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. City Hall
+\ Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 5545163
© 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 Tfansportation 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 th'e 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 ‘ ~ ORDINANC{ O.

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

Ordinan'ce amending the General Plan to revise Maps 4 and 5 of the Urban Design
Eiement to refer to the Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project Speciél Use District; adopting
findings under the California Eﬁvironmental 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.

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font.
. Additions to Codes are in single-underline italics Times New Roman font.
Deletions to Codes are in WMM&M&#@WM
Board amendment additions are in double-underiined Arial font. .
Board amendment deletions are in stFHee%hFeughAﬁa—feﬂt
Asterisks (* * * *)indicate the omission of unchanged Code
subsections or parts of tables.

Be it ordained by the People of .the City and County qf §§1n 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 approv‘ai, 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 ' ‘
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1
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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.

(2) In approving the Project at its hearing on August 24 2017, by Resolutlon :
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
S‘upervisors in File No. %70.930, 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 ineorporates by reference as though fully set 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

Supervnsors On August 24, 2017, by Resolution No. 19978, the Commlssxon conducted a

: duly noticed public hearing on the General Plan Amendments pursuant to Plannmg Code

Section 340, and found that the public necessity, convenience and general welfare required
the proposed General Plan Amendments, adopted General Plan Amehdrhents, 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 :
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS : ) Page 2
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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 Element (“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. - 4
| 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

MARLENA BYRNE
Deputy City Attorney

- m\port\as2017\1100292\01200021.docx

Pl'an‘ning Commission
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 3
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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 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.

" Existing Law

There is currently no Pier 70 Mlxed Use Project Special Use Dlstnct in the Plannmg 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

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

. ' 1650 Mission St.
Executive Summary Suf 400
. agx gu San Francisco,
General Plan Amendment Initiation CA 841032479
HEARING DATE: JUNE 22, 2017 Reception:
CONSENT . 415.558.6378
Date: m20w ' , o
- Date: June 15, , 415.558.6409
" Case No.: 2014-001272GPA ‘ .
Project Address:  Piex 70 Mixed-Use Project i\l?:r[:\na%ion‘
Existing Zoning: ~ M-2 (Heavy Industrial) Zoning District 415558.6377
. P (Public) District . ’
40-X and 65-X Height and Bulk Districts
Block/Lot: - 4052/001, 4110/001 and 008A, 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 Ge;leral Plan Amendments

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project (Project)' would rezone the entire 35-acre project site (including the 28-acre site and
the Illinois 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 District, 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, that are currently covered by £ill 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 commerdal-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 518700 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 RALT use as including neighborhood-serving retail, arts activity, eating and drinking places,
production distribution and repair, light manufacturing, and entertainmerd establishments,

Www.sfplannfhg.org
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Executive Summary CASE NO. 2014-001272GPA
Hearing Date: June 22, 2017 Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project — General Plan Amendment Initiation

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 to 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 Tllinois Parcels would include 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 22" 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 owned by the City and County of San Francisco through the
Port of San Francisco (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 Reg15ter 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 topography, 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 southwestern portion of the project site and straddles both the 28-
Acre Site and Hlinois 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 .
Francisco and other agencies have worked extensively with the Project Sponsor to formulate a-
comprehensive planning approach and entitlement structure for the site.

-As proposed, the Project does not comply with many of the zoning controls which currently apply to the
site, including existing height and bulk Hmits, 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 improvements, 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 .y ' ’ 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT ’
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Executive Summary o 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:

" » Urban Design Element Map 4 (“Urban Design Guidelines for Height of Buildings”): Add
reference to Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project SUD.

‘e Urban Design Element Map 5 ("Urban Design Guidelines for Bulk of Buildings”): Add reference
to Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project SUD.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The requested General Plan Amendment Initiation would not, in and of itself, result in a physical change
to the enviiﬁmnent Therefore, this action is statutorily exempt under the California Environmental
Quality Act,(Section 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 (Casé No. 2014-001272ENV). The DEIR was
available for public comument 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 Comments and- Responses document, and will
respond to comments made on the DEIR. Certification of the Final EIR will be considered by the Planning
Comumission at a public hearing (currently scheduled for July 20, 2017).

HEARING NOTIFICATION
The requested General Plan Amendment Initiation does not require public notification, aside from listing
in the published hearing agenda for the Planning Commission.

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 i 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 iniﬁaté the General Plan Amendments, the Commission would make a formal
recommendation to the Board of Supervisors at a future public hearing (currently sctieduled 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, W]:uch will be considered at future public
hearings.

SN EAcISeo 3
LANNING DEPARTMENT .
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Executive Summary ‘ : : CASE NO. 2014-001272GPA
Hearing Date: June 22, 2017 Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project — ngeral Plan Amendment Initiation

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

= The project is, on balance, consistent with the Goals, Policies, and Objectives of the General Plan.

RECOMMENDATION: Initiate General Plan Amendments

Attachments:
Draft Resolution
Exhibits
General Plan Amendment Ordinance.

" Urban Design Element, Map No. 4

Usrban Design Element, Map No. 5

SAR FRANCISCO ' . . 4
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTIVIENT

'Planning Commission Draft Resolution 1650 ision .

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 . 415.558.6408
- P {Public) District ' .
40-X and 65-X Height and Bulk Districts lf;',a::g;gl o
Block/Lot: 4052/001, 4110/001 and 0084, 4111/004, 4120/002, 415.558 6371
Project Sponsor: ~ Port of San Francisco and Forest City Deilelopment California, Inc.
Staff 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 pﬁysical
development of the City and County of San Francisco that take into consideration social,
economic and envirorimental 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 Comumission upon 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 oméshp

(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.sfplanning.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 xesponds 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 improv.ements; 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
amending the Maps of the Urban Design Element and the General Plan Land Use Index, to add
references to the Piex 70 SUD; and

11. WHEREAS, A Proposed Ordinance has been draﬁed in order to make the necessary
amendments to the General Plan to implement the Pr0]ect The Office of the Clty 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 l.xas 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 Depariment 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 custodiqn of records, at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San -
Francisco; and

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That pursuant to Plahning 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 pursdant to Planning Code Section 306.3, the
Commission 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 [nitiation

to consider the above referenced General Plan amendments contaired 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.

Jonas P. Ionin
Commission Secretary

AYES:

NOES: R

ABSENT:

ADOPTEﬁ: June 22, 2017

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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URBAN DESIGN GUIDELINES FOR HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS

e . Map' 4
[:{ 0-40 ft OPEN SPACE -
Any Development Subject To Review-
7 41-88 ft NN -
) } N MAXIMUM HEIGHT,
89-160 ft Elevation Of Freeway I ones
T 161-240 ft O POINT TOWERS IN VICINITY
[ 241400 Tt 1. See Chinatown Area Plan

n % 2 Se: Downtown l’lar:1

: 3. See Rincon Hill Plan

- LOWER END OF RANGE

U

MIDDLE OR LOWER END OF RANGE

1

MAP APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
The notation below in itelics 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 to the map during the next map updaie.

-> Delete the shaded areas within the Mission Bay area and
add & boundary around the Mfssion Bay area with a line that
Jeads to a reference that states *See Mission Bay North and
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plans.* For Assessor's
Blocks 3796 (Lots 1 and 2), 3797 (Lot 1), and a portion of
3880, place an asterisk on the parcels with a relerence on

the botlom of the page thal stales *See the Mission Bay
Guidelines adopted by the Planning Commission”

=+ Add a boundary area around the Hunters Polnt Shipyard area

with a fine that leads to a reference that slates “See Hunters Point

Redevefopment Plan and Hunters Point Shipyard Area Plan”

= Add a boundary area around Candlestick Point with a line that
leads to a reference that states "See Candlestick Point SubArea
Plan and Bayview Hunters Point Redevelopment Plan”

- Add: "Seé Mission Bay Guidelines adopted by the Planning
Compmission”

<> Add reference under #2 fo Transbay:"” See Downtown Plan and
Transbay Redevelopment Development Conlrols and Design for
Development Plan™

- Add a boundary area around the Balboa Park \
Station plan area with a line that leads io a
reference that states “See the Balboa Park
Statien Area Plan”

~> Add a boundary area around the Visitacion
Valley Schiage Lock area with a line that leads o
a relerence that states "See Redevelopment
Plan for the Visitacion Valley Schiage Lock
Project* '

- Add a boundary area around Execulive Park with
aline that leads to a reference that slates “See
Executive Park SubArea Plan”
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URBAN DESIGN GUIDELINES FOR BULK OF BUILDINGS

5 Map 5

408t 1101t 125 £¢, /P

RN 80 £t 110 £ 1251t

I, : ¥ *

Gg?vella:s‘ Apply | T Guidetines For ) 1101t Guidetine 1;30“ uos * ONE MILE

Above t Of Maxim i; Al

— e e 0t 2501t Plan Dimemsion ) 300

) 6oft ‘250 £t 300 £t

“ 150 £t 250 £t 300 ft

I— Bulk Regulated By Helght Controls ) '

R OPEN SPACE: Any Development Subject To Review  # Also Applies To Point Towers Where Designated In
: 1. See Chinatown Arex Plan Urban Dezign Guidelines For Height Of Bulldings,

2. See Downtown Plan
3, See Rincoe Hilt Plan

WMAP APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
The notation batow in italics represenis a recent amendment
fo the General Plan that has been approved by the Board of
Supervisors after this map was originally adopted. The
changa will be added 1o the map during the next map updats.

-> Delete the shaded areas within the Mission Bay area
and add a boundary around the Mission Bay area with a
fine that leads 10 a reference that states *See Mission
Bay North and Mission Bay South Redevelopment
Plans." For Assessor's Blocks 3796 (Lots 1 and 2),
3797(Lot 1), and a portion of 3880, place a “t~ (cross
shape) on the parcels with a similar t” on the bottom of

"the page that states “See the Mission Bay Guidelines
adopted by the Planning Commission”

-> Add a boundary area around the Hunters Point Shipyard area
with a line that leads to a reference that states “Sea Hunters Point
. Redevelopment Plan and Hunters Point Shipyard Aren Plan”

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

> Delete shadings, add + at AB3798 (lots 1&2), 3797 (Io't 7) and
part of 3880; and add: "See Mission Bay North and South
Redevelopment Plans” .

-> Add & boundary area around Candlestick Point with a line that
leads to a reference that states “See Candlestick Polnt SubArea
Plan and Bayview Hunlers Point Redsvelopment Plan*

> Add + under **Also Appliss..." and add: “See Mission
Bay Guidelines adopted by the Planning Commission”

-> Add a boundary area around the Batbon Park Station plan
area with a line that leads to a reference that states "See
the Balbos Pari Station Area Plan”

> Add a boundary area around the Visitacion Valley
Schiage Lock area with a line that leads {o & reference
that states “See Redevelopment Plan for the Visitacion
Valley Schiage Lock Project”

~ Add a boundary area around Executive Park with a ine
that Isads to a reference that states “See Execufive
Park SubArea Plan”

~
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Planning Commission Resolution No. 19949  musas

Sufte 400
HEARING DATE: JUNE 22, 2017 San Francisco,
CA54103-2479
Reception;
Case No.: 2014-001272GPA 415.558.6378
Project Address: ~ Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project Far.
Existing Zoning: ~ M-2 (Heavy Industrial) Zoning District 415 5586409
-P (Public) District )
40-X and 65-X Height and Bulk Districts Plnving
Block/Lot: 4052/001, 4110/001 and 0084, 4111/004, 4120/002, 415558.6377
Project Sponsor:  Port of San Francisco and Forest City Development Californiz, Inc.

Staff 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 MAF 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 Chartet of the City and County of San Fraricisco 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 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, economtic, 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 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 ownership
(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 Uniop Iron Works Historic District; and

www sfpdanning.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 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 contzois 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
amending the Maps of the Urbarn Design Element and the Genetal 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 ﬁot, in and of itself, result in a
physical change to the environment. Therefore, this action is statuttorily 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 arid has further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of
Planning Department staff and other interested parties; and

14. WHEREAS, all pertirient. 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
PLANRING DEPARTWMENT
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Mofion No. 19949 CASE NO. 2014-001272GPA
June 22, 2017 Pier 70 Mixed-Use Proj.-General Plan Amendment Initiation

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 proﬁde appropriate notice for a public hearing
to consider the above referenced General Plan.amendments contained in the draff 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.

Jonas P. Ionin *
Commission Secretary

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

ADOFPTED: June 22, 2017

SAN FRANCISGD 5
PLANNING DEPARTIVIENT
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. 1650 Mlssxon “,

-Regeption;
~415 558 6378

CseNo.: 2014-001272ENV- | f- -

ProjectTitle: " Pler 70 Mlxed
Zoning '

F"lanmng
‘Info atlon.
415 558 6377

BlockiLot;

Project Sponsor;

Staff Contact:

géneral,cxrcula 01101 May 6, 2015

B, 'Iihe Depaxtment-held a public scopmg meetmg on, May 28; 2015 in order fo solicit. publlc cornment

inligorg
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Chapter 31 of the San Franmsco Admlnlstramre Co de.A e

7. ‘The Planmng Comm.xsswn hereby ‘does; ﬁnd that g 'IR concemmg Fxle No 2014 001272ENV

SN FiANCISED, ) ‘ |
PLANNING DEPAmMENT i ;. ,
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..f:]'i) s ity

- Commission Secretary:

Hillis; Richdrds, Johnson, Koppel, Melgar; Mooré
N ; Néne B
ABSENT:  Tong

ADGPTED:  Ayigust 24,2017

" :* SAM FRANGISGO, :
CPLANNING DEPARTMENT N
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'.San Franmscu
. CA 341 03-2479

. Recepﬁon :

Planning
[nformition: -
415 558 63717

-richard.sucre@sfgoviorg

ADOP'I'ING ENVIRONMENTAI. FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE, CAI:IFORNIAv

""z&Acre Siter and"ihe :

) .Development document: The Pro]ectxwould include the rehabxhtahon and: adapﬁve reuse of three of the 12;

.
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tll gt adtiity; Gatiig and diinking places,

'SAN nwlciscn 2
PLAN NG DEPAHTMENT . N
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. :Cause substanhal | permanent ingreases: the proje
[eastof’ Termiessee Street 10, east.of Illmo_ € :i ’f:, : : linofs Street [20%:§
Streat]); '

SAN ERANCISCO.
‘PLANNING
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I heteby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED:the foregoinig Mbtion 6h Atigiist24, 2017,

 Commission Secretary

 AYESE ‘Hillis Jolinsor, Koppék Melgar, Moore arid Rlchards
‘NAYES: ‘None

ABSENT: .. Fong.

ADQPTED:  .August 24,2017

g mANmsbo )
LANNING, DESARTIENT
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ey ronmen‘a'l» review process for the pro;ect, 'rhe approval actxons to be
~records

‘SAN FRANEISCO : . rd
I.ANNING DEPARTMEN‘I’ .

iy dor
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it the Firial: EIR are for ease of reference and are not'i
il relied: upon for fhese’ fmdmgs

SN FRANCISCE - 8
PLANNINGpEPAmMﬂ" . . e R
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'of the A_pamsh.Amencan War ,_.189 an Shlp xepau: oiaerahons contxnue to ayf;

:The pro;ect sxte comams 12 of the 44 contnbutmgﬁ features»m the Iﬁstonc D;sfnct.and one: of the tenj

' ithe Hoédown Yard appear to have been hmlted to the storége of { fuel 011 m above—ground storage tanksA

CSANFRANGISCO . . g
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' -Stipulation thiat"

»Restorat\on of g

Hlstonc Dlsmct didirix

sm rnmctsco . 40:
LANNING DEPAlﬂ'msﬂr N . . . REM &
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. BAN me:rsco 4 14
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On'the 28:Alcre Site:

> Parcels A and B I(estncted to' pnmanly cofmmercial uise, With' RA"LI uses. allowed on/ the
ground floor:- N : ’

e Parcel C1: Permitfed for commerclal, esidential, or- slrucmredparkmg ‘nges W1th RALI uges
aIIOWed, on the ground flodr.

o All 228-Acre Site: parcels
,anlude accessory” pa:kmg

O ft;hé.-ll'l'iflé;x.s'ﬁarcélhs:

'3;/422,‘265 gsf on; thé 28—A 01~'460 gsf on, the ’l]hn ,:Pércels R

Miiiniri Residential Scenario,

-SAH FRANCISCO- ' . . : . A9
‘;PLANN!NG ‘DEPARTMENT;" . . N
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: T’otrero Terrace: and Annex HOPE SF‘pro)ect

e .. Pler'lo :“SUD‘.'Dgsng for Development

E: : 1te,'whe&1er conétructed by Forest C1ty, Forest. City
arty developers selected by the Port thmugh broker—managed offenhgs, WOuld be

-ANNI NG 'DEPAmMENT : i H .o .
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¢20th Street Plaza' and Rooftop; Open Space Areas

g.  Trafficand Circulstion Plap,

‘SAN FRANGISCO .. ) - 15
uuuma DEPAmMENT 3 s .
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also. requlred as:
'sh'eet improvements a

-sxte and 1ocal and regxonal tran51thubs

The TMA, would Work collaborahvely with, SFMTA and’ Bay Area Bike: Share (BABS\ representaﬁves to;

,components such
":facﬂ.ltles on—str et

pe estnan,:connecnon from the-westem Porhon of'the 51te, ac;mss the street, and;: to San Franmsco Bay.

. sl NCN -l i .
: puxnn?ume napnn-rmsm' 4 : ‘16
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redundanéy |

- SAGPRRNGISGHT. - . ... o 7‘
PLANNING: DEPAHTMENT . . i L
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.;totai At generators are anhmpated on the project

Renewable Eneggg

105
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22“d Stfeet to account fot the proposed; elevanon dlfference between
surfaces,

:thh structural walls oL unplementmg ground 1mprovements

. Shoreline Protef:hon Imptovements and Sea Level Rise
Adagtahon

f.'the proposed shozelirie protectlon improyements 1ndude mamtammg a stable shorehne,"

19
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i P;;;;;,, _
‘of: Parceis A and B:on the-project site:

"and estabhshmg the Blue Greenw ;.and-cres

SEN FRaNGISED: . .
- "PLANNING D

21
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Piépefﬁéé, : gn’ and:build’ riews infré e, put 3 :
consxstent. nfill Deve ; ‘,; esi -Crxtena Wlthm the Port’s Pler 70 Preferred Master
onTron Works Hxstonc Distnch

S ' : - 29,
?LANNING pEPARTME‘NT - 4 . L
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& Gertification of the Final EIR.

« Adopfion of findings thatthe:Public Trust Exchange ié consistent with the General Plar,
o Approval-ofPier 70:SUD Desigt for Developmerits

o Thitiation and‘recommendationto Board of:Supervisors.to approve amendirients:to. the General
; Plum

: Im 'ahqn and recommendatlon to the Board of S i

¥ fsors fo approve Planmng Code

nchon S;te StormWater Runov f Control Penmt

:Ban Francisco-Public Utilitiés Commisgion

SAN FRANGISCO. .
< PLANNING DEPAn-mlEur

- 110
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' CASE NO 2014-001272ENV
Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project

. ,Sxte:Spe,cxﬁ Remedlahon(.:ompl tion Agproval(s)_. kManagerient Plati:

By Area AdtQualityManagement Distiiet

" SANFRANGISEO .. . . 9k
BPLANNING DEPpn‘n\qEnn‘ e . L
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beeiy? relbcated

' ‘Possible Section 404/Sdetiori 10 Pesiiit

USAImyCOrpsofEngmeers

s PossibleSection 404/Section 10 Petfnit. -

© U:S. Fishi axid Wil

. Posstble Sectlon 404/Sechon 10, Pemrut_.

National Masihe Fishdries Service

- ' Possible Essential Bish Habitit Constiltation.

» “Possible Erdarigered Species Act Consultationi.

SAN FRAN(HSCD T
. PLANNING DEPmElTI‘

112
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" theFinal EIR for the Project; beéing rejected.
E :i&ca&id@g@d‘éhé%odiénzof Recoids:

'The Dubhc 3

" SAN FRANGISGD . . .
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~Regx$£er of: Hlstoncal Resources

: Impact CR 10: ’Ifhe”changes and addlhons ‘to the network of 'streets and open spaCe would notf materxally

115
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Impact C<TR-35 The Projéct would ot contnbute to:a major traffichazard..

‘ The Pro]ect wouldimot. conitributé congiderablyr to 2 significant cumulative unpact ofi-the,

Impact C TR-6; The Pro]ect would, not ‘contribute con51derab1y fo. s1gmﬁcant cumulatwe 1mpacts af Mum
Downtown scxee_nlmes or subcorridors: :

Impact C—TR '7 The. ]?ro;ect WOuld tiot contribute. consxd&ably to. sxgmﬁcant cumula’ave 1mpacts on
reglonal fransitrou .

{mpﬁﬁﬁ.-.C-TRr The Prgject. would. not: confribute: 'conéfgiigrz'aﬁfly‘ to 51gn1ﬁcant cumuilative :pedestrian

“fipacts. .

Bt G TR The Project wiouild riok ecritribute conisiderablyfo-a significant cuulative bicydle impact;

pact.:

O

; ‘ﬁééilt:’ciumui&iti%refl.oadi.nzfi'i

emergency vehlcle access.

E. . Nmse

:. D ommercxal Scenarios wouId riot: create
ob]ectmnable. odots that woul;..:affect asubstantlal num er of people ’

G: | - Gieenhouse Gas Bmissions.

SAN FRARpISCY . . 30
PLANNING DEP;uTrMEhrrx .. R L R
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or expanmon o exlshng fac1hties, the constructmn of kil avise significant environmentl effects.

“SAH FRANCISCR. ' . 3
yuuduma pammmm-r . . 21,
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Impact PS4: The Project:woiild not result in the rieé
maintain. acceptable service rauos, xesponse times, ¢

,:$AM FRANC{SCG .. . ] 32
I PLANNING: DEPARTMENT . R s -
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ZImpact C—GE—I The. Pro,ect in combmahon wﬂh past, present and reasonabl .foreseeable future
pro;ects would not substantxal Iy conl‘mbute fo. cumulatlve impacts on geology and soils.

SAN FRARGISED':: o 33
PLANNING bE ENT - . N
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' iinpa _ts reiated to hazards and hazardous ma’cenals i s

P.. Mineraf and Enetgy Resources.

Tmpact ME—’.[ "Thé Pr i ct wouId ot Raie a stgmﬁcant adverse’ 1mpact on-the, avallablhty of a knownf
mmeral Tesource and/or & locally ;mportant mmeral regourice recovery site,

consumphon, and would not encaurage ach
“water;.Of energy,-or-use, these ina Wasteful manner =

~Impact ‘ME3: The Project:would-not-esult in new. of: exparision
transmission and/or distribution facilities that would catise mgmﬁcant physmal envlronment‘al effects.

Impct C:ME- :L . The:Pro]ect n combmahon w1th other:x ast, P esent ands easo ably fe eseeabl -future

TTe: Pro;ect WOuld not convert. desngnat 1
aTn, nor would it conflict. thh Jany "existirig, agricy

;sm FRANCISCD S
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‘measures.. .

A Ciﬂﬁuai‘lil’{és’oﬁ:cés:

SRR FRANCISEO.
- PMNNING DEFmMEN‘F
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BAN FHANEISCOT : ' 36.
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crementally reduce-

yfor the National Register;

fhe iripacts of new.
foric District: ‘

37




g proposed demol1ﬁon of Bulldmg 40. WOuld have.a. less-than-mgmﬁcant 1mpact on the mtegnty of the UIW

 Historic District:

. Although Bulldmg 117 0} 'bﬁtor‘t‘o‘the Dlsmct ﬂ was' not:foind: to possass mchvldual sxgruﬁcance
“because:its. sxmple, undistinguished,. and Aftilifarian- desxgn Jacks-architectural dishinction,: and. it had:a'
 minof:support- functmn as:a parts;storage. warehouse in: the shlpbulldmg :and: repair process; Therefore it

oSAneRANCiSE . . ’ : 38
CPLANNING DEEARTTENT ° . : .E=
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. : ,ro;ect these tf\reé pro]écts Would have 2 lessgtihan—sigmﬁczn'xt:f
: unpact on the mtégn,ty of the U[W Hlstonc D1str1ct

The Pro]ect would also resultim a Iess—'rhan—mgmﬁcan’c lmpact to Tustorgcal Tesources. (demohtmn of: seven

.Irzhrrc.mded therem

AR ERANCISEG e
 PLANNIE R

-39
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Gy : Noxse‘

of ‘other. agencles

'.Operatlon of ]ackhammers ‘concrete: saws;. controlled rock fragmenfnhon (CRF) eq‘ pment, rock dnlls

s hereby auopted i the form set forth i the Final F Rind:fhe.
; provlded therem.

SAU FRANGISCO

PLANNING. DEPARTMEN‘I‘ . E - 40
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1mp ment g.Mxhgatlon Measu}es M-NO-44;] ‘M NO-4 and M-NO-
.less-than-s1gmf1cant 1eve1

. 'Ihe pnmary ‘sources of future noiseon, the pro;ect sne and its vlcuuty are-from, BAE Systems Shlp Repa.u:
.‘facxhty actlvmes, .earthmovmg achvmes m the southwestem corrier of the Ilhnols Parcel (PG&E Hoedown

‘ Nmse rangmg between 60 dBA and 70. dBA (Ldn), except resxdenhal unlts facmg the fuhue 25t Street oﬁ

SARFHANGISG :
PL ngqucl‘ntg DEPARTMENT ; : E 42
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fig San Francisco Enteffainment Corunission,

SARFRANCISCU - 43
PLAN NG’ DEPAR’TMENT . . | rin]
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Ordmance

X 1te‘PrepaIahon achvx ,
.;ground dxstuxbmg construchon actlvt

" SANFRANCISCO : : 44,
. PLANNING DERARTMENT ; . T
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.:cumulatwe health xisk nnpa t ~onesensmve recepiots

;"I’he 'HRA -takes irifo: account the cumulahve contrxbuhon of exxstmg locahzed healfh nsks ‘to: sensmve

:modelmg because analysm wﬂfx fespect o CEQA for these fll;cure pro;ect either ‘as. no
Totis pendmg

completed and/or occupxed Anoth one: of these cumulatwe pro" cts is. for the renewal of the. lease fot
‘;B.AE Systems whose operahons were already eonsxdered in. the HRA analysm The remammg pro;ecls are

ral : eby found 'and;determmed ,at'
1 N AQ ] would.reduce the Pro;ects CO'\tﬂbuthI\ to.

