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AMENDED IN COMMITTEE 
FILE NO. 180680 .9/24/2018 ORDINANCE NO. 

1 [Planning Code, Zoning Map - India Basin Special Use District] 

2 

3 Ordinance ame.nding the Planning Code to establish the India Basin Special Use 

4 District, located generally at Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, 

5 along the India Basin shoreline, in the southeast part of San Francisco; amending the 

6 Planning Code by amending the Zoning Map to change zoning designations, height 

7 districts, and add the India Basin Special Use District; and making findings under the 

8 California Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the General Plan, 

9 and the eight.priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public 

10 necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15. 

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain'Arial fqnt. 
Additions to Codes are in single-underline italics Times New Roman font. 
Deletions to Codes are in strikethrough italics Times }kw Roman font. 
Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font. 
Board amendment deletions are· in strikethrough Arial font. 
Asterisks (* * * *) indicate the omission of unchanged Code 
subsections or parts of tables. · 

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

17 

18 Section 1. Planning and Environmen.tal Findings. 

19 (a)· In companion legislation adopting a Development Agreement associated with the 

20 India Basin Mixed-Use project, the Board of Supervisors adopted environmental findings , 

21 pursuant tO the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (California Public Resources 

22 Code Sections 21000 et seq.), the CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Reg. Sections 15000 et 

23 seq.), and Chapter 31 of the Administrative Code. The Board of Supervisors adopts these 

24 environmental findings as though fully set forth herein in relation to this ordinance .. A copy of 

.25 
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1 said companion legislation is in Board of Supervisors File No. 180681. and it 13nd its 

2 environmental findings are incorporated herein by reference. 

3 (b) In companion legislation adopting General Plan amendments associated with the 

4 India Basin Mixed-Use project, the Board of Supervisors adopted findings that the acti~ms 

5 contemplated in this ordinance are consistent, on balance, with the City's General Plan and 

6 eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. The Board incorporates these findings 

7 by reference and adopts these findings as its own. A copy of said companion legislation is in 

8 Board of Supervisors File No. 180681. 

9 (c) Pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, this Board finds that this Planning Code 

1 O amendment will serve the public necessity, convenience, and welfare for the reasons set forth 

11 in Planning Commission Resolution No. 20251 and adopted on July 26, 2018, and the Board 

12 adopts such reasons as its own. A copy of said resolution is on file with the Clerk of the 

13 Board of Supervisors in File No. 180681 and is incorporated herein by reference. 

14 

15 Section 2. The Planning Code is hereby amended by adding Section 249.84, to read 

16 as follows: 

17 SEC. 249.84. INDIA BASIN SPECIAL USE DISTRICT. 

18 (a) Purpose and Boundaries. A Special Use District entitled the "India .Basin Special Use 

19 District" (SUD) is herebv established, located generally at Innes Avenue.between Griffith Street and 

20 Earl Street, along the India Basin shoreline, in the southeast part o(San Francisco. The precise 

21 boundaries of the SUD are shown on Sectional Map SU09 of the Zoning Map. The purpose of this SUD· 

22 is to implement the Development Agreement tor the India Basin Mixed-Use Project (Project), approved 

23 by the Board o(Supervisors in the ordinance in Board File No. 180680. The Project will provide 

24 . several benefits to the City. such as a significant amount of open space, increased public access, 

25 
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) 

1 commercial space, extensive infrastructure improvements, and affordable housing, while creating jobs, 
.\ 

2 housing, and a vibrant community. 

3 (k) Public Trust. Within this SUD, certain property is or will be subject to the public trust for 

4 commerce, navigation, and fisheries (the Public Trust) in accordance with a public trust exchange and 

5 title settlement agreement with the State of California. The Part of San Francisco (Part) has 

6 jurisdiction over the Public Trust property, with the right to prohibit uses that are not consistent with 

7 the Public Trust. The Port also shall issue permits [or anv improvements on the Public Trust property, 

8 subiect to any delegation by the Port to another City agency. The Recreation and Park Department 

9 will operate and maintain the public parks and open spaces located on Public Trust property. in 

10 accordance with an agreement with the Port and in accordance with the open space covenant attached 

11 to the Development Agreement (Open Space Covenant). The Planning Commission has jurisdiction 

12 over the permitting for any development ofpropertj; within the SUD that is not subject to the Public 

14 (c) Relationship to Design Standards and Guidelihes. The Design Standards and Guidelines 

15 (DSG), as may be periodically amended, are incorporated into this SUD and set forth standards and 

16 guidelines applicable within the SUD. A copy of the DSG is on file with the Planning Department and 

17 . is available on its website. This SUD and the DSG shall be read and construed together so as to avoid 

18 any conflict to the greatest extent possible. If there is an unavoidable conflict between the SUD and the 

19 DSG, the SUD shall prevail. The Planning Director may make adjustments to the DSG [or areas within 

20 the Planning Commission's jurisdiction, provided any material amendment to the DSG, as determined 

21 by the Planning Director, will be subject to the review and approval of the Planning Commission. 

22 Adiustments to the DSG [or areas outside of the Planning Commission's jurisdiction, such as 

23 adjustments to the public right-of ways, public infrastructure, or recreational facilities within the 

24 pai·ks. may be made by the Public Woi·ks Director. the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 

25 General Manager, or the Recreation and Park Department General Manager, as applicable, subject to 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Cohen 
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1 the requirements ofthe Development Agreement and the Open Space Covenant and following 

2 consultation with the Planning Director. 

3 (d) Relationship to Other Planning Code Provisions. Applicable provisions of the Planning 

4 Code shall control except as otherwise provided .in this SUD. the DSG within the control of the 

5 Planning Commission or Recreation and Park Commission, and the Development Agreement (for so 

6 long as the Development Agreement is in effect). In the event of a conflict between other provisions of 

7 the Planning Code and the DSG or this SUD (and further subject to subsection (e) below), this SUD 

8 shall control first. followed bv the DSG and the Planning Code. 

9 (e) Relationship to t!te D~velopment Agreement. This SUD shall be read and construed 

10 consistent with the Development 4greement. and all development within the Project Site shall satisb; 

11 the requirements ofthe Development Agreement for so long as it remains in effect for each part of the 

12 Project Site. As described in the Development Agreement. the Project is divided into Development 

13 Phases, and no development may occur within a Development Phase until after the Planning 

14 Department issues a Development Phase Approval. Upon expiration or termination ofthe 

15 Development Agreement for any part of the Project Site. any new development. other than replacement 

16 of what was built under the Development Agreement. shall require a conditional use approval under 

17 Section 3 03 ofthis Code. 

18 CJ) Definitions. If not expressly superseded by definitions set fo7;th in this Section 249. 84 the 

19 DSG, or the Development Agreement, all definitions, procedures, and i-equirements of the Planning 

20 Code shall apply to this SUD. The following definitions shall govern interpretation of this Section: 

21 ''Applicant" means the owner or authorized agent of the owner of a parcel that applies for an 

22 approval under this SUD. 

23 "Building Standards" means the standards applicable to Vertical Improvements and any 

24 associated privately-owned open spaces within the SUD, consisting o(the standards specified in 

25 subsection (h) below and the standards identified as such in the DSG. It does not mean Building Code 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Cohen 
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1 requirements under either the California, the San Francisco, or the Port o[San Francisco Building 

2 Codes, which this SUD and the DSG do not override. 

3. "Development Agreement" shall mean the Development Agreement Bv and Between the City 

4 and County o[San Francisco and India Basin Investment LLC, a California limited liability company, 

5 Relative to the Development Known as India Basin Mixed-Use Project, approved by the Board of 

6 Supervisors in the ordinance in Board File No. 180681, as it maJ. be amended fi'om time to time. 

7 "Development Phase" and· "Development Phase Approval" have the meaning set forth in the 

· 8 Development Agreement. 

9 "General Manager" means the General Manager ·ofthe Recreation and Park Department. 

10 "Horizontal Development" or "Horizontal Improvements" means all improvements and 

11 construction required to prepare· land for Vertical Improvements, including streets, right-of.-ways, 

12 utility lines, arid infrastructure to serve development lots, transit improvements, public parks and open 

13 · spaces, bicycle paths, and shoreline improvements. Horizontal Development shall include all Public 

14 · Improvements and all Privately-Owned Comniunity Improvements, as those terms are defined in the 

15 Development Agreefnent . . 

16 "India Basin DSG" or "DSG" shall mean the document adopted by Planning Commission ·. 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

.23 

24 

25 

Motion , as may be amended from time to time. The DSG is incorporated into this SUD by 

reference. 

"Ma; or Modification" means a deviation o{I 0% or more from any dimensional or numerical 

. standard in this SUD or in the DSG, except as explicitly prohibited per subsection (i) below. 

"Minor Modification" means a deviation ofless than 10% fr;m any dimensional or numerical 

standard in this SUD or in the DSG, except as explicitly prohibited per subsection (i) below, or any 

deviation from any non-numerical standard in the DSG. 

"Privately-Owned Community Improvement" shall mean a facility that is privately owned and 

privately maintained, at no cost to the City, for the public benefit, that is not dedicated to the .City. The 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Cohen 
. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

1006 

P:age 5 



1 Privately-Owned Community Improvements include certain right-of.. ways, pedestrian paths and bicycle 

2 lanes, open spaces, the public market, and storm drain facilities, as more particularly described in the 

3 Development Agreement. 

4 "Project Site" has the meaning set forth in the Development Agreement. 

5 "Public Improvements" ineans the facilities, both on- and off site, to be improved, constructed, 

6 and dedicated by Devetoper and, upon completion in accordance with the Development Agreement, 

7 accepted bv the City. Public Improvements include the streets within the Protect Site described in the 

8 Development Agreement, and all infrastructure and public utilities within the accepted streets (such as 

9 gas, electricity, and water and sewer lines, but excluding any non-municipal utilities), as well as 

1 O sidewalks, bicycle lanes, street furniture, paths, and intersection improvements (such as curbs, 

11 medians, signaling, traffic controls devices, signage, and striping). Public Improvements also include 

12 the Parks and Open Spaces, the SFPUC Infrastructure, and the SFMI'A Infrastructure, as those terms 

13 are defined in the Development Agreement. The Public Improvements do not include Privately-Owned 

14 Community Improvements. 

15 "RPC Open Space" means publicly-owned areas within the SUD that are within the iurisdiction 

16 ofthe Port Commission or the Recreation and Patk Commission, as depicted on Figure 249.84-1: RPC 

17 Open Space. 

18 /// 

19 Ill 

20 Ill 

21 Ill 

22 Ill . 

23 Ill 

24 

25 
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"Vertical Development" or "Vertical Improvements" means new construction of a buildi11g and 

any later expansion or addition to a previously approved building. where the building is located within 

the Mixed-Use, Residential Mixed-Use, Multi-Family Residential, or Public Market land use districts 

within the SUD shown in Figure 249. 84-2: India Basin Use Districts. 
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(g) Uses. 
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(12 Permitted Uses. The following uses set forth in Table 249. 84-1: India Basin Uses 

shall be permitted as indicated within the different use districts of the SUD, where P means Permitted 

Use and NP means Non-permitted Use. 

Table 249.84.1: India Basin Uses 

Use 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Cohen 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

~9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Agr_iculture Use p (1,22 p 0.22 p 0.22 EiJl EiJl 

Automotive Use NP (3) NP (32 NP (32 NP NP 

Entertainment, Arts & p (4,5) P{4,52 p (5,62 p (5, 6) NP 

Recreation Use 

Industrial ·use NP (7) NP{?, 82 NP {3) NP NP 

Institutional Use p (9) p (10) p (10,112 NP (122 NP 

Residential Use E_ E_ E_. NP NP 

Sales and Services, p (132 p (13) NP NP NP 

Non-Retail Use 

Sales and Services, p (14) p 04. 152 NP NP (16) · NP 

Retail Use 

Utility and NP (17, NP (17, NP (17, NP (182 NP(18) 

Infrastructure Use Ml Ml Ml 

1. Use permitted with the exception of Large Scale Urban Agriculture and Industrial 

Agriculture. 

2. Use permitted with the exception of Greenhouses. 

3. Use not permitted with the exception of Public and Private Parking facilities. 

4. Use permitted with a maximum limit of three screens for anv Movie Theater use. 

5. Use permitted with the exception of Livery Stables and Sports Stadiums. 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Cohen 
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1 6. Use permitted with the exception of Movie Theater and Nighttime Entertainment. 

2 7. Use not permitted with the exception of Cat Boarding. Kennel, Light Manufacturing, Metal 

3 . Working, Parcel Trade Office, Trade Shop, Animal Processing 1. and Food Fiber and Beverage 

4 Processing. 

5 8. Use not permitted except on Ground Floor. 

6 9. Cannabis Dispensary permitted with Conditional Use. 

7 10. Use permitted with the exception of Cannabis Dispensary and Hospital. 

8 11. Use Permitted with the exception of Job Training. Trade School and Post-secondmy 

9 Educational Institution. 

10 12. Use not permitted with the exception of Public Facilities. 

11 13. Use permitted with the exception of Laboratory, Life Sciences. Commercial Storage. 

12 Wholesale Sales, and Wholesale Storage. 

13 14. Use permitted with the exceptzon of Adult Business, Mortuary, Limited Financial Services, 

14 Motel, Self..Storage and Tobacco Paraphernalia Store. 

15 15. Use permitted with the exception of Animal Hospital, Fringe Financial Services. 

16 16. Use not permitted.with the exception of Grocery, Food and Beverage uses. 

17 17. Use not permitted with the exception ofJnternet Service Exchange, Wireless 

18 Telecommunication Services {WTS) Facility, which shall be permitted with a Conditional Use permit. 

19 18. Use not permitted with th.e exception of Utility Installation. 

20 (2) Uses within RPC Open Space . . Subject to the limitations imposed by the Public 

21 Trust. uses within RPC Open Space shall be subiect to review under Planning Code section 211. which· 

22 controls land uses within P (Pub lie) Districts. Notwithstanding Planning Code Sections 211, 211.1, 

23 and 211.2, the following uses shall be considered principally permitted: concessionaire stands and 

24 infrastructure as described in the Development Agreement and the DSG. 

25 
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1 (3) Tempotarv Uses. Subject to the limitations imposed by.the Public Tritst, any ofthe 

2 following temporary uses (collectively, Temporary Uses) mav be authorized by the General Manager 

3 (or uses located within the RPC Open Space or the Planning Director for uses located within the SUD 

4 but outside the RPC Open Space without a public hearing for a period not to exceed 90 days: booths 

5 for charitable, patriotic, or welfare purposes; markets; exhibitions, festivals, circuses, musical and 

6 theatrical performances, and other forms oflive entertainment including setup/load-in and 

7 demobilization/load-out; athletic events,' open-air sales of agriculturally-produced seasonal 

8 decorations such as Christmas trees and Halloween pumpkins; meeting rooms and event staging; 

9 mobile food on private property; and tempormy retail establishments. Such authorization may be 

10 .. extended for another 90 days, as approved by the General Manager or Planning Director, as 

11 applicable. The General Manager (for uses located within the RPC Open Speice) or the Planning 

12 Director {jar uses located outside the RPC Open Space) may authorize recurring Temporary Uses, 

13 such as a weekly farmers market, under a single authorization. All such uses on the public right-of-way 

14 are subject to permitting as required under the Municipal Code. 

· 15 (4) Interim Uses. Subject to the limitations imposed by the Public Trust, interim uses 

16 for a period not to exceed five years may be authorized by the General Manager (for uses located 

17 within the RPC Open Space) or the Planning Director (for uses located outside the RPC Open Space) 

18 without a public hearing ifthe General Manager or Planning.Director, as applicable, finds that such 

1 ~ Interim Use will not impede orderly development consistent with this SUD, the DSG, and the 

20 Development Agreement. Additional time for such uses may be authorized upon a new application. 

21 Any Interim Use listed in this subsection (g)(4) that is integral to development under the Development 

22 Agreement, as deterrnined by the General Manager or Planning Director, as applicable, shall not 

23 require separate authorization as an Interim or Temporary use (for example, uses incidental to 

24 environm.en.tal clean-up, demolition and construction., storage, and automobile and truck parking and 

25 foadin.g related to consfl~uction activities). Any authorization. granted pursuant to this subsection (g)(4) 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Cohen 
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1 shall not exempt the applicant from obtaining any other permit required by law. All such uses on the 

2 public right-of way are subject to permitting as required under the Municipal Code. In addition to 

3 temporary uses integral ta the developm.ent, Interim Uses shall include, but are not limited to: 

4 (A) Retail activities, which mqy include the on-site assembly, production, or sale 

5 o((Ood, beverages, and goods, the operation o(restaurants or other retail f'ood service in temporary 

6 · structures, outdoor seating. food trucks, and food carts; 

7 (B) Temporary art installations, exhibits, and sales; 

8 (C) Recreational facilities and uses {such as play and climbing structures and 

9 outdoor fitness classes); 

10 · (D) Motor vehicle and bicycle parldng, if accessory to other permitted, 

11 temporary, or interim uses; 

12 (E) On-site assembly and production ofgoods in enclosed or unenclosed 

13. temporary structures; 

14 {F) Educational activities, including but not limited to after-school day camp and 

15 activities,· 

16 (G) Site management service, administrative functions, and customer amenities 

17 and associated loading; 

18 (H) Rental or sales o[fices incidental to new development; 

19 a> Entertainment uses, both unenclosed and enclosed, which may include 

20 temporary structures to accommodate stages, seating, and support facilities for patrons and 

2.1 operations; and 

22 {J) Trailers, recreational vehicles, or other temporary housing for construction 

23 workers, seasonal labor, or other workforce employment needs. 

24 (5) No1iconforming Uses. The Planning Director and the General Manager may allow 

25 the reasonable continuance, modification, or expansion of existing uses and structures that do not 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Cohen 
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1 comply with this Section 249.84 or the DSG upon a determination that the use would not impede the 

2 orderly development ofthe SUD consistent with this Section and the Development Agreement. 

3 (6) Ground Floor Use Requirements. Ground Floor Uses are required as indicated in 

4 Table 249. 84-2: Tvpes of Ground Floor Uses and Figure 249. 84-3: Ground Floor Uses, below.·· Such 

5 uses cannot face a public right-of-way or public open space with non-transparent walls or involve the 

6 storage ofgoods or vehicles at a rate greater than 15% of the required -frontage length, as further 

7 governed by the Ground Floor Use Requirements in the DSG. 

8 Table 249. 84-2: TyPes of Ground Floor Uses 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

,25 
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18 (h) Building Standards. Building Standards shall be as follows, unless modified in accordance 

19 with subsections (i)(2) or (i)(3 ), below. 

20 (1) Residential' Unit Density. There shall be no residential unit density limit within this 

21 SUD. 

22 {2) Floor Area Ratio. There shall be no floor-area-1·atio limit within this SUD. 

23 (3) Building Height. The height limits shall be as set forth on Sectional Map HI'09 of 

24 the Zoning Map and as further limited and detailed in Figure 249.84-4: Building Heights Maximum, 

25 and as further governed by the DSG. 
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1 S (4) Measur.ement o(Heigltt. Buildings shall be measured &om predetermined points 

1 g as provided in Figure 249. 84-5: Measurement of Height and as further set forth in Chapter 5 of the 

20 DSG. Portions of the Site within the "OS" Height designations shall be subject to the same 

21 requirements and review procedures of other properties throughout San Francisco with an "OS" 

22 Height and Bulk designation. 

23 

24 

25 
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18 (5) Bulk. No building dimension shall be greater than 270 feet along anv public right-

19 of way or public open space. No portion of any building above 80 feet in height shall have a dimension 

. 20 greater than 130 feet. Buildings shall also meet the DSG requirements tor building modulation and 

21 sculpting. 

22 (6) Setbacks. Buildings shall be set back from or built to the respective right-of.-ways 

23 as shown in Figure 249.84-6: Setbacks, and as further governed by the DSG. 

24 

25 
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1 S {7) Rear Yard. There shall be no rear yard requirement within the India Basin SUD. 

19 (8) Usable Open Space. · 1n addition to any publicly-accessible open spaces described 

20 in the DSG a minimum of36 square feet ofopen space ifprivate, or 48 square feet of open space if 

21 common, shall be provided for each dwelling unit. ·Such open space may be on the ground, .on decks, 

22 balconies, porches, or other facilities and shall be prov_ided on the same development block as the unit 

23 to be served The standards for open spaces shall be governed by the DSG . . Notwithstanding the above, 

24 dwelling u_nits within "the Cove" portion ofthe site, as described in the Development Agreement and 

25 
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1 · shown in Figure 1-38 of the DSG, are exempt from this usable open space requirement, given their 

2 immediate ad;acency to "the Market Place" open space. 

3 (9) Minimum Dwelling Unit Exposure. All required dwellingunit windows and 

4 openings as defined bv Section 504: Light and Ventilation of the San Francisco Housing Code shall 

5 face directly on an open area such as a public street, lanewav. parcel break, trail. or unobstructed open 

6 space, for a minimum horizontal clear dimension of 25 feet, measured perpendicularly from the 

7 required window or opening face, as further provided in the DSG. 

8 · (10) Maximum Off-Street Parking. The standards for off-street parking shall be 

9 · governed by the DSG. Off-Street parking is not required and shall be limited to the following maximum 

10 ratios: 

11 Table 249.84-3: Maximum 0((-Stl'eet Parking Ratios per Lan.d Use 

12 

13 

· 14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Land Use 

Residential 

Office. 

Retail, except General Grocery or Special 

Grocerv.. Use 

General Grocery or Special Grocery Uses 

eelov.• 20,000 grnss square feet 

General Grocery or Special Grocery Uses 

1NitR 20,GOO gross square feetermere 

General Grocery or Special Grocery Uses· 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Cohen 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

O[f-Street Parking Ratio 

1 space: 1 unit 

1 space: 1,200 gr.ass sguare feet 

1 space: 700 gross square feet 

1 space: 500 gross square feet 

1 space: 250 grnss square feet 

Up to 1 space per 500 square feet of 

Occupied Floor Area up to 20,000 square 

feet, plus up to one space per 250 square 
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1 

2 

3 

feet for any Occupied Floor Area in excess 

of 20.000 square feet. 

4 Pursuant to subsection (!)(4), parking amounts may be greater on a parcel-by-parcelbasis than 

5 otherwise allowed by Table 249.84-3, but not to exceed 1,800 off-street parking spaces in the SUD. 

