬂereby lncorporated by reference 48 though fully set

* forth hereinrand which frequiréments dre tade conditions of thisapproval.

SAN fRﬁNC!SCO . o
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None

Forig

ADORTED:

“SANERANDISEO.
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AN FRANCISCO

PLANNING DEPARTNVIENT

August 28, 2017

Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk
Honorable Mayor Edwin Lee
Honorable Supervisor Cohen
Board of Supervisors

City and County of San Francisco
City Hall, Room 244

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re:

Transmittal of Planning Department Case No. 2014-001272PR]
Legislative Approvals for the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project
Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval with Modification

Dear Ms. Célvillo, Mayor Lee and Supervisor Cohen,

On August 24, 2017, the Planning Commission conducted duly noticed public hearings at regularly
scheduled meetings to consider the Pier 70 Mixed-Usé Project, which included the following actions: .

1.

Certification of the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR)
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA);

Adoption of findings under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), including
findings rejecting alternatives as infeasible and adopting a Statement of Overriding
Considerations and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP);

Recommendation that the Board of Supervisors approve the General Plan Amendments
pursuant to Planning Code Section 340 and adopt the findings of consistency with the General
Plan and Priority Policies of Planning Code Section 101.1;

Recommendation that the Board of Supervisors approve the Planning Code Text Amendments
to establish the Pier 70 Special Use District, and the associated Zoning Map Amendments;

Adoption of the proposed the Pier 70 SUD Design for Development (D4D); and,

Recommendation that the Board of Supervisors approve the Development Agreement (DA)

- for the Project.

At the hearing the Planning Commission recommended approval of all of the aforementioned actions.

Two of these actions (Development Agreement and Planning Code Text Amendments/Zoning Map
Amendments) relate to the Ordinances introduced by Mayor Edwin Lee and Supervisor Malia Cohen
as introduced on July 25, 2017. These Ordinances include: Development Agreement-FC Pier 70, LLC
Pier 70 Development Project (File No. 170863) and Plarning Code, Zoning Map — Pier 70 Special Use
District (File No. 170864).

www.sfplanning.org
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Transmital Materials : . CASE NO. 2014-001272PRJ
Legislative Approvals for Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project:

" At the public hearing on August 24, 2017, the Commission reviewed and recommended revisions to
the Ordinances for the DA and Planning Code Text Amendments, as noted in the adopted resolutions.

On August 24, 2017, the Planning Commission reviewed and considered the Final EIR for the Pier 70
Mixed Project (FEIR) and found the FEIR to be adequate, accurate and objective, thus reflecting the
independent analysis and judgment of the Department and the Commission, and that the summary of
comments and responses contained no significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and approved the FEIR .
for the Project in compliance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31. On August 24, 2017,
by Motion No. 19976, the Commission certified the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Pier 70
Mixed-Use Project as accurate, complete and in compliance with the California Environmental Quality
Act (“CEQA”). On August 24, 2017, the Commission by Motion No. 19977 approved California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Findings, including adoption of a Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP), under Case No. 2014-001272ENV, for approval of the Prolect which
findings are incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein.

The redline copy of the General Plan Amendment along with two copies will be deliver to the Clerk
following this email.

Please find attached documents relating to the actions of the Commission. If you have any | questlons
or requlre further information please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Aaron D. Starr
Manager of Legislative Affairs

B 40

Marlena Byme, Deputy City Attorney

Andrea Ruiz-Esquide, Deputy City Attorney

Erica Major, Office of the Clerk of the Board

Mawuli Tugbenyoh, Legislative Director, Mayor’s Office

Yoyo Chan, Aide to Supervisor Cohen

Sarah Dennis-Phillips, Mayor’s Office of Economic and Workforce Development

Attachments :
Planning Commission Motion No. 19976 — Certification of Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project FEIR
Planning Commission Motion No. 19977 — Adoption of CEQA Findings
Planning Commission Resolution No. 19978 ~ General Plan Amendments and General Plan & 101.1
Findings
" Planning Comumission Resolution No. 19979 — Planhing Code Text Amendments & Zoning Map
Amendments
Planning Commission Motion No. 19980 - Design for Development

SAN FRANCISCO 2
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Transmital Materials - CASE NO. 2014-001272PRJ
Legisiative Approvals for Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project

Planning Commission Motion No. 19981 — Development Agreement
Planning Department Executive Supnmary-2014-001272PRy
Ordinance — General Plan Amendments
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IL}NOIS ST

GEORGIA 5T

§
i
]

LOUISIANA ST

JELAWAREST [R5

HISTORIC UPLANDS {19.4 ACRES)

BOARD OF TIDELANDS COMMISSIONERS LANDS
: (20.9 ACRES)

BOARD OF TIDELANDS COMMISSIONERS LANDS
] SUBMERGED (6.2 ACRES)