CIANER 2 . 46
.;pLAnquanPARrMEur C . s L s

133




134

47




g eedmg .Wmtenng grounds, and reduced. energy stores ¢ r1ecessary for
: mlgra’aon, wmter survwal or subsequent reproduchon

':ledhfe Sérvice;

S TRANCISCO . A8,
. PLANNING. DEPARrMEN'r . . Ak
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- expostiigito. protected speties, Pofential unpacts on specxal—status fish-and ‘marine mammial’ species:due to.
'mcreased confammant loading;; oASan Francisco Bay waters from: low—level conizm' f ated sedlments could:

ent syst‘é ‘V'I;iéil.ld ulti'mé IY':r,é:dﬁl:Q‘ithézCOfxﬁamiﬁéﬁtzifoédiﬁg’,pf::bfganic; :inqrgam oca
::bactena into: San Francisco Bay waters...Therefore;- potenhal 1mpacts fo: specxal—status spemes ’Emm the

v sheet pile:biilkhead or.a
. es assoc:ated Wlth e1ther ]
‘the sessde marine. mvertebrate commumty cun:enﬂy
intertidal Habifal iReach I “afy assocxated marme

to be Jess: an élgmﬁcant andno mﬁfgahon is requn:ed

SAN FRANCISEO. . 50
LANNING 'DEPAR’TMENT‘ . .
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multxple Thirine mammal spec:tés

'Mlhgatmn Measure MBI—BJ,

- SANFRANCISED:
’_ LA ING‘DEPAHTMENT

. 'le Dnvmg Nmse Reduchon fox: Protectlon of Flsh and Manne

138
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storrhwater outfall; Wl'uch would be. c.:on51dered ; sxgmfxcant nnpact
"Pro;ect act1v1t1es resultmg in- the dlscharge of Bay ﬁll or other dlstuxbance to lunsdlchonal waters (x &

WnstP dxscharge requn'ements frorn fhe RW \
: shoxehne band requlre 7 permit from BCD

Terrestrial

Construcﬂon ofithe Pa:olect could_affect bu'ds attemptmg to nest w1thm the pm)ect sxte dlrectly through}

Safe.Buzldmgs are: expected to reduce potenhal constmcnon—related effeg:ts on’ blrds nestmg ‘within, ,’rhe
" projedt site: and. surroundmg Vicipity: and'? potentlal “collision’ hazards for. migratirig: bl].‘dS to: less-thani
‘ mgmfxcant levels:

‘smmwclscu . : . . 52
. PLANNING BEPARTRENT . . . o3

4.
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would beé Ve[}'; mlmmalln the Wateré dJaCent to-the pro]ectsxte

e mmlsﬁ 'tlve record It is hereby found and detemuned that

p cts to; n%t;
Sectxon abqv

"SAN FRANEISGO - 53
PLANNING namn-rmsm - 9.
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‘M:otion'NAo;»»
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:H, Wever, a: ‘permanent A
average. .of na more-than 10:
~:'51gruf1cgnt ‘water quahty lmpact.

,-Optwn l‘JCombmed: Seiver System

“Uridet. O tlon 1, ﬂCombmed Sewer System both wastewater and stormwater- from fhe pm]ect site would'

4_SAN FAANGISCA, .. B
PLANBING: DEPARTMENT - . B . a8
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t reg tirémenits t mai requlre the combmed
of untreated or parhally tregted.
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for] nd Surfaﬁe Watéfs, Enclosed‘Bays, and Estuaries of Cahform Thig amendmént w;mldr ]
'.I’ro]ect to. 1mplement spemﬁc Imeasures to prevent] ithe transport of: trash to San Francisco. Bay

“as.a. Iesult.'of httermg at the i’ro]ect sxte 'Hus Would reduc fhe potentlal for transpo;rt of httex: to.-thef
.combmed or: separate stormwater systems and directly to San: Francxsco Bayyia -wind’ or:stormwater
; water quahty impacts related to lxttermg Would be less than mgmflcant and ‘no:

- SAN ERANGISCE... ’ : . 6()
'PLANNING DEPARTMEMT iy . .. L
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necessary
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;'Theref , re, 1mpacts related to the potentxx | rele: ‘
: sxgruﬁcant, if not mxtxgated

4 Mltxgatmn Meas'ure M-HZ-2a:- Conduct Transformer. Suryey' and'g Remove: PCB. Transformexs
Mmgatlon Measure. M- HZ-2b Conduct Samplmg and CIeanup f Stainéd: Buildix Matenals Are
Observed and: Mlhgahon Measure M:HZ-3c Conduct Soil Sampling if Stained Soil-is Observed, as,

- mriote: fully: described ini thie’ eby adopted il the. form et forth.in the Final.EIR, and the:
atfackied. MMRE, and willbe, lmplemented asprov1ded thet:eln

] Based oni: ‘the:. Fmal EIR and ‘the entire admuustrauve record it.is hereby found and: determined’ thaf
‘ unplem 2nting Mitigation Meastires: :M-EIZ:2a, MFHZ-2b-and M- HZ-2¢ would reduce Jmpact HZ-2 fo. less
than: sxgmﬁcant

o;ﬁqfﬁngxdgus,--suizdiﬁg.mtm;zls~

: Other azardqus bmldJng materlals that are-'hkely present” within; thie’ buxldmgs to’ be demohshed o;r

62
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.Sxte mvestlgatlons conducted. by thier Port and PG&E ldentlﬁed two’ locahzed areas in; the southeast
jportlon of the? 28—Acre Site where thie- aa:umulated DINAPL. Ianges ini- thlckness from Ltod feet in areas:

SAN FEANGISCO R . B4
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constructéd at or near any of these locatxorls, residents could be sub;ecte& té héal',

imipact unless titigated.

L SAN FRANCISCD

PLRNNING DEPARTMENT
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es of th’e‘fhuﬂdi“g‘

% nsks a 51gnxf1cant
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31gmﬁcant

.Impact HZ:7: Operatlon of the P

Naturally occurnng asbestos was also idefiti
‘addresses risk management measures necessary (o8

"tﬁe'Fmél EIR, 1s hereby adopte in: thé form set foﬁh iivthe Emal Eli[{,ahd the a&ached ) MRPqnd wﬂl_
be. nnplemented as provxded therein, .

r rallj oceurring .
en; could be exposed to alrbome asbestos ﬂbers and/or"

SAN FRANCISGQ : » R 66
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: set forth in, the Fmal EIR and ‘che MMRP and will be. 1m”1emented as prowded fherein;

22 Flllmore bus route to exceed 85 percent utlhzahon in the Maxunum

~'Ehe Pro;ect would alsorcause
Commercxal Scenario* durmg,th ‘am, and p. ‘eak hours This would bea: nsxderable conmbuuon to

g sngmﬁcant Efnulative: nnpact'-on mdwxdual trénsit foutés. Therefore, ‘addifjonal: m1t1gahon ‘would: be

SSANFRANCISTH . . 69
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: On'—S1te Cons‘cru‘chon Activmes

Demohhon and’ construchon actwmes would reqmre the Use of heavy iIucks matenal 1oaders, cranes,’

routes for off- haulmg excavated matenals‘and

:Because the pro]ect would be constructed n phases-over -af. 11—yeax penod mulnple constnicuon

receptors would exceed=these thresholds 2 SLgmflcant noise. mpact

Sa ERANCISCO : 70
LANNING DEPAHTNIENT _— A
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. ell' as 1mplementat10n of nmse;
; ..he potentlal for n01se.

it éxceed the
7 thls 1mvact 1s'

‘ the pro;ecf snéarea
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, »é'yp‘er_%ﬁk?nai';ffafﬁcszi_se;;

Pidject fmplementation (uinder both. the: My sideni
would result'in traffic nojse increases- rangmg from: o t0.14; 3 BA o x local roadways provx mg access to
- the:site. :

‘il FRANCISEO F 72
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«  MlisioisStreat (20fh Stréet fo south of 22nd Street):

There 13, one sh:eet segment 2Lnd Street between‘Tennessee Street and Thmi Street where ‘Here are

& iricréases o less: than 51gm,
threetoad segmients:.

* AR FRiiGSe o
L,K?é‘uma nEPAmMmT . . 73
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51gmﬁcance EhIesho ds for fraffic nojsedncreases:,

& 22m.Gtfeet (gast of Third Street.to east-6f THnGis Streef)

‘ Illi'.rii'é:is:Stf%e;e?ﬁt::(MﬁriPQSA»Sttee,t,ﬁfb.ZZ??’ Street)

,%@x.snﬁﬁsmeatzqf'lmgStse,e..t-to.Hngx.gSt.reet)i.

5. Cisar Chaver:(Bastiof Thifd Street)

‘o liGis Street (Marios Streef to south of 2ndSticet)

Indiana Sireet (north of 25th Sireet):

'cumulauve traffic ndise:ificreases ‘would also bea: cumulatlvely sngmﬁcant unpact because &afﬁc i

SAN' FMNC}SCB 74
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A’Construchon actxvxtl&s would Iesult in: eémissions:iof dzone prectirsors and; PM in ‘the form of dust

: Cnterxa Au‘ Pollutants

Maxunum :Res_z_dmhngscmmﬁb

'Fuummq D'E:-Ammaur

on. from the Du:ector of ubhc Health Hat: the apphéant has a
irector-waives. Hae requuement

75
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operahon Would Bea sxgmﬁcant air. quahty lmpact
.Maxzmum Commercial Scenario.

The MaxunumC mqrcxal Scenano 5 constructxon related emissions; durmg; concurrent construcnon of

S.\N FRANCISCU oy

‘.PLANNlNG DEPARTMENT . . . . o 78
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A AwhlmeVer comv:, f:u‘st.
Residual Impa,cts,; with, Imrzl.ementaﬁgn of Mitig‘dt'ién;Mea.surze’ME—AQI%M
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: Imp]ementatxon g ‘:.;I\/Ilhgahon Measure M AQ 1d wordd.” substanhally reduce. construcuon-related
emissions.of RO_ A NOx, and. PMl',. [tie: measur ,would Tequire uge of off: road eqmpment {0 meet the
‘most stringént: ermssmn standards available. An would reduce constmcho 'related ernigsions: o ROG"

AN FraNGIStD . 78. -
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complehon of constmch n actwmes for Phases 1 and 2. If construchon emissions were cons1dere | alone
Awlthout operatlonal emlsswns constmcuon emlssmns would be less than 51gruﬁcant. Consequenﬂy,A

Pro]ec
of stgmﬁcance for R,'

AAAAA

ngmflcant emxssxons of

ea mgmﬁc t 1mpact on
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The Draft EIR 1de
-substantxally fowei

y thahon :elated to the,j
heological: and Historic.
e and Servme Systems ’
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of thése s1gtuf1cént cumulatwe noise€ increases Would be. reduced to 1ess than sxgmﬁcant Although there
Would stﬂl be:a. mgmﬁcant and unavmdable cumulauve unpact under this, altemahva for two rqadway

' development at the Hoedown Yard '

B:  Altersiatives Considered and Rejected

The: Marititrie Use Altemauve?would oommn only miaritime; mdustnali“

roducuon, distribution and: repan‘
(PDR), andpz oughout the’ ermrety of: the-project sit ‘ it

SAM H\ANC!SCG
ING D

173

£y exxshng zomng and!
height fifnits. “This' alterfiative: would be rriore consistent. withi this: c;urreni snd: past usés at thé: site. The:
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the Pro]ect the 1dent1ﬁcahon and evélua ont of 2 No e.Cor

'CEQA

‘to be acceptable due to the ‘Eo'l'lowmg spec1f1c ovemdmg economxc, echrical,
conmderanons

arid Crarie Co ect for Pier 70:t0 support the Port's 31te~mde goals
hed'in the Pu:r 70 Preferred Master Plan, ncludmg new mfrastructure, streets.and. utxhhes,
and new reverilie’ to fund: other Pier70: 1mproVements :

. SANFAMIDISCO . . : ' ) 88
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' "edge streefsea) cape de51gn that prioritizes pedéstrian aceess, |
‘at Maryland: and 20th: Street at the Watetfront and. over.

e Prlvate development wﬂl bear the cost for long~term maintenance; and management of parks and
open spaces 'within the Pro]ect as well aé: future sea, Ieyel risé unprovements

Z{nd 1mplementmg a small dwexsx
partriers with loml orgamzatlons

. The Pro]ect would prov1de substantlal neiw and renovated' space for arts, Aculturals non—proﬁis ,

-« The PIOJed‘ would preserve thie arhst commumty currently located n the Noonan Buﬂdmg in
. hew state—ofethe—art ‘on-site space- that is: affordable functional and aesthetic,

CSAN FRANCISCD 90
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rise ; ,' d. any maior exsmlci
: treams that enable the
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Attachiment B

Mitigation Mohitorinig aiid Reporting Program for:Pier'70-Mixed:-Usé Project’
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File No. 2014-001272ENV

Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Pro_u:ct

Motion No.

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

, N ) Monitoriniz/ ) A Monitoring
. Ymyplementation Mitigation e Monitoring I
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility Schedule RLportm.g‘ Schedule Agency
. Respousibility
M-CR-1a: Arch [ Testing, M g, Data R y and Project sponsorsz to Pnor to the Arch gical d v
Reporting retain qualified of site {tant’s work plete when Department
. . i its, shall be conducted | project sponsor .

Based ona ble pr that archeological may be professional permits, p : i
present within the pro;cct s:te, ‘the following measores shall be \mdg‘lakcn to g]mhawll ogflst from 5\11:::1::; ofal ::i:icn:::l::‘!nh': th:llil;c:
avoid any potentially significant ad effect from the Proposed Project on arzh’;\ (::ﬂ: ical fcpo tts for direction of the professional
&u::i‘zn;:gl;?:;gedFstoncal‘xesomses 'If;}:‘e;"pro_]‘ec.t spor}l;o:s s}f‘l retain colog] approval by the | ERO. archacological

ical P ltant and
Qualified Axcheological Consnitants List (QACL) mammmed by the ;‘lamt?med by the ERO. z::::d o‘;i :i
Planning Department archeologist. The project sponsors shall contact the D m’: " consultant has
Department archeologist to obtain the names and contact information for the epartment. approved scope
next three archeological consultants on the QACL. The archeological by the ERO for
consultant shall undertake an archeological testing program as specified The zdrchaeclogical the archeological
herein, In addition, the shall be available to conduct an. consultant shall testing program
archcological monitoring and/or dala recovery progran) if required pursuant | undertake an
to this The archeol ltant’s work shall be conductedin | archaeological
accordance with this atthe di of the £ 1 Review _ | testing program as
Officer (ERO). All plans and reports prepared by the consultant as specified | specified herein.
herein shall be submitted first and directly to the ERO for review and

and shall be idered draft reports subject to revision until final
approval by the ERO, Archeological monitoring and/or data recovery
programs required by this measure could suspend construction of the project .
for up to a maximurmn of four weeks. At the direction of the ERO, the Project sponsors,
! Both the City and the Port have jurisdiction over portions of the Project Site. This column identifies the agency or agencies with sponsibility for each mifigation and i it

aensure, The 28-Acte Site and 20%/Mlinois Parcels are located within the Port’s building permit jurisdiction. The Hoedown Yard parcel is located within the San Francisco Depaﬂment of

Building Inspection (DBI).

Note: For purp f this MMRP, unl therwise indi

or Port, as applicable, and their resp

or otherwise ponsibility for impl fion of the miti

and agen's) that s responsible under the Project d
fion measure.

towhlchlhe"' ion M

d, the term “project sponsor™ shall mean the party {ie., ﬂmDevelopanmdeﬂheDDA a Vertical Developer (as defined in the DDA}

10f85
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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
. . — Monitoring/ P Monitering
\ Ymplementation Mitigation . Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility Schedule RReporgnlg- Schedule Agency
esponsibility
suspension of construction can be extended beyond four weeks only if such a | archaeological
p is the only feasible means to reduce to a less than significantlevel § consultant shall
potential effects on a significant archeological resonrce as defined in State contact the ERO
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 (a) and (c). and descendant
Consultation with Descendant Communpities . ;‘;;:z entative upon R
On di y of an archeological site d with descendant Native discovery of an For the & Archaeological Considered
Americans, the Overseas Chinese, or other potentially i ted d dant haeological site | of . Consultant shal) lete upon
group, an appropriate ive of the descendant group and the ERO d with soil-disturb prepare a F‘f‘“l submittal of
shall be d, Therep ive of the d dant proup shall be given | descendantNative | activities. Archaeological Final
the opportunity t monitor arch ical field i of the site and to | Americans os the R Report | Archaeclogical
consult with the ERO regarding appropriate archeological treatment of the | Overseas Chinese. n ltation with | R
site, of recovered data from the site, and, if applicable, any interpretati The rep th the ERO (per Report.
fr of the iated archeological site. A copy of the Final of the descendant be‘low). A copy of
Axcheological Resources Report shall be provided to the representative of the | group sball be given this report shall be
descendant group. : the opportunity to provided to the
monitor ERO and the
archaeologital field representative of
investigations on the descendant
the site and consuit 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,
Archeolopieal Testing Program Development of Prior to any Archaeological Considered Planning

2085
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File No. 2014-001272ENV
Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project

182

Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DXSTRICT PROJECT
: . . S Monitoring/ - Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL, | [niplementation | Mitigation Reporfing Monitoring | g0 0p0y
Responsibility Schedule g4 Schedule :
. A Responsibility
‘The archeological consultant shall prepare and submit to the ERO for review LE: FProj :‘: excavation, site comtr : complete ‘;’:l]h Department
and approval an archeological testing plan (ATP). The archeological festin Sponsors an preparationor | un ¢ ATP in | approval ofthe
PP B s P it e % | archaeological construction, consulfation with ATP by the ERO
program shall be conducted in accordance with the approved ATP. The ATP consultant it and prior to ERO. and on finding
shall identify the property types of the expected archeological resource(s) e P .
. . " consultation with testing, an ATP by the ERO that
that potentially could be adversely affected by the Proposed Project, the - .
. . the ERO. for a defined the ATP is
testing method to be used, and the locations recomsmended for testing, The geopraphic area implemented
purpose of the archeological testmg program wxll be to dctcrmmc to the . an dlg:l; ccified P :
extent possible the p or of 2] and to A_Lfgemg@ con: suuc}:ion
identify and to fn hether any archeological don | Testing Report: activitios is to
the site constitutes an historical resource nnder CEQA. .| Project sponsors be submitied t
and archaeological submiited to
At the completion of the archeological testing program, the archeological ltant in and approved
consultant shall submit & written report of the findings to the ERO. If based consuliation with | by he ERO.A
on the archeological testing program the arch ltant finds that | ype ERO, * | single ATP o
significant archeological resources may be Pr:scnt, the ERO in consultation multiple ATPs
with the archeological consultant shall determine if additional measures are may be
warranted. Additional meusures 1hal may be undertaken include additional PYOdUCEdﬂl.
archeological testing, archeol ing, and/or an archeological data addr?ss project
Tecovery program. If the ERO determines that a significant archeological phasing.
xesource 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 Project shall be redesigned so as to avoid any adverse At the A Togi X
effect on the significant archeological resource; or completion of rcha‘co OE:al Considered
each . o complete on
B) A data recovery progiam shall be implemented, unless the ERO archaeological submit results of submittal to ERO
determines that the archeological xesource is of greater interpretivc testing testing, ’-‘{“1 m of report(s) on
than research significance and thal interpretive use of the resource is program. consultation \.Vl‘h ATP ﬁndings
fensible, ] T ERO, determine ’
whether additional
MCASUTES arc
warranted If .
significant
archacological
30f85



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

Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
. g g Monitoring/ e . Monitoriu,
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAY, | Jmplementation | Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Ageneyl
Responsibility Schedule - Schedule
Responsibility
resources are
present and may be
adversely affected,
project sponsors, at
its-discretion, may
elect to redesign a
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 reguired, Considered Planning
ool 1 Tmeal 1 1o lamical . I
X the ERO in consultation with the archeological consultant d | 220 arehacological - archue e pletson | Dep
an archc(}lqgical n:mnimring program (AM.P). s}mll be implemented, the AMP direction of the project prepare the AMP in AMI’(s) by ERO;
would minimally inclode the following provisions: ERO. , P and Hation with
«  Thearcheological consultant, project sponsors, and ERO shalt ' ERO shall meet | the ERO. repo.rtxegardmg
meet and consult on the scope of the AMP prior to any prior to the findings of
project-related soils disturbing activities commencing. The ERO commencement AME(s); and
in Jtation with the archeological Itant shall d i °£' . finding by ERO
what project activities shall be archeologically monitored. A single sil-disturbing that AMP(s) is
AMP or multiple AMPs may be produced to address project activities fora implemented.
phasmg,. In most cascs, agy sm]s—dlstlu‘bmg acfivities, such as fl;ﬁned .
Liti |, excavation, grading, ufilities seographic area
mslallahmg foundation work, dnvmg of piles (foundation, shoring, and/o specified
ete), sltc diation, etc., shall xcqm.rc archeological if construction
4 of 85
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Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project

184

Motion No,
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
N . epx e Monitoring/ s Monritoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | Implementation | Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Agency
Responsibility Schedule R e Schedule
. Respousibility
because of the risk these activities pose to polential archeological -activities, The
resources and to their depositional context. The archeotogical - ERQ in
consuitant shall advise all project contractors to be on fhe alert for consultation
evidence of the presence of the expected resource(s), of how to with the
_ identify the evidence of the expected resource(s), and of the archaeological
appropriate protocol in the event of apparent discovery of an consultant shall
archeological resource; determine what
«  The archeological monitor(s) shall be present on the project site ;rz:?;o!ogxf:nl
y s ring is
according to a schedule agreed upon by the archeologicat necessary. A
consultant and the ERO until the ERO has, in consultation with single AMP or
project archeological consultant, determined that project multiple AMPS
const:ucﬁf)n acﬁviﬁfs could have no effects on significant may be
archeological deposits; produced to
«  The archeological monitor shall xecord and be authorized to collect “dd‘?ss project
-50il samples and artifactual/ecofactual material as warranted for phasing.
analysis; .
If an intact archeological deposit is tered, all soils-disturbing activities
in the vicinity of the deposit shall cease. The archeological monitor shall be
-] empowered to temporanly redirect demolition/excavation/pile
driving/construction activities and equipment until the deposit is evaluated.
Hin the case of pile driving activity (foundation, shoring, etc.), the
archeological monitor has cause to believe that the pile driving activity may
affect an archeological resource, pile driving activity that may affect the
archeological shall be suspended until an appropriate evalnation of
the resource has been made in consultation with the ERO. The archeological
consultant shall immedjately notify the ERO of the encountered .
archeological deposit: The archeological consultant shall make a reasonable
effort to assess the identity, integrity, and significance of the ¢nconntered
archeological deposit, and present the findings of this assessment to the ERO.
If the ERQO determines that a significant archeological resouree is present and
that the xesource could be adversely affected by the Proposed Project, at the .
50f85




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

Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR.
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
: . epe e Monitoring/T T Monitoring .
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAY, | Umplementation | - Mifigation = “p o Monitoring Agency!
p ility Scl o Schedule
] Responsibility
discretion of the project sponsors either:
A) The Proposed Project shall be rcdcsngncd 50 a8 {0 avoid -
any adverse effect on the significant archeological resource; or
B) A data recovery p shalt be impl ted, unless
the ERO d ines that the archeologicat is of greater
interpretive than research significance and that inferpretive use of
the resonrce is feasible.
‘Whether or rot significant archeological are ed, the
archeological consultant shall submit a written report of the findings of the
monitoring program to the ERO.
Archeological Data Recovery Program Project sponsors Upon If required Considered
) o o . and archacological | determi haeological plete on
I the ERQ, in with the i that Hant at the by the ERO that ltant to bmittal of
an archeological data recovery programs shall be 1mplementcd based on the direction of the an ADRP is preparc an ADRE(s) to
presence of a significant resource, the archeolopical data recovery program | grg. required. A ADRP(s) in ERO.
shall be conducted in accord with an archeological data recovery plan single ADRP or | consultafion with
(ADRP) No archeological data recovery shall be undertaken without the muitiple the ERO.
pnor approval of the ERO or the Planning Department archeologist. The ADRPs may be
Itant, pxoject , and ERO shall meet and consult produced to
on the scop: of the ADRP prior tor pmpmuon of a draft ADRP. The address project
archeological consultant shall submit a draft ADRP to the ERO. The ADRP phasing.

shall identify how the proposed dala Tecovery program will preserve the

significant infonnation the arch is d to contain,
That is, the ADRP will |dent1fy what scientific/historical research questions
are applicable to the exp what data classes the resource is

:xpentcd to posscss, and how the expected data classes would address the
Data recovery, in general, shall be limited to
the portions of the lnstoncal property that could be adversely affected by the
Proposed Project. Destractive data recovery mcthods shall not be applied to
portions of the archeological if nond hods are
practical.