6 Notwithstanding the maximum off-s'treet parking ratios established in Table 249.84-3, up to 225 public 

7 parking spaces may be provided to visitors to India Basin's parks, subject to the I, 800-parking-space 

8 cap. 

9 (I I) Loading. Off-street loading spaces shall be provided in the following amounts, 

10 and as shown in Table 249.84-4: Loading Spaces, and Figure 249. 84-7: Loading Spaces, subject to 

11 . modifications in accordance with Section 4. 7 of the DSG. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

Garage 

The Cove 

Hillside 

Flats. 

19 /// 

20 /// 

21 Ill 

22 Ill 

23 Ill 

24 Ill 

25 
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·Figure 249.84-7: Loading Spaces 
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(12) Bicycle Parking. The amount of bicycle parldng required shall be governed bv the 

Planning Code, but the location and design of the required bicvcle parking shall be governedbv the 

DSG and the transportation plan attached to the Development Agreement. 

(13) Showers and Lockers. Showers and lockers shall be provided pursuant to the 

Planning Code. 

(14) Permitted Obstructions. Obstructions shall extend no more than three feet within 

required setbacks and right-of-wavs and no more than four feet within required setbacks greater than 

one foot, as further described in the DSG. 
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1 0 5) Sfl'eetscape Improvements. Implementation of the Rights-of-Way Public Realm 

2 Improvements as described in the DSG shall be required pursuant to the Development Agreement. 

3 {16) Signage. Notwithstanding the signage controls of Article 6 for business and 

4 idenfifj;ing signs within NC-2 ·and MUG Districts, the following signag~ controls shall be applied 

5 within the Mixed Use, Residential Mixed-Use, and Multi-Family Residential districts of this SUD, in 

6 addition to regulation of signs in the DSG: 

7 (A) Freestanding signs are not permitted. 

8 {B) Signs shall be placed no higher than 30feet above grade. 

9 (C) Identifj;ing signs shall be no larger than 10 square feet. 

10 (D) There is no limitation on the area of business signs as lo1ig as they meet the 

11 controls ofthe DSG. 

12 (E) Projecting signs may project no more than 50% ofthe sidewalk-width and 

13 must be oriented pe1pendicular to the bu~lding face. 

14 (17) Inclusionary Housing Requirements. For so long as the Development Agreement 

15 is in effect with respect to a portion of the Project Site, the affordable housing requirements of the 

16 Development Agreement shall govern that portion o(the Project Site. Upon expiration or termination 

17 of the Developinent Agreement as applied to a portion ofthe Proiect Site, the then-applicable 

18 affordable housing requirements of the Planning Code shall apply to that portion ofthe Project Site, 

19 without reference to the date of anv earlier environmental review application. 

20 {18) Impact Fees. For so long as the Development Agreement remains in effect with 

21 respect to a portion of the Project Site, the developer impact fees payable for aiiy Vertical Development 

22 on that portion of the Project Site will be determined in accordance with the Development Agreement. 

23 Upon expiration or termination of the Development Agreement as applied to a portion of the Project 

24 Site, the then-applicable developer impact fees in the Planning Code shall apply to that portion ofthe 

25 Project Site. 
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1 (i) Modifications to Building Standards and Ground Floor Use Requirements. Modification 

2 . o(the Building Standards and Ground Floor Use Requirenients set forth in this SUD and as more 

3 specifically set forth in the DSG may be approved on a project-by-project basis according to the 

4 procedures set forth below. 

5 (I) No Modifications or Variances. No modifications or variances are permitted for 

6 maximum height and maximum off-street parking ratios established in this SUD, except as provided in 

7 subsection 0)(4). Other Building Standards set forth in this SUD or in the DSG may only be modified 

8 as provided in subsections (i)(2) and (i)(3). 

9 (2) Minor Modifications. The Planning Director may approve a Minor Modification 

10 administratively in accordance with the procedures set forth in subsection (l). 

11 (3) Major Modifications. The Planning Commission shall hear any application for a 

12 Major Modification in accordance with the procedures set forth in subsection 0). 

13 (]) Development Phase Approval. The Planning Department shall approve only those 

14 applications for individual building projects that are censistent with a Development Phase Approval. 

15 The Development Phase Approval process, as set forth in the Development Agreement, is to ensure that 

16 all Horizontal Improvements and Vertical Improvements within a Development Phase are consistent 

17 with the Development Agreement and this SUD. The Planning Director shall act on a Development 

18 Phase Avplication within 60 days after submittal of a complete Development Phase Application. 

19 (k) Design Review and Approval. To ensure that Vertical Improvements and Privately-Owned 

20 Community Improvements meet the DSG and Development Agreement requirements, an Applicant shall 

21 submit a design review application and receive approval tram the Planning Department, or the 

22 Planning Commission ifrequired, before obtaining any permits {Or the applicable construction. Design 

23 review and approval for all RPC Open Spaces.shall be perf'ormed bv the Recreation and Park 

24 Department. with Planning Department consultation, subject to the Port's approval for consistency 

25 with the Public Trust (or any lands that are subf ect to the Public Trust Standards and limitations on 
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1 design review approval are set forth in the Development Agreement and in subsection a2. below. 

2 Nothing in this Section 249.84 limits the Charter authority of any City department or commission or the 

3 rights of City agencies to review and approve proposed in(rastructw~e as set forth in the Developinent 

4 Agreement. 

5 ill Design Review Applications and Process. 

6 (I) Applications. Each design review application shall include the documents and 

7 . other materials necessary to determine consistency with this SUD and ti1e DSG, including site plans, 

8 sections, elevations, renderings, landscape plans, and exterior material samples to illustrate the overall 

9 conceptdesign of the proposed buildings. ff an Applicant requests a Major or Minor Modification, the 

10 application shall describe proposed changes in reasonabie detail, including narrative and supporting 

11 images, ifapbropriate, and a statement ofthe purpose or benefits o[the proposed changes.· 

12 Substitutions should be of equal or superior quality to existing standards. 

13 (2) Completeness. Planning Department staff.shall review the application for 

.14 completeness and advise the Applicant in writing of any deficiencies within 30 dqys of the date of the 

· 15 · application. 

16 (3) Design Review of Vertical Improvements and Privately-Owned Communitv 

17 Imp1;ovements. Upon a determination of completeness, Planning Department staffshall conduct 

18 design review and prepare a staff report determining compliance with this SUD and the DSG, 

19 including a recommendation regarding any modifications sought. The staffreport shall be delivered to 

20 the Applicant and any third parties requesting notice in writing, shall be kept on file. and shall be 

21 posted on the Department's website for public review, within 60 dqys of the determination of 

22 completeness. If Planning Department staff determines that the design is not compliant with this SUD 

23 or the DSG, the Applicant may resubmit the Application, in which case the requirements of this 

24 subsection a> for determination of completeness, stafjreview and determination of compliance, and 

25 delivery, filing, and posting of the staff report, shall apply anew. 
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1 (4) Off-Street Parking. Design review applications for Vertical Improvements shall 

2 include the requested number of off-street parking spaces sought for the Vertical Improvement. It. is the 

3 intent of this SUD that at full build-out of all parcels in the SUD. the total number of off-street parking 

4 spaces within the SUD shall not exceed the applicable maxinium parking ratios specified in Table 

5 249. 84-3. The maximum parking ratios shall not apply to individual Vertical Improvements or parcels, 

6 but shall be considered cumulatively for the Vertical Improvements within the SUD as a whole, as set 

7 forth in the Development Agreement. Each application shall include both the individual request for o(f-

8 street parking related to the specific location and the cumulative number ofo(f-street parldng spaces 

9 previously approved. 

10 (5) Approvals and Public Hearings {or Vertical Improvements a'nd Privately-Owned 

11 Conimunitv Improvements. 

12 (A) Vertical Improvements Seeking No Modifications, or Minor Modifications. 

13 Within 10 days after the delivery and posting of the staff report on the design review application, the 

14 Planning Director shall approve or disapprove the design and any Minor Modifications based on its 

15 compliance with this SUD, the DSG, and the General Plan. ![the Vertical Improvement is consistent 

16 with the numeric standards set forth in this SUD and the DSG, the Planning Director's discretion to 

17 • approve or disapprove the Vertical Improvement shall be limited to the Vertical Improvement's 

18 consistency with the non-numetic elements of the DSG·and the General Plan. Notvvithstanding any 

19 other provisions of this SUD, the Planning Director may, at his or her discretion, refer an Application 

20 that proposes a Minor Modification to the Planning Commission ifthe Planning Director determines 

21 that the proposed modification does not meet the intent ofthe DSG standards. 

22 (B) Vertical Improvements Seeking Major Modifications. If an application for 

23 Vertical Improvements seeks one or more Major Modifications, or ifa design review aµplication is 

24 otherwise referred to the Planning Commission, the Planning Commission shall calendar the item for a 

25 public hearing, subject to any required noticing. The Planning Commission's review shall be limited to 
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1 the proposed Major Modification or the modifications'referred by the Planning Director tor failure to 

2 meet the DSG standards. The Planning Commission shall consider all comments ·from the public and 

3 the recommendations of the staffreport and the Planning Director in making a decision to approve or 

4 disapprove the Vertical Improvement design, including the granting of any Major Modifications. 

5 (C) Notice o(Hearings. In addition to complying 1-Vith the notice requirements 

6 ofthe Brown Act and the Sunshine Ordinance, notice of Planning Commissibn hearings required by 

7 ·subsection aJ(S)(B) shall be provided as tallows: 

8 · (i) by mail not less than I 0 days prior to the date of the hearing, to the 

9 Vertical Improvement applicant, to property owners within 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the 

. · 10 property that is the subject of the application, using tor this purpose the names and addresses as shown 

11 on the city.-vide. assessment roll in the Office of the Tax Collector, and to any person who has requested 

12 such notice,· and 

13 (ii) by posting on the subject property not less than I 0 davs prior to the 

14 · date of the hearing. 

15 (m) Change of Use. Each building permit application submitted to the Department of Building 

16 · ·Inspection tor Vertical Improvements shall be forwarded to the Planning Department. The applicable 

17 department shall review the building permit application for consistency with the authorizations granted 

18 pursuant to this Section 249.84. No building permit may be issued tor any Vertical Improvement or for 

19 a permit of Occupancy that would authorize a new use unless the Planning Department determines 

20 such permit is consistent with the Standards set forth in the DSG. 

21 (n) Discretionary Rev.iew. No requests for discretionary review shall be accepted by the 

22 Planning Department or heard by the Planning Commission for any Building in the SUD. 

23 

24 

25 
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1 Section 3. The Planning Code is hereby amended in accordance with Planning Code 

2 Section 106 by revising Sectional Map ZN09, Height Map HT09, and Special Use District Map 

3 SU09 of the Zoning Map, as follows: 

4 (a) To change the Zoning Map (ZN09) from M-1 (Light Industrial) to MUG (Mixed-

5 Use General): 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

Assessor's Parcels (Blocks/Lot 

Numbers) 

4606/100; 4607/025; 4620/001, 002; 

4621/016, 018, 100, 101;4630/005,· 

100; 4631/001, 002; 4644/001, 010, 

01 OA, 01 OB; 010C, 011; 4645/001, 

010,010A,011, 012, 013 

Land Use District New Land Use 

Superseded District 

M-1 MUG 

13 (b) To change the Zoning Map (ZN09) from M-1 to P (Public): 

14 

15 14646/001; 4629A/01 O; 4630/002 M-1 p 

16 (c) To change the Zoning Map (ZN09) from NC-2 (Neighborhood Commercial, Small 
. ! 

17 Scale)toP: 

18 

19 14646/002, 003, 003A, 019 I NC-2 p 

20 

21 (d) To change the Zoning Map (ZN09) from M-2 (Heavy Industrial) to P:. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

14646/002, 003, 003A, 019 NC-2 p 

(e) To change the Height and Bulk Map (HT09) from 40-X to 20/160-IB: 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Cohen 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

.5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

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

} 

Parcels Height and Bulk New Height and Bulk 

District District 

Superseded 

4606/100; 4607/025; 4620/001, 002; 40-X 20/160-IB 

4621/016, 018, 100, 101; 4630/005, 

100; 4631/001, 002; 4644/001, 010, 

. 010A,010B;010C,011;4645/b01, 

01D, 010A, 011, 012, 013; 

4644/004A, 005, 006, 006A, 007, 

008, 009; 4645/003A, 004, 006, 007, 

007A, 014,015 

(f) To change the Height and Bulk Map (HT09) from 40-X to OS: 

Parcels 

4601/001 J 002, 003, 003A, 019; 

4629A/101; 4630/002; 4596/026; 

4597/026; 4606/026; 4607/024; 

4621/021; 4630/002, 006, 007 
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1 (g) To change the Special Use District Map (SD09) by creating the new India Basin 

2 Special Use District·and assigning the following parcels to be within the India Basin Special 

3 Use District: 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

Parcels 

4606/100; 4607/025; 4620/001, 002; 4621/016, 018, 100, 

101; 4630/005, 100; 4631/001, 002; 4644/001, 010, 010A, 

010B; 010C, 011; 46451001, 010, 010A, 011, 012, 013;. 

46441004A, 005, 006, 006A, 007, 008, 009; 46451003A, 

004, 006, 007, 007A, 014, 015; 4596/026; 4597/026; 

46061026; 4607/024; 4621/021; 4630/002, 006, 007 

Special Use District 

India Basin Special 

Use District 

11 Section 4: The Figures presented in this ordinance (Figures 249.84-1, 249.84-2, 

12 249.84-3, 249.84-4, 249.84-5, 249.84-6, and 249.84-7) have been placed in Board of 

13 Supervisors File No. 180680, and are incorporated herein by this reference. 

14 

15 Section 5. Effective and Operative Dates. 

16 (a) This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after enactment. Enactment occurs. 

17 . when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the ordinance unsigned or does not 

18 sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board of Supervisors overrides the 

19 · Mayor's veto of the ordinance. 

20 Ill 

21 Ill 

22 Ill 

23 Ill 

24 

25 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Cohen 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 28 

1029 



(b) This ordinance shall become operative on its effective date or on the effective date 

2 · of the Development Agreement for the India Basin Mixed-Use project, enacted by the 

3 ordinance in Board of Supervisors File No'.180681, whichever date occurs later; provided, 

4 that this ordinance shall not become operative if the ordinance regarding the Development 

5 Agreemen.t is not approved. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: . 
DENNIS J. HETR~.RA~City Attorney 

By: ~\' ~ 
AND BEA. ~,z,,EBQUIDE 
Dep~y-G;ty Attorney 

n:\legana\as2018\1800706\01306286.docx 
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FILE NO. 180680 

REVISED LEGISLATIVE DIGEST 
(Amended in Committee, 9/24/2018) 

[Planning Code, Zoning Map - India Basin Special Use District] 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the India Basin Special Use 
District, located generally at Innes Avenu~ between Griffith Street and Earl Street, 
along the India Basin shoreline, in the south-east part of San Francisco; amending the 
Planning Code by amending the Zoning Map to change zoning designations, height 
districts, and add the India Basin Special Use District; and making findings under the 
California Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the General Plan, 
and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public 
necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302. 

Existing Law 

The India Basin Mixed-Use Project (Project) is proposed to be developed on several parcels 
that are currently designated as Light Industrial (M-1), Heavy Industrial (M-2), Neighborhood 
Commercial, Small Scale (NC-2) and Public (P), along the India Basin shoreline, in the South-
East part of San Francisco. · 

Amendments to Current Law 

This Ordinance adds Section 249.84 to the Planning Code. Section 249.84 establishes the 
India Basin Special Use District (SUD), located ·generally at Innes Avenue between Griffith 
Street and Earl Street, along the India Basin shoreline, in the southeast part of San Francisco. 
The purpose of the SUD is to implement the Development Agreement for the India Basin 
Mixed-Use Project (Project), approved by the Board of Supervisors in the ordinance 
introduced contemporaneously with this Planning Code amendment. The Project will provide 
several benefits to the City, such as a significant amount of open space, increased public 
access, commercial space, extensive infrastructure improvements, and affordable housing, 
while creating jobs, housing, and a vibrant com·munity. 

The SUD establishes development standards for the Project, in conjunction with the Design 
Standards and Guidelines (DSG) document. The DSG document is adopted by the Planning 
Commission, and describes standards and guidelines applicable to the SUD in more detail. 

The Ordinance lists permitted, non-permitted, temporary, and interim uses on the Project site. 
It sets forth controls for development at the site, including ground floor and retail controls, 
building standards, maximum heights, off-street parking, dwelling unit exposure, bicycle 
parking, open space, streetscape improvements, inclusionary housing, and others. It also 
includes mechanisms for modifying those standards in the future, on a case:-by-case basis, 
and for reviewing and approving future development phases and horizontal development. 
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The Ordinance also amends the Zoning Map, to do the following: 
a) change the use of the site from M-1 (Light Industrial) to M-1 to MUG (Mixed-Use 

General), and from M-1 and NC-2 to P (Public); 
b) change the height and bulk from 40-X to 20/160 X-'-IB and OS, and 
c) create the SUD in the sectional map. 

The Ordinance provides that it shall become operative on its effective date or on the effective 
date of the Development Agreement for the India Basin Mixed-Use project, whichever date 
occurs later; provided, that this Ordinance shall not become operative if the ordinance 
regarding the Development Agreement is not approved. 

Background Information· 

The lndfa Basin Mixed Use Project is located generally along the India Basin shoreline, in the 
South-East part of San Francisco. The Project involves construction of infrastructure, public 
open space and other public facilities, new building construction, and rehabilitation of historic 
resources, resulting in a mix .of market-rate and affordable residential uses, office space, 
commercial uses, research and development 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 India Basin Special Use District to the Board of Supervisors. 

This Ordinanc8'facilitates the orderly development of this. site by establishing the.SUD to 
accommodate and regulate Project development. .By separate legislation, the Board is 
considering a number of actions in furtherance of the Project, including the approval of 
amendments to the City's General Plan and approval of a Development Agreement. 

n:\legana\as2018\1800706\01292182.docx 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

1032 

Page2 



SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Appeal of Planning Case No. 2014-002541 ENV 

India Basin Mixed Use Project 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

October 10, 2018 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

Lisa M. Gibson, Environmental Review Officer-(415) 575-9032 

Joy Navarrete, Principal Environmental Planner - (415) 575-9040 

Michael Li, Environmental Coordinator - (415) 575-9107 

Wade Wietgrefe, Principal Planner - (415) 575-9050 

BOS File No. 180841, 
Planning Department Case No. 2014-002541ENV -Appeal of the 
Certification of the Enviromnental Impact Report for the India Basin 
Mixed Use Project 

1650 Mission St 
Suite4oo 
San ~rnndsci:J, 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
41.5 .. 558.6378 

Fax: 
41.S.!i58:64ti9 

Planning 
tntormatlori: 
415.558.6377 

HEARING DATE: October 16, 2018 (Continued from September 25 and October 2, 2018) 

ATTACHMENTS: Attachment A- Memorandum to the Board of Supervisors, Revistons 

to air quality mitigation measures for the India Basin Mixed-Use Project, 

Planning Depar:tment Case No. 2014-002541ENV, October 2, 2018. 
Attachment B - Modification to Design Standards and Guidelines 

PROJECT SPONSOR: BUILD 
San Francisco Recreation and Park Department 
Supervisor Cohen (legislative sponsor) 

APPELLANT: Mikhail Brodsky on behalf of Archimedes Banya SF and 748 Innes 
Ave.HOA 
Bradley Angel on behalf of Greenaction for Health & Environmental 
Justice 

INTRODUCTION: 

Summary of Key Events at October 2, 2018 Board Hearing on India Basin EIR Appeal 

On October 2, 2018, the Board of Supervisors (the "Board") conducted an appeal h.earing regarding the 
Planning Commission's ("Commission's") certification of the Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") for 
the India Basin Mixed-Use Project ("proposed project") under the California Environmental Quality Act. 
On the day of the hearing, a staff member of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District ("Air 
District") informed Planning Department ("Department") staff that Air District staff would attend the 
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hearing to present oral comments includjng recommendations for additional air quality mitigation 
measures that could be considered for the proposed project. 

In response, in the hours before the hearing, Department staff prepared a memorandum that described 
how the .construction air quality mitigation measures in the ElR could be revised to reflect the Air 
District's recommendation that diesel-powered equipment be fueled with renewable diesel fuel (see 
Attachment A). Planning staff distributed that memorandum, dated October 2, 2018, to the Board at the 
hearing, where it was also presented to the appellants. The Board conducted the hearing and closed 
public comment, continuing the hearing to O<;:tober 16, 2018 to allow for the public and the Board to 
consider the information presented at the hearing and to take further public testimony on the air quality 
analysis and the potential mitigation relating to air quality. 

Purpose of This Memorandum 

The purpose of this memorandu~ is to: 1) provide greater context for the Air District's comments; 2) 
clarify the intent of the Department's October 2, 2018 memorandum; 3) describe how the Board may elect 
to incorporate the Air District's recommended language as part of its consideration of whether to 
approve the proposed project, and how taking such action would not affect the adequacy of the ElR or 
require recirculation; and 4) justify why the air quality analysis in the . EJR, as certified by the 
Commission, complies with the requirements of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the 
San Francisco Administrative Code. As indicated below, the comments raised by the Air District do not 
indicate the possibility of any new significant impact or increase in the severity of an impact, or the 
existence of a feasible mitigation measure considerably different from others previously analyzed that 
would lessen the proposed project's impacts, but that the project sponsor declines to adopt. Therefore, the 
Department recommends that the Board uphold the EJR, and then consider proposed revisions to the 
mitigation measures as part of the project approv~ls to further reduce the significant air quality impacts. 
The proposed minor revisions to the existing mitigation measures, if supported by the Board, would not 
require recirculation of the ElR under CEQA. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Department staff previously submitted appeal response memoranda on September 17, 2018 ("Original 
Appeal Response") and on September 2lr 2018 ("Supplemental Appeal Response"), addressing concerns 
raised in two appeal letters.1 Please refer to the Department's Original Appeal Response, dated 
September 17, 2018, for a description of the Project. 

1 San Francisco Board of Supervisors File No. 180841. 
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As it relates to EIR certification, CEQA Guidelines section 15090(a) state that: 

Prior to approving a project the lead agency shall certify that: 

(1) The final EIR has qeen completed in compliance with CEQA. 