ALVORD GRANT

ALVORD GRANT CURRENTLY SUBMERGED
CALIFORNIA V. USA

CALIFORNIA V. USA SUBMERGED
POTENTIALLY RESERVED

OWEN'S WAYS PARCEL (0.5 ACRES)
FORMER RISDON PROPERTY

;| BLOCK NUMBERS

PILE SUPPORTED PIER

PRESENTLY SUBMERGED

TITLE IN STREETS QUIETED IN BETHLEHEM STEEL, 1354
{8.0 ACRES) :

ot s

e PUEBLO LINE OF 1883

I PIER 70 STUDY AREA
POTENTIAL TRUST LANDS (23 ACRES)

l: . LANDS (18.9 ACRES)

SUBMERGED LANDS (4.1 ACRES)
771 NON TRUST LANDS: BURTON ACT {17.6 ACRES)

NON TRUST LANDS: AFTER ACQUIRED {31.4 ACRES)
LANDS (25.3 ACRES)
SUBMERGED LANDS {6.1 ACRES)

TOTAL FILLED LAND & UPLAND: 61.8 ACRES

TOTAL SUBMERGED LAND: 10.2 ACRES
NON-UPLAND FORMER RISDON PROPERTIES WITHIN
THE OWENS' WAYS: 0.25 ACRES

NOTE: .
THIS DIAGRAM 1S FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES ONLY. THE SCALE AND AREA

. CALCULATIONS ARE APPROXIMATE AND THE AREAS ARE INTERPRETED FROM

HISTORICAL DATA.
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i

ARYLAND ST

ELAWAREST  W5%

EXISTING TRUST, NO CHANGE (6.75 ACRES)
EXISTING NON TRUST, NO CHANGE (25.5 ACRES)
ADDED TO TRUST {17.6 ACRES)

REMOVED FROM TRUST (.16 ACRES)
UNCERTAIN, CONFIRMED [N TRUST {16.4 ACRES)

UNCERTAIN, CONFIRMED FREE OF TRUST {5.27 ACRE

BLOCK NUMBERS

! XX { HISTORIC BUILDINGS

PUEBLO LINE OF 1883
== wewe PIER 70 AREA (PER AB 418)

e ADJACENT SUBMERGED LANDS

NOTE: .

THIS DIAGRAM IS FOR ILLUSTRATION FURPOSES ONLY. THE SCALE AND AREA
CALCULATIONS ARE APPROXIMATE AND THE AREAS ARE INTERPRETED FROM
HISTORICAL DATA,
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JEORGIA 5T

OUISIANA ST.

ELAWARE ST

TRUST (40.7 ACRES)

NON TRUST (31.26 ACRES)

. BLOCK NUMBERS

HISTORIC BUILDINGS
———— PUEBLO LINE OF 1883
== = PIER 70 AREA (PER AB 418}

s ADJACENT SUMBERGED LANDS

NOTE:

THIS DIAGRAM {S FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPDSES ONLY. THE SCALE AND AREA
CALCULATIONS ARE APPROXIMATE AND THE AREAS ARE INTERPRETED FROM
HISTORICAL DATA.
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30% of all new units
will be affordable

§ (majority low income);
Units & marketing

7. . focused towards D10

L Affordability.

$45M ($90M total)
to pay for specified
transit, bike and ped
connections,

Grey-blackwater
system '
LED/efficient st lights
' Thermal water system

Accommodates 66" rise
plus 100 yr flood

CFD provides over $2B
for shoreline protection -

BHistoric Building Rehab

| Union Iron Works District

¥ Irish Hill commemoration

$2.5M towards ngd ctr

9 acres total

- 1 acre playground

- Irish Hill experience

- Bay Trail connections

30% Local Hire req’d
Local Business (LBE)

Small Business Plan

Southern Bayfront Strategy 3

i De elopment First Source- Retail, Off

B Arts & Culture Building -
§ On-Site Child Care '
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From: Steve Eisenberg <stevesnbrg@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, October 15, 2017 9:.01 PM
To: . Board of Supervisors, (BOS);Karunaratne, Kanishka (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Boilard,

Chelsea (BOS); Angulo, Sunny (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Summers, Ashley (BOS); Kim,
Jane (BOS); Farrell, Mark (BOS); Chan, Yoyo (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Cohen, Malia
(BOS); Ronen, Hillary, Maybaum, Erica (BOS); Morales, Carolina (BOS); Lee, Ivy (BOS);
Major, Erica (BOS); Carroll, John (BOS); Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)

Cc: ‘ maryfrancis@chevron.com; joenaylor@chevron.com; wesleylohec@chevron.com;
' . tariff@chevron.com
Subject: Fwd: Cities of San Francisco and Oakland responsible for future harm caused by sea
. level rise flooding
Attachments: : d2.PNG; d3.PNG; d4.PNG; d6,.PNG
—————————— Forwarded message ------—--~

_From: Steve Eisenberg <stevesnbrg@gmail.com>
Date: Sun, Oct 15, 2017 at 5:11 PM
Subject: Cities of San Francisco and Oakland responsible for future harm caused by sea level rise flooding
To: dennis.herrera@sfoov.org, Jean. Alexander@sfoov.org, citvattorney@sfpov.org, L13aAng@sfgov org,
paul.henderson@sfoov.org, shahde.tavakoli@sfgov.org, Daniel. Adams@sfgov.org,
Lorene.Agujetas@sfgov.org