60f 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
. N e Monitorin, : I Monitorin
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAY, | [Wplementation | Mitigation Reporﬁngl Monitoring Ageneg
Responsibility Schedule P Schedule Y
. Responsibility
The scope of the ADRP shall include the following elements:
v FieldMethods and Procedures.” Descriptions of proposed field
strategies, procedures, and operations,
s Cataloguing and Laboratory Analysis. Description of selected
cataloguing system and artifact analysis procedures.
«  Discard and Deaccession Policy. Description of and rationale for
field and post-field discard and deaccession policies.
s  Duerpretive Program. Consideration of an on-sitefoff-site public
“interpretive program during the course of the archeological data
recovery program.
«  Security Me es. R ded security to profect
the archeological from vandalism, looting, and
non-intentionally damaging activities. ’
=  Final Report. Description of proposed report format and
distribution of results.
«  Curation. Description of the procedures and dations for
the curation of any recovered data having potential research value,
identification of appropriate curation facilities, and a summary of
the ion policies of the tion facilities.
Human Remains and Associated or Unassociated Funerary Objects Project sponsors In the event Archaeological Ongoing duting | Planning
The treatment of buman and of dor jated fanerry and arch ‘ jcal | Munan \ ’. sm!s‘distlubing Department
objects discovered during any soils disturbing activity shall comply with consultant, in am'ilor fonerary azchz.:col‘og::';al achw‘ty.
applicable State and Federal Jaws. This shall include immediate notification gmsulmhon with objects are . orproject | Considered
of the coroner of the City and County of San Francisco and in the event of the | ~° San F P or complete on
cotoner’s determination that the human remains are Native American | COFoner, NAHC, contractor to notification of
remains, nofification- of the Califorma State Native American Heritage | ERO» 2nd MLD. contact San the San
Commission (NAHC) who shall appoint a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) Francisco Covnty | Francisco
(Pub. Res. Code Sec. 5097.98), The archeological } project Coroner and ERO. | County Coroner
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sponsors, ERO, aed MLD shall make all reasonable efforts to develop an Implement and NAHC, if

g for the tre; t of, with appropriate dignity, human remains and latory Y.
associated or unassociated funerary objects (State CEQA Guidelines Section requirements, if
15064.5(d)). The agreement shall take into consideration the appropriate applicable,
excavation, removal, t i tysis, dianship ion, and final regarding discovery |
disposition of the human remains and associaled or unassocialed funerary of Native American.
objects. The archeological consultant shall retain possession of any Native human remains and
American hnman ins and fated or jated burial objects until associated/unassoci
completion of any scientific analyses of the human remains or objects as ated fonerary
specified in the tre: ¥y t if such an ag; has been made or, objects. Contact
otherwise, as d d by the archeological jtant apd the ERQ. archaeological

consultant and
ERO.
Final Archeological Resources Repori Project sponsors For Horizontal | If applicable, Considered Planning
: 1 eological 1 . o oolomical "
The archeological consultant shall submit a Final Archeological R and ltant ot the Eto per-prio consulfant to cubmittal ‘:t'. Department
Rfapon (FARR) to ﬂle‘ ERO that evaluates th.e historical signiﬁf:ancc ofany | girection of the determination | submit a Draftand | FARR and
dfscm{ercd amhct:logxcfl :esourc:c an:l .dcscnbci thel ar?hc‘oluglcal and ERO. of substantial final FARR to ERO | approval by
h‘ﬂf’“c,al sear ployed in ﬂ"c archcolop N completion of | based on reports ERO.
g/ it recow‘:ry P s) . Inffmnauon that The ERO shall infrastructure at { and relevant data

may put at risk any archeclogical resource shall be provided in a separate et s each sub-phase | provided by the
removable insert within the final report. The FARR may be submitted at the provide fo 1.}13 ERO
conclusion of all construction activities associated with the Proposed Project archacological N
or on a parcel-by-parcel basis, ' consultant(s) For Vertieal

. preparing the FARR | Developer-prio
Once approved by the ERO, copies of the FARR shall be distributed as reports and refevant | rtoissuanceof | 5+ o . . -
follows: California Archaeological Site Survey Northwest Information data obtained Certificate of lant & Considered
Center (NWIC) shall xeceive one (1) copy snd the ERO shall receive a copy | through Temporary or | gm0 FXRR. plete when
of the transmittal of the FARR to the NWIC, The Environmental Planning implementationof | Final archaeological
division of the Plunning Department shall receive one bound, one unbovnd | this Mitigation Occupancy, . consultant
and one unlocked, searchable PDF copy on CD of the FARR along with Measure M-CR-la. | whichever provides written
capies of any formal site recordation forms (CA DPR 523 series) and/or oceurs first certification to
documentation for nomination fo the National Register of Historic the ERO that the
Places/California Repister of Historical Resources. In instances of high required FARR.
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. Esp Responsibility
public interest in or the high inferpretive valug of the resource, the ERO may If applicable, distribution has
require a different final report conteat, format, and distribution than that upon approval been completed.
'| presented above. of the FARR by .
i the ERO.
M-CR-1b: Interpretation Project sponsors Prior to Archaeological Considered Planning
; 3 . and archaeological | i of {tant shall complatc upon Department
Based on a b ption that archeol | may be consultant at the final certificate | develop a feasibl Hlation of
present within the pro_lcct site, and to the extent that the potential significance direction of the of resonr > ific ’ 1
of some such resources is prenused on CRHR Criteria 1 (Events), 2 ERO. h program ﬁ;_ 'ir‘l't:rpmtaﬁon
(Persons), and/or 3 (Design/Construction), the following measure shall be postrecovery program, if
undertaken to avoid any potentially significant adverse effect from the * ion of reanired.
Proposed Project on buded or submerged historical resources if significant rcsm:rccs. Al *
archeological Tesources are discovered. plans and
The pru_)cc. sponsors shall mp]cmcnt an approved program for inferpretation rec?mmendati.ons
of sij g The interpretive program may be for interpretation
bined with the progr quired under Mitigation Measure M-CR-4b: by the X
Public Intcrpretahon Thc project sponsors shall retain the services of a archacological
qualified archeol ltant from the t I Department Qualiffed consultant shall be
Archeological Consultants List (QACL) maintained by the Planning submitted firstand
Dcpartment archeologist hnvmg :xymusc in California wrban historical and d"‘"‘:d)[ to the ERO
marine archeology. The | tant shall develop a feasibl Jor review and
resource—speclﬁc program for post-recovery interpretation of resources, The comment, and shall
particular p for interpretation of artifacts.that are encountered within be °°“S‘de‘:°d draft
the project site will depend upon | the results of the data recovery program and reports subject to
will be the snbject of between the ERO, consnlti Tevision until
archeologist, and the project sponsors. Such a program may inchude, butis decmed 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 esources approve ﬁ'}ﬂ
and associated artifacts (which may offer an undergronnd view to the public); Inferpretation.
display of interpretive materials snch as graphms photographs, video, program. Project
models, and public art; and ic and popular publication of the results of sponsors to
the data recovery. The interpretive program shall include an on-site implement an )
. . approved
9 of 85
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MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Tmplementation
Responsibility

Monitoring/
Reporting
Responsibility

At Monitoring
Mitigation . Agencyl

Schedule

Monito ring
Schedule

component.

The archeological consultant’s werk shall be conducted at the direction of the
ERO, and in consultation with the project sponsors. All plans and
recommendations for interpretation by the consultant shall be submitted first
and directly fo the ERO for teview and comment, and shall be considered
draft reports subject 1o revision vntil final approval by the ERO.

: intexpretation.
program.

'M‘ih’gation Measure M-CR-5: Preparation of Historic Resource
Evaluation Reports, Review, and Performance Criteria.

Prior to Port i of building permits d 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, Submitied
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 sponsors, The Historic Resource Evaluation{s) shall
be prepared by a qualified who meets or ds the S y of
the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards in historic architecture or
architectural history, The scope of the Historic Resource Evaluation(s) shall
be’reviewed and approved by Port Preservation staff prior o the start of 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 tion. The Port shall not issue
buildings permits fated with Buildings 2, 12, and 21 until Port
preservation staff conclude that the design (1) conforms with the Secretary of
the Interior’s Standards 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 deteriorated
features, where feasible. Should alternative materials be proposed for
replacement of historic materials, they shall be in keeping with the size, scale,
color, texture, and general appearance. The parformance criteria shall ensure

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

Qualified histodan | Considered Port
to prepare historic | complete upon
4 luation | approval by the
permits documentation and | Port staff,
associated with | present to Port staff
Buildings 2, 12 | to determine

and 21. conformance to the
Secretary’s
Standards,

Prior to the
issuance of

PIETEY
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Implementation
Responsibility

Mitigation
Schednle

Monitoring/
Reporting
Responsibility

Monitoring
Schedule

Monitoring
Agency

retention of the {ollowing character-defining features of each historic
building; i . )

*  Building 2: (1) board-formed concrete construction; (2) six-story
Teight; (3) flat r00f; (4) rectangular plan and north-south orientation; (5)
regular pattern of window openings on east and west elevations; (6)
steel, multi-pane,-fixed sash windows (floors 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 constrction; (2) corrugated steel
cladding (except the-as-built south elevation which was always open to
Building 15); (3)-60-foot height; (4) Aiken roof 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
Ybottom band) on the north and west elevations, and in four bands on the
east elevation; (7) 12-bay configuration of east and west elevations; (8)
narth-south roof ridge from which roof slopes gently (174 inch per foot)
to the east and west

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

Port staff shall not aiaptove any proposal for rehabilitation of Buildings 2, 12,
and 21 unless they find that such 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 pani of the Pjer 70

[ Broject Sponsors

Prior to
issuance of a
building permit

San Francisco

Preservation

Planning staff, in
Itation with

Considered
complete when
Plaoning and
Port Preservation

Planning
Department

for new
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Responsibility Schedule " 4 Schedule
. Responsibifity
SUD and Design for Developnient, new construction and site development 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 maintzin and sapport the District’s staff, shall use the | the Pier 70 SUD
haracter-defining fi through the following performunce criteria . Final Pier 70 SUD | Design for
(terminology wsed has definition as provided in the Design for Developmeni): Design for Develuopment
, Qtrdard,
1. New construction shall comply with the Secretary of the Interior’s . . .
Rehabilitation Standard No. 9: “New Addition, exterior alterations, -Sm,n dﬁrds’.- E:cludmg

or related new construction shall not destroy historic matedals that
characterize the property, The new work shall be differentiated
from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale

Y y
Standazrd No.9,t0 | Standard No. 9,
evaluate all future ontlined in the

and .arcldtthual fca}:xres fo protect the integrity of the property ::;lzg{: i:itthin 1‘1:‘::\:: fumn,
and its environment. the project site for
2. New construction shall comply with the Infill Development Design P'°P°5°d‘“°w 5 1
Criteria in the Port of San Francisco's Pier 70 Preferred Master construction Wlfhl'-“
Plan (2010) as found in Chapter 8, pp 57-69 (a policy document ‘hf U.IW Historic
endorsed by the Port Commission to guide staff planning at Pier District. As part of
70). . this effort, project
. 5 sponsors shall also -
3. Ne:w constmcﬁm} shall be pnrpusf-bml( structures of vacying sabmit a written
heights and yoassing located within close proximity to one another. memorandum for
4. New construction shall not mimic historic features or architectural review and
details of contributing buildings within the District. New approval to San
constrction may refe , but shall not replicate, historic Francisco
architectural features or details. . . Preservation
Planning and Port
5. New jon shall be Tly appropriate in terms of |, , staff that confirms
‘massing, size, scale, and architectural features, not only with the compliance of all
remaining histeric buildings, but with one another, : proposed new
6. New construction shall reinforce variety through the use of . :ﬂsm'-‘%?“ wx‘th .
materials, architectural styles, yooflines, building heights, and s¢ guiding plans
: throneh oot and policies. San
window types and gha porary palette of as Francisco

well as those found within the District.
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Responsibility Schedule R P Schedule
. esponsibility
7.  Parcel development shall be limited to the new construction zones Presex.vaﬁon
identified in Design for Development Figure 6.3,1: Allowable New Planning staff must
Coustruction Zopes. make determination
in compliance with
8. The maximwn height of new construction shall be consistent with the timelines
the parce] heights identified in Design for Development Figure outlined in the Pier
6.4.2¢ Building Height Maximum., 70 Special Use
9.  The use of street trecs and landscape materals shall be limited and chng‘;ct s&;ctuél (:if
used judicionsly within the Pier 70 SUD. Greater use of trees and £ ¢ Hlaming Lode
{andscape materials shall be allowed in designated arens consistent or review ?f
with Design for Development Figure 4.8.1: Street Trees and vertical design.
Plantings Plan.
10. New constrction shall be permitted adjacent to contributing
buildings as identified in Design for Development Figure 6.3.2:
New Construction Buffers.
11. No substantive exterior additions shall be permitted to contributing
Buildings 2, 12, or 21, Building 12 did not historically have a
south-facing facade; therefore, rehabilitation will by necessity
construct a new south elevation wall, Building 21 shall be relocated
approximately 75 feet east of its present placcment, to maintain the
eneral bistoric context of the in spatial relationship to
' other Building 21’s ori ion shall be maintained
Building Specific Standards s
Each development parce! within the Pier 70 SUD has a different physical
proximity and visnal 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, nse of material, and overall appearance, and
shall be permitted if consistent with Secretary Standard No, 9 and the Design
13 of 85
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Jor Development,

Table M.CR_1: Building-Specific Responsiveness, indicafes that
-are Jocated adjacent {o, and have the greatest influence on the design of; the
noted development parcel fagade.

Table M,CR.1: Building-Specific R

p \

Fagade/Parcel Contributing
Name-Number Building (Building
No.)

North and West; A 113
North and Northeast; B 113, 6
North; C1 1.16
Eastand South; C2 - : 12

T South and West; D 2,12
Eastand Sonth; E1 21
West; E2 . v
West; E4 21
North; F/G ' 12
East; PKN 113-116

Source: ESA 2015.

Palette of Materials
In addition to the standards and guidelines pertaining to application of
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MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | [mplementation | Mitigation . “p 0 g o Monitoring Agency'
Responsibility Schedule Responsibility Schedule

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

s Masonry panels that replicate traditional ni th or tweatieth
century brick masonry patterns 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 C1.

e Smpoth, flat, minimally. detailed glass curtain walls shall not be
allowed on the fagades listed above. Glass with expressed
-asticulation and visual depth or that expresses underlying structure |
is an allowable material thronghout 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

= Bamboo wood siding shall not be allowed on fagades Listed above
or as a primary fagade matexial.

»  Laminated timber panels shall not be allowed on fagades listed
' ahove.

®  When considering materjal selection j diately adj to
contributing buildings (e.g., 20" Street Historic Core; 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 establish a false sense of
historic development.

«  Avoid conflict of new materials that appear similar or attempt to
replicate historic materials. For example, Building 12 has
character-defining cormugated steel cladding, As such, the easterm .
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fagade of Parcel C2, the northern fagade of Parcels Fand G, and the
sonthern fagade of Parcel D1 shall not use corrugated steel
cladding as a primary material, As another example, Building 113
has ch defining brick-m y o, As such, tie
northern and western fas;ades of Parcel A and the eastern fagade of .
Parcel K Nosth shall not use brick masonry as a primary material.

¢ Use of contemporary materials shall reflect the scale and
.proportions of historic matesials used within the UIW Historic
District,

+«  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 materials,

Review Process

Prior to Port i of building permits d with hew
San Francisco Preservation Planning staff, in consultation with the San
Francisco Port Preservaﬁon siaﬂ" shall use the Final Pier 70 SUD Design for
Deyel y Standard No. 9, to evaluate ali
future dcvclo?ment 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
proposed new construction with these guiding plans and policie

Mitigation M ¢ M-TR-5: Monitor and increase capacity on the 48 | Developer, TMA, | Demonstration Prcuecr sponsorsto | Considered
Quintara/24" Street bus routes as needed. and SFMTA. of capacity: ate to the iplete upon Department,
) Prior to SFMTA thateach | approval ofthe .| SEMTA ~
Prior to ap}}::lval of the Pm&(;s[e&:m):ct' s 1:;5;; xzpéx\cxhons,' ;:;o;;;tcc‘ bus | D o of pproval of the ;m;, g for which | proj lict,: :;has "
ject' 0; 2] Cai N ‘
mule has not exceeded 85 percent capacity utijization, and that future capacity of the 48 zmjl‘;z:;fnl;ase e ﬁgﬁ:zs of P
demand associated with build-out and oconpancy of the phase will not cause Quintara/24” Street | 8PD . are
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the route to exceed its utilization, Forecasts of travel behavior of future ‘bus roate shall be if project requested would
phases could be based on trip generation rates forecast in the EIR or based on | prepared by a sponsors not generate a
bsequent surveys of occnpants of the project, possibly including surveys | consultant from the | demonstrate to | number of transit
conducted as part of ongoing TDM monitoring efforts required as part of Air | Planning the SFMTA. trips on the 48
Quality Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1{: Transportation Demand Department’s that the phase Quintara/24" Sireet
Management. Transportation would ot bus route that
If trip jon calculations or toring surveys d trate that a S:i:‘;u;hm Fool, Ef::;t:;} :;::g:::::d the
spcf:lﬁ&: phaie of the Proposed Project will cause capacity on the 48 methodology transit frins on | thresholds outlined
Quintara/24"™ Street route to exceed 85 percent, the project sponsors shall approved by the 48 ° P in the EIR,
provide capital costs for increased capacity on the rovte in a manner deemed S‘IJTMT ‘A and Q:in a4 IEthe project
acceptable by SEMTA. through the following means: Planning, If Strect bus soute | demonstrates
®  AtSFMTA’s request, the project sponsors shall pay the capital documentstion of | that would (using trip
costs for additional buses (up to & maximum of four in the capacity is based on | exceed the generation rates
Maximum Residential Scenario and six in the Maximum monitonng surveys, | significance forecasted in the
Commercial Scenario). If the SFMTA requests the project sponsor | (he fransportation | thresholds EIR or through
to pay the capital costs of the buses, the SFMTA would need to find | consultant shall outlined in the | surveys of existing
fimding to pay for the added operating cost associated with submit raw data EIR, further ravel behavior at
operafing increased service made possible by the increased vehicle | Fom such surveys ) monitoring is the site) thata
fleet. The source of that funding has not been established. concurrently to not required pecific buildi
L. ) K SFMTA, the during that would cavse
Altematively, if SFMTA e that other e to S cap Planning phase, capacity to exceed
along the route would be more desirable than adding buses, the project Department, and 85 percent based on
sponsors 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: | ooonario in the EIR
SFMTA: f:ym’.';i':s fer | OF would contribute
«  Convert fo using higher-capacity vehicles on the 48 Quintara/24® S}gMTA n;ora tha'n 5 p::;e_nt
Streetroute, In this case, the project sponsors shall pay a portion of affirms via ]9 cl{p;.nclty on the
the capital costs o convert the rovte to articulated buses, Some bus Tetter to the alll;: ! dltwa§ 1ed
stops along the ronte may nof currently be configured to project :3' g’;’ Jed :o
accommoadate the longer articulated buses. Some bus zones could sponsors that excese :hem:ln
likely be extended by removing one or more parking spaces; in mitigation f:ax:;:cny u " zation
some locations, appropriate space may not be available. The funds will be in the Bascline
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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 funding would need fo be established to complete the d of M-TR-5 Project, and the
including improvements to bus stop cupacity at all c[ thc bus stops through SFMTA has
along the route that do not il purchase of committed to
buses. additional implement
3 . buses or M-TR-5, the
e  SFMTA may determine thatinstead of adding more buses fo a alternative project sponsors
congested route, it would be more desirable to increase travel measure in shall provide
* speeds along the route. In this case, the project sponsors’ accordanee capital costs for
conhﬂmfion waould be used to fund a study to identify appropriate with M-TR-5. | increased capacity
and feasible fmpr and/for jmpl a Pﬂfﬁ‘m of the Capital costs | on theroute ina
improvements that would i travel speeds sufficiently to for more than | manner deemed
increase capacity along the bus route such that the pro_]ect' fourbuses, up | acceptable by
impacts along the route would be determined to be less than to amaximum | SFMTA.
significant. 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 serve to provide total gsf of
increased travel speeds on this relatively short segment of the bus commercial use
routes. The project sponsms contribution may not be adeguate to exceeds the
fully achieve the needed to reduce the project’s Maximum,
impacts and SFMTA may need to secure additional sources of Residential
funding. Scenario total
Another option to increase capacity along the corridor is to add new a Muni psfof
service route in this area. Ifthis option is selected, project sponsors shall find Wm{nﬂﬂj‘l
purchase of the same number of new vehicles outlined in the first option (four use, identified -
for the Maximum Residential Altemative and six for the Maximnm in Table 2.3 of
Commercial Altemative) to be operated along the new route. By providing the EIR, and if
an addmonal service route, a percentage of the current transit riders on the 48 project
Quintara/24™ Strect would likely shift to the new route, lowering the capacity Sponsors
utilization below the 85 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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Monitoring/ Monitoring

Implementation | Mitigation . . Monitoring i
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility Schedule- X i;ﬂc;;f:;gty Schedule Agency

building would

cause capacity

to exceed 85

percent or

wonld

contribute more

than 5 percent

. of capacity on

. the line ifit 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 llinois P"’jc‘ft SPORSOIS During L S'FMTA rcv}:ws Considered SFMTA, Port
Street adjacent to and leading to the project site. shall implement the | construction of | signal and site complete when
improvements, street plans and maps for | street

As part of construction of the Proposed Project roadway network, the project impr i improvements

sponsors shall implement the following improvements: adjacent to ideintiﬁed in have been built.

= Install ADA cuch ramps on all comers at the intersection of 22" pedestriun Mitigation Measure

S facilities on . M-TR-10.
Street and Tllinois Street Ilfinois Street |

= Signalize the intersections of llinois Street with 20% and 22 identified in )
- Street. Mitigation .

] . Measure
«  Modify the sidewalk on the east side of Illinois Street between M-TR-10.

22nd and 20th streets to 2 minimum of 10 feet, Relocate
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XImplementation Mitigation . Monitoring 1
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Respounsibility Schedule Repor%nfg. Schedule Ageqcy
K Responsibility :
obstructions, 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.: Ceordinate Deliveries Transportation On-going. - Transportation On-going during | Port
. . " T M t M t j
The Project’s Transportation Coord shall coordinate with building A;::f;m o Aga::cgym.nen ﬂ ;?r:ct;on&
tenants a‘nd delivery services to minimize deliveries during a.m. and pm. Transportation Transportation
peak periods. Coordinator. Coordinator to
Although many deliveries cannot be limited to specific hours, the mt.er.inale with
Transportation Coordinator shall work with tenants to find opportunities fo "mldmg tenants
consolidate deliveries and reduce the need for peak period deliveries, where and delivery
possible. services fo
consolidate
deliveries and
‘| reduce the need for |
pesak period
deliveries, where
Mitigation Measure M-TR-12B: Menitor Joading activity and convert Developer, TMA or | Priorto Project sponsors or | Consjdered Port
general purpose on-street parking spaces to commercial loading spaces, | Pork approval of the | TMA to conducta { complete after
as needed. project’s phase | commercial loading | the Port Staff
After completion of the first phase of the Proposed Project, and prior to applications study for the Port. | reviews and
approval of each subsequent phase, the project sponsors shall conduct a study after approves the
of utilization of on- and off-street commercial loading spaces. Prior to completion of stody 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 J’:f",'?"“‘“ any
Within SFMTA jusisdiction. If the result of the siudy indicates that fewer than additional
15 percent of the commercial loading spaces are available during the peak measures
loading period, the project sponsors shall incorporate measures to convert necessary for
existing or proposed general purpose on-street parking spaces fo commercial commercial
parking spaces in addition to the required off-street spaces. loading.
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R . per Menitoring/ . Monitoriog
, Implementation Mitigation - Menitoring 3
MEASURES ADORPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility Schedule Rchorflr!g' Schedule Agency
esponsibility ;
Mitigation Measure M-C-TR~4A: Increase capacity on the 48 Developer, TMA Demongtration | If the Maximum If necessary, SFMTA
Quintara/24™ bus route under the Moximum Residential Scenario, and SFMTA of Capacity: If' | Residential , considered
The project sponsors shall contribute funds for one additional vehicle (in necessary, priox .Sce[‘mno 8 complete Wh?"
addition to and separate from the four prescribed under Mitigation Measure | Documentation of to approv N of i the SFMTA receives
M-TR-5 for the Maximum Residential Scenario) to reduce the Proposed capacity shall be the project’s Pproject sponsors funds from the
Project’s contribution to the significant cumulative impact to not prepared by a pha‘s_e . shall contribute project sponsors
cumulatively considerable. This shall be considered the Proposed Project’s ftant from the | “4F ﬁm'.is, for one
fair share toward mitigating this significant cumulative impact, If SFMTA’ | Planning add:hqnal vehicle
adopts a strategzy 10 increase capacity along this roufe that does not involve | Department’s Capital Costs: ora f:-:r siharc o
purchasing and operating additional vehicles, the Proposed Project’s fair Transpodation Payment g(l”l;\TT Xh on to the
share contribution shall remain the same, and may be used for one of those | Consultant Poo], confirmed prior *
other strategies deemed desirable by SFMTA. using the 1o issuance of
thodology building permit
approved by | for building that
' SFMTA and would resultin
Planning pursuant | exceedance of
to Mxtigaﬁon 85 percent
Measure M-TR-5. capacity
utilization.
Capital costs
for more than
four buses, up
0 a maximum
of six buses,
shall be paid if
the total gsf of
commercial use
exceeds the
Maximum
Residential
Scenario total
gsfof
commercial
i %
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MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL, | Lnplementation | Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Ageney
Responsibility - Schedule R o 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, [ Ifnecessary, 1f the Maximum Ifnecessary, SFMTA
bus route under the Maximum Commercial Scenario, and SFMTA. prior to C ¢ _. U idered .
The project sponsors shall contribute funds for two additional vehicies 1o per ov?l ofthe ; Scepariois complete th'n
reduce the Proposed Project’s contribution to the significant lative D ionof | Project’s final |mp]:mcntcd, the | SPMTA receives
impact to not considerable, This shall be considered the Proposed Project’s | capacity shall be | PH2se project sponsors | funds from the
fair share toward mitigating this cumulative impact. If SFMTA adoptsan | prepared by a application. shall contribute project sponsors.
alternate strategy to increase capacity along this route that does not invelve | consnltant from the fum?s. for one .,
purchasing and operating additional vehicles, the Proposed Project’s fair Planning Funds shall be m?dmo‘na] vehicle
share contribution shall remain the same, and may be used for one of those | Department's contributed if ora fmr s.hare th
other strategies deemed desirable by SEMTA. . Transportation the total g—sf of contribution {0 the
Consultant Pool, commercial use SEMTA.
using the for the Project
methodology in the final -
approved by phase
SFMTA and application
Planning pursvant | exceeds the
to Mitigation Maximum
Measure M-TR-5. | Residential
Scenario total
gsfof
- commercial
use, identified
in Table 2.3 of
the EIR.
RALOXTE rafion: QN 2
Mitigation Measure M-NO-1: Construction Noise Control Plan. Project sponsors. Prior to the start | Project sponsors to | Considered Port or DB
. . . 5 . of construction. { submit the complete upon
Over the project’s approximately 11-year construction duration, project activities; Construction Noise brmittal of the
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MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Implementation
Responsibility

Mitigation
Schedule

Monpitoring/
Reporting
Responsibility

Monitoring
Schedule

Monitoring
Agency

contractors for all construction projects on the Illinois Parcels and 28-Acre_
Site will be subject to construction-related time-of-day and noise limits
specified in Section 2907(a) of the Police Code, as outlined above.
Therefore, prior to construction, a Construction Noise Control Plan shall be
prepared by the project sponsors and submitted to the Port. The construction
noise 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 Yimits may include, but are not limited to,
the following:

Require the general contractor to ensure that equipment and trucks
used for project constructionntilize the best available noise control
hni (e.g., improved mufflers, equipment redesign, vse of

intake ;ile.nccrs, ducts, engine enclosures, and
acoustically-attenuating shields or shrouds).

Require the general to locate stationary noise sources
(such as the rock/ ersher or comp ) as far from
adjacent or nearby sensitive receptors as possible, to muffle such
noise sources, and to consbruct barriers around such sources and/or
the construction site, which could reduce construction noise by as
mch as S dBA. To further reduce noise, the contractor shall locate
stationary equipment in pit areas or excavated areas, to the
maximum extent practicable,

Require the general contractor to use impact tools (6., jack

h pavement breakers, and rock drills) that are hydraulicatly
or electrically powered wherever possible to avoid noise associated
with compressed air exhaust from pneumatically powered tools.
‘Where use of p ic tools is idable, an exhaust muffier
on the compressed air exhaust shall be vsed, along with extemnal
noise jackets on the tools, which wounld reduce noise levels by as
much as 10 dBA. :

implementation
ongoing during
construction.