(2) The final EIR was presented to the decision-making body of the lead agency, and that the 
decision-making body reviewed and considered the information contained in the final EIR 
prior to approving the project; and 

(3) The final EIR reflects the lead agency's independent judgment and analysis. 

As it relates to EIR recirculation, CEQA Guidelines section 15088.S(a) states that: 

a lead agency is required to recirculate an EIR when significant new information is added to the 
EIR after public notice is given of the availability of the draft EIR for public review but before 
certification. As used in this section, the term "information" can include changes in the project or 
environmental setting as well as additional data or other information. New information added to 
an EIR is not 11 significant" unless the EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of a 
meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the 
project or a feasible way \to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a feasible project 
alternative) that the project's proponents have declined to implement. "Significant new 
information" requiring recirculation include, for example, a disclosure showing that: 

(1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new 
mitigation measure proposed to be implemented. 

(2) A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless 
mitigation measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of insignificance. 

(3) A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others 
previously analyzed would clearly. lessen the environmental impacts of the project, but the 
project's proponents decline to adopt-it. 

(4) The dratt EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature that 
meaningful public review and comment were precluded. [Citation omitted.] 

Given the purpose of this :r:riemo, criteria 2 and 4 are not relevant and are not discussed further. 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT AND AIR DISTRICT COORDINATION 

Planning Department Notification to Air District during Environmental Review Process for-Proposed 
Project 

Consistent with standard practice for ElRs, the Department solicited comments from the Air District on 
two occasions during the environmental review process for the India Ba.sin EIR. The Department first 
requested comment from the Air District by mailing a Notice of Availability of the EIR Notice of 
Preparation (comment period of June 1 to July 1, 2016). Next, the Department sent the Air District the 
Notice of Availabillty of the Draft EIR (comment period of September 13 to October 30, 2017). In addition, 
the Department sent these documents to the State Clearinghouse, which coordinates the state-level 
review of environmental documents. The Air District did not comment on the project during either of 
these EIR comment periods or at any time before certification of the EIR. 

Air District Comments Subsequent to EIR Certification 

As noted above, on October 2, 2018, Air District staff indicated for the first time that they planned to 
attend the Board hearing and make recommendations, modifications, and additions to the proposed 
mitigation measures relating to air quality.2 Following this initial contact by Air District staff, and in 
r~sponse to the recommendations that were communicated fo Department staff by telephone in the hours 
before the hearing, Department staff promptly prepared a memorandum describing minor revisions to 
two air quality mitigation measures for consideration by the Board at the hearing on the CEQA appeal. 
The minor revisions would require the use of renewable diesel for all diesel-powered equipment tinder 
the control of the property owner and used during construction and operation (see Attachment A.) At the 
hearing, Department staff indicated that these minor revisions did not speak to the adequacy of the EIR 
or revise .the EIR in any way. Certain adverse unavoidable air quality impacts would occur with or 
without these revisions. As a result, if the Board denies the CEQA appeal, it would need to make a 
statement of overriding considerations as part of any project approval action. In short, if the CEQA 
appeal is denied, the Board may wish to consider whether to make the minor revisions as part of the 
project approval actions. Department staff also noted that the project sponsor has agreed to the proposed 
revisions.3 

2 Air District staff contacted the Department at 4 pm on October 1, 2018-the day before the Board appeal hearing -
to provide a heads up that they would have comments on the EIR, but they did not provide any specifics details 
about the nature of their comments. 

3 To the extent the October 2, 2018 memorandum to the Board suggested that the revisions to mitigation measures M
AQ-la and M-AQ le would be made by revising the DEIR, that was incorrect. Under Oiapter 31, when an EIR is 
appealed, the Board may affirm or reverse the EIR by a majority vote. (See Admin. Code, Section 31.16(b)(8).) If 
the Board finds the EIR was adequate, accurate and objective, reflecting the independent judgment and analysis of 
the City, and completed in compliance with CEQA, it can affirm certification of the EIR. Under Oiapter 31, the 
Board cannot revise the EIR. However, the Board can revise the mitigation measures at the time of project approval 
actions, under Pub. Resources Code Section 21081 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 (CEQA Findings). 
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Consistent with standard practice, the Department relied upon Air District guidance for the India Basin 
EIR, except that the Department used more health protective thresholds of significance for local air 
pollution. Based on modeling, including a health risk analysis, the EIR identified significant regional 
criteria air pollutant and local substantial pollutant concentration impacts. The Department identified six 
mitigation measures to reduce impacts. However, given the magnitude of some impacts and the 
uncertainty of full implementation of some of the mitigation measures, the Department identified the 
impacts would be significant and unavoidable with mitigation. 

AIR DISTRICT STAFF COMMENTS ON INDIA BASIN EIR: 

On October 2, 2018, the day of the appeal hearing, Air District staff telephoned Department staff and 
indicated their general support of infill, mixed use development. In addition, Air District staff 
recommended refinements of mitigation measures to further reduce the project's significant and 
unavoidable impact related to fine particulate matter, referred to in the EIR as P:Mi.s. Since 2010, the Air 
District provided comment letters to the Department in connection with seven projects subject to CEQA.4 
With the exception of referenciJ;lg biodiesel on one project and in their guidance document, the Air 
District has never made the recommendation listed below in connection with any prior project in the City 
nor does the Air District include these recommendations iri their current Air Quality Guidelines. 

Air District staff stated those recommendations as follows: 

For Construction: 

(1) if use of Tier 4 off-road engines is not available, use bio or renewable diesel with lower tiered engines, 

(2) investigate the availability of Tier 4 pile drivers and cranes for shoreline work, and 

(3) review changes recently made to the Air District's Regulation 6 regarding construction mitigation 
measures and confirm that the project has incorporated all feasible construction mitigations. 

For Operations: 

(1) investigate the availability of hybrid or alternative fueled delivery trucks and electrification of loading 
docks, and 

(2) continue to investigate ways to reduce exposure to toxic air pollutants in existing buildings, such as 
through measures like the Central SoMa improvement strategy to explore a retrofit funding program for 
existing buildings. 

Air District staff did not raise concerns regarding the adequacy of the EIR' s air quality analysis and did 
not identify any new significant air quality impacts not already disclosed in the EIR. The Department's 
responses to each suggestion are provided below. 

4 Refer to http://www.baaqmd.gov/plans-and-climate/california-environmental-quality-act-ceqa/ceqa-comment-
letters for those letters. · 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT RESPONSE TO AIR DISTRICT COMMENTS: 

Department staff, with assistance from the proposed project's air quality consultants and the project 
sponsor, have evaluated all the above recommendations and determined that, aside· from the two 
exceptions mentioned below in Planning responses 1 and 4, the recommendations are either: 1) already 
included in the proposed project, 2) already· included in the mitigation measures, 3) already included 
through existing regulatory requirements, 4) infeasible, and/or 5) the Department will continue to work 
with the Air District on such strategies. The following provides a discussion of each of the recommended 
measures. 

Air District Recommendation 1: For construction, if use of Tier 4 engines is not available, use bio or 
renewable diesel 

Planning Response 1: The Board could incorporate this recommendation into Mitigation Measures M
AQ-la and M-AQ-le as part of its consideration of whether to approve the project. 

Existing Mitigation Measure M-AQ-la: Minimize Off-Road Construction Equipment Emissions ("off-road 
· equipment measure") requires all off-road equipment that cannot be electrically powered to comply with 

Tier 4 final emissions standards, which are the most stringent emissions standards· in the country. 
Although Tier 4 equipment is becoming more available, the demand for such equipment is also 
increasing. Past project sponsors have expressed concerns that the availability of Tier 4 equipment 
continues to be limited. Recognizing this, Mitigation Measure M-AQ-la requires the sponsor to comply 
with the next cleanest available piece of equipment when Tier 4 equipment is not available. 

Air District staff recommended use of biodiesel, Department staff does not recommend biodiesel for this 
project because biodiesel may increase the significant and unavoidable oxides of nitrogen emissions. The 
Air Board's evaluation of biodiesel concludes that biodiesel fuel results in a reduction in particulate 
matter, but also increases oxides of nitrogen emissions.5 Because use of biodiesel may actually result in 
increases in oxides of nitrogen emissions, which are significant and unavoidable for the proposed project, 
and because renewable diesel would result in a reduction in both particulate matter and oxides of 
nitrogen, Department staff does not recommend use of biodiesel. 

Air District staff also recommended use of renewable diesel. Notwithstanding the existing requirements 
of the off-road equipment measure, the Board could consider amending Mitigation Measure M-AQ-la 
and Mitigation Measure M-AQ-le to require that all diesel engines be fueled with renewable diesel, while 
allowing for exceptions. In response to concerns about the availability of renewable diesel raised at the 
October 2, 2018 Board hearing, Department staff conducted the following additional analysis to assess the 
feasibility of requiring that all diesel engines be fueled with renewable diesel. Renewable diesel fuel is 
fuel derived from non-petroleum renewable resources, which can include plant-based sources, or 
recycled fats and oils. Renewable diesel has the potential to reduce particulate matter emissions by about 
30 percent and oxides of nitrogen (NOx) emissions by 10 percent,6 compared to petroleum diesel. 
Renewable diesel's combustion quality results in similar or better vehicle performance compared to 

5 California Environmental Protection Agency, Staff Report: Multimedia Evaluation of Biodeisel, May 2015. Tiris 
document is available at: https://wv.r2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2018-08/Biodiesel Multimedia Evaluation 5-21-
15.pdf. Accessed October 3, 2018. 

6 California Environmental Protection Agency, 2015, Staff Report: Multimedia Evaluation of Renewable Diesel, Available 
at: https:Uwww.arb.ca.gov/fuels/diesel/altdiesel/20150521RD StaffReport.pdf, Accessed: October 3, 2018. 

SAN .FRAiiOISCO 6 
PLANNl•NG DEPARTMENT 

1038 



BOS Final EIR Appeal 
Hearing Date: October 16, 2018 

CASE No. 2014-002541 ENV 
India Basin Mixed-Use Project 

.conventional diesel and can be used in diesel vehicles without any engine modifications.7 Between 2011 
and 2016, renewable diesel use in California has increased from less than 2 million to more than 250 
million gallons per year.s 

There are no retail locations for renewable diesel in San Francisco, and only one retailer, Propel Fuels, 
sells such diesel in the Bay Area, sold as diesel HPR. There are seven Propel Fuels locations within the 
Bay Area, which includes three locations in San Jose, and locations in Redwood City, Fremont, Oakland 
and Berkeley. Outside the Bay Area, there are 11 Propel Fuels stations in the greater Sacramento area.9 
The Propel Fuel stations are part of other retail gas stations and are open 24 hours a day, 365 days a year. 
As of October 3, 2018, the average monthly price per gallon of standard diesel10 and the current daily 
price of diesel HPR11 were similar. · 

The project sponsor has indicated a willingness to agree to the minor revisions to Mitigation Measure M
AQ-la and Mitigation Measure M-AQ-le, which are detailed in Attachment A. Given there is only one 
retailer in the Bay Area, Propel Fuels, there could be unforeseen constraints that prohibit use of 
renewable diesel such as supply or production constraints, particularly as it relates to on-road haul 
trucks.12 Therefore, taking all the considerations above, Department staff believes that use of renewable 
diesel is feasible, but the measure should include exceptions to this requirement. 

Should the Board choose to incorporate these revisions as part of project approvals, mitigation measures 
M-AQ-la and M-AQ-le would not be considerably different from those previously analyzed, the project 
sponsor agrees to adopt it and the minor revisions would not result in a new significant impact. Further, 
because the project sponsor is willing to implement the revised mitigation measures, the revisions do not 
meet the requirements for recirculation under CEQA Guidelines section 15088.5. 

7 U.S. Department of Energy, 2017, Biodiesel Basics, Available at: 
https://www.afdc.energy.gov/uploads/publication(biodiesel basics.pd£, Accessed: October 3, 2018. 

8 California Air Resources Board, 2018, Public Hearing to Consider Proposed Amendments to the low Carbon Fuel Standard 
Regulation and to the Regulation on Commercialization of Alternative Diesel Fuels, Staff Report: Initial Statement of Reasons, 
Available at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/regact/2018/lcfs18/isor.pdf. Accessed: October 3, 2018. 

9 Propel Fuels Locations, Available at: https://propelfuels.com/locations. Accessed: October 3, 2018. 
10 U.S. Energy Information AdrnWstration, California No. 2 Diesel Retail Prices, Dollars per Gallo~, Available: 

https:/lwww.eia.gov/dnavlpet/hist/LeafHandler.ashx?n=PET&s=EMD EPD2D PTE SCA DPG&f=M. Accessed: 
October 3, 2018. Average September price: $3.97 per gallon. 

11 Propel Fuels iPhone Application, Diesel HPR Prices. Accessed: October 3, 2018. Price on October 3, 2018: $3.99 per 
gallon. 

12 Based on communications with the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission staff, using renewable diesel for on
road haul trucks (as specified in the minimize on-road construction equipment emissions mitigation measures) is 
more challenging than using it for off-road equipment (as specified in the off-road equipment measure). For 
example, renewable diesel refueling vendors can come to a construction site to refuel off-road equipment. On-road 
trucks travel throughout the region and state. A truck driver may not encounter a renewable diesel refueling 
station along their shortest path of travel between their origin and destination or they may not require refueling 
their tank prior to coming to the construction site. 
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Air District Recommendation 2: For conshuction, investigate the availability of Tier 4 pile drivers and 
cranes for shoreline work 

Planning Response 2: This measure is already required as part of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-la. 

Mitigation measure M-AQ-la in the India Basin EIR requires all off-road equipment that cannot be 
electrically powered to comply with Tier 4 final emissions standards. This· requirement is applicable to 
pile drivers and cranes and is therefore already included in the EIR. 

Air District Recommendation 3: For conshuction, review changes recently made to the Air District's 
Regulation 6 regarding conshuction mitigation measures and confirm that the project has 
incorporated all feasible conshuction mitigations. 

Planning Response 3: This measure is already required as part of existing regulatory requirements to 
which the proposed project would be subject. 

Regulation 6, adopted by the Air District in August 2018 relates to particulate matter. Regulation 6 
includes rules 1 through 6 that are related to specific types of uses (commercial cooking equipment, wood 
burning devices, metal recycling and shredding operation, emissions from refineries, and road dust). 
Should the occupants of the commercial and retail businesses include commercial cooking or wood 
burning devices (such as wood-fired ovens), those uses would be required to comply with Regulation 6. 
Regulation 6, Rule 6 limitS particulate matter in the form of fugitive dust from large construction sites 
greater than 1 acre. The proposed project's construction activities would be required to comply with this 
regulation in· addition to the City's Construction Dust Control Ordinance. 

Regulation 6 is focused primarily on enforcement and determination of a violation of particulate matter 
for facilities or operations subject to the regulation. Regulation 6, Rule 6 does not identify specific 
measures that _are required to be implemented to reduce fugitive dust. In contrast, the Dust Control 
Ordinance is focused on having the best available control technologies on the proposed project site prior 
to any earth disturbing work. The Draft EIR discusses the requirements of the construction dust control 
ordinance begfuning on page 3.7-45. The proposed project is required to have a dust control plan 
approved by the Department of Public Health. Public Health will review the dust control plan to ensure 
that sufficient measures are included to reduce visible dust during construction of the proposed project. 
Draft EIR page 3.7-45 lists the minimum requirements of the dust control plan. To make sure the Plan 
reduces dust as intended, Public Health will require particulate dust monitors during construction to 
record particulate levels. Public Health will respond to concerns regarding compliance with the 
construction dust control ordinance and, if necessary, Public Health will coordinate with the Department 
of Building Inspection to issue violations. Compliance with the City's Construction Dust Control 
Ordinance is based on visual observations of whether airborne dust on the site crosses the property line. 
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Air District Recommendation 4: For operation, investigate the availability of hybrid or alternative 
fueled delivery trucks and electrification of loading docks 

Planning Response 4: Control of future third-party delivery services is not .considered feasible, and the 
project sponsor will incorporate electrification of loading docks or an equivalent technology for the 
grocery store as part of the proposed project. 

As a mostly residential project, the project would not generate a substantial number of delivery truck 
trips. The proposed project is estimated to generate approximately 231 daily truck trips. During the years 
2020 through 2022, the analysis assumes construction-related and operational emissions would overlap. 
The analysis estimates emissions to be the greatest in 2020 for oxides of nitrogen and in 2021 for PMz.s. In 
2020, the proposed project would generate approximately 141.4 pounds per day of oxides of nitrogen, 
and, in 2021, the proposed project would generate approximately 10.9 pounds per day of PMz.s. Of this 
amount, the analysis estimates approximately 3.3 and 0.6 of oxides of nitrogen and PMz.s pounds per day, 
respectively, from those daily truck trips. 

The City has no authority to regulate vehicular emissions; vehicle emissions.are regulated at the state and 
federal level. In addition, while the EIR estimates the number of daily truck trips, the company or source 
of future deliveries at the project site cannot be known or regulated. Future commercial and residential 
tenants of the project site would dictate the types and source of products to the project site, which the 
project sponsor and the City would not have the ability to control. Therefore, the Department did not 
investigate the availability of hybrid or alternative fueled delivery trucks further as this recommendation 
is considered infeasible. 

While overall emissions from daily delivery trucks would be small, ermss1ons from transportation 
refrigeration units would be even smaller.13 Despite this, the project sponsor has agreed to incorporate 
electrification of loading docks or an equivalent technology for the grocery store as part of the design 
standards and guidelines (refer to Attacmnent B). · 

Air District Recommendation 5: Continue to investigate ways to reduce exposure to toxic air pollutants 
in existing buildings, such as measures to explore a retrofit funding program for existing buildings. 

Planning Response 5: Although retrofitting of existing buildings is currently considered infeasible, 

the Department will continue to work with the community and the Air District on this and other toxic 

air pollutant reduction strategies. 

The project site is almost entirely undeveloped. On the 700 Innes property, there are no existing buildings 
or structures except for a single house that the project sponsor intends to relocate and another structure 
that the project would demolish. On the 900 Innes site, which the City owns, no residences or sensitive 
receptors exist. The Planning and Public Health departments, in coordination with the Air District, are 
developing a comprehensive citywide plan to protect human health from the negative effects of air 
pollution in a Community Risk Reduction Plan. One of the goals of this plan is to reduce exposure to 
harmful air pollutants. The Plan would establish the policy foundation to explore mechanisms to fund the 
retrofit of existing buildings or provide air filtration devices. However, there are many challenges to 
retrofitting existing buildings: some buildings would require substantial upgrades to their heating and 

13 Based on modeling of the effectiveness of this type of measure for Potrero Power Station Mixed-Use Development 
Project, as shown in that project's draft EIR. 
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ventilation systems; buildings may need to be appropriately weatherized to ensure that outdoor air 
intrusion is limited; and existing buildings may face other environmental conditions that need to be 
abated, such as mold or lead paint removal.14 As of October 2017, no occupied residential buildings in San 
Francisco have been fully retrofitted to comply with the article 38 air filtration requirement.ls . 

In summary, the Planning and Public Health departments, with Air District coordination, are exploring 
various ways to provide· air filtration devices to existing buildings through the Community Risk 
Reduction Plan, including those buildings in locations within health vulnerable zip codes, like the India 
Basin area and other areas of the city with potential existing and future sources of pollution (e.g., Central 
SoMa). The Department welcomes additional opportunities to collaborate with the Air District on ways to 
reduce exposure to air pollutants. 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT COORDINATION WITH AIR DISTRICT TO REDUCE THE ADVERSE 
EFFECTS OF DEVELOPMENT ON AIR QUALITY: 

At the October 2, 2018 Board hearing, members of the Board raised questions about the level of 
coordination between the Department and the Air District regarding environmental review and air 
quality policy. The Department would like to assure the Board that the Department and the Air District 
routinely coordinate on environment review of projects, as well as a variety of initiatives aimed at 
reducing the adverse effects of development on air quality. As a representative of the Air District noted at 
the October 2, 2018 hearing, the Air District did receive notice from the Department regarding the India 
Basin EIR, and their lack of comment was not due to a failure to coordinate. The following is a summary 
of collaborative efforts between these parties. 

Environmental Review 

When analyzing air quality impacts under CEQA, the Department relies on Air District guidance and 
resources. In some cases, the Department modifies Air District approaches for analyzing impacts to 
achieve the most health protective results. In those cases, the Department consults with the Air District 
regarding such modifications and seeks concurrence. For example, as it relates to localized air pollution, 
the Department uses more health protective thresholds of significance for determining project 
contributions to impacts than the Air District. The Department uses these thresholds in locations where 
existing air quality is poor or where a high percentage of residents are health vulnerable, such as in the 
India Basin zip code. The Air District supports the Department's use of more health protective thresholds. 

In instances where project characteristics warrant a health risk analysis that is different than a typical, 
mixed use project, the Department consults with the Air District regarding methodologies, impacts, and 
mitigation measures outside the formal consultation process (e.g., data centers, San Francisco Public 
Utilities Commission Biosolids Digesters Facilities Project, and computational fluid dynamic modeling 
conducted for the 429 Beale. street project). 

14 Jonathan Piakis, "Re: Central SoMa AQ Mitigation Measures," Email message to Elizabeth White (SF Planning 
Department), October 20, 2017. 

15 Timothy Nagata, "Central SoMa -Another request for DBI assistance from Planning Dept," Email message to 
Elizabeth White (SF Planning Department), November 9, 2017. 
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Policy Initiatives 

The Air District and the Department routinely coordinate on a variety of initiatives aimed at reducing the 
adverse effect of development on air quality. The public health benefits of these efforts extend to 
communities in the India Basin project vicinity. Examples include policy development such as enhanced 
ventilation requirements in new development (article 38 of the health code), the clean construction 
ordinance (chapter 25 of the environment code, requiring public projects to reduce emissions at 
construction sites), the transportation demand management program (section 169 of the planning code, to 
reduce vehicle miles traveled generated by new development projects), and greenhouse gas reduction 
strategy. For these policies, Air District staff came to hearings or wrote a letter to indicate support of such 
policies. The Air District is currently providing technical air quality modeling support to the Department 
in the development of a Community Risk Reduction Plan, which is a comprehensive citywide plan to 
protect human health from the negative effects of air pollution within San Francisco. Further, the Air 
District recommends such measures for other communities in their own guidance documents.16 

CONCLUSION: 

The Department reviewed the recommendations of theAir District in the context of the overall air quality 
analysis included in the EIR. The Department maintains that the. EIR' s air quality analysis meets the 
requirements of CEQA. It is accurate, thorough and complete, and studies all potential air quality impacts 
resulting from construction and operation of the proposed project. The EIR imposes all feasible mitigation 
measures to alleviate those impacts. For those reasons, the Department respectfully requests that the 
Board reject the appeals and uphold certification of the EIR. 