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

Construction
Noise Contro) ~
Plan to the Port.
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Implementation Mitigation . Monitoring 1
MEASURES ADOPTED .AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility Schedule Reporf'll}g‘ Schedule Agency
Responsibility

+  Include noise control requirements for construction equipment and
tools, inclnding concrete saws, in specifications provided te
construction contractors to the maximum extent practicable, Such.
requirements could include, but are not limited to, erecting
tempozary plywood noise barriers around a constraction site,
particularly where 2 site adjoins noise-sensitive uses; ufilizing
noise contyol blankets on a building as the building is
erected to reduce noise levels from the site;
the use of blasting mats during controlled blasting periods to
reduce nojse and dvst; performing all work in a manner that
minimizes noise; using equipment with effective mufflers;
undestaking the most noisy activities during times of least
disturbance to ding residents and ts; and selecting
haul routes that uvoid residential uses. . Prior to the Project sponsors to | Considered

& Prior to the issuance of each building permit, along with the Praject sponsors issuance of submit a plan to complete upon

bmission of fon d s, submit to the Port , as each building track and respond | review and
sppropriate, a plan to frack and respond to complaints pertaining to permit for to complaints approval of the
construction noise. The plan shall include the following measures: doration of the | pertaining to pina by the Port.
(1) a procedure and phone numbers for notifying the Port, the project. construction noise.
Department of Public Health, and the Police Department (during A single plan or
regular construction hours and off-hours); (2) a sign posted on-site .mulfiple plans may
describing penmitied construction days and hours, noise complaint be produced to
procedures, and a complaint hotline number that shall be answered 3ddff55 project
at all times during construction; (3) designation of an on-site phasing.
construction laint and enfc t manager for the project;
and (4) notification of neighboring residents and non-residential
building managers within 300 feet of the project construction area
and the American Industrial Center (AIC) at least 30 days in
advance of extreme noise-generating activities (such as pile
driving) about the estimated duration of the activity.
Mitigation Measure M-NO-2: Noise Contro) Measures During Pile Project sponsors Prior to Project sponsors to | Considered Port or DBL
and consfruction receiving a submit to the Port | complete upon
24 of 85
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' . L Monitoring/ I Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | Implementation | Mitigation Reporting | Monitoring Agency
Responsibility Schedule R e Schedule
esponsibility
Driving. . contragtor(s). building permit, [ d ion of broittal of
The Construction Noise Control Plan (required under Mitigation Measure P N _?f fioc“mem%m"
M-NO-1) shall also outline a set of site-specific noise and vibration practices control practices ;;::;{ﬁe "
attcnuat:io? meafll;rc;]il'or each construction phase h\:;e;: Qﬂ:‘drjlv:ng Lls identified in that show practices.
propased 1o oceur. Lhese shatt be M-NO-1 into construction
impact equipment is proposed to be used on the JUinois Parcels and/or the construction | contractor
28-Acre Site. Asmany of the following control shall be included in :ommct agreement with
the Noise Control Plan, as feasible: agreement specified practices,
«  Implement “quiet” pile-driving technology such as pre-drilling- documents, A single Noise
piles where feasible to reduce construction-related noise and Co““_"’l Cont?'ol PI"“} or
vibration. practices multiple Noise
should be Contral Plans may
*  Use pile-driving equipment with state-of-the-art noise shielding impk ted be produced to
and muffling devices. throughont the | address project
. ile drivin; hasing.
«  Use pre-drilled or sonic or vibratory drivers, rather than impact ﬁum,-o,,. £ s 5
drivers, feasible (including slipways) and where
vibration-induced Jiquef: would not occur,
e Schedule pile-driving activity for times of the day that minimize
disturb to residents as well as jal uses Iocated 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 ime,
«  IfCRF (including rock drills) were to ocour at the same time as pile
driving activities in the same area and in proximity to
nojse-sensitive receptors, pile drivers shall be set back at least 100
feet while rock drills shall be set back at least 50 feet (or vice versa)
250f385
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MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL I’;‘"“‘““‘.‘ ation | Mitigation Reporting Monitoring ‘Agency
. esponsibility Schedule R et Schedule
. Responsibility
from any given sensitive receptor. .
Mitigation Meastre 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
. ] . e contractor(s). building permit, | d ion of bmittal of
As part of the Construction Noise Control Plan required under Mitigation incorporate Jiance of do 5
Measare M-NO-1, appropriate vibration controls (including pre-drilling pile feasible P d o
hol:s' and'\lsin'g smaller v.ibratory equipment) shall bs specified to ensure t%lat practices co;(ml practices identified
the vibration limitof 0.5 infsec PPV can be met at adjacent or nearby existing identified in that show practices,
structures aad Proposed Project buildings located on the Ilfinois Parcels M-NO-1 into construction
and/or 28-Acre Site, except as noted below: the construction | contractor
©  Where pile driving, CRF, and other construction activities contract " agr :cf’." cd“t w“:l.l
involving the use of heavy equipment would occur in proximity to Zgreemen‘ . ;pe?’ l;" 13“3“ oo
—eny-contoibuting building to the Union Iron Works Historic ocuments, SIngle Noise
oo H N o Control Control Plan or
District, the project sponsors shall undertake a monitoring program i itiple Nok
to minimize damage to such adj historic buildings and to p;ac k‘;cbs r(r:m ng)le Pl oise
ensure that any such damage is documented and repaired. The S 01: c, " b:n o m‘)i;nay
monitoring program, which shall spply within 160 feet where pile o 3 .
driving would be nsed, 50 feet of where CRF would be xequired, t}};oﬁo.ut!he ngdn':ss project
and within 25 feet of other heavy equipment operation, shall g’ © 5 ving phasing.
include the following components: uakion.
o Prorto the start of any ground-disturbing activity, the project
sponsors shall engage a historic architect or qualified historic
preservation professional to tindertake a pre-construction
survey of historical resource(s) identified by the Port within
160 feet of planned construction to document and photograph
the buildings’ existing conditions, . !
©  Based on the construction and condition of the resource(s),
structural engineer or other qualified entity shall establish a
maximum vibration level that shall not be exceeded at each
building, based on existing conditions, character-defining
features, soils conditions and anticipated construction
___Practices in use at the fime (a standard is 0.2 inch per
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Monitoring/
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Schedule
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Agency

second, peak particle.velocity).

© o ensure that vibration Jevels do not exceed the established
standard, a qualified tical/vibrati Itant shall
monitor vibration levels at cach structore 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 techniques put in practice. (For example, 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 i tions 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 groumd-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.

o In areas wnh a very hlgh” or“}ugh" susccpﬁbxhty for

or diffe I settlement risks, the
project’s gcotechmcal 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 nol cause liquefaction hazards at these homes.

Mitigation Measure M-INO-4a: Stationary Equipment Noise Controls.

shall be i d into all stati
(i g HVAC equipment and emergency gcnemtors) msta]led
on bmldmgs constructed on the Ilinois Parvels and 28-Acre Site as well as
into the below-grade or enclosed pump station as y 1o
meet noise limits specified in Section 2909 of the Police Code.* Interior

Noise

Project spobsors
and ¢t n

Pnor to the
ofa

Port to review

et 1AL

r(s).

g permit
for each
buiiding
located on the
IHlinois Parcels

plans,

Considered
complete after
submittal and
approval of plans
by the Port

Port or Plarming
Department/DBI

27 of 85

206




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

' Motion No. _
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
: . fe Monitoring/ — Moniforing
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | [mplementation | Mitigation | ‘geporijpg | Momitoring | Tppepc!
; - * ihty Responsibility chedule
noise limits shall be met under both existing and future poise conditions, or the 28-Acre
accounting for foreseeable changes in noise conditions in the future (i.e., Site, atong with
changes in on-site building configurations). Noise attenuation measures the submission
could include provision of sound enclosures/barriers, addition of voof of construction
parapets to block noise, increasing setback distances from sensitive receptors, docurents, the
provision of lonvered vent openings, location of vent openings away fiom project
dj ial uses, and restriction of g tor testing to the daytime sponsors shall
hours, submit to the
+ . N N Portand the
Under Section 2909 of the Police Code; stationary sources are not DBI plans for
permitted to xesult in noise levels that exceed the existing ambient (L90) noise
noise Jevel by more than 5 dBA on residential property, 8 dBA on atienuation
commercial and industrial property, and 10 dBA on public property. Section measures on al}
2909(d) states that no fixed noise source may canse the noise level measured | stationary
inside any sleeping or living room in a dwelling unit on residential property to equipment.
exceed 45 dBA between 10:00 p.an. and 7:00 a.m. or 55 dBA between 7:00
am. and 10:00 p.m. with windows open, except where building ventilation is
achieved through mechanical systems that allow windows to remain closed.
Mitigation Measure M-NO-4b: Design of Future Noise-Generating Uses | Project sponsors Prior to the Port to review Considered Port or Planning
near Residential Uses. and et i ofa plans, plete after Department/DBI
Future commercial/office and RALT uses shall be designed to minimize the contractor(s). lf’::x g:x;\gn?:x:‘l:lt, :;:lij“,t:lls;:]ms
polential for sleep disturbance at any fature adjucent residential uses, Design RALI and by the [Port,
approaches such as the following could be incorporated inte future parking uses, !
develop: plans to minimize the p ial for noise conflicts of future uses slong with the
on the project site: . submission of
= Design of Future Noise-Generating Commercial/Office and RALY construction
Uses. To reduce potential conflicts b seusitive recep documents, the
and new noise-generating commercial or RALT uses located - . project
adjacent to these receptors, exterior facilities such as loading Sponsors shall
areas/docks, trash enclosures, and surface parking lots shall be submit to the
located on the sides of buildings facing away from existing or and DBI plans
planned sensitive receptars (resid or passive open space). If fo minsmize
28 of 85
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. S Monitoring/ I Monitoring
' Implementation Mitigation . Monitoring 1
MEASURES ADOYTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility Schedule Rel:;gzg:;gty Schedule Agency
this is not feasible, these types of facilities shall be enclosed or noise conflicts
equipped with appropriate noise shiclding. with sensitive .
. . receivers,
e Design of Future Above-Ground Parking Structwre, If parking

structuzes are constructed on Parcels C1 or CL ﬁn: sides of !he

parking structures facing adj or nearby e oryp

residential uses shall be d d to shield residzntial recep

from noise associated with parking cars.
Mitigation Measure M-NO-6: Design of Future Noise-Sensitive Uses Project sponsors Priortothe . -| Port Stafftoxeview | Cousidered Port or Planning

. . s . . R . and qualified issuance of the | the noise stady. A .| complete after Department/DBY
Prior fo issnance of 8 building pecmit for vertical construction of specific acoustician. building permit | single nofse study | submittal and
residential building design on each parcel, a noise study shall be conducted . for vertical ormultiple noise approval of the
1 bya qnahf ied acoustician, who shall determine the need to incorporate noise construction of | studies may be ) noise study by
ies into the buildipg design in order to meet Title 247 any residential | producedto address | the Port.
interior noise limit for residential uses as well as the City's (Article 29, building on project phasing,
Section 2909(d)) 45-ABA (Ldn) interior noise limit for residential uses. This each parcel, a
luation shall for noise shiclding by buildings existing at the time noise study -

of the proposal potential i increases in amblenl noise levels rasultmg from the shall be

f buildings that are planned to be demolished, all pl prepared by 2
commercial or open space uses in adjacent areas, any known vanations in qualified
project build-out that have or will occur (building heights, location, and acoustician.
phasing), any changes inactivities adjacent to or near the Ilinois Parcels or
28-Acre Site (given the Proposed Project’s Jong build-out pcriod), any new
shleldmg benefits provided hy su:ronndmg bmldmgs that cx1st atthe umc of

future lative traffic noise i on t
exxstmg and plannerl stationary sources (i.e., emergency generators, HVAC
etc.), and fiture noise increases from all known cumnlative projects located
with direct Jine-of-sight to the project building.
To minimize the potential for sleep disturbance effects from tonal nojse or
nighitime noise events associated with nearby industrial uses, predicted noise
levels at each project building shall for 24/7 operation of the BAE
Systems Ship Repair facility, 24/7 transformer noise at Potrero Substation (if
it emains an open air facility), and industrial activities at the AIC, to the
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extent such use(s) are in operation at the time the analysis is conducted,

duction strat: £all

Noise pies such as the ing could be incorporated into
the project design as necessary fo meet Title 24 interior limit and minimize
the potential for sleep disturbance from adjacent industrial uses:

«  Orient bedrooms away from major noise sources (i.e., major
streets, open space/recreation areas where special events would
occur, and existing adjacent industrial uses, including but not
limited to the AIC, PG&E Hoedown Yard (if it is still operating at
that time), Potrero Substation, and the BAE site) and/or provide
additiona} ent d noise insulation features (higher STC ratings)
or mechanical ventilation to the effects of maximnm
i noise levels g ted by these uses even though
there is no code requirement to reduce Lmax noise levels, Such

shall be imph ted on Parcels D and E1 (both
scenarios), ‘Building 2 (Maximum Residential Scenario only),
Parcels PKN (both sceparios), PKS (both scenarios), and HDY
(Maximum Residential Scenaro only);

e Utilize enhanced exterior wall and roof-ceiling assemblies (with
higher STC ratings), including i d insulati

e  Utilize windows with lﬁgher STC / Outdoor/Indoor Transmission
Class (OTTC) ratings;

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

Locate interior hallways ( ing residential units) adjacent to noisy streets
ine/olanned industrial o Saa 1

or ex p P

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

Developer, Port,

_parks I

Prior to
tion of a

Considered
1ot

upon

Developei, Port, Port

parks management
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MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | [Pplementation | Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Agency’
. . Responsibility Schedule Responsibility Schedule
Outdoor Amplified Sound. entity, and/or parllcs special outdoor | entity, and/or parks | submission and
. N A . programming amplified progranuving entity | approval of the
The project sp shail ! 5 and imp a Noise Control Pla'n for entity. sound, the shall submit the NCP by the Port.
operations at the proposed enter venues to reduce the p for . .
P - " X LN 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 elements: nf’mgm’lf ”
®  The project sponsors shall comply ‘with noise controls and entity, and/or
Testrictions in applicabl t permit requi for parks
outdoor congerts. : programming
entity to
*  Speaker sy shall be directed away from the nearest sensitive develop a Noise .
rcccploxs to the degree feasible. Control Plan
. prior to
& Dutdoor speaker systems shall be op d with the issuance of
restrictions of Section 2909 of the San Francisco Police Code, and event permit,

210

Mihgatmn Measurc M -AQ-1a: Construction Emissions Minimization | Project sponsors Project sponsors or | Considered Port or Planning
and constraction issuance of a contractor to complete upon Department
The following mitigation measure is required during construction of Phases contractor(s). site permit, the | submita Port or Plaming
3,4, and 5, or after build-out of 1.3 million gross square feet of development, project Constmetion Staff review and
whichever comes fist: sponsors must | Emissions approval of
A, Construction Emissions Minimi; Pian. Priortoi ofa submit Minimization Plan, C‘“ls‘r_““ﬁ"“ ,
site permit, the project sponsors shall submit a Construction Construction Quarterly reports Exz.u'sﬂ?ns’
Emissions Minimization Plan (Plan) to the Port or Planning Emissions shall be submitted | Minimization
Department. The Plan shall detail project compliance with the Minjmization | fo Port Staff or Planor
following requirements; Plan Planning altemative
X ' Departmrent measures that
1. Where access to alternative sources of power is available, Pi & indicating the achieve the same
portable diesel generators used during construction shall be mlor to the ¢ | construction phase | emissions
prohibited. Where portable diesel engines.are required z;?nn:‘;uc;:: nn and off-road rednction.
because alternative sources of power are not available, the acﬁsiﬁes © equipment
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diesel engine shall meet the EPA or CARB Tier 4 off-road during Phase 3, | information used
emission standards and be fueled with renewable dicsel (at 4, and S, or during each phase,
leas.t 99 percent renewable diesel or R99), if commercially prior to . For off-road
available, as defined below. g’lllism.lﬂhon equipment using
All off-road equipment greater than 25 horsepower that buil‘:l\:::f of 1.3 :\lterm?uve {:ﬁls’
operates for more than 20 total hours over the entire duration million gross fcpl‘) r;mg s rual
of construction activities shall have engines that meet the EPA square fiet of .mc ude u'; ac
or CARB Tier 4 off-road emission standards and be foeled development, a:nount_o fucl
with senewable dieset (at Jeast 99 percent renewable diesel or the project a (c;nauve
R99), if commercially avaifable. If engines that comply with s ussors must | e
Tier 4 off-road emission standards are not commercially CI; iify (1) ‘Within six mox.\ths
available, then the projectsponsors shall provide the next complignce of the CO’“P}‘“"“
cleanest piece of off-road equipment as provided by the ) wiﬁmplhc Plan °f?°}1§ﬁ“°"°“
step-down schedules in Table M-AQ-1-1. and (@)all activities, the
applicable project Sponsors
Table M-AQ-1-1: Off-Road Equipment Compliance Step-Down requircments of ;h::;. submxll to Port
Schedule the Plan have taffa final report
been z::sl;ungl?(:f
Compliance Engine Emissi Emissi incorporated activities, The final
Alternative Standard Control into f:onkfxct seport shall indicate
Tier3 CARB PM VDECS specifications. | e start and end
(85%)" dates and duration
. The Plan shall | of each
Tier 2 CARB PM VDECS be kept on site | 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 O review. A °ﬁ,"[°‘d equipment
project sponsors would need to meet Compliance Alternative 1. Should the signshallbe | wsing altemative
project sponsors not be able to supply off-road equipment meeting ' pos.tcd at the ﬁmls,.rcpomng
Coropliance Alternative 1, then Compliance Altexnative 2 would need to be perimeter ofthe | shall include the
met, construction actual amoust of
site indicating | alternative fuel
the basic nsed,
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Available online at http://www.arb.ca.gov/diesel/verdev/vt/evi bim, . requirements of
Accessed January 14, 2016, the Plan and
] . where eopies of
i Withrespectto Tier 4 equipment, “commercially the Plan are
available” shall mean the availability taking into available to the
consideration factors such as: (i) critical path timing public for
of construction; and (i) peographic proximity of Teview.

equipment to the project site.

il. With respect to renewable diesel, “commercially
available” shall mean the availability taking into
consideration factors such as: (i) critical path iming
of construction; (i) gecgraphic proximity of fuel
sonsce to the project site; and (i) cost of renewable
diesel is within 10 percent of Ultra Low Sulfur
Diesel #2 market price.

iii, The project sponsors shall maintain records
concerning 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

jally available, the project sp shall
submit d tation 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 fture 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 in exceptions to the applicable State
regulations regarding idling for off-road and on-road

nt. Legible and visible signs shall be posted in :
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mltiple languages (English, Spanish, and Chinesc) in
designated queuing arens and at the construction sife to i
remind operators of the 2-minute idling lmnt. ) -

4, The pm_]cct sponsors shall requu'c that each construction
that perators properly
in and tune equi tin d with

P

manufacturer specifications.

5. The Plan shall include best available estimates of the
construction 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
requirements in Section B below. Reporting requircments for
off-road equipment descriptions and information shall include
asmuch detail as is avmlable but are not’ ]muted to

£t
t type,

1dentlﬁcahon nmnber, engine model yenr, cngme cerfification
(Tier rating), horsepower, engine serial number, and expected
ﬁ.\cl vsage and hours of operation. For Verified Diesel
i Control Strategies (VDECS) installed, descriptions

and information shall-include technology type, serial number,
mazke, model, manufacturer, CARB verification 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 equipment. The Plan shall alse
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
worl.ing hours, Each construction contractor shall post at the
penmeter of the pro_]eCt site a legible and visible Slgn

izing the req ofthe Plan. The siga shall alse
state that the public may ask fo inspect the Plan at any time
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during working hours, and shalf 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 reports shall be submitted to Port or Planning
Staff indicating the construction activities undertaken and information
about the off-road equipment used, including the information required
in Section A(5). Tn addition, reporting shall iriclude the approximate
amount of renewable diesel fuel nsed.

Within 6 months of the completion of all project construction activities,
the project sponsors shall submit to Port or Planning Staff 2 final report
summarizing construction activities. The final reportshall indicate the
start and end dates and duration of each constmctwn phasc. The final
report shall include detailed infe ired in Section A(S). In
addition, reporting shall include the actual amount of rencwable dlesel
fuel used.

C. Certification Statement and On-site Requirements. Prior to the
commenccment of cnnsh'uchon acnwhcs, the project sponsors shall

h h. submisston of et dardized forms (1) compliance
thh the Plan, and (2) all apphcnblc requirements of the P]an have been
incorporated into contract specifications.

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1bt Diesel Backup Generator Specifications
To reduce NOX associated with operation of the Maximum Commercial or

Maximum Residential S , the project sp shall impl the

following measures,

A.  Allnew diesel backup generators shall:

1. have engines that meet or exceed CARB Tier 4 off-road emission
standards which have the lowest NOx emissions of ally

Project sponsors

Prior to
approval of a

Antics q

Considered

Al

Jocation and engine

permit by Port
Staff,

ofa
proposed diesel
backup generator
shall be submitted
to the Port Staff for
Teview and
approval prior to

pecifi
P

complete npon
review and
approval by Port
Staff.

Port
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available generators; and jssuance of a
2. be aeled with renewable diesel, if ially available, which generulor peamit.
has been demonstrated to reduce NOx emissions by approximately
10 percent.
B. All new diesel backup generators shall have an annnal maintenance
testing Limit of 50 hours, subject to any further restrictions as may be
imposed by the BAAQMD in its permifting process.
C. For eachnew diescl backup generator permit submitted to BAAQMD
for the project, anticipated location, and engine specifications shall be
submitted to the Port Staff for review and approval prior to issuance of a
permit for the generator from the San Francisco DBI or the Port, Once
operational, all diesel backup generators shall be maintained in good
working order for the life of the equipment and aay future replacement
of the diesel backup gencrators shall be requixed to 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
each diesel backup generator for the life of that diesel backup generator
and provide this information for review to the Port within 3 months of
requesting such information.
Mitigation Measure M-A.Q-1c: Use Low and Super-compliant VOC Project sponsors Project Project sponsors to | Considered Port or Planning
Archit al Coatings in Maintaining Buildings through C § and construction sponsors include in CC&R's lete upon Department
Conditions and Restrictions (CC&Rs) and Ground Lease contractor(s), submit to the and/or gronudl‘c';se projec;:{;l)usor
The Project sponsors shall require all developed pareels to include within Port . requirements wi submittal to the
their C(i!’cR‘sp and/or ground‘!;ensrs mquircmﬂuts%or all future interior spaces documcntfmon bu.xldmgs tcn?nts Port of .
to be repainted only with “Super-Compliant” Architectural Coatings of CC&R’s prior to building documentfmon
(http:/fwww.agmd.gov/home/regnlations/compliance/architectural-coatings/ andforground | occupancy. of CC&R’s
super-compliant-coatings), “Low-VOC™ refers to paints that meet the more lease. . and/or ground
stringent regulatory limits in South Coast AQMD Rale 1113; however, many ren.:lumamenls - lease'
fi have reformulated to levels well below these limits. These are prier fo requurements
seferred to as “Super-Compliant™ Architectural Coatings. building
- occupancy
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penmit, .
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1d: Promote use of Green Consumer Project sponsors. Prior to Project sponsors to | Considered Port or Planning,
Products . : occupancy of | work with SF complete after Department
The project sponsors ‘shali provide education for residential and Y the‘ building by | Environment to distribxg(ion of
tenants concerning green consurter products. Prior to receipt of any tesiants and develo? educafxonal
certificate of final occupancy and every five years thereafier, the project every fiveyears | educational materials fo
sponsors shall work with the San Francisco Department of Environment (SF thereafter, materials. remdcnua'l and
Environment) to develop electronic comespondence to be distibuted by project commercial
email Ity to residential and/or ial tenants of each building on sponsors to tenanls,
the project site that encourages the purchase.of products that distribute
gencrate lower than typical VOC The comespondence shall educational
envi My preferable p ing and shall include contact materials to
information and links to SF Approved. The website may also be used as an. tenants.
informational by busi and resid
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1e: Electrification of Loading Docks Project sponsors Pdor to Project sponsors to | Considered Port or Planning
The project sponsors shall ensure that Ioading docks for retail, light industrial Issuance ofa . provide . complete upon. Department
or warehouse uses that will receive deliveries from refiigerated transport building permit | construction plans | approval of
trucks incorporate electrification hook-ups for transportation refrigeration forabuilding | toDBlorthe Port | construction
units to avoid g d by idling refrij d transport trucks. Confaining to cosure plans by DBT or
ding docks ip the Port.
for retail, light
industrial or
warchouse
uses.
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1f: Transportation D d M 13 Developer to Developer to Project sponsors to | The TDM Plan is | Planning
The project sp x5 shall prepare and impl t a Transportation Demand | Prepare and prepare TDM submit the TJ?M cousidered Department
Ma.n:gemcnt (TDM) Plan with a goal of reducing estmated daily one-way | iwplementthe TOM | Plan and submit | Plan to Planning | complefc upon
vehicle trips by 20 percent compared fo the fotal rumber of daily one-way | L /20 which willbe | to Planaing Staff forreview. | approval by the
vehicle trips identified in the project’s Transportation Impact Study at project implemeated by the | Staff prior to Planning Staff
build-out. To ensure that this rednction goal could be reasonably achieved, Transportation appr oval ofthe Transporiation
the TDM Plan will have a monitoring goal of reducing by 20 percent the daily Managegent | project Demand Annusal
| one-way vehijcle trips calculated for each buiiding that has received a and will Manag| monitoring
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Certificate of Occupancy and is at least 75% occupicd compared to the daily | be binding cn all Association to reports would be
one-way vehicle trips ipated for that building based on anticip development submit monitoring | on-going during
development on that parcel, using the trip generahon rates contained within | parcels. report annually to | project buildout,
the project’s Transportation Impact Study. There shall be a Transportation . Planmng Staffand- | oruntil five
Management Association that would be ible for the administration, pl TDM i
mopitoring, aad adjustment of the TDM Plan. The project sponsor is Plan Adjnstments | reporting periods
responsible for identifying the components of the TDM Plan that could (if required). show that the
reasonably be expected to achicve the reduction 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, butis notlmnted to, the types of measures goals, at which
ized below for expla Yy P Actmal TDM point reporis
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.
e Active Transportation: Provision of ; ts to
encourage walking, secure bicycle parking, shower and locker
facilities for cyclists, subsidized bike share berships for
project occupants, bicycle repair and maintenance scrviccs, and
other bicyclerelated serviccs; .
*  Car-Share: Provision of car-share parking spaces and subsxdlzcd
memberships for project occupants; .
«  Delivery: Provision of amenities and services to support delivery of
goods to project occupants;
«  Family-Orented M P of on-site childcare and
oth:r amenities to support the use of sustainable tmnspoﬂal\on
modes by families;
e High-Occupancy Vehicles: Provision of carpoolinyvanpooling
incentives and shuttle bus service;
» __Tnformation and Communicafions; P of multimodal :
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finde

g signag tation i jon dispiays, and
tailored transportation marketing services;

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

«  Parking: Provision of unbundled parking, short term daily parking
provision, parking cash ont offers, and reduced off-street patking
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 intended to serve (e.g. residential tenants,
retail 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 outlined below.