The Board may wish to consider, in its project approval actions, specifically in the· CEQA Findings and 
adoption of the MMRP, incorporating additional recommendations from Air District staff, resulting in 
minor revisions to existing mitigation measures and design standards and guidelines as part of the 
project approval documents. All other recommendations are either 1) already included in tl1e proposed 
project, 2) already included in the mitigation measures, 3) already included through existing regulatory 
requirements, 4) are infeasible, and/or 5) the Department will continue to work with the Air District on 
such strategies. 

Following review of the comments submitted by the Air District, the Department has determined that the 
comments, which relate to an impact that was identified in the EIR, do not constitute new information 
that has deprived the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial environmental 
effect of the project; they do no raise any new significant impacts, nor a substantial increase the severity 
of already identified impacts; nor do they raise a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect that the 
project's proponents have declined to implement. As a result, the Air District's comments do not require 
that the EIR be recirculated pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15088.5. 

16 Example is Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Planning Healthy Places, A Guidebook for Addressing 
Local Sources of Air Pollutants in Community Plan, May 2016, http://www.baaqmd.govHmedia/files/planning
and-research/planning-healthy-places/php may20 2016-pdf.pdf?la=en. 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

October 2, 2ois 

San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

Michael Li, Environmental Planning 

Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning 

Jessica Range, Environmental Planning 

Revisions to air quality mitigation measures for the India 
Basin Mixed-Use Project, Planning Department Case No. 
2014-002541ENV 

In response to comments regarding the use of renewable diesel for the India Basin Mixed-Use 
Project, the following revisions are made to Mitigation Measures M-AQ-la: Minimize Off-Road 
Construction Equipment Emissions and Mitigation Measure Mitigation Measure M-AQ-le: 
Implement Best Available Control Technology for Operational Diesel Generators to require 
deisel powered equipment to use renewable deisel to the extent feasible. Use of renewable diesel 
would further reduce the significant and unavoidable nitrogen oxide emissions and PMi.s 
emissions during construction and operation, but not to less than significant levels. Renewable 
diesel RlOO has the potential to reduce particulate matter emissions by about 30 percent and NOx 
emissions by 10 percent.I Revisions to the below mitigation measures do not require recirculation 
of the EIR in accordance with CEQA Guidelines section 15088.5. 

The following revision is made to Mitigation Measure M-AQ-la in Table S-2 beginning on Draft 

EIR page S-29 and on Draft EIR page 3.7-39. New text is shown in double underline; deleted text 

is shown in strikethrough: 

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-la: Minimize Off-Road Construction Equipment 

Emissions 

The projectsponsors shall comply with the following requirements: 

A. Construction Emissions Minimization Plan. Before a construction permit is issued 

for each project phase or property, as applicable, the project sponsors shall submit 
l 

construction emissions minimization plans to the Environmental Review Officer 

(ERO) or the ERO 's designated representative for review and approval. The 

construction emissions minimization plans shall detail compliance with the following 

requirements: 

1 California Environmental Protection Agency, Staff Report: Multimedia Evaluation of Renewable 
Diesel, May 2015. This document is available at: 
http://www.arb.ca.gov/fuels/multimedia/meetings/RenewableDieselStaf£Report_Nov2013.pdf. 

www. sfp la n n i ng. o rg 
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India Basin Mixed-Use Project 
Planning Department Case No .. 2014-002541 ENV 

(1) All off-road equipment greater than 25 hp and operating for more than 20 total 

hours over the entire duration of construction activities shall meet the following 

requirements: 

SAil FRAIJCJSCO . 

a) Where access to alternative sources of power is reasonably available, 

portable diesel engines shall be prohibited. 

b) Where portable diesel engines are required because alternative sources of 

power are not reasonably available, all off-road equipment shall have 

engines that meet either EPA or ARB Tier 4 Final off-road emission 

standards. If engines that comply with Tier 4 Final off-road emission 

standards are not commercially available, then the project sponsor shall 

provide the next cleanest piece ofoff-road equipment as provided by the 

step-down schedules in Table M-AQ-1a-1. 

i. For purposes of this mitigation measure, "commercially available" 

shall mean the availability of Tier 4 Final engines taking into 

consideration factors such as (i) critical-path timing of construction; 

(ii) geographic proximity to the project site of equipment; and (iii) 

geographic proximity of access to off-haul deposit sites. 

ii. The project sponsor shall maintain records concerning its efforts to 

comply with this requirement. 

c) All diesel powered engines subject to this mitigation measure and 
mitigation measures M-A0-1 b and M-A0-1 c shall be fueled with 
renewable diesel (at least 99 percent renewable diesel or R99). Exceptions 
to this requirement mav be granted ifthe project sponsor has submitted 
information providing evidence to the satisfaction of the ERO that 
renewable diesel is not feasible for a particular piece of equipment or not 
commerciallv available in the SFBAAB. With respect to renewable diesel. 
"commercially available" shall mean the availabilitv taking into 
consideration factors such as: m critical path timing of construction. 
(ii)geographic proximity offuel source to the project site: and (iiikost of 
renewable diesel is within 10 percent ofLow Sulfur Diesel #2 market price. 

TABJ,E M-AQ-la-1 

OFF-ROAD EQUIPMENT COMPLIANCE STEP-DOWN SCHEDULE 

Compliance Alternative Engine Emissions Standard Emissions Control 

1 Tier 4 Interim NIA 

2 Tier 3 ARB Level 3 VDECS 

3 Tier 2 ARB Level 3 VDECS 

How to use the table: If the requirements of (A)(1)(b) cannot be met, then the. 

project sponsor would need to meet Complian~e Alternative 1. Should the project 

sponsor not be able to supply off-road equipment meeting Compliance 

Alternative 1, then Compliance Alternative 2 would need to be met. Should the 

f"bAl\ll\llNG P,l';PARTM!'~ 
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India Basin Mixed-Use Project 
Planning Department Case No. 2014-002541ENV 

project sponsor not be able to supply off-road equipment meeting Compliance 

Alternative 2, then Compliance Alternative 3 would need to be met, etc. 

(2) The project sponsor shall require in its construction contracts that 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 equipment. Legible and visible signs shall be posted in 

multiple languages (English, Spanish, and Chinese) in designated queuing areas 

and at the construction site to remind operators of the 2-minute idling limit. 

(3) The project sponsor shall require that construction operators properly maintain 

and tune equipment in accordance with manufacturer specifications. 

(4) The construction emissions minimization plan shall include estimates of the 

construction timeline by phase with a description of each piece of off-road 

equipment required for every construction phase. Off-road equipment 

descriptions and iriformation may include but are not limited to equipment type, 

equipment manufacturer, equipment identification number, engine model year, 

engine certification (Tier rating), horsepower, engine serial number, and 

expected fuel usage and hours of operation. For VDECS installed: technology 

type, serial number, make, model, manufacturer, ARB verification number level, 

and installation date and hour meter reading on installation date. For off-road 

equipment using alternative fuels, reporting shall indicate the type of alternative 

fuel being used. 

(5) The project sponsor shall keep the construction emissions minimization plan 

available for public review on-site during working hours. The project sponsor 

shall post at the perimeter of the project site a legible and visible sign 

summarizing the. requirements of the plan. The sign shall also state that the 

public may ask to inspect the construction emissions minimization plan at any 

time during working hours, and shall explain how to request inspection of the 

plan. Signs shall be posted on all sides of the construction site that face a public 

right-of-way. The project sponsor shall provide copies of the construction 

emissions minimization plan to members of the public as requested 

B. Reporting. Quarterly reports shall be submitted to the ERO or the ERO 's designated 

representative indicating the construction phase and off-road equipment information 

used during each phase, including the information required in A(4). 

SAfl FRAtlCISCO 

(I) Within 6 months of the completion of construction activities, the project sponsor 

shall submit to the ERO or the ERO 's designated representative a final report 

summarizing construction activities. The final report shall indicate the start and 

Pl.4N!'!!NQ D""PARTMENT 
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India Basin Mixed-Use Project 
Planning Department Case No. 2014-002541ENV 

end dates and duration. of each construction phase. For each phase, the report 

shall include detailed infonnation required in A(4). 

C. Certification Statement and On-site Requirements. Before the start of construction 

activities, the project sponsor must certify that it is in compliance with the 

construction emissions minimization plan, and that all applicable requirements of the 

plan have been incorporated into contract specifications. 

The following revision is made to Mitigation Measure M-AQ-le Table S-2 on Draft.ElR. page S-34 

and on Draft ElR. page beginning on page 3.7-50. New text is shown in double underline; deleted 

text is shown in strikethrough: 

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-le: Implement Best Available Control Technology for 

Operational Diesel Generators 

To reduce operational NOx and PM emissions under the proposed project or variant, the 

project sponsors, as applicable, shall require in applicable contracts that the operational 

backup diesel generators: 

(1) comply with ARB Airborne Toxic Control Measure emissions standards for 

model year 2008 or newer engines; and 

(2) meet or exceed one of the following emission standards for particulate matter: 

(A) Tier 4 final certified engine or (B) Tier 4 interim or Tier 3 certified engine 

that is equipped with an ARB Level 3 VDECS. A nonverified diesel emissions 

control strategy may be used if the filter has the same PM reduction as the 

identical ARB-verified model and BAAQMD approves of i(s use~: and 

(3) be fueled with renewable diesel. R99. ifcommerciallv available. "Commerciallv 

available" shall mean the availabilitv taking into consideration factors such as: 

(i) critical path timing of construction. Oi!geographic proximity offuel source to 

the project site: and Oii)cost ofrenewable diesel is within 10 uercent ofLow 

Sulfur Diesel #2 market price. 

The project sponsors, as applicable, shall submit documentation of compliance with the 

BAA QMD NSR permitting process (Regulation 2, Rule 2, and Regulation 2, Rule 5) and 

the emissions standard requirement of this measure to the Planning Department for 

review and approval before a permit for a backup diesel generator is issued by any City 

agency. 

Once operational, all diesel backup generators shall be maintained in good working 

order for the life of the equipment and any future replacement of the diesel backup 

generators shall be required to be consistent with these emissions specifications. The 

SAii FRANCISCO 
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India Basin Mixed-Use Project 
Planning Department Case No. 2014-002541ENV 

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. The facility operator shall provide this information for review to the Planning 

Department within 3 months of a request for such information. 

SAil FRANCISCO 
Pl-ANNIN<;i q-.,,PART!VU;;NT 
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Modification to the India Basin Design Standards and Guidelines 

The Indi.a Basin Design Standards and Guidelines (DSG) Section 3.3.2 "Site-Wide Greenhouse 
Gas Emissions" will be updated at page 218 to add the following: 

"3.3.2.5 Electrified Loading Docks For Grocery Store Incorporate electrification ofloading 
docks or equivalent technology for the grocery store." 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

Lisa Gibson 
Environmental Review Officer 
Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Ms. Gibson: 

July 3, 2018 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco ~4102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 

File Nos. 180680 & 180681 

On June 26, 2018, Supervisor Cohen introduced the following proposed legislations: 

File No. 180680 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the India Basin 
Special Use District, located generally at Innes Avenue between Griffith 
Street and Earl Street, along the India Basin shoreline, in the south-east 
part of San Francisco; amending the Planning Code by amending the 
Zoning Map to change zoning designations, height districts, and add the 

. India Basin Special Use District; and making findings under the California 
Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the General Plan, 
and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings 
of public necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code, 
Section 302. 

File No. 180681 

Ordinance approving a Development Agreement between the City and 
County of San Francisco and India Basin Investment LLC, a California 
limited liability company, for the India Basin Project at the approximately 
28-acre site located at Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, 
with various public benefits, including 25% affordable housing and 11 
acres of parks and open space; making findings under the California 
Environmental Quality Act and findings of conformity with the General 
Plan, and with the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1(b); 
approving a Public Trust Exchange Agreement, making public trust 

1059 



findings, and authorizing the transfer and acceptance of real property and 
the recording of a land use covenant consistent with the Public Trust 
Exchange Agreement; approving specific development impact fees and 
waiving any conflicting provision in Planning Code, Article 4, or 
Administrative Code, Article 1 O; confirming compliance with or waiving 
certain provisions of Administrative Code, Chapters 148, 23, 56, and 82 and 
Subdivision Code, Section 1348, and ratifying certain actions taken in 
connection therewith. 

These legislations are being transmitted to you for environmental review. 

Attachment 

Jbc-sy: Ali a So ea, Legislative Deputy Director 
Land Use and Transportation Committee 

c: Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning 
Laura Lynch, Environmental Planning 

CEQA clearance under Planning Dept. Case No. 

2014-00254ENV India Basin Mixed-Use Project 

EIR certified by the SF Planning Commission on 

July 26, 2018. 

. Digitally signed by Joy Navarrete 

J
. N ' oN:cn=JoyNavarrete,o=Plannlng, oy a Va r re t e ou~Environmental Planning, 

. emall=joy.navarrete@sfgov.org, c=US 
Date:2018.08,0116:17:44-07'00' 

2 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

Lisa Gibson 
Environmental Review Officer 
Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Ms. Gibson: 

July 30, 2018 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDDffTY No. 554-5227 

File Nos. 180680 & 180681 

On July 24, 2018, Supervisor Cohen introduced the following substitute legislations: 

File No. 180680 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the India Basin Special Use 
District, located generally at Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, 
along the India Basin shoreline, in the south-east part of San Francisco; amending 
the Planning Code by amending the Zoning Map to change· zoning designations, 
height districts, and add the India Basin Special Use District; and making findings 
under the California Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the 
General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and 
findings of public necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code, 
Section 302. 

File No. 180681 

Ordinance approving a Development Agreement between the City and County of 
San Francisco and India Basin Investment LLC, a California limited liability 
company, for the India Basin Project at the approximately 28-acre site located at 
Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, with various public benefits, 
including 25% affordable housing and 11 acres of parks and open space; making 
findings under the California Environmental Quality Act and findings of 
conformity with the General Plan, and with the eight priority policies of Planning 
Code, Section 101.1(b); approving a Public Trust Exchange Agreement, making 
public trust findings, and authorizing the transfer and acceptance of real property 
and the recording of a land use covenant consistent with the Public Trust 
Exchange Agreement; approving specific development impact fees and waiving 
any conflicting provision in Planning Code, Article 4, or Administrative Code, 
Article 10; confirming compliance with or waiving certain provisions of 

· Administrative Code, Chapters 14B, 23, 56, and 82 and Subdivision Code, Section 
1348, and ratifying certain actions taken in connection therewith. 

These are being transmitted to you for environmental review. 
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Referral from Board of Supervisors 
Page2 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

~trr~ 
By: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk 

Land Use and Transportation Committee 

Attachment 

c: Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning 
Laura L.:ynch, Environmental Planning 

CEQA clearance. under Planning Dept. Case No. 

2014-00254ENV India Basin Mixed-Use Project 

EIR certified by the SF Planning Commission on 

July 26, 2018. 

Joy 
Navarrete 

Olgltal!y .signed by Jay Navarrete 
ON: c:n=JoyNavarrete, o=Plannlng, 

.ou=Envlronmental Planning, 
emall=joy.navartete@.srgov.org, 
'=US 
Date;201B,OB.Ol 16:<l6:40..0700' 

2 
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August27,2018 q\tth~ 
Clerk of the Board 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlettt Place 
City Hall 
San Francisco, CA 94102"4689 

GREENACTION FOR HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE APPEAL OF 
PLANNING COMM1SSION APPROVAL OF lNDIA BASIN MIXED USE PROJECT 

Greenaction for Health and Environmental Justice files this appeal of the Planning Commission's 
approval of the EIR and the India Basfo Mixed Use Project. We file this appeal on behalf of our 
many members and constituents in Bayview Hunters P"oint whose health, environment, and civil 
rights will be adversely, disproportionately and significantly impacted by the approval of this 
project. 

Greenaction is a San Francisco~based non-profit organization founded in 1997 and led by 
grassroots leaders from urban, rural and Indigenous communities which are impacted by 
pollution, environmental racism, and injustice. We have participated in.the project's 
environmental review and permit process since it began with the Planning Department, 
submitted written comments starting with the Notice of Preparation/Scoping process, and 
testified at public hearings held by the Planning Deparb:nent and Planning Commi~sion on this 
matter. Due to our extensive participation in the process, and our many ni.em?ers and 
constituents in the affected community, we have standing to file this appeal. 

I. Planning Commission I;mp:rope:rly Told Greenaction fheir Decision was Not 
Appealable 

On August 17, 2018, Michael Li of the Planning Department emailed Bradley Angel, 
Greenaction' s Executive Director, in response to our inquhy about the Planning Commission's 
decision and questions about appealing that decision. . 

Greenaction for Health and Environmental Justice 
315 Sutter Street, 2nd floor, S'<tn. Francisco, CA 94108 

Phone: (415) 447-3904 Fax: (415) 447-3905 
www.greenacti9n.org greenactlon@greenaction.org 
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Mr. Li's em.ail to Greenaction stated incorrectly that "The Planning Commi~sio~'s decision to 
adopt CEQA findings and a Statement of Overriding Considerations (M-20248) is not subject to 
appeal under the EIR certification, as they are related to the project's approvals and not to the 
adequacy or accuracy of the BIR." 

On August 27th, Greenaction confirmed via a phone call to the Clerk oft.he Board of Supervisors 
that the India Basin Mixed Use Project decision is in fact subject to appeal and we were 
informed that we Cat). file an appeal today by 5 pm, which we have done. 

We are concerned that others.may also have been misled by Mr. Li's statement, and we therefore 
requ~st that a new notice be published and a new appeal period be enacted. 

It also appears that the final decision was not posted until August 1, 2018, impacting our appeal. 
of this decision. · 

lI. Refusal to Translate Notices and Key·Documents Violates the Civil Rights of 
Non-English Speaking Residents and Improperly and Illegally Excludes them 
from Meaningful Civic Engagement 

It is unfortunate, and a violation oflanguage access and civil rights, that the "Sanctuary City" of 
San Francisco refused to transl~te key notices and key documents into languages spoken by 
many residents of Bayview Hunters Point. 

Following numerous emails and testimony by Greenac1ion that are part of the administrative 
record, I,,isa Gibson, Environmental Review Officer, Director of Environmental Planning wrote 
to Greenaction.on September 8, 2017. 

In that letter, attached and incorporated as part ofthis appeal, Ms. Gibson wrote: 

"We acknowledge that the department did not provide a translated Notice of Availability of 
the Notice of Preparation of an EIR, an oversight that we deeply regret. At the same time, we 
respectfully disagree with your proposed remedy that the department restart the CEQA 
process again, with language noticing as you describe." 

As the Planning Department acknowledged the violation of language access, yet refused to 
remedy it, this project cannot be approved. Approving this project while acknowledging the de 
facto but very real exclusion of the non-English speaking residents of the affected community is· 
unjust, nothing less than racism, and a violation of civil rights. 

The Response to Comments document claimed that CEQA does not require agencies to provide 
language access services. However, civil rights laws also apply to decisions and actions of the 
City and County of San Francisco. Denying non-English speakers equal access to this process is 
a violation of civil rights, regardless of CEQA requirements. 

III. Compliance with Civil Rights Laws: 
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Since the City and County of San Francisco receives federal and state funding, it is subject to and 
must comply with state and federal civil rights laws-(California Government Code 11135 and 
Title VI of the United States Civil Rights Act). Approval of this project will violate state and 
federal civil rights laws and the approval must therefore be reversed. 

Due to the refusal to translate key notices and documents, and due to approval of this project by 
the adoption of a Statement of Overriding Consideration, the project will ha-Ve a significant, 
negative and disproportionate impact on the at-risk and vulnerable Bayview Hunters Point 
community. This decision enabks the project to add significant unhealthy air pollution about. 
that cannot be mitigated. Therefore, approval of this project would have an unlawful negative 
impact on protected classes of persons -people of color and non-English speakers - in violation 
of state and feel.era! civil rights laws. The approval must be reversed. 

IV. Statement of Overriding Consideration is Improper, lllegal, and Would Allow 
Significant Increase in Unhealthy Air Pollution in an At Risk ·community 

As mentioned above, the BIR concluded that the project would have several significant negative 
impacts that cannot be mitigated. The most alarming negative impact that the EIR acknowledges 
cannot be mitigated would be the addition of air pollution above health thresholds, and the air 
pollution would occur both during construction and the life of the project. 

The City and County of San Francisco have long acknowledged that Bayview Hunters Point 
· residents already suffer tl:ie cumulative health impacts from many pollution s'ources, including 

the notorious radioactive contamination.at the Hunters Point Shipyard Superfund Site located 
next to India Basin. 

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District has identified Bayview Hunters Point as a 
CARE Community, an aclmowledgement of the air quality problems afflicting the community. 

The State of California's CalEnviroScreen 3. 0 confirms Bayview Hunters Po,int is one of the 
communities most at risk from pollution in the entire state, and concluded that it has a higher 
pollution burden than 90% of the state. CalEnviroScreen, developed by California EPA, 
measures vulnerability through evaluating and quantifying pollution exposures, environmental 
effects, sensitive populations and socioeconomic factors. For example, it ranks in the 98th 
percentile for asthma and very high for both diesel emissions and hazardous waste. 

The addition of expensive housing, with some so-called affordable housing, is not a primary 
overriding consideration. In addition to the fact the increase in housing does;n't help those 

. sufforing from air pollution, the so-called affordable housing is still quite expensive and not 
affordable to those city residents most in need: 20% less than market value is still not affordable. 
in.any real world definition. 

It is shocking and unacceptable that the City and County would approve at-iy project that would 
add significant and unhealthy amo.unts of air pollution to Bayview Hunters Point, claiming that 
other "benefits" are "overriding.'.' 
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Nothing is more· important than life, and air pollution. kills. That is a fact 

V. Comprehensive Testing of the BUILD LLC Site for Hazardous and Radio!l-ctive 
Contamfoation Has Not T·aken Place, and No Remediation Has Occurred 

Unlike the Rec and Park component of the project, BUILD LLC to our knowledge has not 
conducted comprehensive testing of the proposed project site. In addition, BUILD LLC has 
publicly stated they have no plan to test for radiation, despite the site's proximity to the 
radioactive Shipyard Superfund site. In addition, early in the project BUILD LLC actually said to 
Greenaction via phone and an in person meeting that the only toxic waste at the site is a "few 
paint cans" - an inc~rrect statement. · 

It is improper and premature fot the project to be appwyed for housing and open space without 
considering the extent and type of toxic contamination at the site and the remediation plan. 

VI. Effects of Sea Level Rise W~re Never Evaluated 

The DEIR failed to discuss or evaluate the impact sea level rise will have on the proposed 
project. The Bay Co:\lservation and Development Commission predict sea level rise of 11 to 19 
inches by 2050 and 30 to 55 inches by 2100. An increase of sea level in addition to stonn surges 
exacerbated by climate change will cause coastal flooding, erosion/shoreline retreat, rising 
groundwater and wetland loss. · 

VII. Significant Population and Housing Impacts 

The EIR~ s conclusion that "The proposed project or varimit would not induce· substantial 
population growth .. .'" and would be "less than significant" is contradicted by the project 
proposal itself. The project would add several thousand primarily upper class residents to . 
Bayview Hunters. Point, significantly increasing population size, and dramatically ch~ging the 
neighborhood's demographics. This would be a major contributor to gentrification- especially 
when evaluated in combination with the shipyard project. 

VIII. Conclusion 

For all the above reasons, we respectfully urge the Board of Supervisors to uphold justice and 
civil rights. We ask the Board to protect the health, well-being and community of our city's most 
at risk residents by rejecting the project's approval. 

~erel~/7. /J . A 

~v!Ptf 
Executive Director 

4 
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SAN FRA·NCISCO· REC.EiVtO 
. . . . : ~~'DOFSUPrnvrso;;:< 
PLANN:ING. DEP'""RTMic; Ar~ '-Pf. ~_J,·-1/r-r) ., .. . ... . ~. -~ ~ . ( .~ }"', 1~.l.11~) ....... _ 

WIB AUG 27 PM 4: 54 

Planning Commission Motjcin°No. 2f!i47 

Case.No.: 
Project Address: 

Zoning: 

B lock!Lat:: 

HEARING DATE: July 261 201&' 

2014-00ZS41ENV 
In.dia Basin Mixed-U..s:e-Project (700·l:nnes Ave:nJ.1\!r 9QO Innes Avenue, 
lndill Basin Op.en Space, and India. ·B,asin ?hoielin;ei Park) 

M-1 (Light Industrial), M--2 (Beavy ln9.ustrial), NC,2 (Sma).1-Scal~ 
Neighborhood Conunerdal), and P tpublk): Districts 
40-X and QS (Open Space) He.fgh~ and Bulk Di.strkts 
Various Lots on Blocks 4596, 4597, 4605,.4606, 460'7, 462.0; 4621, 4622~. 

I ' . 

4629A, 4630', 4631, 4644, 4645, and 464:6 
Project SponfiVr:- Courtney Pash, Bun;.D 

(415)'551-7626 01· courtnev@bldsf'.com 
Nicole Avril, San.Francisco Recreation and Park Deparhnent 
(415) 3'05-8438 or rti\:ole:a,vri1®sf:gov.org 

St:aff Contact: Michael I,,i, San Frandsco Planning· Department 
(415) 575-9197 or rnichaeLfJi@sfgov.org 

1650. Ml~sion St 
Suile4d0 
San FraQclsco, 
CA 941 03-2471l 

Rweplion: 
415.5iIB.5378 

fax: 
415.55ll.6409 

Planning 
lftformatiam 
415:l.t58'.6377 

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE CERT!F1CAT10N OF A FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL lfylPACT REPORT 
FbR A PROPO$ED PROJECT AT 700 INNES AVENUE, 90-0 INNES AV.gNUE-, !NbtA BASIN OP!;N SPACE, AND 
lNDTA BASIN SHOREU:N:E PARK, THE AREA GENERALLY BOUNDED BY JNNES AVENUE ON THE V'Vf.S'f, 
HllN.TERS-P01N1' BLVD. ON THE NORTH1 THE SAN FRANCISCO BAY O~ THE EAST ANO THE EARL STREET 
R!GHJ-OF-W-AY OM THE SOUTH {LARGELY EXCLUDING PARCELS WtTH STRUCTURES) TOTALING. ABOUT 
~8-.24 ACRES. THE. BUILD PPRTiON Of THE !NOIA -~ASIN MIXJ;:P·\iJSE .PROJECT WOUL.D INCLUDE TH.E 
DEVE)..OPMENT' Of ABOUT 2$.~S UNDEVELOPED ACRES (PARCELS AND DESIGNATED RIGHTS-OF-WAY) 
THAT WOULD R$lJ.LT lN APPROXIMATEt Y 1,575. RESiDl:NTIAL UNffS, 209,000. GSF OF NONRESlDEN'f:lAL 
USE~ UP TO t,800 PARKlNG SPAG"!;:S1 i,575 BICYCLE PARKING SPACES, 15.5 ACRES OF NEW.AND 
IMPROVEP PUBliCLY ACCESSlBLE OPEN SPACE, NEW STREETS .AND OTHER PUBll.C REALM 
!MPROVE:MENTS. THE RECREATION. ANO- PARKS DEPARTMENT COMPONENT OF THE: PROJECT 
CONSISTS OF MAKING IMPROVEMENTS' TO TrlE SM·INNES, IN.DlABASIN OP.EN SPACE1 AND lND!A BAS.IN 
SHORELINE PARK PROPERTIES. THESE IMPROVEMENTS.\rifouLD INCLUDE ENHANCING EXISTING ANO. 
DEVELOPING NEW OPEN SPACE AND .RECREATION FAGll:.ITIES TOTALING ABOUT 8.98 ACRES. THE 
SUBJECT SITES ARE CURR\:::NTLY WlTH1N. THE M·1 (l,.lGH"flNDUSTRIAq. M··Z (HEAVY INDUSTRIAL), N.C·2 
(SMALL'.'SCALE NBGH.BORHOOD COMMERCIAL), AND p (PUBLIC) USE mstRJCTS ANO 40·X AND OS 
(OPEN. SP.ACE) HEIGHT AND BULK.D!SIRJCTS. 

v-vw\N.sfp!anning.oq;r 
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M~tim.l N,o. f!_Q,2:41 
,Ju~y· w, 201# 

. C.AS.J;; NO",; 2.D·t4-QP.2!>"41!!NV 
~o.:dia aapJrt M'.rx.e.eM.f:se p~oje;o-:(: 

MOVED, that the San Francisco Plarui.lng Commission (h.ereinaftex "Co:trunission") hereby CERTIFIES the 
Final Environmental Impact Report (h~.reir\after "FEIR") identified qS Case No. 2.014-002541~NV,. the 

"India Basin Mixed-Use Project" at 700 Innes Avenue, 900 Innes Avenue, India Basin Open Space, and 
India Basin Shoreline Park (here.inafl:et "the Project"), based upon the following findillgs:· · 

1. The C.ity· and County of San Francisco, acli'ng through the Planning Department (hereinafter "the 
Departrn.enf'). fulfilled all procedural requirernents of i:he California Environmental Quality Act (Cal. 

Pub. Res. Code Section 2.1000 et seq., he:reina£ter "CEQA"), the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Adm.in. 
0Dde Title 14, Section 15000 et seq.{ (hereinafter "CEQA Guidelines") and Chapter 31 of thE! San. 

Francisco -Administrative Code (hereinafter "Chapter 31"). 

A The Department determined ~hat an Envirorunental Impact Repo.rt (hereinafter "EXR.") w.is 

required and provided pub.lie notil'.:e of that d.etetm:ination by publkation in a n~wspaper of 

general circulation on June 1, 2016. 

B". The. Department published the Draft EIR (herei,n.after "DEIR") 9n Septen,ilier 13,. 201.7, and 
provided public notice in a. newspaper of general circulation of the availability of the D"EIR for 
public review and comment and of the date and time of the Planning Commis~io:r;l public he;U'i:ng 
on the DEIR; this notice was mailed to the Department's list of p~sons requesting such notice and 
to property owners and occupants within a 300-foot radius of the site on September 13, 2017. 

C, Notices of availability e£ the DEIR and of the date and tim-a of the public hearing were posfed near 
the project site by the. projed sponsor on September i31 2017. 

D. Copies of the DEXR. were mailed or otherwise delivered to. a. list ·Of persons requesting it, to those 

noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, to adjacent property owners, and to goverrunent 
agencies, the latter both directly and !hrough the State Clearing;house, on s-~pteruber 13, 2017. 

E. A Notice of Completion was filed with the State Se,c;reta:ry of Re.sources via the State 
· CLea:ringJ:touse on September 13., 2017. 

2. The Con1mlssion held a duly advertised public. hearing on said DEIR on October 19, 2.017, at which 
opportunity fo.i: public comment was given, and public comJ1lent was.receiv€d on the DEIR. The 
period for ap:eptance. of vvri,tten cort1ll1ents ended on October 30, 2017. 

:=\. The Department prepared responses to comments on enviroro.:neI;l.tal issues r~ceived ii.t the public 
hearing and in writing during the public revievy period for the DEIR, prepared revisions to the text of· 
i;hf!. DEIR :in response to .<;qmments. rec!'!ived or l;iase,d qn addition~ information that b~ame available 
during the public .review period, and coriected -errors in !:he DE;IR. This material w.as presented in 
Responses to Comments (hereinafter- "RTC") doc.umertt published on: July 11, 2018, disb:ibuted. to the 

Commission and all parties who conunenti:d on the DEIR, and made availab.le to others upon requ-e"Qt 
at the Departmen.t. · 

4. An FEIR has. been prepared by .fue Department, consisting of the DEIR, any consultations and 

comments received during the review process, any additional information that b~carne available, and 
the RTC docu;men.t, all as required by law, 
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Motion No. 20247 
Ju\y ZG, 21ne 

CASE-NO-. 2014-00:Z541ENV 
fni;.H~ $>$;sin lV!~xed-Use. Prci,ept. 

5. Project BIR files have been made available for review by the Commission and the public. TI1es.e files 
are available for public review at the Department at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, and axe pai;t of the 

r~cord before the Commission, 

6. On July 2:6, 2018, the Commission revievved and considered the information contained in the FEIR 

and hereby does: find that the cont-e.n:ts of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR·was 

prepared, publicized, a:n.d reviewed comply with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and 

Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

7. The project sponsor has indicated that the presently preferred alternative is the Revised Project 

analyzed in the DEIR and the RTC doc::ument. 

8. The Planning Commission hereby does find that the FEIR concerning File No. 2.014-002541h"NV. 
reflects the independent judgment and analysis. of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, 
accurate and objective, and that the RTC document contains no significant revisions to the DEIR, and 

hereby does CERTIFY THE COMPLETION of said FBIR in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA 

Guidelines. 

9. The Commission, in certifying the completion of said FEIR, hereby does find that the. Project 

described in the EIR: 

A. Will have significan,tunavoidable profect.Jevel environmental effects on cultural resources, noise, 

air quality, and wind; and 

B. Will have significant cumulative environmental effects on cultural resources, fransportation ai."ld 
circulation, noise, and air quality. 

10. The Plann:ing Commission reviewed and considered the informati~n contained in the FEIR prioi:: to 
approving the Proje~t. · 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission a:t its regular 

meeting of July 26, 2018. c__ll, 
JonasP.ror 
Commission Secretary 

A YES: Melgar, Fong,Jolmson, Koppel, Richards 

NOES: None 

ABSfu'\JT: Hillis, Moore 

ADOPTED; July 2&, 2018 
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1. Overview of Project 
2. Approvals Beforethe Board 
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INDIA BASIN 
MIXED-USE PROJECT 

. Land Use & Transportation Comniittee Hearing 
L Overview of Project 

• BUILD Com'ponent 
" Context: Southern Bayfront Strategy 
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INDIA BASIN 
MIXED-USE PROJECT 

. . 

Land Use 8t Transportation Committee Hearing 
1. Overview of Project 

• Recreation and Pa:rk Department Component 
• BUILD Component 

• Context: Southern Bayfront Strategy 
.. 1,575 units (25% affordable) 
• · 209,000 Non-residential 

• 

0 

0 

0 

Community fa.cilities 
Neighborhood serving ·retail 
Groc·ery store 

0 Business service 
14 Acres of new and rehabilitated open space 
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~NOIA BASIN 
MIXED-USE PROJECT 

Approvals Before the Board 

General Plan Amendments 
0 

• 

G' 
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Bayview Hunters Point Area Plan 
• Figure 2 - Land Use 
• Figure .6 - India Basin 
• Policy 1.6 

Urbari Design Element 
•Map 4 

Commerce and Industry Element 
• Map 1 

Recreation and Open Space Element 
• Policy 2.4 
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INDIA BASIN 
MIXED~usE PROJECT 

Approvals, Before 
the Board 

Text Amendment (SUD) and Map 
Amendments 

• 900 Innes 
• Light Industrial to Public/ 

Open Space 
~ India Basin Open Space {IBOS) 

• Light lndustriaf to Public/ 
Open Space 

• 700 Innes Avenue 
• Portion Zoned M-1 to 

MUG 
• 40-X to 20/160-IB 

• 700 Innes and IBOS 
• India Basin Special Use 
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History/Consequences 

----- ~ Existing Conditions 
Underutilized parks 
in contaminated 
historic boatyard 

Project Relevance 
1.m mi of contiguous 
shorefront in Equity 
Zone lacking open 
space. Will address 
expected growth in 
the Southeast. 

Project Features 
Community hub with 
gathering spaces and 
play/fitness areas; 
Project will preserve 
history, restore 
natural areas with a 
resilient design. 
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India Basin Waterfront Study Task Force 

· A. Philip Randolph Institute 

• Golden Gate Audubon Society 

• Bay Institute Aquarium Foundatfon 

• Build Inc. 

• Five Points 

• GreenACtion for Health and Env. Justice 

• Hunter's Point Family 

• Hunter's Point Shipyard.CAC 

• Hunter's.View Tenant Association 

· · India Basin Neighborhood Association 
- . 

• Literacy for Environ~ental Justice 

• Morgan Heights Tenants Association 

• OCII 

· OEWD 

• Office of Supervisor Malia Cohen 

• Parks 94124 

·J?G&E 

· Port of San Francisco 

•. Public Housing Tenants Association 

• Rafiki Coalition for Health and Wellness 

• Recreation and Parks D.epartment 

• Samoan Community Development Center 

• San Francisco Bicycle Coalition 

• San Francisco Municipal Transit Authority 

• San Francisco Parks Alliance 

·. • Sierra Club . 

· •· The Trust For Public Land 

• Young Community Developers 
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Community Engagement 
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Park Map 
. NEIGHBOR.HO.OD EDGE 

&. HISTORIC SHOREWALK 

0 Re-stored 5htpw1i9hl'.s Collage \Nekc-me Cenie:-

0 Innes Ave P-on:tr Swings 

0 Qyer!ook Porch PaviliQn 
t) Garden Path+ Access1hTe Rar.1p 

0 G1·i1Hth Streot Stop• 
6 H-?riiaga Gtttde<t 

OParking 

0 Sfior.ewalk Proman.ad~ 

SCOW SCHOONER S.OATYARD 
i$ H1rlo-ric :Sc:e·w Sch.oomi.r Boatyard Artifact::;. 

'8 Floating Pi'!lrs 

4i) Shop Buildi~g 
$ Orl9!nal Shoreline 

SAGE SLOPES 

O Adwntur=-·P!.ay Area 

'1'31 1/Y Mili: Re:cre,ati1m Loop. 
Q) Adull Fitness St:aiionJ. 

iD Sk;;.te Bypass \!i,<r.ve P;.lhs 

.G· Basketboi!I Courts 
0 Pcuto:ln9.and Bus Crop-:Off 
0 OtJtfitt.er P~wi!ic:·n 

Q) 9.oalcled: .<ind S.g.at S!.~ps. 

THE MARINEWAY 

1!J BBQ and Picnic Bosque 
>jJ Pl<y L•wr. 
it 'stop~d uwn 

~£~ Gravel Beach 

iS'.! Floa~µg .Oor.:k 

~ Restrc~m 

- - B'•wTrail /Blue Gr1?en'l;ay Rc~e 
- -.{!a·g1 B1ke'l1uyRoute 

.....__..~~--~~~~ 

(I 50 100 2.00 -t.O{l' 

" ,~I'-
'·-) \." 



1083 



1084 



1085 



1086 



1087 



1088 



1089 



1090: 



l091 



....... 
C> 
c.o 
N 

;'Phasing/Next Steps 

::::-.::::.;~.:::.:::.:· 

·.°"· 

·-: .,. 

c 
ti 

PGtE 
{SHORELINE 

TP:A!Ll 

·: 

~:SJ] ~tf~lf;:rT,,~ 
.. :1i1.'.f~!:l:i~"i:. ~itf]gj~ ' 

fD'~, 

'""~:~ 
"":'· !<:'" 

~·:· . 
...... ,;-~ .. 

-·1;· 

~~"i:!0>r:~· -:- '·. 

·~: .... ~--~ ...... 
,l'li-,: . 

_:i 

'°" tsHOREL!NE 
IR"IU 

" ':~"'''':::h 
_ ,~><v,:'.:~:~~5;if~'" .. 

J'·~_,,..,·:~;~:s_,-- ·-:<<_,/ ,.. 



s 
UJ 

> 
0::: 
UJ 

> 
0 
1-
u 
UJ ........., 

0 
0::: 
Cl... 

0 
.........J 

1093 



1094 



........ 
0 
co 
CJ'! 

PLANNING TO. DATE From 1969 to Present 

" Bayview Transportation Improvements Project . 
" The Bayview Transportation and Infrastructure Plan 
" Blue Greenway Planning Design Guidelines 
.. Candlestick Point Hunters Point Shipyard Transp. and IP 
" EcoCenter At Heron's Head Park 
" Heron's Head Park 
" Hunters Po(nt Shipyard and Candlestick Point Phase II 
11 Hunters View 
"· India Basin Shoreline/Area C 
" India Basin-Shoreline -The Community Vision 
" India Basin Shoreline Park 
" India Basin Shoreline Plan 
" Muni Forward 
.. Northside Park and Streetscape Improvements 
.. San Francisco Bay Plan 
•· San Francisco Better Streets Plan 
.. San Francisco Bicycle Plan 
., The San Francisco Shipyard 
., Transit Effectiveness Project 

BUILD: I SOM I BIONIC I GEHL I SDE I SKF I A10 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT TO DATE 

PROJECT ADVISORY GROUPS 

Bayview Working Group (BVWG) 
India Basin Working Group (IBWG) 

GROUP & INDIVIDUAL· 
STAKEHOLDERS 

Audubon and Sierra Clubs 
Banya Spa 
Bay.org I EcoCenter 

. Bay Trail and Water Trail . Greenaction . Local Residents and Business Owners 

ADJACENT BUILDING HOAS & 
. TENANT ASSOC. 

Alice Griffith 
Hunters Point East 
Hunters Point West 
Hunters View 
Morgan Heights 
Westbrook Residents · 
800 Innes 
828 Innes 
748 Innes 
860/870/880 Innes 

21 

59 

23 

NEIGHBORHOOD GROUPS/ · . 
ASSOCIATIONS - ·.· _, 14 

Bayview Residents Improving Their Environment (BRITE) 
Economic Development on Third (EDOT) 
India Basin Neighbor)1ood Association (IBNA) 
Merchants of Butchertown 

HOSTED WORKSHOPS 

._ Affordable Housing and Workforce Outreach 
India Basin Transportation Action Plan . 

21 

India Basin Waterfront Parks and Trails Task Force 

NEIGHBORHOOD TASK 
FORCES & CACS 14 

Bayview Hunter.s Point Environmental Justice Task 
Force 
Hunters Point Bayvi_ew CAC (Bayview CAC) 
Hunters Point Shipyard CAC (HPS CAC) . 

[ 152 Total out;ach Meetings I 
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MAXIMIZE OPEN SPACE 

D Streets, Shared Ways, 
----·--· Sidewalks & Bike Lanes 

Parks, Plazas, Open Space~ 
Pedestrian Pathways & Stairs 

Developed Building Area 

BUiL.D: I SOM I BIONIC I GEHL I SOE I SKF I A10 

EXISTING ZONING 

18% 

IBNA PLAN PROPOSED PROJECT (BUILD) 
:-r.:~:-::~-:_::-::1:::;.;:;: 

·~"'~·"-.'.: 

···: --·--.· 

.... ....,;. 

31% 14% 
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COMPREHENSIVE 
APPROACH 
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DEVELOPMENT 

PHOGRAM 

Residential 
1,575· Units 
., 25% Affordable 
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DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAM 

Residential 
1,575 Units 

Neighborhood 
Commercial I 
Institutional 
209,000 GSF 
~ 

9 

Gro~ery Store 
Community Facility 
Childcare Facility 
Neighborhood Serving 
retail 
Small Professional 
Office 
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.. ··~ . 
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DEVELOPMENT 

PROGRAM 

Residential 
1,575 Units 

Neighborhood 
Commercial I 
Institutional 
209,000 GSF 

Open Space -
14 Acres Publit Parks 

· and Open· Space 
5 Acres New Public Park 
6 Acres Rehabilitated 
Shoreline 

e · 3 Acres New Privately 
Owned Publicly Accessible 
Open Space 
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DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAM 

Residential 
1;575 Units 

Neighborhood 
Commercial I 
Institutional 
209,000 GSF 

Open Space 
14 Acres Public Parks 
and Open Space 

Parking 
Up to 1,800 Spaces 

,. .. ~· 

/'' ,,..,·' 

... ·.: 

,..... .// 
·~ ·'-... ..... ·~ ... /' /' 

. · ~;, ,:·l:~.~-z·>;~;::~·c·:::.<,~. ~,, ; , . 
BUILD= 1soM1s10N1c1GEHLsTuo10 1 sHE~wo~·iJ ·'.: .. ·>·-- .. >···-: :,." .. ,.~·~·'>: :·, ...-. .... ............. -tll" 

Up to 1575 Residential 
Spaces 
Approx. 225 Public Spaces 

FUTURE HORTHSIDE PARK 

/:·~ .. ::~:~ :.:. • .. _; .. ·/--· -::..· .. > :_ . ·:·· ,., 
v.· 



~ 
0::::: 
o' 
LL 

z 
<( 
ro 

Q.J 

c 
Q.J 
!.... 