The TDM Plan shall be submitted to the City to ensure that components of the
TDM Plzn infended to meet the reduction target are shown on the plans
and/or ready to be implen d upon the i of each certificate of
oconpancy. . .

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

=  Timing: Monitoring data shali be collected and zeports shall be
submitted to Planning Department staff every year (vefecred to as
“seporting periods™), until five consecutive reporting periods -
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display the fully-built project has met the reduction goal, at which
point monitoring data shall be submitted to Planning Department
staff once every three years. The first monitoring report is required
18 months afier issuance of the First Certificate of Occupancy for
buildings that inclade off-street parking or the establishment of
surface parking lots or garages that bring the project’s total number
of offstreet 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
reportmg period. Each momtonng report shall be completed within
50 days following the appli porting period: The timing shall

be modified such that a new monitoring report shall be required 12 | . .
months after adjustments are made to the TDM Plar in order to .
meet the reduction goal, as may be requived 5n the “TDM Plan
Adjustments” heading below. In addition, the timing may be
modified by the Planning Department as needed Lo consolidate this

with other monitoring and/or reporting requirements
for the project.
a  Comgonents: The momtonng report, including trip counts and
snrveys, shall include the f p OR comparabl
thodology and comp as approved or provided
by Planning Department staff;

6  Trip Count and Intercept Survey: Trip count and intercept
sucvey of persons and vehicles arriving and lesving the project
site for no less than two days of the reporting period between
6:00'am, and 8:00 p.n. One day shall be a Tuesday,
Wednesday, 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 itant and the methodology shall be
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approved by the Planning Department prior to conducting the
components of the trp count and intercept survey. It is
anticipated that the Planning Department will have a standard
{rip count and i :pt survey methodology developed and
available to project sponsors at the time of data collection.

o Travel Demand Information: The above.tp count and survey
information shall be able to provide travel d d analysi
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
Transporiation Impact Analysis Guidelines for
Enviranmental Review, October 2002, or subsequent updates
in effect at the time of the survey.

o D ion of Plan Impl ion: The TDM
Coordinator shall work in conjunction with the Planning
Department to develop a survey (onfine or paper) that can be
reasonably completed by the TDM Coordinator and/or TMA
staff to d the imp) ion of TDM program
elements and other basic information during the reporting

period. This survey shall be included in the monitoring report

bmitted to Planning Dep 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, etc)

o Assistance and Confidentiality: Planning Department staff
will assist the TDM Coordi on quest garding the
of the iforing report and shall ensure that the
identity of individual survey responders is protected.

TDM Plan Adji The TDM Plan sball be adjusted based on the
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monitoring results if three consecutive reporting periods demonstrate that
measyres within the TDM Plan are not achieving the reduction goat. The
TDM Plan adjustments shall be made in consultation with Planning
Department staff and may require refi ts to existing (e.g,
change to subsidies, increased bicycle parking), inclusion of new measures
(e.g., a new technology), or removal of existing measures (e.g., measures
shown to be ineffective or induce vehicle irips). If 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 jast consecutive reporiing period. The TDM
Plan adjustments shall oceur until three consecutive reporting periods’
J ing results d trate that the red goulis achieved. If the
TDM Plan does not achieve the reduction 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 ts intended o reduce vehicle trips from the
project, or other measures that sopport sustainable trip making, vntil three
consecutive reporting periods’ toring results d that the
reduction goal is achicved, ’

mpr

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1g: Additional Mobile Source Conirol
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
(desipnated and proximate to entry) packing and/or installation of
charging stations beyond the level required by the City’s Green
Building code, from 8 1o 20 percent.

RIS

*  Promote zer
program op

ing that any car share
within its car share

by reg

lude electric vehick

Project sponsors
and TMA,

On-going,

Project sponsors
and TMA to
implement
measures

On-going,

Port or Planning
Depariment/DBI

42 of 85

221




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 Ly Monitoring/ I Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROYAY, | Implementation | Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Agency
Responsibility Schedule 0o Schedule
Responsibility
program to reduce the need to have a vehicle or second vehicle asa
part of the TDM program that would be required of all new
developmenis. .
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1h: Offsct of Operational Emissions Project sponsors. Offsets for Port Staflto If project Port
. L . e Phase approve the sponsor directly
Prior to issuance of the final certificate of occupancy for the final building 3/build-out of | proposed offset fands or
associated with Phase 3, or after build out of 1.3 million square feet of 1.3 millipn project. implements 2
development, whichever comes first, the project sponsors, with the ovcrs\ght sqliare feet: specific offset
of Port Staff, shall either: Upon project,
(1) Directly fund or implement a specific offset project within complem?n of consideced
San Francisco to achjeve reductions of 25 tons per year of 0zone construction, complete when
precussors and 1 ton of PMI0. This offset is intended to offset the and prior to Port Staff
d annual 2¢ of ional ozone e precursor and PM10 issuance of 2 approves the
under the b 3 Tized at the time of Certificate of pro?osed f)ffsct
completion of Phase 3. Te qualify under this mitigation measure, Occupancy for project prior fo
the specific emissions offset project must result in emission the fival ’“d‘Y‘d““l
reductions within the SFBAAB that would not otherwise be building Certificates of
hieved through pli with existing regulatary 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. b'{"‘} out of 1.3 If project
Prior to implementation of the offset project, the project sponsors million squate SPOnsSOr pays a
must ublam Port Staff’s approval of the propos:d offset project by feet of one-fime
ion of the estimated amount of emissions of development, mitigation offset
ROG NOx, and PM10 to be reduced (tons per year) within the whichever fee, considered
SFBAAB from the emissions reduction 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 vedfication; or demoustrate to of payment is
N the safisfaction rovided to Port
(2) Pay a one-time mitigation ofi‘set fee to the BAAQMD’s of Port Staff g taff .
Strategic Incentives Division in an amount ne less than $18,030 per that offsets
weighted ton of ozone precursors and PM10 per year above the have been
significance threshold, calenlated as the difference between total funded or
annual emissions at build out under mitigated conditions and the implemente
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significance threshold in the EIR air quality analysis, which is 25 or offset fee bas
tons per year of ozone precursors and ) ton of PMI10, plusa 5 been paid, inan
percent administrative fee, to find one or more emissions reduction smount
projects within the SFBAAB. This one-time fee is intended fo fund sufficient to
emissions reduction projects to offset the estimated annual tonnage offset
of operational ozone precursor and PM10 emissions under the emissions
buildout scenario realized at the time of comipletion of Phase 3 or above
after completion of 1.3 million s{ of development, whichever BAAQMD
coines first, Documentation 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 date. X
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 emission reduction objectives specified above, and provide subsequent
documentation to Port Staff and to the project sponsors describing the phases/build-on
project(s) funded by the mitigation fee, including the amount of emissioris of t: Upon
ROG, NOx, and PM10 reduced (tons per year) within the SFBAAB from the completion of
emissions reduction project(s). If there is uny remaining unspent portion of construction of |
the mitigation offsct fee following impl hon of fhe emissi ducti each
project(s), the project sponsors shall be entitled to a refund in that amount subsequent
from the BAAQMD. To gualify under this mitigation measure, the specific phase, and prior
emissions retrofit project must result in emission reductions within the o issuance of a
SFBAAB that would not otherwise be achieved through compliance with ’ Certificate of
isting regulatt qui Occupancy for
the final
building
associated with
such phase,
\ developer shall
demonstrate to
the satisfaction
' of Port Staff
that offsets
. 44 0f85 .
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{ {7} Me:
Mitigation Measure M-WS-1: Identification and Mitigation of Interim

have been
funded or
implemented,
or offset fee has
been paid, in an

"amount

sufficient to
offsef
emissions
above
BAAQMD
thresholds for
build-out to
date and taking
into account

offsets
previously
funded,
implemented,
and/or
urchased.

Project sponsors, Asoutlinedin | Qualified wind Couosidered Port
Hazardous Wind Impacts qualified wind Table MWS.1: | consultant to complete upon
s ultant. Circumstances I 8 oval
‘When the circumstances or conditions listed in Table MCWS. 1 are present at consulan o:r él;ndignms l\lv:g(ﬂl;z 1:01’5 of fsl;l:;n‘;e :E
the time 2 building Sch Design is d, the requixements during which approved by Port | building permit.
df’“"b“-d below apply: Mitigation Staff and following
. . Measure approval of a scope
‘Table M\W8.1: Circumstances or Conditions during which M-WS-1 of work submit a
Mitigation Measure M-WS-1 Applies Applies, a wind | wind impact
impact analysis | analysis to Port
shall be Staff for approval
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Subject Parcel  Circumstance or Condition Related grepared for the | of feasible design
Proposed for Upwind h‘s(ed ch.a:}ge:s o
. Parcels circumstances | minimize interim
Construction priorto hazardous wind
Parcel A Construction of any new NA lssuance ofa | smpacts.
buildings on Pascel A building permit
for any
Parcel B Construction of any new NA proposed
’ buildiags on Parcel B, building when
Parcel E2 Constmction of any new Parcels ::hi:cumslances
buildings on Parcel EZ over 80 HI and or conditions
feet in height, prior to any G listed in Table
construction of new buildings on M.WS.1 are
approximately 80% of the presentat the
combined total parcel area of time a building
Parcels H1 and G that wonld be Schematic
completed by the estimated time Design is
of occupancy of the subject sobmitted.
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 80% of the
combined tolal 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
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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 HI 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 Parce] H2 over 80 Hi,E2,
feet in height, prior to any and B3
construction of new buildings on
approximately 80% of the
combined total parcel area of
Parcels H1, E2, and E3 that
would be completed by the
estimated time of occupancy of
the subject building, as estimated
on or sbout the date of the
building Schematic Design
submittal,
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Source: SWCA.

Regunirements

A wind impact analysis shall be required prior to building permit issuance 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 p

and roof terraces, adding architectural canopies or screens, or street fumiture)
to eliminate hazardons winds, if predicted, shall be imp} ted, Aftersuch
design changes and feafures have been cons:dered the additional
effectiveness of Jandscaping may also be considered.

1. Screcning-level analysis. A qualified wind consultant approved by

" Port Staff shall review the proposed building design and conducta
“desktop review” in order to provide a qualitative result
determining whether there could be a wind hazard. The
screening-level analysis shall have the following steps: For each
new building proposed that meets the criteria above, 4 quahﬁed
wind consultant shall review and compare the exp
and orientation of the proposed building(s) on the sub_;ccl parccl to
the building(s) on the same parcel in the representative massing
wmodels of the Proposed Project tested in the wind tunnel as part of
this EIR and in any subsequent wind analysis testing required by
this mitij The wind ltant shall identify and

the potential impacts of the proposed building(s) to those

identificd in this EIR, subsequcnt 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. r.br: context of the
“Cument Project Baseline,” which, at any given time during
construction of the Propused Project, shall be defined as any
exxslmg bmldmgs at thc site, the as-built designs of all

1

p ly pleted structures and the then-current designs of
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approved but yet unbuilt structures that would be completed by the
time of occupancy of the subject building.

(a) 1f the qualified wind I Tudes that the building
design(s) could not create a new wind hazard and could not
contribute fo a wind hazard identified by prior wind tunnel
testing for the EIR and in subsequent wind analysis required
by this mitigation measure, no further review would be
required. If there could be a new wind hazard, then a

titati t shall be conducted using wind tunnel

t:’_w'ng or an equivalent quantitative analysis that prod )
comparable results to the analysis methodology used in this
EIR.

() Ifthe qualified wind consult Iudes that the building

design(s) could create 2 new wind hazard or could contribute
i 2 wind hazard jdentified by prior wind {unnel testing
conducied for this EIR and in subsequent wind analysis
required by this mitigation measure, but in the consultant’s
professiona) judgment the building(s) can be modified to
reduce snch impact to a Jess-than-significant level, the
consultant shall notify Port Staff and the building applicant.
The consultant’s professional judgment may be informed by
the use of “desktop™ analytical tools, such as coraputer 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
id of wind location, duration, and speed of wind.
The building applicant may then propose changes or
supplements to the design of the proposed building(s) to
achieve this resnlt. These changes or.supplements may
include, but are pot limited to, changes in design, building
orientation, sculpting to include podiums and roof terraces,
and/or the addition of archit 1 ies or screens, of
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street formiture, The effectiveness of Jandscaping may alsu be
idered, The wind ltant shall then i
building design(s) wlf.h specified changes or supplemems I
the wind 1 to the satisfaction of Port
Staff that the modified design and landscaping for the
building(s) could not create = new wind hazard or contribute
to a wind hazard identified in pdor wind tunnel testing
conducted for this EIR and in subsequent wind analysis
required by this mitigation measure, no fusther review would
be required. .

If the consultant is nnable fo demonstrate to the satisfaction of
Port Staff that no increase in wind hazards wonld 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 mifigation measure is required. The
building(s) shall be wind tunnel tested in the context of a
model that represents the Current Project Baseline, as
gescribed 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 4s all addifional
points d d appropriate by the Hant fo d ine the
wind performance for the building(s). Testing shall occorin
places identified as important, e.g., building entrances,
sndc\vnﬂ\s, ete., and thcr: may 1 need to be additional fest point
idered At the direction and approval of the
Port, the “vicinity™ shall be determined by the wind
consultant, as appropriate for the é¢ircumstances, e.g., a
starting concept for “vicinity” could be approximately 350
feet around the penme(cr of the subject parcel(s), subject to
the wind consultant’s g or g this radial
distance, The wind tunnel t:sh.ng shall test the proposed
building design(s), as well as the Current Project Baseline, in
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order fo elearly 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 bours of wind hazard or extent of arca subject to
hazardous winds beyond those identified in prior wind testing
conducted for this EIR and in subsequent wind tunnel analysis
required by this mitigation measure, the wind consultant shall
notify Port Staff and the building applicant. The building
applicant may then propose changes or supplements to the
design of the proposed building(s) to eli wind hazards.
These changss or supplcmcms may mclude, buk are not
Timited to, changes in design, building ori
building(s) to include podiums and xoof terraces, addmg
architectural canopies. or screens, or stm:t farniture. All
feasible means (chauges in design, 1 ing or reorienting
certain buxldmc(s), scu]pung 1o mclude podxums and roof
terraces, the addition of pies or screens, o
street ﬁmuture) to eliminate wind hazards, if predicted, shall
be implemented to the extent necessary to mitigate the impact.
After such design changes and features have been considered,
the additional effectiveness of landscaping at the size it is
proposed to be installed may also be considered. The wind
consultant shall then luate the building design(s) with
spcclﬁed 1 or suppl If the wind 1
ates to the satisfaction of Port Staff that the modified

design would not create a new wind hazard or contribute to a
wind hazard identified in prior wind tunnel testing conducted
for this EIR and in subseq wind analysis required by this
mitigation measure, no further review would be required,

If the proposed building(s) would resultin a wind hazard exceedance, and the

only way to eliminate the hazard is to redesxgn 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 (o Port Staff to review | Considered Port
If the rooftop of building(s) is proposed as public open space and/or a passive and qt‘zahﬁed wind issuance ofa | windhazard ‘”“d ) compld:: upon
or active public recreational area prior to issuance of a building permit for the g permit B chbd By or
subject building(s), a qualified wind consultant shall prepare a wind impact fo,t a building issuance of .
and mitigation asalysis in the context of the Curzent Project Baseline with a rooftop building pecmit
regarding the proposed architectural design, All feasible reeans (such as Pmp.oSCd s
changing the proposed building mass.or design; raising the height of the public open
parapets to al Jeast 8 feet, using a porous material where such material would Space and/gr
be effective in xeducing wind speeds; using localized wind screens, canopies, pnsswe.lacuve
trellises, and/or landscaping arowund seating areas) to eliminate wind hazards W:D““l
shall be implemented as necessary. A significant wind impact wonld be an area, fhe.
increase in the pumber 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 existing conditions at the height of the proposed rooftop. The demonstrate

wind consultant shall d to the satisfaction of Port StafEthat the thatno new
building design would not create a new wind hazard or contribute 10 a wind wind b ?za{ds or
hazard identified in prior wind testing conducted for this EIR. a °°““,1b'm°“

to a wind

hazard

identified in the

EIR would

occur in a wind

hazard and

mifigation

analysis,

Project sponsors Prior'to Port staff to review | Considered Port or Planning
Program Training and qualified demolition or and approve WEAP | complete after Department
. . . roject biologist. d-disturbi | training, Project Port staff
Project-specific Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) o) B fl:::ﬁﬁﬁes. spc:ll:‘::)is anoc-l‘ g reviews and
' training shall be developed and implemented by a qualified biologist* and qualified biological | approves WEAP
attended by all project personncl performing demolition or ground-disturbing, consultant to training, and
work prior to beginning demolition or ground-disturbing work on site for d ¢ WEAP conﬁrmy
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cach construction phase, The WEAP training shall include, but not be limited . training and compliance in
to, education about the following: provide annual
a. Applicable State and Federal Jaws, environmental regulations, g:;i:;:zt::;n :1?;&011
project permit conditions, and penalfies for non-compliance, mitigation report fo 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 during _
construction.
¢, Avoid andap 1 for ing special-status
species including a commupication chain.
d P uction surveys and biol I monitoring requi t:
associated with each phase of work and at specific locations within
the-project site (e.g., shoreline work) as biological resources and
protection will vary depending on where work is.
occurring within the site, time of year, and constraction 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 areas,

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

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

addition to general housekeeping requirements.

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

minimum of four years of academic training and professional experience in

biological seiences 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-BX-1b: Nesting Bird Profection Measures Project sponsors, Priorfo M construction will | Considered Port or Plaoning
qualified biological | issvance of eccur during complete upon Department
consultant. demolition or nesting season, issuance of

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

Itant to
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activity resultin a more attractive environment for birds to nest than other
San Francisco locations (e.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 constmction phase:

a.

To the extent feasible, conduct initial activities including, but
pot lixnited to, vegetation removal, tree trimming or removal,
ground disturbance, building demolition, site grading, aad other
construction activities which may compromise breeding birds or
the success of their nests (e.g., CRF, rock drilling, rock crushing,
or pile driving), ouiside of the pesting season (January 15—
August 15).

Tf construction during the bird nesting season cannot be fally
avoided, a qualified wildlife biologist* shall conduct
pre-construction uesting surveys within 14 days prior to the start
of construction or demolition at areas that have not been
previously distarbed 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 oxder to locate any active passerine (perching bird) nests and.
within 500 feet of the project site to locate any active raptor
(birds of prey) nests, waterbird nesting pairs, or colonies.

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

i If construction is not likely o affect the active nest,
construction may proceed without restriction;
however, a qualified biologist shall regulasly monitor
the nest at a frequency determined appropriate for the
surounding construction activity to confirma there is
no adverse effect. Spot-check monitoring frequency

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

conduct bat surveys
and present results
{o Port Staff

building permits
for construction.
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would be detenmined on a nest-by-nest 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 his/her detenmination 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 until'a
qualified biologist determines the nest is no Jonger in
use, 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 qualified
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
Franeisco or Planning Department and approved by
CDFW;

iv. Any work that must occur within established

no-disturbance buffers around active pests shall be
monitored by a qualified biologist, If adverse effects
in response to project work within the buffer are
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observed and eould compromise the nest, work within

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

occupants have fledged.

V. Any birds that begin nesting within the project area

and survey buffers amid construction activities are

assumed to be habituated to construction-selated or

similar noise and disturbance Jevels, so exclusion

zones around nests may be reduced or eliminated in

these cases as determined by the qualified biologist in

coordination with the Port of San Francisca or

Planning Department, who would notify CDFW.

‘Work may proceed around hese active nests as long

as the nests and their occupants are not directly

impacted.
* Typlcal experience requirements for a “gualified hmlogxst” mcludc a
minimum of four years of ic training and profe in
hlologu:al sciences and related resource management activities, and 2
‘minimum of two years of experience conducting surveys for each species that
raay be present within the project area,
Mitigation Measure M-B{-2: Aveoidance and Minimization Measures for Project sponsors, Prior to Qualified Considered Port or Planning
Bats qualified biological | i of biologicat complete upon Depariment

" consultant, and demolition or ltant to i of
ls\“?‘:,l:f;d bllOIOgls{ ({as dfﬁ_,Md :zdifrgw ) v‘/ho i expcnenccd “mh bat CDFW. buildi:ng conduct bat surveys dex_no].iﬁon or
roostmg habitat, and jdentification of local bat spcmes shall b: consulled penmits when | and present results | building permits.
prior to demolition or building relocation activifies to conduct a trees or shrubs ) to Port Staff
P habitat of the project site (focusing on buildings would be
to be demolished or telocated) to ch potential bat habitat and removed or
identify potennally active roost sites, No further action is xequu'ed shonld the bm]d“’,'gs
habitat not ldenut‘y bat habitat or 51gns of demolished as
potmhally active bat roosts within the project site (e, g guano, urine staining, part ‘3““‘
dead bats, etc.). md{w dual
project.
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The following measures shall be jsp) d should p ial

habitat or potentially active bat roosts be identified dun.ng the hab)lat

in buildings to be demolished or ref d under the Proposed

Project or in trees adjacent to construction activities that could be trimmed or
removed under the Proposed Project:

a) In areas identified as potenlml mostmg habx(at during the habitat
t, initial busiding ion, and any tree
work (tnmmmg or removal) shall occur when bats are active,
approximately between the periods of March 1 to April 15 and
August 15 to October 15, to the extent feasible. These dates avoid
the bat matemity roosting season and period of winter torpor.
[Torpor refers to a state of decreased physiological activity with
duced body perature-and metabolic rate.]

b) Depending on temporal guid as defined below, the qualified
biologist shall conduct pre Hon 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 tree

trimming or removal.

©) Ifactive bat roosts or evidence of roosting is identified during
pre~construction surveys, the qualified biologist shall deterine, 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 constmcnon activity that
would occur around the roost site.

d) Tfspecial-status bat species or maternity or hibernation roosts are
detected during tbese surveys, appropriate species- and
Toost-specific avoid i

and p ion measures shall be
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developed by the qualified biologist in coordination with CDFW.

Such may include postponing the 1 of buildings or
structures, estublishi lusionary work buffzrs-while the roostis
active (¢.g., 100-foot no-disturbance buffer), or other
compensatory mitigation.

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

f)  The demolition or relocation of buildings containing or suspected
to contain bat roosting habitat or active bat xoosts shall be done
under the supervision of the qualified biologist, ‘When appropriate,
buildings shall be partially dismantled to significantly change the
r00st conditions, causing bats to sbandon and not retumn 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
maternity 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 hibernation) bat zoost sites shall
follow a two-step removal process (which shall occur during the
fime 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 dey and under supervision 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 under the supervision of the
qualified biojopist, the remainder of the tree may be
tomumed or removed, either using chainsaws or other
ipment (.g., r or backhoe),
All fellcd trees shall remam on the ground for at Jeast 24 hours prior to
hipping, off-site val, or other p g to allow any bats to escape, ot
be mspected once felled by the qnahﬁed bwlogxsl to ensure no bats remain
within the tree and/or branches.
iv., * CDFW defines credentials of a “qualified blologlst" within
perm.\ts or authorizations issued fnr a pmy:ct Typical quahﬁcahons incindea
xmmmum of five years of acad and professional experience in
biol 1 sch and rélated r gt t activities, and a
muumum of two years of expencnce coiducting surveys for each species that
may be present within the project area,

Mitigation Measure M-BJ-3: Pile Driving Noise Reduction for Project sponsors, Prior to Project sponsors to ‘| Considered Port
Protection of Fish and Marine Mammals . construction of | preparea complete upon.

. . . the bulkhead in 1 Construction P} iew and
Prior to the start of reconstruction of the bulkhead in Reach 1, the project R:ac: I n a:d sub;i(tui‘t toaxl}‘x e ::\;:;v;n of the

sponsors shall prepare a detailed Construction Plan that outlines the detals of

o £ } N ject Port fc i d | Constructi
the piling installation approach. This Plan shall be reviewed and approved by g;?::ors to a;pmsl;lr.el‘g e PI‘:: Ifc >
Port Staff. The information provnded in this plan shall include, but not be preparea determined determined
limited to, the following: Construction necessary, sound -} necessary,
®  The type of piling to be used (whether sheet pile or H-pile); Plen. ;3::;::;22 ;ll.l:n :gg;‘;“l ofthe
* & The piling size to be used; . would then be altenvation and
. developéd. Results | mopitoring plan
*  The method of pile installation to be used; of the vibration. wouldbe
» ) itoring would ired
*  Noise levels for the type of piling to be used and the method of pile :::O;?:;:fd‘: ?‘qﬂg :n:y Port
driving; i NOAA if required. | monitoring
®  Recalculation of potential underwater noise levels that could be An altemative to ms"l.!s would be
g ted during pile driving using methodologies outlined in . the sound provided to
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CalTraos 2009 {Caltrans, Technical Guid for A and
Mitigation]; and

"« When pile driving is to oconr,

1f the resuls of the recalculations provided in the detailed Construction Plan
for pile driving discussed above indicate thatunderwater noise Jevels 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 Jevel or 120 dB (RMS) 1e 1 pPa
impuise noise level for marine mammals for a distance 1,640 feet (500
meters); then no further measures are required to mitigate underwater noise.
If secaloulated noise levels are greater than those identified above, then the
project sponsors shall develop a sound i duction and monitoring
plan. This plan shall be reviewed and approved by Port Staff. This plan shall
provide detail on the sound attenuation 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 sound in the marine
environment to an intensity Jevel of less than 183 and 160/120 dB (as
identified above) at distances of 33 feet (fess than ot equal to 10 meters) for
fish and 1,640 feet (S00 meters) for marine Is, The sound: itoring
results shall be made avaitable 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 (500 reters), then the project sponsors shall
consult with NOAA to determine the need to obtain an Incidental Harassment
Authorization (JHA) under the MMPA. Ifan 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 followﬁlg
BMPs:

*  Any impact-hammer-instailed soldier wall H-pilings or sheet piling
shall be conducted in strict rd with the Long-Term
- Management Strategy (LTMS) work windows for Pacific herring, ¥
during which the presence of Pacific herring in the project site is

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

NOAA.
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expected to be minimal unless, where applicable, NOAA Fishedes
in their Section 7 consultation with the Corps determines that the
potential effect to special-status fish species is less than significant.