O' 
..c 
U1 

'"U 
b 

ro 
3 
0 
1-
b..O 
c 

~ 
I 

1105 



_. 
....... 
0 
CTI 

ACTIVE GROUND 
FLOOR USES 
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BICYCLE 
NETWORK 
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DISTRICT SUSTAINABILITY AND RESILIENCE 

WATER: 100% non-potable demands met 
District-vyide treatment system provides recycled water to meet all 
non-potable demands 

ENERGY: Net Zero Public Realm 
Lighting, water treatment and vehicle charging are all part of net 
zero public rearm 

STORMWATER: 100% on-site treatment 
Treatment integrated into Big Green provides amenity and low
energy_ management solution 

RESILIENT SHORELINE 
.coastal adaptation to sea level rise and changing habitat 

HIGH PERFORMANCE BUILDINGS 
Energy performance which exceeds Title 24 requirements and use of 
all-electric heating and hot water to _reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) . 
emissions 

IEHJJR.D: I SOM I BIONIC I GEHL I SDE I BKF I A10 

··: .. ,,-,. .. 

f ~ I ' . : 

INDIA 81'-SIN TRUST CONTRIBUTES 
TO USER EDUCATION+ MATERIALS 
RESEARCH 

. . ;, :~· : .. , ', '. 

100% STORMWATER 
TREATED ON-SITE 

figure 1-37! Potential Oi~lricl Sustainability Strategies 
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DIVERSE PUBLIC 
REALM & OPEN 
SPACE 
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SEA LEVEL RISE 
Shore.line Improvements 

Infrastructure and amenities along shoreline 
designed to be resilient through at least 100 
years of sea level rise. 
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DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 
Negotiation Framework 

HOUSING. 
AFFORDABLITY. 

TRANSPORTATION 

SUSTAINABILITY 

ISUllLD: I SOM I BIONIC I GEHL I SOE I BKF IA10 

EQUITY & 
DIVERSITY 

SEA LEVEL 
RISE 

OPEN SPACE 

: .. :\ 

WORKFORCE 
DEVELOPMENT 

" ·Ensuring equitable and 
beneficial growth. 

., Developing a unified 
·negotiation framework. 
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DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 
Open Space 

• 

• 

14 Acres new and improved 
public open space 

1.5 IVlile continuous 
waterfront park 

BUILD: I SOM I BIONIC I GEHL I SOE I BKF [A10 



DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 
'.::.-:·. 

· Open Space 

Cl 14 Acres new and 
improved public open 

.space 

__. -~ 1.5 Mile continuous ....... 
w waterfront park CJ"! 

Gt $1.5 Million annual 
operation and 
maintenance CFO 
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DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 

Facilities CFD 
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Community Facilities District 

·. For Future Sea-Leve·l-Rise Mitigation 
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DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 

Additional Benefits 

Onsite childcare facility 

.First Source hiring opportunity 

$10 Million transit fee contribution 

17% Local business enterprise goal 
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October 15, 2018 

Re: India Basin Development Agreement "Housing Plan" 

Supervisors, 

COUNCIL OF COMMUNITY 
HOUSING ORGANIZA TIDNS 
The voice of San Francisco's 
affordable housing movement 

The Council of Community Housing Organizations does not have a formal position supporting or 
opposing the India Basin development project, but we do wish to provide some comments for your 
consideration regarding the proposed Housing Plan for the project. 

Exhibit Hof the Development Agreement proposes 1,575 total units, with 25% ofall residential 
units built within the project site as inclusionary units, affordable units on their own sites, or a 
portion of this requirement may be metthrough in lieu fees. If provided onsite, that's 394 
affordable units. 

As always with affordability deals, the devilish details are important to review closely. There are 
three primary issues we flag for your consideration: 1.) on-site housing affordability levels are 
inconsistent with the City's Inclusionary housing standards, 2.) no obligation to provide 
development sites for 100% affordable housing, 3.) effective net reduction in the 25% affordability 
through allowed in lieu fee option. · 

Affordability levels inconsistent with the City's inclusionary housing standards. 

The affordable housing plan only requires that the total of all units meet an average of 110% AMI 
for rentals and 120% AMI for condos. There is no obligation to have even a single low-income unit 
(below 80%AMI) on site. By contrast, the Citywide Inclusionary Housing standard has three tiers of 
units - 55%AMI; 80%AMI; 110%AMI-with the average across the entire Inclusionary requirement 
being 75%AMI. Ownership inclusionary units also have three tiers at 80%AMI; 105%AMI; 
130%AMI-not a single fixed average for all units. The proposed India Basin deal is a significantly 
different, higher-income inclusionary housing standard than what developments across the rest of 
the City are required to provide to meet a range of household income needs. If provided as 
inclusionary onsite, it would thus make sense that the India Basin units should follow the citywide 
Inclusionary Housing rules as described in Sec 415, in order to meet a range of incomes. Otherwise, 
as currently written, ALL affordable units could be provided at 110% or 120% AMI. For 
comparison, according to the MOHCD 2018 AMI table, the "affordable" price at those levels would 
be targeted to individuals earning between $91,000 and $100,000. 

No obligation to provide development sites for affordable housing. 

The affordable housing plan has no obligation to provide a site to the city for nonprofit 
development, just an option (instead of some of the inclusionary units) for 'up to three' sites at the 

325 Clementina Street, San Francisco, CA 94103 ccho@sfic-409.org I 415.882.0901 

The Council of Con1munity Housing Organizations (CCHO) is a coalition of 25 community-based housing developers, service 
providers, and tenant advocates. We fight for funding and policies that shape urban development and empower low-income 
and working-class communities. Tl1e work of our member organizations has resulted in nearly 30,000 units of affordable housing, 
as well as thousands of construction and permanent jobs for city residents. 
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developer's discretion (Exhibit H, Page 7). To create a diverse balance of affordability, it would 
make sense that the plan include a clear requirement for three dedicated sites, with an RFP process 
to select community based nonprofit developers for these sites with local engagement and 
experience . 

. Effective net Reduction in affordability through allowed in lieu fee option. 

The affordable housing plan allows a portion of the 25% affordable requirement to be fulfilled 
through in-lieu fee payments (Exhibit H, page 10), generating fees for up to 75 offsifo affordable 
units that can be satisfied through either new construction or acquisition rehabilitation exclusively 
in Supervisor District 10. While options to provide funding in the broader District 10 are a good 
goal, the method of calculating this does not maintain equivalency with the value of the on-site 
Inclusionary units. By allowing an INCREASE in on-site market-rate housing, the fee-out actually 
results in a net reduction of affordability and a cost reduction to the developer. In order to maintain 
the total 25% affordable obligation, the in-lieu payment would need to be sufficient funding for 100 
offsite units. Moreover, the fee methodology should not undercut the citywide fee calculation, 
which as you know is currently at 30% for rentals and 33% for condos. Following is our calculation: 

o Onsite option: (394affordable)/1575 total= 25% 
o On/Offsite option: (319 onsite + 100offsite)/1675 total= 25% 

As an alternative, the following changes to the India Basin Development Agreement's Housing Plan 
could better meet the concerns laid out above, and would serve a full range of affordable housing 
needs by income and household size. 

1. The Housing Plan could require that any onsite inclusionary units meet either the three 
tiers and overall average AMI specified in the citywide Inclusionary policy, or, if an 
"averaging" approach is preferred, the following scale: 

a. For studios and 1-BR units, an average AMI up to 80% AMI, with units spread evenly 
in a range from 60% AMI to 100% AMI. 

b. For 2-BR and larger units, an average AMI up to 100% AMI, with units spread evenly 
in a range from 60% AMI to 140% AMI. 

c. A minimum of 40% ofinclusionaryunits to be 2-BR or larger, with 10% 3-BR or 
larger. · 

2. The Housing Plan could specify that sites for 100% affordable housing, with mi.nimum site 
capacity for 200 units, shall be dedicated to the City as development-ready pads, to be 
issued as RFQs/RFPs by MOHCD to a community based nonprofit affordable housing 
developer with local experience and community engagement. These units would serve 
income levels up to 60% AMI. 

3. The Housing Plan could specify equivalency between onsite and in lieu fee obligations, by 
requiring that any reduction in onsite units through in lieu fees should result in funding for 
an equivalent of 1.33 offsite units, using the same fee scale as required for projects dtywide. 

Sincerely, 

Fernando Marti and Peter Cohen 
Co-directors, Council of Community Housing Organizations 
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11-~··~m 

October 10,2Q18 

M;;ilia ot:ohen; .Pres.ide:nt of tne 13oatd: of&upe.r:vEors 
Angeia Calviilo1 qierk()fthe Board of$up~ryjsors· 
City a ncl toa rity of s~n Fra.ndscq 

:·1 Dr, CarltonB Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco; CA 94102. 

Subject: Arr Dlstrfot tomm:erits at betober 21 2018 Board Hearing. regarding the India 
.... Ba.sin Mix.ecl~:use Projec:tEIR A.ppecil . . .. . . .. 

BayAre.a Air O.ttaliW Mantigem¢nt .Dis.fri<:t(Air District) $.t~ffmade. ptiJ:ilk c:omrnents ~t 
tile October 2; 2b.i8 Board He.a ring regarding the India Basin ElRAppeaLThe-se, 
commenfawere regarding the: P.rdject'~ air q0afity mitigtjfjon mecisuresto n.iinimiZ:e 

·. ·,: . 

exp.osure to fine. partict:ila..te rni:!tter (PMi:.s). from the ProJect's e;<>:nstrUcJ:iqf1 :an.d. 
operation activities; PM%5 is.byfarthe most harmful air pollutant in the Air Distrid.s 
jurisdiction ir:i terms pf pubii<;; h~alJ:h~ $ci~ ritific evtd ~nee inqit;;i:t:~.s th!ilt both lohg~texm 
ehd .short~term sxp<:>~ut~ fo Pi\ih.s can :¢a\.lse •a Wide range· of he'aJth effects.;. such as 
aggt.avatih~ asthma, bronchitis; re~piratoiy arid cardiocvascularsymptoms~;and 
c;o nfributing fq heartaJt.ac:ks anq 'd~ath. 

BayvJew.,.Huhters Palntand:other·parts ofeastern San Francisco eX:periehce:higher 
PM2;s 'levels th:a n much of th~ regio f1'; The corri b. ihatibn ofhigher polltJtion levels . .a. nd a 
cx)ffin:11:.1iiifr particylarly Wlnera:bJe tqait poJluf(o!i l.ed th~ Alr DlstrJ(:;qo hlghllght 
eastern Sah J::tandsto as 1ah imp:acted ·community through our CommutiityAir Risk 

Evaluation (CARE) program and; more receritiy1 thrc>ughallr ~ommunlty H~;:ilth 
Prote~tion Program-we ared.eve.loping·in respon$eto AB ~i?· · 

lnJhEi spirh qf pr9tec;:tfr1g publ.ic;beaJth and in response to'the :October :to!h:memo from 
LJsa Gibson to Angela: C<'.!Nillo..t~g.ardir:ig_Appeal of tbe Certification of the Project EiR; 
We Would like to.,elabol:ate and Clarify on the Oetober 2(2018 comments asfoilows: 

The .Projecfs ilnaly,sis arid foitig<1tiqn 'ql~<JS.l11'es ~r¢ suffi~ie!11t 
.. since the October 2, 2018 Board Hearing; AirDistrkt staff hastevieWedGty staffs 
. respoQ5es interided to ii::ient!fy fo~sl91¢. mitigatibn r::ne<rsor~stnresponse to:AirOforict 
camh)ehb atthe. Board Heaffng_, f\lr Dlsttictsfaff greatly apprefl<1tes Cify staffs: · 
responsivenessfo our concerns. Air Districtstaff agrees that the Ptqjec:t:'s ant,tlysis of 
an~ rriitigat!h:m rneci~ur~s. fqrPfVhsconGentrcitionS' an~ $Ufflcient The ProJeci'$ P!\/'2.5 
anal~sis ~dh'eresto}ec<Hrjmended Arr DlS.trict methods. Wh¢re th8: Project's anaiysis 
di\ier~es frcirn Air District methcids, the methods are more strin{ient and,thus, rnor~ 
health prote<:tive, These more .stringent rnethpt:Js r!:i ly ort the City's Community Blsk 
Reduction Plan atid Project-sp¢dfi~ ernissid:rt<; aii:al\tsis. ln su.m,, the tesulWs•a rigorous 
and highlyhealth~proteetive analysis of bath .backgrciuoq <ind p·rqjecHpecifi¢ . . . 

375 BEAiJ~ STREET, svn:E 60Q • $A:N. FRANCISCO CA' 941()5 • .4i5.77L6000 • 1vww.baaqmdgov 
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Malia Cohen 

Air District supports mixed-use and infill proJE!cts 

Oc:tober 10, 2018 
Page 2 

The Air District has long recognized the importance of mixed-use and i_nfill projects, such as this 
Projecti to help the Bay Arean~ac:h its air quality goals, .Mixe:d~use and infill projects t\lat provide jobs 
and hOl1sJng In. urban areas With excellent ac<:;ess to transit alid short distances between ~esidential, 
employment, retatl, and recreational uses help to reduce transportation emissions; Transportation 
t::missions ihdLide t:riteria air pollutc:fnts (induding PM2.s); greenhou$e gas emissions, and diesel 
particulate matter and othe.r tdxic·air contaminants. For more Information about the Air District's 
work to supportmixed~use.and inffll developmentw.hile protecting pubHc health; please see the 
gl!idebook,Plandfn&fleiilfh{ipfc/ces'.(2016) and the 2017Clean Air Plan: Spctr~theAif,t8bttne; 
ciimate. ' · · · ·· ···· · · · · ··· · · · ·· ··· 

The Air Pistrid and City staff have an .excellent partnership 
AS stated at the October 2, 2018 Board Hearlhg,·the City has been a great partne.r tbthe Afr District· 
.In addition to adopting a Greenh9use Gas Reduction Strategy, the City is the only jurisdiction within . 
the Air bisfoctto Implement rigorous health protective polides within the rubric ,of a citywide 
Community Risk Reduction Plan to reduce the health impacts of air pollution dtyvJide (and 
particula~ly fo( v11lnerable populatiqns). Tre City's risk reduction efforts to require new residential 
construction projects located in the City's AirP.Ollution Exposure Zones to install enhanced ventilation 
to protect residentsfromaii" pollJJtion,.the:City has al:So adopted a Constructfon Dust Control 
Ordinance and the .CIEian Construction Ordi11ance. Air bistrktstaffgreatly appreciates San Francisco's 
commitment fo reduc:it!g air pollution emissions arid ¢xpbsl1re., City staff's resp()nse to Air District's 
concerhstheWee.k of bct0ber1,2di8 about the Projectisjust anotherexampl~ ofstaff's 
responsiveness and fl~xibility, 

Air District staff approaches this collaboration as technical experts on a Ir pollution and :climate issues. 
We do not make>land use decisions; .that fa the appropriate role for c:iW staff and decision makers. 
We are: committed to continuf:lfo work with you 1:0 assure that air quality, health, and climate 
impacts are analyzed correctly and minimized to the greatest extent possible. 

In sum; Air Di.Strict :Sfaffgreatly appreciates, the Oppot"tunityt()workwith 1:he.City.tciacldtessair 
qllalltVlmpacts on this Project and others. We lookforviard to a meeting with City staff soon to 
discuss ways the Air District and City can work to improve our ;,:iirqqallty consultation process. If you 
have <1ny further questions 'about the Ail' District's review of this Pr()ject; please contactA!isori Kirk, 
Sen!O(Planner, at (415) 749~5169or akirk@l:i~aqind.gov; 

Greg Nudd 
D¢ pt1ty Air Pollution Cbntrol Officer 

Cc: BAAQMD Dfrettor T\frone Jue 
BAAQMD Directqr Raf;:iel Mandelrnan 
BAAQMQ Director Hillc:iry Ronen · 
Lisa Gibson, Environmental Review Officer 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Board of Supervisors, (BOS) 
Thursday, October 18, 2018 12:11 PM 
Major, Erica (BOS) 
FW: PRESS RELEASE: India Basin Open Space Plan Moves Forward 

From: RPD Communications (REC) 
Sent: Tuesday, October 16, 2018 5:35 PM 
Subject: PRESS RELEASE: India Basin Open Space Plan Moves Forward 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

Oct. 16, 2018 

Contact: 

SF Rec and Park Department's Communications Office . 

RPDCommunications@sfgov.org 

India Basin Open Space Plan Moves Forward 

SAN FRANCISCO-A plan to revitalize a network of waterfront open space in the city's southeast by 

rehabilitating and uniting several poorly conditioned existing open spaces into a single, seamless design 

received approval by the San Francisco Board of Supervisors today. 

\~~D 
\<60 (/6\ 
\~8t(J 

Supervisors voted to certify the envi~·onmental impact report for the India Basin waterfront project,·which will 

combine 900 Innes Ave, a long-vacant bayside lot the City acquired in 2014, with two existing parks that border 

it: India Basin Shoreline Parle and India Basin_ Shoreline Open Space, both of which would undergo significant 

improvements. The resulting 8-acre waterfront park would connect the Bay Trail and provide open spaces, 

trails and unrivaled recreational opportunities for residents. The plan is a collaboration between the San 

Francisco Recreation and Park Department, Build Inc, the Tmst for Public Land, the San Francisco Parks 

Alliance, Parks 94124, the A. Phillip Randolph Institute, Young Community Developers, the India~Basin 

Neighborhood Association and many other neighborhood and park serving organizations. 

"India Basin will transform an abandoned industrial site into an imp01tant community space that will serve 

Bayview residents and visitors from across the Bay Area," said Mayor London N. Breed. "I want to thank Rec· 

1 
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& Parks, the numerous community organizations, and Bayview residents for their hard work to make this plan a 

reality." 

Supervisor Malia Cohen, who represents the area, stressed the urgency and imp01iance of the project. 

"The India Basin Park, which has the best views in the City, is the long overdue crown jewel of San Francisco's 

waterfront park system," Cohen said. "The Bayview-Hunters Point and India Basin community will finally gain 

much-deserved space for active recreation, to take a stroll, or to have a family barbecue. I'm proud to see this 

project move forward, benefiting our DlO community and the City as a whole." 

San Francisco Recreation and Park Department General Manager Phil Gfosburg envisions the completed India 

Basin project as "one of the most imp01tant park projects in modem San Francisco history." 

"India Basin provides an incredible opp01tunity to transform an industrial segment of the southern waterfront 

that has long been neglected into a beautiful network of parks that will be a source of health and recreation, 

economic and workforce development, environmental stewardship and joy for Bayview and India Basin 

neighborhood residents. Equity and public access have been ·the driving force behind every detail of this plan," 

Ginsburg said. 

Today's approval represents an impo1tant step in realizing the comprehensive plan. · 

"Bayview-Hunters Point and India Basin residents deserve access to a beautiful and clean shoreline park that 

reflects their values and provides more opp01tunities to play, be healthy and connect to nature and each other. 

There is still a long road ahead to make this vi.sion a reality and this a significant milestone in the process," said 

Alejandra Chiesa, Bay Area program director for The Trust for Public Land. 

More than 30 Bayview community stakeholders, regional organizations and local prope1ty owners guided the . 

programming and design process. The plan will connect the residents of public housing, now isolated on the 

hills, with the coastline. V e:hdors will offer healthy food choices historically lacking in the neighborhood. The 

Shop, a remnant of the site's long-ago life as a boatyard, will nurture the next generation of makers through 

boat building workshops and other creative and life skills classes. 

· 
11 The Parks Alliance has long advocated for creating much needed open space for southeast residents. We look 

forward to continue working with the sunounding communities, city and property owners to ensure these parks 
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and open spaces reflect the needs of the local residents and are an extensioh of the surrounding neighborhoods," 

said San Francisco Parks Alliance CEO Drew Becher. 

Neighborhood advocates also cheered Tuesday's development. 

Maya Rodgers, co-founder of Parks 94124, a non-profit organization that advocates for open space and 

recreatio.n in Bayview-Hunters Point, called the India Basin project "an example of demonstrated commitm·ent 

and collaboration i;n a tenuous economic climate." 

"The juxtaposition of open space and urban space is innovative and exciting," Rodgers said. "The Bayview

Hunters Point ndghborhood needs more open space, the sheer density of the area requires it. The India Basin 

project has the potential to create opportunities for positive exposure to and of this neighborhood amidst a long 

history of marginalization and inequity." 

. . 

It was a sentiment shared by Jacqueline Flin, executive director of the A Phillip Randolph Institute San 

Francisco. 

"The India Basin Project brings much needed beautification and public assets to the historically neglected 

southeast shoreline," Flin said. "Bayview is vastly diverse and eclectic. This project is designed with families 

that cunently live in Bayview. In addition to protecting and restoring our natural shoreline, future generations of 

families will continue to benefit with gorgeous open space for our City's youth to play, grow, and thrive." 

. The 5.6-acre India Basin Shoreline Park, which is cunently used by local residents, will be redesigned to better 

serve the community, including the installation of enhanced playground and recreational facilities, biking and 

walking paths. 

Remediation and grading of the site is $11. 5 million, $5 million of which will be covered by Measure AA 
. . . 

funds. Funding has also ~een provided by the California Coastal Conservancy, EPA grants, the Trust for Public 

Lands, Build Inc, San Francisco Parks Alliance, and the city's Open Space Acquisition Fund and General Fund. 

SF Rec & Parks is also partnering with Hunters Point Family, which provides employment opportunities for 

low income African American residents of the Bayview-Hunters Point community. Through an BP A 

BroWnfleld Cleanup Grari.t, Hunters Point Family has already trained more than 60 students in environmental 
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remediation and intends to place at least 80 percent of graduates in environmental remediation jobs, many of 

which will be at 900 Innes. 