»  Ifpile installation using impact hammers must occur at times other
than the approved LTMS work window for Pacific herdng or result
in underwater sound levels greater than those identified above, the
project sponsors shall consult with both NOAA Fisheries and
CDFW ou the need to obiain incidental take suthorizations to
address pofential impacts to longhin smelt and green sturgeon
associated with reconstruction of the steel sheet pile bullhead in
Reach T1, and to implement all requested actions to avoid impacts.

« A 1,640-foot (500-meter) safety zone shall be cstablished and
maintained around the sound source to the extent such a safety zone
is located within in-water areas, for the protection of marine
mammals in the event that sound Jevels are unknown or cannot be
adequately predicfed.

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

= A“softstart” technigue 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 during impact hammer pile drving 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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»  QOther BMPs shall be implemented as necessary, such as using

bubble curtains or an air barrier, o reduce underwater nolse levels

to acceptable levels. -
Alternatively, the project sponsors may consult with NOAA directly and
submit evidence to their satisfaction of Port Staff of NOAA consultation. Tn
such case, the project sponsors shall comply with NOAA recommendations
and/or requirements,
*U.8, Atmy Corps of Engi P ic Essential Fish Habitat (EFH)
Assessment for the Long -Term. Managemcnt Strategy for the Placemest of
Dredged Material in the San Francisco Bay Region. July 2009.
Mitigation Measure M-Bl-4: Compensation for Fill of Jurisdictional Project sponsors. Prior to any Project sponsors to | Considered Port
Waters construction at | comply with complete after

. the Reach TE Tegulat i issi f
To offset temporary and/or permanent impacts to jurisdictional waters of San | 1 accordance w}'h b:lkhe:a‘; orin Yegulatory permits ;s:gns:::t;
Francisco Bay adjacent to the 28-Acre Site, construction associaled with mg“h“"z'_ permits  { - ordance permits for the
repair of replacement of the Reach I bulkhead shall be conducted as required | 204 with regufatory fill of
by regulatory pennits (i.c., those issned by the Corps, RWQCB, and BCDC) with MS, permits jurisdictional
and in coordination with NMFS as appropriate. If required by xegulatory mpensalory ) ‘waters
mitigation, if -

pennits, compensatory mitigation shall be provided as necessary, ata
minimum ratio of 1:1 for fill beyond that required fox normal repair and
| maintenance of existing structures. Compensation may jnclude on-site or

required, shall be
pmvxded atp
ratio of

off-site shoreline impr or intertidal/subtidal habitat ent ts
along San Francisco’s eastern waterfront through al of chemically
treated wood material (e.g., pilings, decking, etc.) by pulb.ng, cutting, o
breaking off piles at Jeast 1 foot below mudline or removal of other

d debris (e.g., filled drumns or large pieces of

concrete),

Trapr ts would be impl din d with NMFS as
appropriate. On-site or off-site rests / plans, if req

must be prepared by a quahﬁed bmlogxstpnor to consiruction and approved
by the permitting agencies prior to beginning construction, repair, ot

a4

Ll
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replacement of the Reach I bulkhead. Implementation of
restoration/enhancement activities by the permittee shall occur prior to
Project sponsors. Prior to the start | Project sponsors to | Considered
f constructi .submit lete
The project sponsors shall prepare a site-specific geotechnical report(s), :a;:’:;ies at R Rt A somplen :?on
subject to review and approval by the Port, that evaluates the design and Parcels PKS, ;pon(s) to the Port g:;!echnical
construction methods proposed for Parcels PKS, C-1, and C-2, the Irish Hill C-1,C2, th; for review and repor(s) and any
playground, and 21° Street. The investigations shall determine the potential Irisl;v Hill approval associated
for rock fall hazards. If the potential for rock fall hazards is identified, the playground, . measures to
ite-specific geolechnical investigati Shi’“ identify to minimi and 21% Street, minimizetock
such hazards to be implemented by the project sponsors, Possible measures fall hazards,
to veduce the impacts of potential rock fall hazards include, but are not
limited to, the following:
» . Limited regrading t.o adjust slopes to stable gradient;
®  Rock fall contai t such as instaliation of drape nets,
rock fall catchment fences, or diversion dams; and
e  Sitedesign such as impl ing setbacks to ensure that
buiidings and public uses are outside areas that could be subject to
damage as 2 xesalt of rock fall.
Mitigation Measure M-GE-3b: Signage and Restricted Access to Pier 70 | Projectsponsorsto | Prior to Project sponsors to | Considered Port
Pior to issvance of the first certificate of occupancy under the Prop Justall Signage and | issuance f’f the flo‘mmef“ f:ompletf: upon
Project, the project sponsors shall install a gate or 4n equivalent measure to gate or equivalent first Certificate 1{zslallahon of lr.xsta!latmn of the
prevent access to the existing dilapidated pier at the project site, A sign shall | MEaSUCC fo prevent of Occupancy. | signage and gate or | signage and gate
be posted at the polential access point informing the public of potential risks access to d;]he ” equivalent measure | or equivalent
associated with use of the structure and prohibiting public access. existing dilspidated . measure. The
: pier. measure will be
documented in
the annual
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mitigation and
monjtoring
| report,
Mitigation Measure M-GE-6: Pslmntologlcal Resources Monitoring Project sponsors Prior to Qualified Considered Port and
and Mitigation Program 3-“'1 qualified i ofa pal logical plete upon Planning
. N - logicat ‘building peomit itant to d jon to | Department
Prior to issnance of a building permit for construction activities that wonld c(msuhant_ where prepare a PRMMP | the satisfaction
disturb sedimentary rocks of the. Fra.nclscan Complex (ba.?cd on the construction For review and of that building *
site-specific geotech or other available information), the activities wonld | approval by the permit
project sponsors shiall retain the services of a qualified paleontological disturb ERO A single construction
consultant havmg expn‘hsc in Caluorma paleontolugy to design and sedimentary PRMMP or. activities wonld
ta Pal Monitoting #nd Mitigation Progran rocks of the multiple PRMMPs | not disturh
(PRMM.P) The PRMM.P shall specify fhe timing and spccxﬁc Jocations where Franciscan may be produced to | sedimentary
"0“5‘?“‘5“"“(1“;0’(“;0"“8 would bﬁj quired; e f th Y procedures; complex. address project rocks of the
sampling and date recovery p s p or the prep . : 4
idmﬁﬁcaﬁun, dysis, and of fossil sp and data mcovercd, I e.ar‘ﬂ'l—mtc::‘::g }J:asmg," with }éx::;‘s:’:n or
uction coordination procedures; and for reporting the the potential io | the £ ts of | Teview and
hall be consistent with the g -
results of the monitoring program. The PRW shall be co disturb the PRMMP, 1 approval of the
Society for Vertebrate P: 2y (SVP) G for the ioust alified PRMMP, if
mitigation of construction-related adverse impacts to paleontological prej\{loush): i quatihed cod 'by the
- Ancts tad 3 H L4 o 1
e urees and the of the desig) y for any fossils nutive consultant would Planning
g sediment, a monitor Department.
During construction, earth-moving activities that have the pofential to disturb qualified construction.and Monitoring
previously undisturbed native sedi or sedimentary rocks shall be paleontological | provide a ﬂcuVlBﬁS and
monitored by a qualified paleontological consultant having expertise in 1 ing report D
California paleontology. Monitoring need not be conducted for construction would monitor | for inclusion in the | Would be A
activities in areas where the grovind has been previously disturbed or when the activities. annual mitigation documented in
construction activities would encounter artificial fill, Young Bay Mud, marsh and monitoring the annual
deposits, or non-sedimentary rocks of the Franciscan Complex. report. mitigation and
. monitonng
1f a paleontological resonrce is discovered, construction activities in an yeport,
appropriate buffer aronnd the discovery site shall be suspended for a
maximum of 4 weeks. At the direction of the Envir 1 Review Officer
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(ERO), the suspension of construction can be extended beyond 4 weeks if
needed to implement appropriate measures in accordance with the PRMMP,
but only if such a is the only & 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 consultant shall be
submitted first and directly to the ERO for review and comment, and shall be
considered draft xeports subject to revision until final approval by the ERO,

an

Mitigation Measure M-HY-2a: Design and Construction of Proposed
Pump Station for Options 1 and 3

The project sponsors shall design the new pump station proposed as part of
the Proposed Project to achieve the following performance criteria.

*  The dry-weather capacity of the new pump station and associated
force rain shall be sufficient to convey dry-weather wastewater
flows within the 20™ Street sub-basin, including flows from the
existing baseline, the Proposed Project at full build-ont, and

lative project contributions; and

»  The wet-weather capacity of the new pump station shall be

sufficient to ensure that p ial wet-weath bined 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
permit ot applicable corresponding permit condition at time of final
design. The capacity shall be based on the existing baseline, the
Proposed Project at full build-out, and cumulative project
contributions, :

The project sponsors shall coordinate with the SFPUC regarding the design

Project sponsars.

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

Project sponsors to
coordinate with the
SFPUC and Port
regarding the
proposed pump
station design and
performance
criterja,

S

Considere
complete upon
approval of the
final design by
the SFPUC.

and construction of the pump station. The final design shall be subject to
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flows within the 20" Street sub-basin, including fiows from the
existing baseline, the Proposed Project at full build-out, and
Jati e praject ¢ ontributi

*  During wet weather, wasiewater 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 confribute to
combined sewer discharges within the 20™ Street sub-basin; and

e 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-ferm average of ten
discharges per year specified in the SFPUC Bayside NPDES
permit or applicable comresponding permit condition at time of fimal
design. The capacity shall be based on the existing baseline and

lative praject ibuti

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

L Hazakd Hize aters

(213974

Qualified

Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
) . AT Monitoring/ —_— Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | Lioplementdtion | - Mitigation | “p ooy, | Monitoring |y 0,000
Responsibility Schedule i Schedule
. Responsibility
approval by the SFPUC, .
Mitigation Meusure W-HY-2b: Design and Construction of Proposed Project sponsors. Pror to Project sponsors to | Considered SFPUC
Pump Station for Gption 2 ion of dinate with the lete upon
. . . the proposed SFPUC and Port approval of the
The project sponsors sball d_:sxgn the new pump station pmpn‘s:d' as part of pump station regarding the ﬁ:ﬂ design by
the Proposed Project o nchieve the following perfornmance criteria. for Option 2. proposed purmp the SFPUC.
e The dry-weatber capacity of the new pump station and associated station design and
force main shall be sufficient to convey dry-weather wastewater ;:i:ie':ir;nance

245

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2a: Conduct Transformer Survey and Project sponsors Prior to the Considered Port
Reniove PCB Transformers . and qualified demolition, contractor to survey | complete if no
tractor, T Hon, or and d ine the PCBs found or
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. Responsibility
The project sponsors shall retain a gualified contr: fo survey any buildi relocmfo:? of PCB content Pf 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 shalf and/or .and storage. If semoval of
determine the PCB content using name plate information, or through struciure. necessary, the “3“§f°{“‘e"5~
sampling if same-plate data do not provide adequate nformation regarding contractor sha‘ll Mih];a.lmn
the PCB content of the dielectfic equipment. The project sponsors shall remove and dispose | activities wonld
retain a qualified contractor to remove and dispose of all transformers in of transf s m Pe d ted
dance with the reg ts of Title 40 of the Cade of Federal rdance with ) in hazard
Regulations, Section 761.60 (described under the Regulatory Framework) "PP‘""‘}’le materials
and the Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations, Section 66261.24, regulations. manifestos and
The | shall be pleted in ad of any building or structural in the a‘nnual
demolition, renovation, or relocation. mitigation and
monitoring
report.
Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2b: Conduct Sampling and Cleanup if Project sponsors In the event that | Tfleakage or Considered Port
Stained Buiiding Materials Are Observed and qualified Jeakage is spillage oceurs, complete if no
In the event that Jeakage is observed in the vicinity of a transformer contractor. S;J:i;?g?f?hc ‘tl:z}lﬁi:: ::;h?:;m : Cissi:‘::n ;‘!mor
containing greater than 50 parts per million PCB (determined jn accordance transformer and clean thep 4 pne
. o5 A and yemoval of
with Mitigation Measure H-HZ-2a), or the leakage has resulted in visible containing surface GE PCBs in
staining of the building materials or surrounding surface azess, the project greater than 50 | necessary) in accordance
sponsors shall retain a qualified p > [ to obtain samples of the building parts per 3 with icahl
materials for thc‘ analysis of PCBs in acyordannc with Part 7.6 1 of the Code o million PCB, or | applicable rggul ations.
Federal Regulations, If PCBs are identified at a concentration of 1 part per the leakage bas | regulations. Mitigation
million, then the project sponsors shall xetain a contractor to clean the surface resulted in 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 sampling and of the building in hazardous
_,' , g shall be completed in advance of any building or structural materials or materials
. a, o1 : ’ surrounding manifestos and
surface arcas. If in the annual
determined mitigation and
necessary, monitoring
ling and seport.
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esponsibility
cleaning shall .
be completed in
advance of any
building or
stroctural
demolition,
renovation, or
Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c: Conduct Soil Sampling if Stained Soi) is | Project sponsors In the event that | If 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 a PCB~containing contractor. observedin the | qualified contractor | PCBs found or
transformer that has sesulted in visible staining of the surrounding soil vicinity of a to obtain samples upon sampling
(determined in accordance with Mitigation Measure M-HZ-23), the project transformer, or | and yesiove any and rex.noval of
sponsors shall retain a qualified professional to obtain soil sarples for the the leaka-ge hag ?CBS (’f“ccess’fW) PCBs in
analysis of PCBs in accordance with Part 761 of the Code of Federal rc,s}'md mn o n:;.co‘n:lanoc with accl‘)’rda'n'ce
Regulations. IFPCBs are identified ata ation less than the residential vmb!c e LA
Environmental Screening Level of 0.22 milligrams per kilogram, thenno of sox]s: i o,
further action shall be required. IFPCBs are identified at a concentration determined M‘f‘i%“,m“
grealer than or equal o the residential Environmental Screening Level of pecessary, activities wonld
0.22 milligrams per kifogram, then the project sponsors shall require the sampling and be documented
contractor to implement the requircments of the Pier 70 RMP, s required by removal shall . haznr(.ious
Mitigation Measure M-HZ-6. The sampling and implementation of the Pier be completed int mate:nx]s
70 RMP shall be pleted in ad of any building or 3 ad}'m‘)ce of any 3'namfcstos and
stractaral demolition, renovation, relocation, or subsequent development, building or mﬁ\e a.mmal
structaral mitigation and
demolition, monitoring
renovation, or report,
Mitigation M ¢ M-HZ-3a: Impl t Construction and Project sponsors Nofice shall be | All plans prepared | Considered Port
Mai Related M es of the Pier 70 Risk Management Plan and construction provided to the | in accordance with | complete upon
The project sponsors shall provide notice to the RWQCB, DPH, and Port in conteactor(s). ;?;gf: inDPH’ fs}l;:][l,:: Z\?b?nl\ldnl;d l;\tv!gé;ﬂ;)cya
accordance with the Pier 70 RMP, in advance of ground-disturbing activities accordance to the RWQCB, and Port.
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Responsibility
that would disturb an area of 1,250 square feet or more of native sofl, 50 cubic with the Pier 70 | DPH, and Port for
yards or more of native soil, more than 0.5 acre of 50il, or 10,000 square: feet RMP prior to teview and.
or more of durable cover (Pier 70 RMP Sections 4.1, 4.2, and 6,3). any approval in
The project sponsors shall also (through their contractor) implement the g;o:::;?;iz”bl f\z‘(:i(;“::;:lmm the
following measures of the Pier 70 RMP during consiruction to provide for the ]
. " . 2, - that would requirements of the
protection of worker and public health, including nearby schools and other disturb an area | RMP
sensifive receptors, and to ensure appropriate disposition of soil and of 1,250 square ’
groundwater removed from the site: feet:rm ore of
*  Aproject-specific hoalth and safety plar (Pier 70 RMP Secti sative soil, 50
64)3: ) pecific he ty plan (Pier on cubic yards or
g . more of native
®  Access confrols (Pier 70 RMP Section 6.1); soil, more than
0.5 acre of sot],
»  Soil t protocols, inchuding those for: or 10,000
" o soil movement (Picr 70 RMP Section 6.5.1), square feet or
o soil stockpiie management (Pier 70 RMP Section 6.5.2), and :;(:Il;erofdumble
o  import of clean soil Gnduding preparation of a :
project-specific Soil Inport Plan) (Pier 70 RMP Section
65.3);
* A dust coniro] 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 Article 22B of the San Francisco Health Code
and other applicable regulations as well as site-specific measures
{Pier 70 RMP Section 6.6);
= Aproject-specific stormwater pollution p control plan
(Pier 70 RMP Section 6.7);
«  Offsite soil disposal (Pier 70 RMP Section 6.8);
69 of 85

248



File No. 2014-001272ENV
Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project
Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
’ N S Monitoring/ P ' Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDETIONS OF APPROVAL | Lwplementation | Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Agency!
Responsibility Schedule gy Schedule
Responsibility
e A project-specific groumd g plan for temp y
dewatering (Pier 70 RMP Section 6. 10, 1);
e Risk 8 to sninimize 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 pipelines to prevent the
intrusion of groundwater or degradation of pipeline construction
materials by chemicals in the soil or groundiwater (Pier 70 RMP
Section 6,10.3); and . .
«  Protocols for unforeseen conditions (Pier 70 RMP Section 6.9).
Following completion of construction activities that disturb any durable
cover, the integrity of the previously existiog durable cover shall be
re-established in accordance with Seetion 6.2 of the Pier 70 RMP and the
protocols described in the Operations and Mainienance Plan of the Pier 70
All 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 s '
the notification requirements of the RMP (Pier 70 RMP Section 4.0}, .
Mitigation Measure MJHZ-3b: Implement Well Protection Project sponsors | Priorto Project sponsors fo | Monitoring Port
Requirements of the Pier 70 Risk Management Plan - . grounfl—fi{shu‘bi idcnl.afy.any | complete ifno
In accordance with Section 6.11 of the Pier 70 RMP, the project sponsors ng activities, tr;omlonng ;vclls mu we!ls. or 4
shall review available information prior o any ground-disturbing activities to © area, mfl :ctg"hcs wo g
jdentify any monitoring wells within the construction area, including any . 4 propxgtc Y It e emonsB:rated
wells installed by PG&E in support of investigation and remediation of the . grotect tmem. gRWQC oy
PG&E Responsibility Area within the 28-Acre Site. The wells shall be csltrtncﬁcn ?f @, P*? “5“1““’“&
appropriately protected during construction. If construction necessitates we xlll: ;cqued, it ;pphcauon; a0
destruction of an existing well, the destruction shall be conducted in wo p N 4 ﬂ? cumented
accordance with California and DPH well abandonment regulations, and conducted in . © anm }ml
accordance with- mifigation and
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esponsibility
must be approved by the RWQCB. The Port shall also be notified of the dpplicable monitoring
destruction. If required by the RWQCB, DPH, or the Port, the project regulations and the | report.
sponsors shall reinstall any groumdwater monitoring wells that are part of the Port would be
ongoing groundwater monitoring network. notified. I required
by the RWQCB,
DPH, or the Port,
the project sponsors
shall reinstall any
groundwater
momitoring wells
that-are part of the
ongoing
proundwater
¢ monitoring
N network.
Mitigation Measure M-HZ~4: Implement Construction-Related Project sponsors Prior to The project Considered DPH
M es of the Hoed Yard Site Manag t Plan ground-disturbi | sponsors shall complete after
. I . N ng activities at | nofify the notification to
In with the ion of the Hoedown Yard SMP the Hoedown. | RWQCB, DPH, | the RWQCB,
(Section 4.2), the project sponsors (xhrough their contracior) shall notify the Yard. andfor Port prior to | 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
followi of the Hoed Yard SMP to provide for the protection the Hoedown Yard.
of worker and public health, and to ensure appropriate dxsposmon of soil and
groundwater,
® A project-specific Health and Safety Plan (Hoedown Yard SMP
Section 5):
o Dust d ‘with the measures
 specified by the California Axr Resources Board for control of
natarally 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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R Responsibijity
dust control (SMP Section 6.1) and dust monitoring (SMP
Section 6.2).
e Soil and water £ including
o soil handling (Hoedown Yard SMP Section 7.1.1),
o stockpil B (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 excavation dewatering (Hoedown Yard SMP Section 7.1.5),
o stonmwater management (Hoedown Yard SMP Section 7.1.6),
o site access-and security (Hoedown Yard SMP Section 7.1,7),
and
o  unanticipated subsurface conditions (Hoedown Yard SMP
R 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
H1, H2, and E3 Until Remediation of the PG&E Responsibility Area is and PG&E. of construction | remedial activities complete upon
Complete on proposed in the PG&E RWQCB
. . 3 eyt Parcels HL, H2, | R ibility Area firmation of
The project sponsors shall ot start of the prop P ? A / e -
or associated infrastructure on proposed Parcel H1, H2, and E3 until PG&E's and E3. w'g“n a‘ndla;;hacen( ;g;f}a;hon ‘;l :11
remedial activities in the PG&E Responsibility Area within and adjacent io to a ge sH, H2, ot remedt
these parcels bave been completed to the satisfaction of the RWQCB, and i t.° £ Acilon.
consistent with the ferms of the remedial action plan prepared by PG&E and ;{ms égon o
approved by RWQCB, During subsequent development, the project sponsers WQCB.
shall implement the requirements of the Pier 70 RMP within the PGZE During
Resp ibility Arca, as enforced through the ded deed restriction on the subsequent | Project sponsor to
Pier 70 Master Plan Area. | development, jmplement Pier 70
for X RMP requirements,
imp{emenfahon enforced by
of Pier 70 RMP | recorded deed
Requirements.
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restriction.
Mitigation M e M-HZ-6: Additional Risk Evaluati and Vapor Project sponsors Priorto Site conditi Considered - Port
Control Measures for Residential Land Uses gronnd-distarbi | shall be ded lete upon a
: e e activiies of | by the project notificati
The noification submittals required under Mitigation Measure M-HZ.-3a :]egsi dentialeland sgonsogs :n§ subm?t:alot‘c: the
shall deseribe site conditions at the time of development. Jf residential Jand uses ifnear included in the RWQCB and
uses are proposed at or near locations where soil vapor or groundwater locations where | nofification DPH. If a risk
i exceed ‘ tial ¢l up standards fm: vapor intrusion soil vapor or subimittal to the evaluation and
(based on information provided in the Pier 70 RMP), this information shall be groundwater RWQCB and DPH. | further measures
l‘ : d in the not‘f ation subm " L and the ,RWQCB and DPH detenmine | concentrations | Ifrequired, the are required, they
arisk eV I It the project sp ot exceed project sponsors would be
future developer(s) shall conduct arisk evaluation in awordance with the Pier residential shall conduct a risk | reviewed and
70 R_Nzl’ The nsk evalunhon’s'hall be Pascd on the soil vapor and o cleanup evaluation in approved by the |
gr quality pr in the Pier 70 RMP and the proposed building dard for dance with the | RWQCB rad
design, The project sponsors shall conduct additional soil vapor or vapor intrusion, | Pier 70 RMP and DPH
groundwater sampling as needed to support the risk evaiuation, subject to the incorporate i
approval of the RWQCB and DPH. measures to
If the risk evaluation demonstrates that there wmxld be unacceptable health mfni{ni?z or
risks to residential users (i.e., greater than 1% 10 incremental cancer risk ora clum~nate exposure
non-cancer hazard index greater than 1), the project sponsors shall to soil vapor.
incorporate into the b g desipgn to mi or
_exposure to soil vapor through the vapor intrusion pathway, subject 10 review
"and approval by the RWQCB and DPH. Appropriate vapor intrusion
measures include, but are not limited to desipn of a safe building
configuration that would preclude vapor intrusion; instailation of a vapor
barrier; and/or design and installation of an active vapor itoring and
extraction system.
If the risk evaluation demonstrates ﬂmt vapor intrusion risks would be within
acceptable levels (less than 1x10°® incremental cancer risk or a non-cancer
hazard index less than 1) \mder a project specific deve]opment scenario, no
additional action shall be requ (Fori , the project sp 5 could
Jocate all residential uses above the first tloor whlch, in some cases, conld
eliminate the potential for residential exposure to organic compounds in soil
T3 0£85
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Responsibility
vapors.} .
Mifigation Measure M-BZ-7: Modify Hoedown Yard Site Mitigation Project sponsors Prior to Project sponsors Considered Port, DPH
Plan - shall condnctarisk | gromnd-disturbi | shall submit the complete upon
) R o . . L evaluation, and ng activities at | risk evaluation and | review and
The Pproject sponsors Shf‘ll d # arisk fo healthrisksto | ooy modify the the Hoedown proposed risk approval of the
fuhxre site visitors, an 0 WDﬂfcrs under the proposed | Hoedown Yard Yard. management plan | risk cvaluation
and use within the Hoed()\;\m \‘(ard. The risk evalu?hon shall be based on the | ghp (o include to the RWQCB, and proposed
soil, soil vapor, and gr quality data p in the existing SMP | yneasures (o DPH, and Portfor | risk management
und supporting documents and the project sponsors shall conduct additional minimize or review and plan by the
sampling as needed to support the risk evaluation. eliminate exposure approval. RWQCB, DPH,
Based on the results of the risk evaluation, the project sponsars shall modify pathwaysto and Port.
the Hoedown Yard SMP to include to or in the soil
exposure pathways (o chemicals in the sofl and groundwater, and achieve and groundwater,
bealth-based goals (i.e., an excess cancer risk of 1 x 10 and a Hazard Index | and achieve
of 1) applicable to each Iand use proposed for development within the heah_h‘b“‘:d goals
Hoedown Yard. At a minimum, the modified SMP shall include the applicable to cach
following components; " land use proposed
- ! for development
= Regulatory-approved cleanup levels for the proposed land uses; within the Hoedown
« A description of existing conditions, including a comparison of site Yard.
data to regulutory-approved cleanup levels; ,
© Regulatory oversight responsibilities and notification
requirements;
e Post-develop trisk m i _,‘ Tudi 5
for the i of engineering \
(eg., du:able covers, vapor mitigation systems) and site
maintepance activities that could encounter contaminated soil;
@  Monitoring and reporting requirements; and )
e Anop and maintt plan, including annual insp
Tequirements.
\
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b = Responsibility
“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
ground disturbance, . -
Mitigation Measure M-HZ-8a: Prevent Contact with Serpentinite Project sponsors to | Submittal of Project sponsors Considered Port, DPH
Bedrock and Fill Materials in Irish Hill Playgrouvnd design :m‘d installa | design of shall submit design. | complete upon
The project sponsors shall ensure that a miniraum 2-foot thick durable coverof | 2-foot-thick doruble | durable cover of:mab}e covers revxew:]nd.
asbestos-free clean imponrted £ill with a vegetated cover is emplaced above cover over drock and barriers to g‘ barriers to SP prov ofthe
serpentinite bedrock and fiit materials in the Ievel portions of Irish Hill .ser; g;m “:hbi ‘1: DPH and Part PH, Port N cs'fl}l‘ and £ih
Playground. ‘The 5l shall meet the soil criteia for clean 5)] specified in Table4 | 214 ili1n the leve " poorto “‘;‘ '*‘“‘.";: e
of the Picr 70 RMP and included in Appendix F, Hazards and Hazardous portions of the Irish | construction of 2-foot-thic
Materials, of this EIR. Barriers shall be d 10 preciude direct climbing on I{Jn.Playg;'ound and | the Irish Fill durable cover
the bedrock of the Irish Hill remnant. The design of the durable cover and barriers to p!':clud: Playground. ::‘r‘ldDhmners dby
‘barriers shall be submitted to the DPH and Port for review and approval prior te gl‘m;t ;rhmll:mtgxﬁ“ P © DPH an
construction of the Irish Hill Playground. Ixi:h ;Iil‘l,c otthe ort.
Mitigation Measure M-HZ-8b: Restrictions on the Use of Xrish Hill Project sponsors. P:ic?r fo and Project sponsors Considered Port
Playground *| during - sl'lal.l ensure the :::mplelc ‘when
. d is not e

To the extent feasible, the project sponsors shall ensure that the Irish Hill the new 21° © gp;l:tional wntil aforementioned
Playground is not operational until ground disturbing activities for Street and on pround-distubing | parcels’ .
construction of the new 21* Street and on the adjacent parcels (PKN, PISS, Parcels PKN, activities at the new | ground-distarbin
HDY-1, BDY2, C1, and C2) is completed. If this is not feasible, and Irish PKS, HDY-1, 21 Street and on g activities are
Hill Playgrouad is opc.raﬁonal prior to construction of the new 21 Street and HDY-2, Cl, Parcels PKN, PKS, | finished.
construction on all adjacent parcels, the playground shull be closed for use and C2. HDY-1, HDY-2, Documentation
when gromd-disturbing activities are occurring for the construction of the cL, an(f C2 are would oceur in
new 217 Street and on any of the adjacent parcels. complete; or the anqual

playground shall be | mitigation and

closed for use when | moniforing

ground-disturbing | report.

activities are

occuming
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. espoasibility .
Improvement My e T-CR-4a: D tation Project sponsors Project Sponsor | Project sponsors Considered Port v
Before any demolition, rehabilitation, or relocation activities within the UIW :!;;gx::it};d Sg‘i?;:‘::; o ;nrfsgr‘i,a:;g? gzx:sz‘?él:: is
Historic District, the project sponsors should retz.lin a Proft:ssiunal who meets architect, historic demolition, - | architect, historic reviewed and
the Seeretary of the Interior’s Profe | Qualifications Standards for preservation expert, | vehabilitation, | preservation expert, | approved by Port
Aschitectural History to prepare written and photogeaphic documentation of | o other qualified or relocation or other qualified Preservation
all contributing buildings proposed for demolition within the UIW Historie | i1 3ividual. activities within | individual to Staff, and the
District. The documentation for the property should be prepared based-on-the the UKW complete histoic | documentation is
National Park Service’s Historic American Building Survey Historic resources provided to the
(HABS)/Historic American Engineering Record (HAER) Historical Report District. P jon, and | San Franci
Guidelines, This type of documentation is based on a combination of both transmit such Public Library,
HABS/HAER standards and Nationa] Park Service’s policy for photographic documentation o | and to the
documentation, as oulined in the NRHP and National Historic Landmarks the History Room | Northwest
Survey Photo Policy Expansion, of the San Information
The written historical data for this documentation should follow Francisco Public ch:}ter of the
HABS/HAER standards. The written data should be accompanied by a sketch Library, and to the Cl}l‘ﬁ’{“iﬂ
plan of the property. Efforts should also be made to locate original Non.hwc:st mstoncefl
construction drawings or plans of the property during the period of Information Center | Information
significance. Jf located, these drawings should be photographed, reproduced, °f' the ?ahforma Resource
and included in the dataset. If construction drawings or plans cannot be Hls“m‘:a} System.
located, as-built drawings should be produced. Information
Resource System.
Either HABS/HAER-standard large format or digital photography should be
used, If digital photography is used, the ink and paper combinations for
pnmmg photographs must be in compliance with NR-NHL Photo Policy
Exp and have a per 'y rating of approximately 115 years. Dlgxtal
photogmphs should be + taken as wcompressed, 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
photopraph label. Photograph views for the dataset should inclnde (a)
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Responsibility Schedule R o Schedule
esponsibility
contextual views; (b) views of each side of each building and interior views,
where possxble, © obllque vxews of bmldlngs, and (d) detail views of
on the interjors of some

buildings. All views should be referenced on a photographic 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 shonid transmit such documentation to the History
Room of the San Francisco Public Library, and to the Nosthwest Information
Center of the California Historical Information Resource Systera. The project
sponsors should scope the documentation measures with Port Preservation
staff..
¥mprovement Measure I-CR-db: Public Interpretation Project sponsors Project Project sponsors Copsidered Port
Following any demolition, rehabilitation, or relocation activities within the should provide a Sponsory submit . comp le"? when,
project site, the project sponsors should provide within publicly accessible Pf'_mane“l provide documentation of Infespretive
areas of the project site a permanent display(s) of interpretive materials display(s) of : anf:nt pemmanent materials are
conceming the history and aschitectural features of the District’s three mtcrp.rehvc éﬁmm‘: fl\sp]ny(s‘) of presenteq to Port
historical eras (Nineteenth Century, Early Twentieth Century, and World materials Following any | interpretive preservation staff
War II), including World War H-era Slipways 5 through 8 and associated concermng the dcmo!xflm}, materials for approvql. The
craneways. The dlsplay(s) should also document the history of the Irish Fiill tistory and rehabilitation, tuaterials would

g, for , the original 70- to 100-foot tall Irish Hilt orxetocation | !.hen be pre.semed
landfonn and nelghbnrhood of lodgmg, bouses, restaurants, and saloons that f"?‘“f"s °§ ﬁ{"- activities w@m in the gub]wally
occupied the once much Jarger hill until the emfier twentieth century. The District Within . the project sitc. "cc"‘ss‘blc, area
content of the interpretive display(s) should be coordinated and consistent publicly accessx.ble o.f 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.
characteristics of such interpretive display(s) should 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 COnSi,derEd Port, Planning
Traffic Contro] Plan for Construction - To reduce p i confljcts between TMA, and ofa ®1o plete upon Department,
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construction activities and pedestrians, bicyclists, transit, and autos during construction building peomit. § 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 withrelevant | Plan to the
(e.g., demolition and grading, construction, or renovation of individual updates for City agencies (i.e, | SFMTA and the
buildings). The project sponsors and thctr construction contractor(s) will adjdcent SFMTA, Port Staff, | Port. Project
meet with relevant Cnty to fensible measures to reduce esidents and and Planning consiruction
traffic porary transit stop relocations and other businesses Department) to update materials
measures to reduce potenhal traffic and transit disruption and pedestoan within 150 feet | coordinate feasible | would be
circulation cffects during major phases of construction. For any work within would ocour measures to rcduce provided in the
the public right-of-way, the contractor would be required to comply with San. hroughout the | traffic congs annual
Francisco’s Regulations for Working in San Prancisco Streets (i.¢., the “Blue coustruction mitigation and
Book™), which establish rules and permit requirements so that construction phase. A single traffic monitoring plan.
activities can be done safely and with the least possible interference with control plan or
pedestrians, bicyclists, transit, and vehicular traffic. Additionally, mulfiple traffic
non-construction-related truck movements and deliveries shauld be restricted contzol pl .
s N plans may
as feasible during peak hours (generally 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. be produced to
to 6:00 p.m., or other times, as determined by SFMTA anddx: Transportation address project
Advisory Staff Comumittee [FTASC]). phasing,
In the event that the construction timeframes of the major phases and other
devel dfacent to the project site overlap, the project sponsors
should coordinate with Cxty Agencies through the TASC and the adjacent
developers to minimize the severity of any disruption to adjacent Jand uses
and transportation facilities from overlappmg construction uansportauon
impacts. The project sp , in ion with the adjacent d s),
should propose a construction traffic control plan-that includes measures {o
reduce potential constmetion traffic conflicts, such as coordinated material
drop offs, collective worker parking, and transit to job site and other
measures, .
Reduce Single Occupant Vehicle Mode Share for Consimcﬁon Workers — To
miniraize parking demand and vehicle trips associated with construction
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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walking, bicycling, carpooling, and transit access to the project construction
sites and to minimize parking in public rights-of-way by construction
workers in the coordinated plan.
ject C ction Updates for Adjacent Residents and Businesses — To
minimize construction impacts on access for nearby residences, institutions,
and businesses, 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
nevysletter and/or website, .
Improvement Measurc I-TR-B: Queue Abateme-x' Project sponsors, On-going The foperator | Monitoring of Port, Planning
owner/operator of during of the pu:kmg the public Department
1t should be the responsibility of the owner/opemtor of any offestreet parhng asy off-street operafions of facility should right-of-way
facility with more than 20 parking spaces (excluding loading and cac-share | |oing facility, and | any off:street | monitorvehicle would be
s:paccs) to ensure t.ha_t vehicle queucs do not occur regularty on the public transportation parking quenes in the public | on-going by the
right-of-way. A-vehicle queue is defined as one or more vehicles (destined to | copnspignnt. facilities. right-of-way, and | owner/operator
l}.IE.Pﬂﬂ‘Elng facility) blo.clung any portion of any public strect, alley, or would employ of ofEstreet
fora period of 3 or longer on a daily or weekly abatement parking
basis. measures as operations,
If 2 recurming queve oceurs, the owner/operator of the parking facility shoutd needed, ’
cmploy abatement methods A needed to abate the queuc. Appropriate If the Port Director,
thods will vary d ding on the ch jstics and canses of or his or her
the recurring queue, as well as the characteristics of the parking facility, the designec, suspects
street(s) to which the facility connects, and the associated Jand uses (if that a recurring
applicable). queue is present, R
s . . the Port should
Suggested abaternent methods inciude but are not imited to the following: notify the property
redesign of facility to smprove vehicle circulation and/or on-site quene owner ia wiiting,
capacity; employment of parking attendants; instalfation of LOT FULL signs The ownerfoperator
with active by parking dants; 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 nses; vse of parking occupancy sensors and signage consultant to
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directing drivers to available spaces; TDM strategies such as additional prepare a
bicycle parking, customer shuttles, delivery services; and/or parking demand monitoring report
management strategies snch as parking time Timits, paid parking, time-of-day and if a recurring
parking surcharge, or validated packing, quene does exist,
If the Port Director, or his or her designee, suspecis that a recunting queue is Sgut;g::;/;p;::wr
present, Port Staff should notify the property owner in writing. Upon request, Lene,
the ownerfoperator sbould hire a qualified transportation consultant to queue.
evaluate the conditions at the site for no less than 7 days. The consultant
should prepare a monitoring report 1o be submitted to the Port for review, If
the Post determines that a recurring quene does exist, the facility
owner/operator should have 90 days from the date of the written
determiration 1o abate the quene, .
Improvement M ¢ I-TR-C: Strategies to Enhance Transportation | Project sponsors, Prior o the start | Project sponsors Include in Pot, Planning
Conditions During Events. TMA, parks of anyknown | and Transportation | MMRP Anmual | Departruent,
The project’s Transportation Coordi should p pate asa ber of intt entity, | event that Coordinator to Report; SFMTA
the Mission Bay Ballpark Transportation Coordination Committee parks programming | would overlap | meetwith On-going during
(MBBTCC) and provide at least I-month notification to the MBBTCC where | entity, and/or with an event at { MBBTCC and City | project lifespan.
feasible prior to the start of any then known event that would overlap with an | Transportation ATZT Park, to discuss
event at AT&T Park, The City and the project sponsors should meet to Coordinator. transportation and
discuss transportation and scheduling logistics for ions with multiple scheduling Jogistics
events in the area.. for occasions with_ .

multiple events in

the area.
Improvement Measure l-WS-3a: Wind Reduction for Public Open Project sponsors During the Qualified wind Considered Port or Planning
Spaces and Pedestrian ““f‘ Bicycle Areas and qualified wind | design of public itant vyould ',' upon Department
For each development phase, a qualified wind consultant should prepare 2. consultznt ;Eg::gi:nu:::d 5:3):: ::‘:md sﬁ:ﬁi‘: and
wind impact and ritigation analysxs xegardmg tl}e proposed design of public *| bicycle areas mitigation analysis | mitigation -
open spaces and the sur Feasible means should for each. 1o be reviewed by | aualysis for
be considered to improve wind cumfort conditions for each public open. development the Port Staff. public open
space, particularly for any p}{bhc seating areas. These f.ensxblc? means m.clude Phase. spaces and
horizontal and vertical, partially-porous wind screens (including canopies, pedestrian and
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esponsibility :
trellises, umbrelias, and walls), street fumiture, landscaping, and trees. bicycle areas by
Specifics for particular public open spaces are sct forth in Improvement the Port Staff,
Measures I-WS-3b to I-WS-3£
Any proposed wind-related improvement measure should be consistent with |
the design standards and guidelines outlined in the Pier 70 SUD Design for
Develoy
Fmprovement Measure -WS-3b: Wind Reduction for Waterfront Project sponsors During the Qualifiedwind [ Considered . Port
Promenade and Waterfront Terrace and qualified wind | design of the Itant would plete upon
i . . _consultant. Waterfront ' ind jew of th

The Waterfront Promenade and Waterfront Terrace would be subjeci to- consy Piomcn::ile and ﬁ;c:::: ;;:m ::;;vi:;pac: and
winds exceeding the pedestrian wind comfort criteria. A qualified wind Waterfront mitigation aalysis | mitigation
c _Sh"“m prepare written recort dations of fcaslb.lc.means 0 Temace. 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

ppropriate, wind should be strategically placed directly around Waterfont
seating areas, For maximum benefit, wind screens should be at least 6 feet Terrace by Poxt

1 high and made of approximately 20 to 30 percent porons material. Design of Staff
any wind screen or landscaping shail be compatible with the Historic Distxict.
T, provement Measure -W5-3c: Wind Reduction for Slipways Project sponsors During the Qualified wind Considered Port
Commons and qualified wind | design of the consultant would complete upon
N ~ . consultant. Slipwiy prepare a wind review of the
The central and western portions of Slipways Commons would be subject to Commons. impact and wind impsct and
winds exceeding the pedestrian wind comfort criferia. Street trees should be mitigation analysis | mitigation
considered along Maryland Street, particulady on the east side of Maryland | tobe reviewed by | analysis for the
Street between Buildings E1 and B2, Vertical elements such as wind sereens Port Staff. Skipway
wonld 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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File No. 2014-001272ENV
Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project

Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PIER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
- . . A Monitoxing/ o Monitoring
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | 1oPlementation | Mitigation | “p Menitoring | Ty ey
Responsibility Schedule R o Schednle
. esponsibility
any wind screen or landscaping shall be compatible with the Historic District.
Ymprovement Measure [-WS-3d: Wind Reduction for Building 12 Praject sponsors During the Qualified wind Considered Port
Market Plaza and Market Sguare and qualified wind | design of the consultant would complete upon
1t} Buijlding 12 repare a wind iew of the
Building 12 Market Plaza and Market Square would be subject to winds Market Plaza le:m:t ;\d i {:i‘:z\"vm:pac: and
exceeding the pedestrian wind comfort criteria. For reducing wind speeds in and Market xnitigation analysis | mitigation
the public conrtyard between Buildings 2 and 12, the inner south and west Square. tobereviewed by | analysis for the
fagades of Building D-1 could Le stepped by atleast 12 feet to direct Port Staff, Building 12
downwashing winds above pedestrian level. Altermatively, overhead Market Plaza and
protection should be used, such as a 12-foot-deep canopy along the inside Markct Square
south and west fagades of Building D-1, or Jocalized trellises or umbref] by Port Staff.
over seating areas. For reducing wind speeds on the eastern and southemn )
sides of Building 12, street trees should be considered, along Maryland and |
22" sireets, Smaller underplantings should be combined with sireet frees to
reduce winds at pedestrian level. Design of any wind screen or landscaping
shall be compatible with the Historic Distdet.
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File No. 2014-001272ENV

Pier 70 Mixed-Use District Project

Motion No.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
PLER 70 MIXED-USE DISTRICT PROJECT
’ - O Monitoring/ e Moniforing
MIASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL | Umplementation | - Mitigation Reporting Monitoring Agency
Responsibility Schedule - Schedule
Responsibility ;
Improvement Measure 1-WS-3¢: Wind Reduction for Xrish Fili Project sponsors During the Qualified wind Considered Port
Playground . and qualified wind | design of the constiJtant would complete upon
) ftant: Frish Hill ind i f th
The frish Hill Playground would be subject to winds exceeding the pedestrian consultant PT:;gr;un d. ;:‘:gn:}c;;wn ::i‘:;‘;(n:’pac: and
wind comfort criteria. For maximum benefit, wind screens should be at Jeast miﬁga;ion analysis | mitigation
6 feet high and made of approximately 20 to 30 percent porous material. tobereviewed by | analysis for the
Design of any wind screen or landscaping sball be compatible with the Port Staff. Teish Hill ‘
Historic District. Playgronnd 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 exceeding the pedestrian and qualified wind d"-fgg" of the would nplete upon
wind comfort criferia. A qualified wind consuitant should prepare written consuitant. 20° Street preparea wind eview of the
dations of feasible reans to improve wind comfort conditions in Plaza, impact and : wtn‘d impact and
this open space, emphasizing hard: 1 such as wind screens, mitigation analysis | mitigation
pics, and umbrellas, Where y and appropriate, wind screens to be reviewed by anoi}ysxs for the
should be strategically placed to the northwest of any seating area. For Port Staff. 207 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 there would be seating
areas directly adjacent to the north fagade of the PKN Building, localized
canopies or umbrellas should be used. Design of any wind screen or
Jandscaping shall be compatible with the Historic District.
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1650 MlSSIDﬂ St

S:iﬁianmsco
CA; 941 03 2479.

'Recep’nor' .
415558, 5378

415.558:6409.
Existing Zoning: M2 i Z f‘gnnfggi

> Y Information::
415,558,637
BlocklLot:,
Proposed Zonirgi

- Project Sponsor: |
Staff Contyits

‘:WHEREAS. pursuant fo. Planmng'f' Code Sedlon 340(C), the Planmng Comrmssion

Wiy sTplarniigarg
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WHEREAS; on; ]uly 20, 2017 the; Comnhission: conducted gduly noticed pubh hé
vregularly scheduled meetmg on General Plan, Amendment Apphcatlon ( A
public heanng on July 20; 2017, the' Commlssmn contmued the ad oPhonx o -fthe General Plan Amendmen’cf
. 'Apphcahon to the. pubhc hearmg on Augusf 24, 2017:: g :

.,Anﬁwméa . 2.
LANNING . DEPARTMEN.T - e . .
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5. The Gene;al Plan Amendments would eriable constructiori of riew housmg, inchiding: new ori-site.
affordabl 'housmg, and new" fail and manufac rinig ises, These new uSes would creaté i
new. mlxed—use nelghborhood that. would strengthen and’ complernent nearby nelghb_orhopds

6. The( General:Plari Ainendmients Would facxhtate t'he preservation- and rehablh ation of portions of:
'the Union Jron Works Hisfori¢ sttnct—an 1mportant historic-resource- isted. in: the National.
Regxstet of ] Hlstorxc Placgs.

'AND BE [T FURTHER RESOLVED; -that the: Planning - Commission finds .these: Géneral Plari,
~Amendments are in. "general confonmty wlth the General- I’Ian and the Project and its appmvaIS'

SAﬂ FRANGISCO ", 3
PLANNING: ospm'rmsm- . e . )
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';SU 'G)RTAND RESPECT THE. DIVERSE AND EISTINCTCI-LA,RACTER OF SAN FRANCISCO'S '
. .NEIGHBORHOODS S

BOLICY11.2
- Ensure: zmplementatwn of accepted deszgn standards in project. approvals

:POLICY 117 ;
‘Respect San Francisco’s historic: fabrlc, by preserumg landmark buzldmgs and ensurmg conszstency with
hlstorm dlstrlcts

' The Pro]ect as. d&scnbed.m the Development Agreement and cqnh:olle i m the De51gn fox:

standards and guldehnes in the D4D the Pro]ect wouId respect thev _haracter of e)astmg‘iustone

TESOLICes; Awhlle prov1dmg for a dlshnctly new, and: unique desxgn Th Pro; ct: Tetains ‘three:

hlstonc resources (Buﬂdmgs 2,42 and 21) and- preserves the dlarac:ter of'the 'Umor{ ‘I.ron Works;
: Historic District’ by. prowdmg for. compahble new construction.

OBJECTIVE12:
BALANCE: HOUSING; GROWTH ; WITH' ADEQUATE INERASTRUCTURE: ’THAT SERVES THE
CIry's, GROWING POPULATION..

'POLICY 121 :
' Encoumge hew houszng that relies’on transit. usé.and. enmronmentally sustaznable pattems of movement

estabhsh anew: bus line: through tﬁe pro]ect sﬂe and wxll pmvxde an open—to-the—pubhc shuttle_

SAN FRANGISCO 4
qu DEPARTMENT i R
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rely of transxt 115g and env1ronmentally sustamabv epattems of movement

'The Pro]ect will provtde over nine: acres: of new open space for k| va riety of. achvx’ues mcludmg &

. on the rooﬁop of,buﬂdmgs, an ,,>waterfront parks along 1 380 fee ,of shorelxne

The Pro]ect mcludes substantlal contmbu’aons related‘*to quality: oE hfe elements such as open:

ACE, g - ; qhools art§ and cuI'cural
fac111tles an d ach ] txes Wo kforce devefapment youth development, anid- Iustorlc preservatlon. ’

COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT

' OBJECTIVET

I\MNAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSLIRE ENHANCEMENT OF THE"

TOTAL €r TY'LIVING: AN D WORKIN G ENVIRONZ\/LE NT

POLICY11 . »
Encouragé dévelgprent. 5 [riet b 'neﬁfs and mitifinizes undes‘ able'consequences
- Discourage dévelopmert u jich has subqtantuzl rable comsequences HHidt amitof be mltigated

al ofﬁce,

’I'he Pro]ect is mtended fo p:ovxde a dlstmct med—use development w1th remde

SAN FRANCISCO

\and cross-achv._w .of m’cenor and extenor spaces
' OB]ECTIVEZ
MAINTAIN' AND: ENHANCE A SOUND- AND DIVERSE! ECONOMIC BASE. AND" PISCAL:
“STRUCTURE FOR THE CITY.
NING DEPAHTMENT ) . s - 5
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POLICY 3.2
. Promiite mieasiires demgned to increase the number-of San Frafcisco ]obs held by San Franéisco: res;dents

"The: Eroject would ‘help. ‘meet the: job creation goalsy established iri. the: City's Economic
Development ‘Strategy by, generatmg new, ¢ .ployment opportumtxes and- stimiilating” job.
creation across all seciors. The: ‘Project wﬂl provid mployment opportunities fox City
residents. at-all. eniployment levels, both 'dunng and, afte constriction.  The ‘Developrment
‘Agreement a8 ‘part of the: exteiisive, commumty bénefit programs incliides focused. workforce
first ‘source hmng ‘both construction and énd-user = as. well as a:local business: enterprise
cqrnpone_qt ’

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

OB]ECTIVE.Z ) :
LISE..THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTBM AS A. MEANS POR GUIDING DEVELOPMENT ANDE
HVLPROVING THE ENVIRONMENT.

. POLICY 21
Use mpzd trtmslt and other fransportation: improgeménts: inthe czty and :végion as the.catalysk for. desirable
development and-coordinate new faalztzes with publtc -and prwate dwelopment

POLICY 2.5
Provide incentives for the use of kransit,; carpools ‘vanpools; walkzng and bzcyclmg and reduce the need for
Tiew or expanded automablle and. automabzle parking facilities. :

_The Pr0)e<: is-Joeated w1thm a former industrial; slupya.rd and will. provxde new- Iocal regional; '
¢ fransportation services; The, Project is’ locate in-close. proximity to the: Caltrain

! 22“cl Strest,-and the Mutii T-Liné along: 3« Street: The Projéct includes a. detailed TDM:
program, mcludmg various performance mmieasyres, physmal improvements and momtonng and’
. enforcement measures desxgned to create: mcenhves for transxt and 6ther alternativeito'the single!
occupancy 'cle for' both remdentxal and & muriercial; bmldmgs In addmon, thie Prbject s

blcyclmg. : , R

v

OBJECTIVEZS,

'SAN FRANCISCO . N . . 6
PLANNING DEPARI'MENT‘ . :
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‘ZMPROVE THE CITY’S PEDESTRMN CTQCULATION SYSTEM TO PRC)VZDE FOR EFFICIENT.
.PLEASANT, AND SAF MOVEMENT ‘

: Provzde suﬂiczent pedestiian, movement: space with:a minfmym of pedestrian congestion. i accordarice tuith
& pedestrum street. classxﬁ.r:ahon system

»iNEIGHﬁORHOODS ;QN IMAGE A SENSE OF PLIRPOSB AND A MEANS OF ORIENTATION

‘ZPOLICYI y

Recogmze pic’v’tect aiid retiforce the existing streét pattbr, especially as it is related to'topography,

' POLICY 1.3
' Recognize: that buildmgs, whent -seen. together, produce @ fotal effect that thaiacterizes the - aty and-its
dzstrzcts
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. ‘patterni.-on. the -project site, and woild; conistritct,
he:ght from 50 and 20 feet 'Ihese new. buﬂdmgs would be

BOLICY.2:4:
Preserve. notable landmarks and areqs. of hzstonc archztectural or: aesthetu: 'value, and promote fhe
: presematmn of other: buﬂdzngs and features that’ promde continyity wzth past: development

POLICY 2.5
Isé. care i remodelivig of older buzldmgs, freorder to. enhance tathiér thati- weaken the gpiginal chargeter of
s rsuch buﬂdmgs

‘_"[he ‘Project would revitalize a‘portion-of 2
,Iehablhtate unportant ‘historicTesource
Union lron: Works Historic: Dlstnct, whi
New constiuction. would be; des1gne,
historic context.