"We are very excited to engage in the work of restoring the community through restoring and healing the land 

· alongside our paitners at the San Francisco Recreation and Park Department," said Hunters Bay Family 

Executive Director and Founder Lena Miller. "We are providing career pathways for some of our community's 

residents who have been most impacted by environmental pollution, thereby becoming the change we wish to 

see in the world." 

The Po1t of San Francisco, along with the City's Planning Department and Office of Community Investment 

and Infrastructure also played vital roles in the India Basin Project. 

### 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Board of Supervisors, (BOS) 
Monday, October 15, 2018 _8:30 AM 
BOS-Supervisors; Major, Erica (BOS) 
FW: India Basin Project Support 

·India Basin Support.docx 

\i(o8~ 
\~O~O 
~~Ow~\ 

••"•- , .... ,., -~•...>•••·•-.• "'" ••'•'-·-'• •--•·•••,.-•••·"~.,,_.,._,.," _., •• ,, ,,,. '-· -•·--•-..U .,, .,,,.._,,, ,,• • ••••••••"••.,_,._,........,,, •• , ___ ,,....__,,,_ '• '•-•'• ,•,~·••• ---•••-••• '--•" ,_..,:,,,,, '' ,, __ .,. ' ·-·~--• ''' • ·->•'--•·•'-'-•• '' ,.,_ •-·• ,_..,,,_,,,,._,,-,,,.,..,_' "-·•••'·•·•'" ,.. ... 

From: Sean Karlin [mailto:sean.karlin@gmail.com] 
Sent: Sunday, October 14, 2018 6:28 PM 
To: Cohen, Malia (BOS) <malia.cohen@sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>; IBNA board 
<ibnabod@googlegroups.com>; Victoria Lehman <victoria@bldsf.com>· 
Subject: India Basin Project Support 

~ This message is from outside the city email system. Do not open links or attachments from· untrusted sources. 

· Dear Board of Supervisors, 

. I liave written a letter of support for the India Basin mixed-use ·d~velopment project·. 
In cas.e I cannot make· the Tuesday meeting· in ·person, I did want my support for Build 
Inc's proposed project know. to the board. · 
My letter is. attached. 

Thank you,· 
Sean D. Karlin 
415.265.8691 m. 
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.October 14, 2018 

Board 'of Supervisors and 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carloton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Dear San Francisco Board of S,upervisors, 

I write this letter in support of the .development project that Build In~. is requesting 
permission to construct in India Basin. I speak as a homeowner, long time community 
activist, and, together with my wife Or!i Damari, a resident of Innes Ave since .2005. 

. . 

·Our city needs more housing and India Basin is one of the few neighborhoods that has 
space to build in. And Build Inc. is one of the few developer~ that invested time doing a 
qualitative study of the community. We were impressed when they came to meet the 
folks who live here, spent time at meeting after meeting to find out wbat we needed ..,... or 
just wanted, in our neighborhood. What our vision.for a future India Basin looked li.ke: 
We have been in a conversation with them since 2014 when they purchased the land 
.and those of us who live here are, for the most part, very pleased with the vision they 
have offered us. 

I look forward to a mix of market rate and affordable housing, ret_ail shops and 
restaurants, the activation of an amazing waterfront park, safe walkways, sidewalks and 
bike paths, all the benefits of ari active growing community. For all these reasons, and 
more I support Build Inc. inthis endeavor. 

The 1!1dia Basin community has seen mariy changes over the years and.we expect to. 
see more over the next few years. We accept that change is an inevitable pari: of our 
city's success and desirability; which came about in no small part thanks to you, our 
community's leadership. Build has been a great partner, I hope you too will support 
approval of the Environmental Impact Report and zoning changes for the India Basin 
project. 

Thank you 
Sean Karlin 
732 Innes Ave 
San Francisco, Ca. 94124 
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Hello members ofthe Land Use and Transportation Committee, 

l~~l~ 
l@>~ 

l ~OG)'8" ( 

#6~1~ 
~ Vb&tHl'iW IN 

My name is Jesus Flores, I am the operations manager at Archimedes 'Banya; we are DIM&\)\ 
one of the buildings that is directly adjacent to the proposed project. As a committee today you 

are here to amend the general plan to revise the bayview hunters point ar~a plan and the urban 
design, commerce and industry , and recreation and open space elements, to reflect the India 
basin Mixed Use project. In addition the ordin.ance amending the planning code to establish the 
India Basin Special use district by changing the zoning designations, height districts and the 
india basin special use district. Lastly approving a development agreement between the City 

and county of san francisco and India Basin Investment Llc that would cover a 28 acre project 
which some believe have various public benefits of including 25% affor~able housing and 11 
acre parks and open space all while making sure things fall under the California Environmental 

Quality Act and that the findings conform with the General Plan. I am here to appeal to you that 
~uch, ordinance amendments should be further investigated, discussed and not amended today 

because of the significant an~ unavoidable negative impacts to not only Arc.himedes Banya but 
the community of India Basin Bayview and Hunters Point. 

Before getting into the reasons why such ordinance amendments would have a 
significant and unavoidable negative impact to Archimedes Banya and the community which 
would not adhere to the California Environmental Quality Act. I would like to. inform you a little 
about the Banya. "We, at Archimedes Ban ya SF (the Banya), are committed to improving the 
quality of life for all that live in the nearby community and residents and visitors of the whole SF 
Bay Area. TheBanya is a Russian/German/Scandinavian style bathhouse, the only one of its 
kind in the Bay Area. It is not only a place for people to experience 
Russian/German/Scandinavian cultures, it has quickly become a cultural institution and tourist 

destination in San Francisco. The Banya is a place where people of all ages, genders, ethnic 
and cultural backgrounds convene to relax, socialize, and improve their health. It uniquely 
attracts visitors to Hunters Point, a destination in San Francisco that was previously avoided by · 
visitors and locals alike. Thus, the Banya has contributed to the vibrancy of the neighborhood 
that has been unprecedented by any other Business in the area." We are a place where people 

can forget that they are in a bustling city and get away from there every day routine. 
To start off I would like to discuss with you the negative effects that this building will have· 

if you allow the zoning tp change to a Special Use District, which would allow for two 14 story 
and various other 6 7 8 story building in the area that would engulf Archimedes Banya. I strongly 
urge this committee to maintain the current zoning of MC I and NC 2 which would keep· the 

heighJ at 40 feet throughout the project. When we first started coming to these public meetings. 
with the pla.nning commission about the EIR we wanted to first off be included in the report. Not 

on~ m
1

~ntion of Archimedes Banya was included or the effects this project would have on our 
· business. Then after we came again to stop.the· Revised EIR from being passed because then 

we were just referred to as a commercial I residential dwelling unit. The adverse.effects were 

again no.t discussed in the revised version. I know some people from bui.ld have spoken with the 
owner Dr. Mikhail Brodsky but have any of you come and used our facility. It is more than just a 

commercial/residential dwelling unit. It a space were citizens come to heal their body and relax. 
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· 1f you were to change the zoning heights for th.is project and allow these buildings to engulf us 

you would drastically impact the wind speeds and duration of hazardous winds and in turn 

negatively impact the ventilation of our building. As stated in the revised EIR "The EIR concluded 

,that the proposed project would result in a substantial increase in the wind speed and duration of 

hazardous winds· at the project site and in its vicinity, which would substantially affect public areas or 

outdoor recreation facilities and result in a significant and unavoidable wind impact". Now Mitigation 

measures were introduced M-Wl-la, M-Wl-lb, and M-Wl-lc these discussed wind impact analysis and 

mitigation for buildings over 100 ft, temporary wind reduction measures during construction and reduce 

effects of ground level hazardous winds through ongoing review. Unfortunately again as stated in the 

revised EIR which was passed in it it stated" ~it@@iiiti!llW®tnm"'@~M 
B_idi_G_til\iaiiJWilil.ilil1~JW'dlll 
lfli.IHtiiililll'!V~DJlffl!WieafiW®1ttiDJiiml! 
-JMntitt®i~?ltfld@611.&iiffild~iliiiUli®itflif¥]{fj· 
BWi!ltl!tl&ifiiiJJJ1Ji$~J#~lii!t141i-&Ml~JD~\.e,_ 
.. _,m.;Ji@jlUiid~Jb1!1@1ffi111 High winds effect Archimedes 

Banya' ventilation system. If i can quickly summarize in our facility we have two parikas, these are russian 

style sauna that involve humidity. Now if winds .increase that means the air duct on our roof would have 

more wind going into the saunas and would cause the humidity and the temperature to be reduce and 

those are two main key components that you need when enjoying our facility. I can afso get into how you 

would remove our customers privacy as well. People enjoy our roof to sun bath and do so in the nude at 

times. But getting past just the privacy that will be infringed upon I would like to continue because of 

these negative wind impacts I believe you should look how the air quality will be even more drastic. 

Now the revised proposed project would not propose any changes to building envelopes or 

locations, With that i would like to mention that the air quality is going to have negative impacts on 

Archimedes Banya and the community. Mitigation measures were introduced to M-AQ-la, lb, le, and 

ld. These were said to minimized off/on road construction equipment emission, utilize best available 

control technology for in water construction equipment, and offset emissions for construction and 

direction. 
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Now since my time might be coming to a close i would like to address the biggest flaw 

and issue of why this project would not be in accordance to_ the safety of our environment and 

the CEQA and that this committee on land use and transportation should further investigate the 

. plot before amending these ordinances. Is that the cancer risk for continuing this project will be 

high even with mitigation as stated "RJ-1mlf>Dmiiftlttftl11Wj)-
Jllljmlt4afftlJlll&100lli>~~iJMiltll-~ 
~Mfl'lliWbJatli~U$ktti®Wli:PJWU$RDA~ 
$\\mtJm-11dfo~&'MlldiebliDit\t'.etiM#tiuldlf~~liiinl111¥111tll 
8.Dlftfi!JI&ifilt~--Construction-related and operational activities 
associated with the proposed project would result in increases in emissions of diesel particulate matter 

{PM) that would affect lifetime excess cancer risk for both on- and off-site receptors. Overall, impacts of 

the revised proposed project would be the same as the proposed project's impacts described in the Draft 
-EIR. Impacts of the revised proposed project on air quality WDL1ld be significant and unavoidable with 

mitigation. To add to this just recently radioactive objects were found less than a quarter mile from our 

location at the Navy Yards parcel A as stated in the SF Chronicle in an article by . 

lason Fagone and Cynthia Dizikes . I have worked at Archimedes since it open and i have seen 

tllat development go up as well. I know that teams from that site would dump dirt over in.the 

project site we are currently discussing. In the EIR soil samples were only done on the surface, 

the plot of the proposed project has been getting filled for over half a century with other 

contaminants. Further soil sample should be taken as well especially since back in 1999 soil 

samples were d.one by Trans Pacific Geotechnical Consultants and found traces of lead and 

other minerals and gases. , 
I am appealing to you members of this committee Tang, Kim, and Safai to further 

investigate the land use of this India Basin Mixed Used Project to not move forward with 

amending these ordinances. Further investigation should be done on the effects it will have on 

the community and my business. You are allowing a community to be greatly affected. If you 
amend these today you are saying you are ok with giving members of the community cancer 

and other health related illnes:;; all for a few hundred units of h,ouses ttiat won't even be 

affordable to those that live in the neighborhood you are going to devastate. If you truly wanted 

to help the community Build should not hc,tve removed the school or better yet allow for a higher 

amount of so called affordable housing. If this proj~ct was to be done in your district and you 

were aware of the negative impacts. I would expect for you not to allow it to continue. You all 

have strived to better the lives of families in San Francisco other communities so don't hurt the 

lives of those in this community. 
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Presented by Mikhail Brodsky to SF Land Use and Transportation Committee on 9/24/2018 
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The main, part of the 700 Innes Ave. property originally was zoned M-1, Light Industrial, OVMM \~ 
for many reasons that should be respected. Almost all area of proposed construction is a 

low-density landfill made from residuals from Hunters Point I Potrero Hill 

constructions, (!ill.l2://www.foundsf.org/in_dex.php?title=lndia Basin and the Southea 

st Bayshore) during 1960-70s. The soil is contaminated with petroleum hydrocarbon 

and heavy metals: lead and chromium (both 10 times of the threshold level, see 

attached soils report}. That study was performed just on the edge of the landfill and the 

contamination is expected to be much worse closer to the Bay. The facts were provided 

to the Planning Committee but ignored in the EIR and the committee conclusion. The 

landfill is very unstable for heavy construction and the water level is just 2 feet below 

surface. There are no utilities on the lot. The main sewer line (already overloaded) is 18 

foot above the property on Innes Ave., so to service more than 1500 residential units a 

sewer treatment plant and powerful pumps are required on the property to properly 

pump it up. It was not sufficiently discussed in the EIR. Also the sewer pipes cannot be 

secured on the landfill and become a real danger in case of even a small earthquake. 

· The EIR presented by developers is ignoring the impact of lead and chromium diffusion 

from soil through water pipes to the quality of water that will be used by future 

residents of the projected houses. Diffusion is the net movement of molecules or atoms 

from a region of high concentration (or high chemical potenti~I) to a region of low 

· concentration (or low chemical potential} as a result of random motion of the molecules 

or atoms, Diffusion is driven by a gradient in chemical potential of the diffusing species. 

The diffusion in metals is especially aggressive see 

hn12s://pubs.acs.org/doi/a~51_10.1021/ie50616a039?journa1Code=iechad and lead is 

know to be deadly dangerous for people see https://www.mayoclinic.org/diseases

fQilditlons/lead-poisoningfr{!D_P.toms-causes/syc-20354717, Similar effect resulted in 

contamination by lead in drinking water of Hunters Point consumed by members of 

SFPD (see publication: "Navy failed to alert San Francisco to taiMed shipyard water, 

documents show" in SF Chronicle, August 3, 2018). 

More, the presents of lead and chromium in the salt water saturating the fill below its 

surface creates enormous danger to the metal rods needed for up to 50 foot Icing 

concrete piles that have to be main structure to support the 7 story buildings. The 

concrete is porous and allows the salt-water contact the rods. This will create an electric 

pair intensifying the rods corrosion (see: https://www.nace.org/Corrosion

Centraf/Corrosion-101/Ga!vanic-Corrosion/ and similar rod corrosion has been already 

. observed in the new Bay Bridge. 
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TRANS PACIFIC GEOTECHNICAL CONSULTANTS, INC . 

. 445 GRANT AVENUE, SUITE 403, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94108-3249 
TELEPHONE: {415) 788-8627 FAX:.(415) 788-3121 

REPORT 

SOIL SAMPLING AND CHEMICAL TES'.t'ING 
PROPOSED RUSSI.AN SPA 

ASSESSOR'S BLOCK 4644, LOT SA 
DOOJlS AVENUE 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

OUR JOB NO. 1535-001 

JUNE 28, i999 
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TRANS PACIFIC GEOTECHNICAL CONSULTANTS, INC. 

445 GRANT AVENUE, SUITE 403, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94108-324~ 
TELEPHONE: (415) 788-8627 FAX: (415) 788-3121 

Banya 2000 
1600 Shattuck Avenue, #214·-II 
Berkeley, California 94709 

Attention: Mr. Reinhard Imhof 

·Ladies and Gentlemen: 

J:me 28, 1999 

Our Job No .. 1535-001 

Report 
Soil Sampling and Chemical Testing 

'Proposed Russian Spa · 
Assessor's Block 4644, Lot SA 
Innes Avenue 
San Francisco, California 

This report presents the results.of our soil sampling and chemical testing 
for the site of the proposed Russian spa in San Francisco, California. The site, 
known as Lot SA of Assessor's Block 4644, is located on the north side of Innes 
Avenue between Earl Street and Fitch Street as shown on the Vicinity Map, Plate· 
1. 

PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION 

. Present plans call for. construction· of a three-story building with a 
basement. The building will house an in-dqor swimming pool, hot tubs, exercise 
rooms, weight rooms, and a restaurant, among others. The basement will be used 
for parking and a mechanical room. Details of the proposed development have not 
been finalized and details of the loading information are not available at this 
time. 

PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF SERVICES 

The purpose of our service was to explore the subsurface soil and rock 
conditions at the site and to collect soil samples for analytical chemical 
testing •. Our service was performed substantially'in accordance with our proposal 
dated May 13 1 1999. The scope of our services included a field exploration 

. program of ·excavating two test pits and performance of analytical chemical· 
testing. · 

FIELD EXPLORATION 

The subsurface conditions were explored on June 4, 1999, by excavating two 
test pits with a backhoe at the locations shown on the Plot Plan, Plate 2. The 
test pits were excavated to depths of about 11 feet to 14 feet below the existing 
ground surface, The field exploration was performed under the technical 
direction of one of our geologists who examined and visually classified the soil 
encountered, maintained a log of test pits, and obtained samples for visual 
examination and analytical chemical testing. Graphical presentation of the soils 
encountered is presented. on the Log of Exploratory Pit, Plates 3A through 3B. 
An explanation of the nomenclature and symbols used on the Log of Exploratory 
Pits is shown on Plate 4, Soil Classification Chart and Key to Test Data. The 

Page 1 
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Banya.2000 June 2B, 1999 

logs of test pits ~how subsurface conditions on the date and at. the locations 
indicated, and it is not warranted that they are· representative of subsurface 
conditions at other times or locations. After completion of the excavation 
operation, the test pits were loosely backfilled with the excavated soils. and 
randomly rolled with the rubber-tired wheels. 

The soil samples were collected with appropriate sampling protocol. These 
samples·were initially stored in an ice chest and subsequently refrigerated for 
proper storage and eventual transport to the analytical laboratory. A chain of 
custody of these samples was maintained. 

DISCUSSION 

Soil samples were hand delivered to the premise of ~altest Analytical 
Laboratory in Napa, California on June 7, 1999. We were directed by Mr. R. Imhof 
to hold the testing of soil samples obtained in Test Pit 1 in abeyance; 
therefore, analytical testing was assigned only on soil samples obtained in Test 
Pit 2. These tests included testing for heavy metals, asbestos, total petroleum 
hydrocarbons as gas and total petroleum hydrocarbons a·s diesel and 
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB). 

The results of the analytical testing, as presented by Caltest Analytical 
Laboratory, are presented in the Appendix. 

CLOSURE 

Our services have been performed with the usual thoroughness and competence 
of the engineering profession. No othe·r warranty or representation, either 
expressed or implied, is included or intended. 

If you have any questions regarding this report or reqtlire additional 
information, please contact us. The following plates and appendix are attached 
and complete this report. 

Plate 
Plate 
Plates 
Plate 

1 
2 
3A and 3B 
4 

Appendix 

{Six copies submitted) 

Vicinity Map 
Plot Plan 
Log Of Exploratory Pit 
Soil Classification Chart and Key to Test. Data 

Report prepared by Caltest Analytical Laboratory 
. and dated Jun:e 25, 1999 

Yours very.truly, 
Trans Pacific Geotechnical Consultants, Inc. 

f.?~JLJ_ ·;. ~· 
E~·~ ~au/ P.E. . . 
Reg. Civil Engineer 019897 
Reg. Geotechnical Engineer 506 
Expiration 9/30/2001 

cc: ARCUS Architecture and Planning (2) 
445· Grant Avenue, Suite 404 
San Francisco, California 94108 
Attention: Mr. Samuel Kwong 

WPN: 1535001. RE2 

Page 2 
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TEST PIT 1 SURFACE ELEVATION: ___ ...,....,...--,- DATE EXCAVATED: S/4!99 -------
LOGGED BY: · DRF EQUIPMENT: _b_a_ck_ho_e'"". ___ _ DATE BACKFILLED: 614199 

DEPTH 
WIDTH IN FEET 

DEPTH 
(FEET) 5 10 15 20 (FEET) 

A 

: . 1-1 
I 

5 - I,_ - - -1- -1- - - - 5 

I I 

l 
10 .-1- - 1- - - - 10 

8 -,-
I I 

·1 

I 
15 15 

II . INDICATES DEPTH OF UNDISTURBED SAMPLE 

181 INDICATES DEPTH OF DISTURBED SAMPLE . 

A. GC, Sandy GRAVEL with trace clay and serpentine rock fragments, occasional 
cobbles, dry to damp, (loose), [FILL]. · 

B. CL, Brown silty CLAY with rock fragments; moist. 

~ . l OG OF EXPL.O RA TORY PIT Trans PacHlc Geotechnical Consultants, Inc. 
~~·~~~~~~~~--~...-~~--~-~~~~--~~~~,,__-...,......~P~LA~TE~3A~ 
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.,... 
-::> 

J, 

TEST PIT2 SURFACE ELEVATION: ____ _ DATE EXCAVATED: 6/4/99 ------,...,., 
LOGGED BY:. ORF EOUIPMENT:_b_a_ck_hoe ____ _ DATE BACKFILLED: 614199 

.• INDICATES DEPTH OF UNDISTURBED SAMPLE 

[81 INDICAJES DEPTH OF DISTURBED SAMPLE 

o PIPE 

A GN, Sandy GRAVEL, dry, (loose), [FILL}. 