RECREATION AND OFEN. SPACE EUEMENT

OB]ECHVEl
ENSURE: A’ WELL-NCAINTAINED; . HIGHLY. UTILIZED, AND: INTEGRATED OPEN SPACE
SYSTEM

POLICY 1t
E; tie. dynamzc anid, ﬂaxible use. of exlstzng opert spaces. and- promote a vaneiy of recreatior: and
op. 4 -space uses, white appropriate

feet ‘of shoreline. iy addmon the 'Pro]ect,would providé:new pnvaie op:
new: dWelhng umts .

“shn FRANCISCO,. - B
PLANN mansmm-mznrr . P R CE
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.tranéportahoﬁ tor énd from bpen spaces, and would ensure physxcal accessibxhty these open
spages-to the a(tent feasible

a6 FRANBISCO . ) . 9

PLANKNING DEPAR.TMENT h -
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. Pisr 70 MiNed:UsE Project Geneta

IN AREAS OF THE CENTRAL WATERFRONT WHERE - HOUSING AND: ‘MIXED-USE IS"
.,ENCOURAGED MAXIMIZE. DEVELOPMENT POTENTIAL IN KEEPING WZTHA
NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER:

POLICY121 ; = :
En ret that infill Housing deuelopment is compatzble withits surroundmgs

) 4l-‘or new & nétruchon, and.as part of major expanswn of existing buildmgs in. rzezghborhood gonimércial
. dis /1 e uszng development over corirercial. In: other mzxed—use drstncts _ehgcourage housmg'
over. commerczal or PDR where appropnate :

POLICY1.2.3.
T General, where reszdenﬁal development is permitted,’ -conirol reszdentzal denszt_l/ through buzldmg hezght’
arid bulk guldellnes and bedroom mix/Tequirements;

ddenty tis of Central Wateifront where it would be appropriate: to. incréase maxintint. Heights for
resldenhzzl deoelapmcnt . '

OBJECTIVE 14
SUPPORT.A ROLE FOR “KNOWLEDGE SECTOR” BUSINESSES IN APPROPRIATE PORTIONS
OF.THE CENTRALWATERFRONT: \

POLICY 1 41
Contiriué fo. perrmt manufactunng uses: that support the Knozuledge Sector in: the szed LIse ami PDR
districts.of the Centril Waterfront.

POLICY 143,
. Alloth Gth ‘Knowledge Sector oﬁice uses iri- partums of the Centml Waterfrant where it is appropriate.

OBJECTIVE L7
RETAIN, THE CENTRAL: WATERFRONT'S KOLE AS. AN IMPORTANT TOCATION FOR
PRODUICTION; DISTRIB UTION, AND REPAIR (PDR) ACTIVITIES

POLICY 1 7.3

other features that wtll al.ow the structurato support virious busmesses

ﬁbusiﬂg

OB]ECHVE2 1 , :

ENSURE: THHT A SIGNYFICANT PERCENTAGE OF-NEW HOUS]NG CREATED IV
THE C’ENTRAL WAL ERFRONT IS AFF QRDABLE: TQ. PEOPLE WITH, A WIDE RANGE
OF INCOMES:

 SAHFRANEISCO ' 10
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POLICY 231
 Target the provisiop of affordable inits for families.

 POLI CY2 32
‘Przorztxze the dzvelopment of affordable. fatily- hausmg, ‘Hoth: rental’ and ownershtp, particilarly along.
: transzt corridors and: ad]ucent to commumty amienities:. -

iPOLICY 2 3.3

POLICY 3. 1 2.
Develapment should- step downi in height s it appmaches the Ba _j fo remfo; ce tie. czty s natural topography-

th onfemporary; rchitecture, bk should do- so-with, full, -
the hezght ‘misi, a,,,,,culatwr and: rdterials fAthe iest of tHe oldér’ butldmgsi

awareness of, and ‘ pect fo
that surrounds heit:

POLICY3.19

INING nepnamsur : u 2
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‘potieyszi R
Require hzgh qualzty desigh. of street facmg bulldzngexteﬂors

POLICY3.2.2 '
" Make grovnd floor: retail-and PDR uses’ as 1} roomy and penneable as posszbla

-.POHCY32.5 e
.Buxldzng forim should celebrate corner: locatwns

- OBJECTIVE3.3"
::{PROMOTE 1E

amount and qualzty of green landscapmg

POLICY 3 3.3
Enhance the car”ncﬁw‘rt between buz’ldmg furm aﬂd ecologlcal sustamabﬂzty by promohng tse: of renewuble

Improve publzc transit i the Central Waterfront- mdudzng cross—town routes and cor;nectwns the 2211d
Street Caltraiir Station wnd Thtrd Street Light Rail. :

SAN.FRANGISCO . : 12
PLANNING: szmmau-r ., M - . . e
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lumt parkmg rzlatwe to trans:t accesslbiltty

o OB]ECTIVE44

v
4
3
i
i

' e ess'requzrements of trucks whzle muzntammg a safe pedestnan und blcycle

RAL: WATERERONT. AS:-A: CITY RESQURCE:
IBLIC OPEN-SPACE

TPOLICY 454
“Extind. and rebuild the strect grld espeaally in.the direction. of the Bay

OBJECIIVE4.7
“IMEROVE: AND:EXPAND. INFRASTRUCTURE, FOR BICYCLING AS AN IMPORTANT MODE
OF TRANSPORTATION
~SAN FRANCISC(] i . 13
PLﬂNNlNG DEPAKI’MENT - . tT.
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afeas anmutlc_;oncentraﬁons of. employment

':-POL‘ICY 473" : . :
:Support the . establishment . of the: Blite:Greenway. by ‘including- safe,- quality pedsstrian. and bicycle
_conrections from Central Wate:j’ro:_,, : '

Streets & Open Space

OBJECTIVES.

‘PROVIDE' PUBLIC PARKS AND. OPEN SPACES THAT I‘v"EET THE NEEDS OF RESIDENTS

-WORKERS AND VISITORS

r‘.-seromg the’ Central Waterfrmlt

E_,POLIC}’S 12

. Requzre Hew reszdenbal and commerr:tal deaelopment o promde or; cantnlmte ta fhe creatmn of: publze:

; Open.space;

_:OB]ECTIVE 54

“THE- OPEN. SPACE: SYSTEM 'SHOULD BOTH BEAIITIFY THE- NEIGHBORHOOD AND:

. POEICY 543 .

' - Encourage pubhc artin exlstmg and ‘proposed, apen spnces

_Hisforic Presefvatior

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

.- SAN: FRANCISCQ ) 4 e . 14

D EPARTMENT
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POLICY 831 '
Pursye.and. encoyrage opportumtzes consistent-with the ob]echves of ] hzstorzc preseruatwn to' frerense’ the:
: supply of ajj‘ardable housmg within, the Central Waterfront ‘plan-ared::

The Central Waterfront Azea I’lan anhmpated @ new mxxed-use development”at Piexr:70; The

SAN mANt:l':co . - 15
PLANNING DEP,QRTMENT o
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-'3) X Ihat the .City?é-jsupp'iy ‘of aﬂ’ordable :}libusi?ig‘ BE;}_Of’.ESé{DQLi undmhanced,

The: constructlon of’ the Prqect wﬂl not remave any residenitial: uses;: smce nong exist ont tbe pro;ecf site.

The: Project -will. enharice” the. City's: supply of: affordable: housm :through: its affordable’ housmg
" comuiifments in the. Development Agreement whichiwill-result in total of 30% onesite. afEOIdable hoising
unifs,

4—) That commuter, traﬁ?c ok zmpede Mugit: transif service.of-overburderonr streets-or nelghborkood parking; -

The Pro]ect would not 1mpede trans1’c servme or overburden streets and nelghborhood parkmg. The

A(TDM) program, facxhhes to support amew v’busJine through the pro]ect e, an, oben—to—the»pub,,c; <hutt1e
service, and funding for new ne1ghberhood—suppor.tmg transportatlon m&astructure.

A The Pro;ect is: also well served by pubhc transu: The Pro]ect is. 1ocated wfthm close proxmuty to: the

5 That a -diver§e economic base: be. muintained’ 17y protectzng our: mdusgfruzlE afid’ servicé: sectors from
dzsplacement dise o commercial office development and that future opporiunities for reszdent empla yment,
- and Swnershipin thése sectors be enhgnced;

though the: Project: would. dlsplace portions .of an mdustnal use’”; Iustoncally assocxated with the
Bethlehem Steel and/or Uriion Iron Works the. PrOJect provides a.strorig : and dxverse econormc base by

i FRANEISCO .
PJNNING DEPARTMENT . ) . § 16 )
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Temstmg tenants/arhsts w1th1n the oonan Bulldmg All

- opportumhes for serwce—sector employment

1denhﬁed asan lmportant resource to the surroundmg commumty

8. Tﬁetéui?par,ksanii}kqpmSpa;ﬁidtidatﬁgir aéecss~'itiz-.suniigﬁtg-~ﬁizdﬁ?zistaé'bﬁé'pr:gte‘c'tadf’]‘.‘rmfdevel:opmjmf..

Non?-
ABSENT: Fong
_ADOPTED:  August 24,2017

Melgar, Moorezid Richards.
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:CA 4103.2478

ﬁRecepnon
1415 558 5378

Faxs
415 558 6409

Planmng
Informauom

'4 5 558, 6371
He1ght and Bulk Distficts 1

4110/001 and ODSA, 4111/004 4120/002

- Block{Lot:
. Proposed Zoning:

.ﬁf’ajéctjspaﬁﬁbrf.
Staff Coniact:

T M = H i I—IEIGHT»LIMIT 011 BLOCK'
4052, LOT 001 (PARTIAL LOCK; 4111 LOT 004 (PARTIAL), AND LOCK 4120 LOT 002 FROM: 4o-x
TO 90:X, AND.VARIOUS: FINDINGS:; NGS: 1
‘ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT AND: FINDINGS 0}3 CONSISTENCY WITH,THE GENERAL
'PLAN ANDPLANNING CODE SECTION1014..

Gt lmprovements Tew. and upgraﬂed utlhhes and

280
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A;mfrastrﬂcture, geotechmcal and shoreline 1mprovements, ‘between 3,215 to 3,345 off-street parkmg spaces
in proposed buxldmgs and dlsmct parkmg structures, and nine:acres of: pubhcly—oWned open'space.

feet, asns consistent:
2014,

would outlme ,land use conlxols*“_or the Pro;,_ ct s' '
. Development (¥D4 )

b

WHEREAS; these Planning Code Text Amendments would, amend Zoning Use District: Map No..

"ZNOB to:rezone Assessor’ s Block 4052 Lot 001 (parﬁal), Block 4111 Lot 004 (parhal) Biock 4110, Lots 001
arid 0084 from N (Heavy Manufar:turmg) to Pier 70 Mixed- Use D1str1ct and. Block 4120 Lot 002 from'P
(Public) t6 Pler 70 Mlxed Use sttnct

WHEREAS, these Plannmg Code: Texi: Amendments.would amiénd Height & Bulk District Map
No.-HT08. to inctease the height Hrnit for Block 4052 Lot 001 (partial), Block: 4111 Lot 004 (partial), -and
- Block 4120 Lot 002 from. 40°X to 90-X.

WHEREAS thxs Resoluhon approvmg these PIanmng Code Text Amendments isa comparuon to

foﬂowmg Ieasons

AN FRANCISCO, .2
meNING DEE'ARTMENT . . -4
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AppraisilNofice: R

e Non-Substantial Text. Edits - Thé Ordinance should be wpdatedito reflect other rior:subistanitial, text

constructlon of new housmg, as fea51::1e-.~

. & . Jobs & Houging Balaitce:= Given the uncertain. future state: of:thejobis s and housmg baianee in:San.
ﬁFranmsco the’ Commxssmn encourages'th “Board. of Superv;sors ta: mclude a-‘provisionin the Pier

70 SUD, ‘to estabhsh a reasoriabl fhresho 1 ofﬁce development Where anything above saxd(

’ threshold would retum to the: Pla ni g;Cgmﬂuss%gn asa Conditional Use. Agt}lqnzat1on '

Thigteby cetify that the Planning Commission, ADOPTED the foregoiris Besolution on August 24, 2017.

Comrmssxon Secretary

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

ADOPTED:  .August24,2017 °

. sAN FRANGISCO ... : . i
LANNING. DEPARTMEN‘I’ . I
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-1650.Mission St.
Shite 400°

Sah Fiancisco,
CA84103-2479

'Becephon
‘41,5,, 58, 6378

He
415 558 6409

Elannlr_lg
Jnformagidnt.
4155586377

BlockiLot: )01 and ,4111/004 4120/002
Pioposed Zoring; " Piet.70 M d'U;e Zonmg D;sm:t_

Project Sponsor:
Staff Contlnct:

WHEREAS Lon July 25 2017 Mayor Edwin - Tee ‘anid - Supervxsor Malia Colien, mtroduced :
,ordlrmnces for Planmng Code Text Amendments to, establlsh the Pxer 70 Specxal Use Dlstrlct (herem ”Pxer,

Wi STHanAig o
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‘En¥ironmental: Quahty Act (CEQA) Fmd

conmde:atlons, under Case" No 2014~001272ENV'“

) approyal actwns assocnate_

NOW THEREFO.

" 'SAN FRANGISEQ
: PI_ANNlNG DEPAHTMENT
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: mcludmg new parks and op it spages,. The D4D'would help ensure 4 nelghborhood W1th active
streets atid. _open:spaces, high: 'ahty and.-well designed buxldmgs -and, .thoughtful relahonshlps
between: bmldmgs aridithie public realm mcludmg the wateifront.

AND BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED, ‘that the ‘Commission finds the Pier 70 SUD.D4D:. s in
general conformity with: the General Plan as set. forth:in Planining, Commission Resolution No, 19978, .

AND BE:IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the’ Comimission finds the:Pier’70 SUD-D4D i in
, general conformxty w1th I’lanmng Code Sechon 101.1 a3 sef :forth mPlanrung Comumission Resolution: No.
19978, : >30T,

T hereby certify that the Planmng Commlsswn AD OP’I‘ED the foregomg Moﬁon on. August 24 2017

Commission Secretary

Hillis, Johinson; Koppel, Melgar, Mogreand Richards.

None

.ABSENT: Foilg

ADOPTED:  Avigust24, 3017

SAK FBANCISCO : _3 )

N‘NlNG DEPABTMENT R
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iExzsfmg Zonmg

. Black/Lot

»-Erqp0§eg§ Zqz{irgg:

Pm)ect szmsor
Staﬂ’ Contact*

ucre~ (415) 575-9108
'Irichafd'lsﬁtir'e@s’fid?.qtﬁ? ,

‘1 550 Mlssmn S

Becephon
#15,558.6378

Fax; .
415 558 6409

Flannlng

" Inforfation-

415,558.6377

IRESOI.UTION RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVTSORS AEPROVE A.




: Env;ronmental ! ;
consxderaﬁons, ;under Case : N 0. 2014 0'
mcorporafed by reference as though fully sef: forth herem.

"WHEREAS;- the-CEQA’ Emdmgs incliuded adoption ofd Mmgatlon Moritoririg and sReporting:
Program (MMRP).as Attachment B, which MMRP is hereby mcorporated by reference-as though fully set
" forth hereinand which tequirérments die made onditions of this. apprﬁva'l .

SANFANGISCOY . o

4 PLANNING DEPARTMENT . -
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AYds;  Hillis Johnson, KoppeliMe

NAYES: None
ABSENT:  Fong

ADOPTED:  Aiiguist 24,2017

“SAN FRANCISED:, L
- PLANNING DEPARTM_ -,
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LANNING DEPARTNMENT

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. Calvillo, 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-Use 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 Stipervisors 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 actons.

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 Planning Code, Zoning Map — Pier 70 Special Use
District (File No. 170864).

www_sfplanning.org
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Reception:
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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 Pro]ect which
findings are incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein.

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

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

Sincerely,

Jnga—-

Aaron D. Starr
Manager of Legislative Affairs

B e

Marlena Byrne, 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 Commission Resolution No. 19979 — Planhing Code Text Amendments & Zonmg Map
Amendments

Planning Commission Motion No. 19980 — Design for Development

SAN FRANCISCO ’ 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Transmital Materials CASE NO. 2014-001272PRJ
Legislative Approvals for Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project

Planning Commission Motion No. 19981 — Development Agreement
Planning Department Executive Summary-2014-001272PR}
Ordinance ~ General Plan Amendments

SAN FRANCISCO 3
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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HISTORIC UPLANDS {19.4 ACRES}

BOARD OF TIDELANDS COMMISSIONERS LANDS
(20.9 ACRES)

BOARD OF TIDELANDS COMMISSIONERS LANDS
SUBMERGED {6.2 ACRES)

1 ALVORD GRANT

ALVORD GRANT CURRENTLY SUBMERGED
4 CALIFORNIA V. USA

! CALIFORNIA V. USA SUBMERGED
POTENTIALLY RESERVED

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

i BLOCK NUMBERS

PILE SUPPORTED PIER

PRESENTLY SUBMERGED

TITLE IN STREETS QUIETED IN BETHLEHEM STEEL, 1954
(8.0 ACRES) :

s s &

e PUEBLO LINE OF 1883
- PIER 70 STUDY AREA
POTENTIAL TRUST LANDS (23 ACRES)

E: . 1ANDS (18.9 ACRES)

SUBMERGED LANDS (4.1 ACRES)
I3 NON TRUST LANDS: BURTON ACT (17.6 ACRES)
NON TRUST LANDS: AFTER ACQUIRED {31.4 ACRES)

m 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 IS FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES ONLY. THE SCALE AND AREA
. CALCULATIONS ARE APPROXIMATE AND THE AREAS ARE INTERPRETED FROM

HISTORICAL DATA.

GEORGIA ST
JELAWARE 8T )

IL}NOIS ST
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u})/ms ST

GEORGIA ST

LoutsiaNna st

ARYLAND ST ©

ELAWARE ST

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 IN TRUST {16.4 ACRES)

' UNCERTAIN, CONFIRMED FREE OF TRUST (5.27 ACRE

! BLOCK NUMBERS

| HISTORIC BUILDINGS
——— PUEBLO LINE OF 1883
m wme DIER 70 AREA (PER AE 418)

s ADJACENT SUBMERGED LANDS

NOTE:

THIS PIAGRAM 15 FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES ONLY. THE SCALE AND AREA
CALCULATIONS ARE APPROXIMATE AND THE AREAS ARE INTERPRETED FROM
HISTORICAL DATA,
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NON TRUST {31.26 ACRES)

I XXX | BLOCK NUMBERS

’ XX ] HISTORIC BUILDINGS

PUEBLO LINE OF 1883

m = PIER 70 AREA (PER AB 418)

wonsa ADJACENT SUMBERGED LANDS

NOTE:

THIS DIAGRAM IS FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES ONLY. THE SCALE AND AREA
CALCULATIONS ARE APPROXITMATE 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

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

L Grey-blackwater
system '

g LED/efficient st lights
Thermal water system

Accommodates 66" rise
plus 100 yr flood .

CFD provides over $2B
for shoreline protection

‘Resources | My )
BRI Irish Hill commemoration

Historic

B Union Iron Works District

JHistoric Building Rehab

On-Site Child Care
$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)
First Source- Retail, Off
Small Business Plan

Southern Bayfront Strategy 3

Arts & Culture Building -
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From: Steve Eisenberg <stevesnbrg@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, October 15, 2017 9:01 PM
To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS), Kafunaratne, 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
(BOSY); 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 ﬂoodmg
To: dennis.herrera@sfeov.org, Jean.Alexander@sfgov.org, cityattorey@sfgov.org, Llsa.Ang@sfgov org.
paul.henderson@sfgov.org, shahde.tavakoli@sfgov.org, Daniel. Adams@sfgov.org,
Lorene.Agujetas@sfeov.org, Morris. Allen@sfgov.org, officeofthemayor@oaklandnet.com,
cityadministrator@oaklandnet.com, CBowen@oaklandcityattorney.org, JAllen@oaklandcityattorney.org,
HL ee@oaklandcitvattorney.org, BParker@oaklandcityattorney.org, DMoreno(@oaklandcitvattorney.org,
OMcGee@oaklandcityattorney.org, dkalb@oaklandnet.com, wohlschlegel E@api.org,
michael. fleming(@shell.com, rpvs@chevron.com, greg.smith@shell.com, gerald.s. frev@exxonmobil.com,
joe.e.trice@exxonmobil.com, mitch.jones@bp.com, Donny.Ching@shell.com, Bruce.Culpepper@shell.com,
Darren.W.Woods@exxonmobil.com
Cc: melissaritchie@@chevron.com, davebosi@chevron.com, joelyoungblood@chevron.com, betsv.caﬂ@bp.com,
mark.stultz@bp.com, casey.p.mcfaden@conocophillips.com, robert.f.bonner@conocophillips.com,
gschott@reliant.com, JanRogers@chevron.com, melissa.mitchell2@shell.com, ames. decker(@bp.com,
cwestmoreland@unocal.com, mepeuv@unocal com, fangS@api.org, TadeoM@api.org,
kalexander@sfchronicle.com

To the Cities of San Francisco and Oakland:

Please be advised: OnSeptember 17, 2017 the City of San Francisco and the City of Oakland acknowledged the
direct and imminent threat of flooding due to sea level rise. From that date going forward the Cities of San
Francisco and Oakland shall be liable for any and all harm that comes to any and all commercial, residential and
government projects that the cities of San Francisco and Oakland authorize to be built in areas known to be
subject to sea rise flooding and that are negatively impacted by that sea rise flooding.
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Even if the cities prevail in court asserting that the oil industry is the cause o1 sea level rise and subsequent
flooding that does not release the cities’ liability for knowingly allowing developments to be built in harm’s
way. In fact those making the decisions could be held accountable individually for any harm that comes to the
residents and occupants at the “Pier 70 in the Dogpatch neighborhood” and the “Potrero Power Plant”
development projects due to misfeasance in office.

This liability is increased with the fact that there are virtually hundreds of thousands of alternative locations
around the San Francisco Bay at higher elevations that will not be subject to sea rise flooding in which
developments could be built. No excuse not to build elsewhere.

To use an analdgy: The cities are allowing homes and businesses to be built below a

dam in which they know is structurally compromised and likely to fail sometime in the future. The cities did not
build the dam and therefore are not responsible for the damage caused by the failure of the dam to homes and
businesses that have been built prior to any acknowledge of the structural failure. Now that the cities know that
the dam is going to fail the cities are under a legal obligation to ensure the safety of its residents and businesses
by keeping them out of harm’s way. To deliberately place residents and businesses in harm’s way when there
are alternatives makes the cities liable for the harm that comes to the residents and businesses that are harmed
by the failure of the dam. - '

In essence it is a parallel legal argument to the very one the cities are using to hold the o0il companies
accountable.
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Vision for a new <ne'i'gh'brforhaa;d-ﬂ'f SF’s Pier 70 gets a key
approval

By J.K. Dineen Published %:43 pm, Thursday, August 24, 2017

Shota Foesst City
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Big, new mixed-use project proposed for Pofrero Power
Plant property |

By J.K. Dineen Updated 3:04 pm, Wednesday, September 20, 2017
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San Francisco, Oakland sue major oi
companies over rising seds
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~ 10ImagesS 1ow What Coastal Cities \
Look Like After Sea Levels Rise

A new study finds that even if we slow rising temperatures now, we could still be

in for higher seas.

|

{Photo dlustration: Nickolay Lamn; daia: Courtesy Climate Ceniral)
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MARK FARRELL oy

Member, Board of Supervisors
" District 2

‘DATE: . October 19, 2017

: . e - | | B
TO: Angela Calvillo /%ﬂ%_ § ?ﬁw/

Clerk of the Board of Supetvisors
FROM: Supervisor Mark Farrell, Chair, Land Use and Transportatiqn Committee

RE: Land Use and Transportation Committee
COMMITTEE REPORTS

Pursuant to Board Rule 4.20, as Chair of the Land Use and Transportation Committee, | have
deemed the following matters are of an urgent nature and request they be considered by the fuII
Board on Tuesday, October 24, 2017 as Committee Reports:

170930 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 Project Special Use District; adopting findings
under the.California Environmental Quality Act, and Planning Codé, Section 340; and
making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of
Planning Code, Section 101.1.

170864 Planning Code, Zoning Map - Pier 70 Special Use District

Ordinance amending the Planning Code and the Zoning Map to add the Pier 70 Special
Use District; making findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, and making
findings of consistency with the General Plan, the eight priority policies of Planning
Code Sectlon 101.1, and Planning Code, Sectlon 302.

170987 - Public Trust Exchahge Agreement - California State Lands
Commission - Pier 70 Project : :

" Resolution approving the Compromise Title Settlement and Land Exchange Agreement
for Pier 70 between the City and the California State Lands Commission in furtherance
of the Pier 70 Mixed Use Project located at Pier 70; and adopting findings under the
California Environmental Quality Act.

These matters will be heard in the Land Use and Transportation Committee at a Regular
-Meeting on Monday, October 23, 2017, at 1:30 p.m.

City Hall e 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place « Room 244 San Francisco, California 94102-4689 » o (415) 5547752
Fax (415) 554 - 7843 o TDD/ITY (415) 554-5227 « B-mail: mark farrell@sfgov.org e www.sfbos. orgffarrell
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City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING -
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Land Use and Transportation Committee wil
hold a public hearing to consider the following proposal and said public hearing will be held
as follows, at which time all interested parties may attend and be heard:

Date: October 16, 2017
Time: - 1:30 p.m..

Location: Legislative Chamber, Room 250, located at City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA

Subject: Pier 70 Mixed Use Project

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. '

File No. 170864. Ordinance amending the Planning Code and the Zoning Map to add
the Pier 70 Special Use District; making findings under the California Environmental
Quality Act, and making findings of consistency with the General Plan, the eight .
priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and Planning Code, Section 302.

In accordance with Administrative Code, Section 67.7-1, persons who are unable o
attend the hearing on this matter may submit written comments to the City prior to the time
the hearing begins. These comments will be made part of the official public record in this
matter, and shall be brought to the attention of the members of the Committee. Written
comments should be addressed to Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board, City Hall, 1. Dr. Carlton
B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco, CA 94102. Information relating to this matter is
available in the Office of the Clerk of the Board. Agenda information relating to this matter
will be available for public review on Friday, October 13, 2017.

. @Qv'zﬁ%
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

DATED/PUBLISHED/POSTED: October 6, 2017
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