B. CUGC, Dark brown and blaok layered i;andy CLAY with wood, brtcl<, 
reinforcing steel, large rock fragments, and a block of granite, moist, 
(loose and soft), [FILL]. Grading to yellowlsh brown clayey GRAVEL 
at around 11 feet to 12 feet, mois~ Ooose), [FILL]. · 

~. LOG OF EXPLORATORY PIT Trans Pacific Geotechnical Consultants, Irie. 
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UNIFIED SOIL CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM 

DESCRIPTlON 

GW· WELL-BAADED GRAVELS, GRAVEL-SAND 
MIXTURES, LlffiE OR NO FINES 

GP 

GM 

SW 

SP 

SM 

SC 

POORLY-ORAOEO GRAVELS. GRAVEL-BAND 
MIXTURES, UTILE OR NO FINES 

SJLlY GAAVELS, GRAVEL-SAND-SILT MIXTURES 

CLAYEY GRAVELS, GRAVEL-SAND-CLAY MIXTURES 

WELL-BRADED SAND, GRAVELLY SANDS, 
lmlE OR NO FINES 

POORLY-GRADED SANDS, GRAVELLY SANDS, 
. LITTLE OR NO FINES 

SILTY SANDS, SAND-SILT MIXTURES 

CLAYEY SANDS, SAND-CLAY MIXTURES 

MAJOR DIVISIONS 

CLEAN GRAVELS l5z~ WW Q<I) "'!:l 
(LITTlE OR NO FINES) en si-" ~~ uj "'~g 

f!l~ > ~u.i5 <:i:: 00 (I) 

II: 1-W~ .... 
GRAVELS WITH FINES Cl uJ l2 $cs 

§g~ wZ 
(i'.PPRECIABLE i£W' 

AMOUMT OF FINES) ;:!: uJ -i!: ·: a; i5o: 
-1-

~I-
CL!;.11..N SANDS lS~~ ~~ 

~~ (Lrnl.E OR NO FINES) wt)Cll 
CIJ c:~ ... oa 
~g g :;iw 

c(a:wffi if~ 
SANDS WITH FINES 

CIJ i~~ >O 

53 {AP?RECIABLE u. 
AMOUNT OF FINES) 

(/) 

::::! <i ~ 
Oir!ll 
C/) ~(/) 

0 ~~ w . 
6 15~ 
~ ~~ 

: CJ ~fil w ;!; 
. CJ> i!:@ 
cc~ < 0(/) 0 ~-
0 

UJ 

iE~ 
!50 ow 
!;'l:.: 
(I)~ 
~~ 
li'i 1-

~ g 
·~~ 
o!!l 
a:l!l 
<> 
~~ 

l-f+~~~-+-1-NOR~GA..-NIC_,.S~ILT-S~AN~.-D~VE~RY;..-F~W~E-SAN~.~DS.,....;;.,-ROC-·~K-=-. ~f--""'--""-"'-----~.,......i.......~~-------i.~--..-.~~ 

FLOUR, SILTY OR Cl.AVEY FINE SANDS, CLAYEY sn.:rs oi ~ ML 
WITH SLIGtJT PLASTICllY => n. . 

INORGANICClAYSOFLOWTOMEDIUM Pt:ASTICITY, Cf.! -IW ·~~ 
CL GRAVEU.YC!.AYS,SANDYCLAYS,SILTYCLAYS,LEAN SILTS & CLAYS = !f[!j 6~ 

. CLAYS (LIQUJDLIMITLESSlHMl5!l) Q ~<O z..: 

ORGANIC SILTS AND ORGANIC SU-CLAYS ~ ~ § ~ ilj 
.,......--'~OF~L_o_w_r_LAS __ T1e_1_1Y..__,_ __ ~_._.------~-.;..;i-.-~----~~~~~~----~~'"'4 lfi!~g 

MH 
. INORGANrC SILTS, MICACEOUS OR OlATOMACEOUS :ci: ~ w 

FINE S/\NOY OR SlllY SOILS, ELASTIC SILTS 0: ::i: ;!: 
Cf 2jffl 
w ~gs CH 

OH 

INORGANIC CLAYS OF HIGH PlASTICITY, 
FAT CLAYS 

ORGANIC CLAYS OF MEDIUM TO HIGH 
Pli'.STICITY, ORGANIC SILTS 

PT PEAT AND OTHER HIGHLY ORGANIC SOILS 

PLASTICITY CHART· 

0 . 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 
LIQUID .LIMrT 

TYPES OF SOIL SAMPLERS 
MC- MODIFIED CALIFORNIA SAMPLER 
NX - ROCK CORING 

P - PISTON SAMPLER 
PT· PITCHER BARREL SAMPLER 
S - SHELBY SAMPLER 

SPT - ST ANDAHD PENETRATION TEST SAMPLER 
U - UNDERWATER SAMPLER 

SILTS & CLAYS 
(llOUID LIMIT 50 OR MORE) 

. :z: < u:: II. 

HIGHLY 'ORGANIC SOILS 

KEY TO SAMPLES 

... INDICATES DEPTH OF UNDISTURBED SAMPLE 

i:8J INDICATES DEPTH OF DISTURBED SAMPLE 

i=J INDICATES DEPIB OF SAMPLING ATIE;MPT WITH NO RE<;OVERY 

·~ INDICATES DEPIB ()f' STANDARD PENETRATION TEST . 

~ lNOICATES DEPTH OF UNDISTURBED "S" (SHELBY) TYPE 
SAMPLE 

KEYTOTESTDATA 

GS - GRAIN-SIZE DISTRIBUTION 
DSCU- DIRECT SHEAR TEST, CONSOLIDATED- UNDRAINED 
DSUU- DIRECT SHEAR TEST, UNCONSOLIDATED - UNDRAJNED 
TXUU- TRIAXIAL COMPR.ESSION TEST, UNCONSOLIDATED -
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UNDRAINED 

SOIL CLASSIFICATION CHART 
AND KEY TO TEST DATA 

Trans Pacific Geotechnlcal Consultants, Inc. 

PLATE 4 
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(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 

June 25, 1999 

Mr. Eddy T. Lau, P.E. 
Trans Pacific GeoTechnical 
445 Grant Avenue, Suite 403 
San Francisco, CA 94108 

Dear Mr. Lau: 

CERTIF!ED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CALIFORNIA !!LAP.//'1664 

On June 7, 1999, Caltest received four soil samples which were logged into our system as 
lab order number 9906181. Per your request, two of the four·sampleswere analyzed for 
California Assessment Manual (CAM) Metals, Asbestos, Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons 
(1PH) as Gas, Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (1PH) as Diesel, and Polychlorlnated 
Biphenyls (PCB). 

The following analytical report indicates a detection on both soil samples for an 
unidentified petrolemu hydrocarbon pattern which was quantitated as Diesel# 2. All 
metals were below the Total Threshold Limit Concentration (ITLC) Limits, however, 
Chromium and Lead were detected above 10 times the Soluble Threshold Limit 
Concentration (STLC) Limit. This is an indication that an STLC Extraction arid analysis 
needs to be performed on both soil samples for Chromium; and Lead. ' 

Please do not hesitate to call me at .the laboratory if you have any questions regarding this 
report. 

Smcerely, 
Caltest Analytical Laboratory 

~~~ ' Todd M. Albertson 
Project Manager 

. Enclosure(s): 
Caltest Lab Order # 9906181 
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CERTIFJED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CALIFORNIA ELAP#J664 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 

B£PQRT of ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

Client: Eddy T. Lau. P.E. 
Trans Pacific GeoTechnical 
445 Grant Avenue. Suite 403 
San Francisco. CA 94108 

Project: 1535-001 RUSSIAN SPA 

LAB ORDER No. : 

Report Date: 
Received Date: 

Sampled by: 

9906-181 
Page 1 of 6 

25 JUN 1999 
07 JUN 1999 

DON FOWLER 

Lab Nl.IJllber Sarngle Identification Matrix Sam~led Ogt~/Time 

9906181-1 
9906181-2 
9906181-3 
9906181-4 

2-1 (A & 8) 3'6" 
2-2 (A & 8) 5'6" 
1-1 (A & 8) 3'3" 
1-2 (A·& B) ~'6" 

·~;J • I, ., 

·~-.~~ 

SOIL 04 JUN 99 
SOIL. 04 JUN 99 
SOIL 04 JUN 99 
SOIL 04 JUN 99 

. j . 
Project Manager . laboratory Director 

CALTEST autnorizes €his report to be reproduced·on1Y in its entirety. 
Results are· specific to the sample as submitted and only to the parameters reported .. 
All analyses perform~ by EPA Methods or Stand~rd Methods (SM) 18th Ed. except where noted. 
Results of 'ND' mean not detected at or above the listed Reporting Limit (R.L.). 
'D.F.' means Dilution Factor and has been used to adjust the listed Reporting Limit.(R.L.). 
Acceptance Criteria for all Surrogate recoveries are defined in the QC.Spike Data Reports. 
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CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CAl,JFORNlA ELAP #[664 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) ·226:1001 
LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 

INORGANIC ANALYTICAL RESULTS Page 2 of 6 

ANALYTE RESULT R.L. · UNITS --11.L METHOD ANALYZED l)C BATCH NOTES 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181·1 
SAMPLE ID: 2-1.(A & B) 3'6" 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:20 

Antimony ND 2. 11YiJ/kg 10 6010B 06.16.99 A990421ICP 1,2 
Arsenic 6.7 0.8 11YiJ/kg 10 60108 06.15.9.9 A990421ICP 1,2 
Barium HO. 1. 11YiJ/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Beryllium ND 1. 11YiJ/kg 10 60iOB 06.16.99 A990421ICP 1.2.3 
Cadmium ND 0.2 f!YJ/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Chromium 57. 1. f!YJ/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Cobalt 11. 0.4 f!YJ/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1,2 
Copper 56. 1. . mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Lead .210. 0.6 mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1,2 
Mercury 0.6 0.1 mg/kg 5 7471A 06.16.99 A990428MER 2.4 
Molybdenum ND 1. mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Nickel 80. 1. mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Selenium ND 2. mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Silver ND 0.6 mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Thallium ND 2. 11YiJ/kg 10 60108 06.16.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Vanadium 42. 0.4 rrg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Zinc 150. 4. . mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Asbestos RR % 1 PLM . 

5.6 
--

LAB NUMBER: 9906181·2 
SAMPLE ID:· 2-2 (A& 8) 5'6". 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:40 

Antimony ND 2. ng/kg 10 60108 06.16.99 A990421ICP 1,2 
Arsenic 4.7 0.8 mg/tg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Barium 84. 1. mg/kg 10 . 60108 06.15.99. A990421ICP 1.2 
Beryllium ND 1. mg/kg 10 60108 06.16'.99 A990421ICP 1.2.3 
Cadmium ND 0.2 mg/kg 10 6010B 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Chromium 51. 1. mg/kg, 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Cobalt 10. 0.4 mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Copper 41. 1. mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Lead 89. _0.6 mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Mercury 1.2 0.2 11YiJ/kg 10 7471A 06.16.99 A990428MER 2.4 
Molybdenum ND 1. mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A99042lICP 1.2 
Nickel 55. 1. rrg/kg 10 60108. 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Selenium ND 2: mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP. 1.2 

1) Sample Preparation on 06-14-99 using 3050B 
2) Result expressed as wet weight of sample. 
3) The Reporting Limit (R.L.) was raised due to background interference noted in the sample. 
4) Sample Preparation on 06-15-99 using 7471A 
5) Analysis performed by EMSL Analytical. ELAP certification# 1620. 
6) Refer to the attacheq reference laboratory report for the original certificate of analysis and supporting 

Quality· Control data. . 
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CERTff!ED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CAUFORNIA ELAP#(664 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 
LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 

INORGANIC ANALYTICAL RESULIS Page 3 Of 6 

ANALYTE .. RE~ULT. .. B,L, u~n:s .. D.F. METHOD ANALYlED .OC BATCH NOTES 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181-2 {continued) 

Silver ND 0.6 rrg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Thallium ND 2. rrg/kg 10 . 60108 06.16.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Vanadium 45. 0.4 rrg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1,2 
Zinc 100. 4. rrg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Asbestos RR x 1 PLM 3.4 

1) Sample· Preparation on 06-14-99 using 30508 
2) Result expressed as wet weight of sample. 
3) Analysis performed by EMSL Analytical, ELAP certification·# 1620. . 
4) Refer to the attached reference laboratory report for the original certificate of analysis and supporting 

Qua 1 i ty Centro 1 data .. 
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CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES · 
CALIFORNIA ELAP#l664 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 
LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 

ORGANIC ANALYTICAL RESULTS Page 4 of 6 

ANALYTE RESULT R.L. UNITS J1L. ANALYZED QC BATCH NOTES 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 
SAMPLE ID: 2-1 (A & B) 3'6" 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:20 
METHOO: EPA 8082 

POLYCHLORINATEO BIPHENYLS (PCBS) 1 06.19:99 T9901510CP 1.2.3 
PCB 1016 ND 0.1 mg/kg 
PCB 1221 ND 0.1 mg/kg 
PCB 1232 ND 0.1 mg/kg 
PCB 1242 ND 0.1 mg/kg 
PCB 1248 ND 0.1 mg/kg 
PCB 1254 ND . 0.1 'll'IJ/kg 
PCB 1260 NO 0.1 mg/kg 
Surrogate TCMX 94. % 
surrogate Decachlorobiphenyl 103. % 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 (continued) 
SAMPLE ID: 2-1 (A & B) 3'6" 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:20 
METHOO: EPA.8015M 

TOTAL SEMI-VOLATILE PETROLEUM 1 06,18.99 T99014BTPH 2,4,5 
HYDROCARBONS -

Diesel Fuel NO 4. mg/Kg 
TPH-Extractable, quantitated as 14. 4. mg/Kg 
diesel 

Surrogate o-Terphenyl . 85. % 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 (continued) 
SAMPLE; ID: 2-1 (A & B) 3'6" 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:20 
METHOD: EPA 8020A 

AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS 1 06.09.99 V990064G9A . 2.6 
Benzene ND 0.0025 mg/kg 
Toluene ND 0.0025 mg/kg 
Ethyl benzene ND 0.0025 mg/kg 
Xyl enes (Tota 1) ND 0.0025 mg/kg 

1) Sample Preparation on 06-15-99 using EPA 3550 
2) Result expressed as wet weight of sample. . 
3) 1he final volume of the sample extract was higher than the nominal amount. resulting in (a) higher 

reporting limit(s). 
4) Sample Preparation on 06-11-99 using EPA 3550 
5) faJ.i unidentified petroleum hydrocarbon was present in the sample. ·An approximate concentration has been 

calculated based on Diesel #2 standards. . 
6) Sample Preparation on 06-09-99 using EPA 5030 
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(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 

ORGANIC ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

ANALYTE 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 (continued) 
SAMPLE ID: 2-1 (A & B) 3' 6" 
SAMPLED: . 04 JUN 99 09: 20 
METHOD: EPA 8020A 

AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS 
(continued) 
Surrogate 4-Bromofluorobenzene ·[PIO] 

LAB NUMBER:. 9906181-2 
SAMPLE ID: 2-2 (A & B) 5'6" 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09: 40 
METHOD: EPA 8082 

POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYLS CPCBS) 
PCB 1016 
PCB1221 

. PCB 1232 
PCB 1242 
PCB 1248 
PCB 1254 
PCB 1260 
Surrogate TCMX 
Surrogate Decachlorobiphenyl 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181-2 (continued) 
SAMPLE ID: 2.:2 (A & B) 5 '6"' 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09: 40 
METHOD: EPA 8015M 

TOTAL SEMI-VOLATILE PETROLEUM 
HYDROCARBONS 

Diesel Fuel 
TPH-Extractable, quantitated·as 
diesel · 

Surrogate o-Terphenyl 

RESULT. 

106. 

NO 
ND· 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
87. 

100. 

ND 
59. 

94. 

1) Sample Preparation on 06-15-99 using EPA 3550 
2) Result expressed as wet weight of sample. 

B.L. 

0.02 
0.02 
0,02 . 
0.02 
0.02 
0.02 
0.02 

4. 
4. 

CERT!FIED ENVJRONMENTAL SERV!CES 
CALfFORN!A ELAP#l664 

LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 
Page 5 of 6 

UNITS D. F. . ANALYZED QC BATCH NOTES 

% 

frl;J/kg 
frl;J/kg 
mg/kg 
frl;J/kg 
m;J/kg 
mg/kg 
frl;J/kg 
,% 
% 

.frl;J/Kg 
m;J/Kg 

% 

1 06.09.99 V990064G9A 

1 06.19.99 T9901510CP 1.2 

1 06.18.99 T99014BTPH 2,3,4 

3) Sample Preparation on 06-11-99 using EPA 3550 . 
4) An unidentified petroleum hydrocarbon was present in the sample. An approximate concentration has been 

calculated based on Diesel #2 standards, . 

Ji'it 
~~·· •,. 
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(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707} :Z26·100! 

ORGANIC ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

ANALYTE 

UIB NUMBER: 9906181-~ (continued) 
SAMPLE ID: 2-2 (A & B) 5 '6" 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:40· 
METHOD: EPA 8020A 

AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS 
Benzene 
Toluene 
Ethyl benzene 
Xylenes {Total) 
Surrogate 4-Bromofluorobenzene [PIO] 

· RESULT 

ND 
ND 

· ND 
ND 

110. 

1) Sample Preparation on 06-09-99 using EPA 5030 
2) Result expressed as wet weight of sample. 

CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CAUFO~NlA ELAP#l664 . 

LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 
Page 6 of 6 

R.L. UNITS D.F. .ANALYZED QC BATCH NOTES 

0.0025 m;i/kg 
0.0025 m;i/kg 
0.0025 m;i/kg 
0.0025 m;i/kg 

% 
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EMSL Analytical, Inc. 
382 South Abbott Avenue 
Milpitas, CA 95035 

Sa.mp le 

9906181-1 

9906181-2 

Attn.: Todd Albertson 
· Caltest Analytical Laboratory 

1885 N. Kelly Road 
Napa, CA 94558 

Phone: (408) 934-7010 Fax: (408) 934-7015. 

Tuesday, J.une 15, 1999 

Ref Number: CA993492 

POLARIZED LIGHT MICROSCOPY (PLM) 
Performed by EPA 600/R~93/116 Method* 

Project: 9906181 

Semple ASBESTOS ·NON-ASBESTOS 

L.ocetion Appearance Treatment % TfPe % Fibrous % Non-Fibrous 

2-1 (A & B) 3' 6" Black Crushed None Detected 25% Quartz 

Non-Fibrous 75%0ther 
Homo~eneous 

2-2 (A & B} 3' 6" Black Crushed None Detected 25%Quartz 

Non-Fibrous 75%0!her 
Homogeneous 

Comments: For all obviously heterogeneous samples easily separated into subsamples, and for layered samples, each component is analyzed separately. 
Also, ''#of Layers• refers to number of separable subsamples. 
• NY samples analyzed by EL.AP 198.1 Method. 

~ ···~· 

Approved 
Signatory 

Disclaimers: PLM ha• been known In mlso ...oo.io. in a :smoll percentage of .. mple• v.liicli contain ~a. Thu! negative PLM n"ulls taMOI bo 
OU•M&od, EM~L •UQOO!lt lhat oampl•• roported ss <1 % or none detected b<I tested wllh eJIMr SEM or TEM. Th• abovo losl report rolates only IQ 
11><1 Hem• tosled. This report moy not ba ruproduood, except In full, without written approval by EMSL. Th• tlbove t'1lll must not ba used by the dient to 
claim product l/11<fomm1onl by NVL'V' nor MY opency of \)la Unltod Stales Govamrn<>ol LabomtO!'f 1$ not ra.ponolblO for Iha ac:ctJn><:y Or reouls Vlhan 
ro~otod to phyoleaUy .. ~. and ooalyu layored "'!"Jpla•. 
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CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CALIFORNIA ELAP#l664 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 
LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 

Page 1 of 6 
SUPPLEMENTAL <lVALITY CONTROL (QC} DATA REPORT 

C1ient: Eddy T. Lau. P.E. 
Trans Pacific GeoTechnical 
445 Grant Avenue. Suite 403 
San Francisco. CA 94108 

Project: i535-001 RUSSIAN SPA 

ff Batch ID 

A990421ICP 
A99042BMER 
T990148TPH 
T9901510CP 
V990064b9A 

~~ · {~:rrtson · 
Project Manager 

Method 

60108 
7471A 
8015M 
8082 

8020A 

Report Date: 
Received Date: 

Matrix 

SOIL 
SOIL 
SOIL 
SOIL 
SOIL 

Christine Horn 
Laboratory Director 

CAL TtST ·authorizes this report to ·[)€ reprQdi;tced only i ri its eriti rety. . 
Results are specific to. the sample as submitted and only to the parameters reported. 
All analyses performed by EPA Methods or Standard Methods (SM) 18th Ed. except where noted. 
Results of 'ND' mean not detected at or above the listed Reporting Limit (R.L.). 
Analyte Spike Amounts reported as 'NS' mean not spiked and will not have recoveries reported. 
'RPO' means Relative Percent Difference and RPD Acceptance Criteria is stated as a maxillllm. 
'NC' means not calculated for RPD or Spike Recoveries, 
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CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVJCES 
CALIFORNIA ELAP #.l 664 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 . 

LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 
METHOD BLANK ANALYTICAL RESULTS Page 2 of· 6 

ANALYTE · RESULT R.L. UNITS ·ANALYZED NOTES 

QC BATCH: A990421ICP 

Antimony ND 2. mg/kg 06.16.99 
Arsenic ND 0.8 mg/kg 06.15.99 
Barium ND 1. mg/kg 06.15.99 
Beryllium ND 0.2 mg/kg 06.16.99 
Cadmium NO 0.2 mg/kg 06.15.99 
Chromium ND 1. mg/kg 06.15.99 
Cobalt ND 0.4 mg/kg 06.15.99 
Copper ND 1. mg/kg 06.15.99 
Lead ND 0.6 mg/kg . 06.15.99 
Molybdenum ND 1. mg/kg 06.15.99 

· Nickel · ND 1. mg/kg 06.15.99 
Selenium NO 2. mg/kg 06.15.99 
S.flver ND 0.6 mg/kg 06.15.99 
Thallium ND 2. mg/kg 06.16.99 
Vanadium NO 0.4 mg/kg 06.15.99 
Zinc 4.45 4. mg/kg 06.15.99. 1 

QC BATCH: A990428MER 

Mercury. TTLC ND . 0.01 mg/kg 06.16.99 

QC BATCH: T990148TPH 

TOTAL SEMI-VOLATILE PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS 06.18.99 
Diesel Fuel . NO ·4 . JTYJ/Kg 
TPH-Extractable, quantitated as diesel ND 4. JTYJ/Kg 
Surrogate o-Terphenyl 97. % 

QC BATCH: T9901510CP 

POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYLS .(PCBS) 06,19.99 
PCB 1016 ND . 0.02 rrg/kg 
PCB 1221 ND 0.02 OYJ/kg 
PCB 1232 ND 0.02 rrg/kg 
PCB 1242 ND 0.02 rrg/kg 
PCB 1248 ND 0.02 rrg/kg 
PCB 1254 NO 0.02 rrg/kg 
PCB 1260 ND 0.02 . rrg/kg 
Surrogate TCMX 59. % . 
Surrogate Decach 1 orobi phenyl 142. % 

1) Low level contamination noted in the Method Blank; sample results less than the RL or greater than.10 
times the contamination level are reported. 

'" ··''.· 
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(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 

METHOD BLANK ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

ANALYTE 

QC BATCH: V990064G9A 

AROMATIC .HYDROCARBONS 
Benzene 
Toluene 
Ethyl benzene 
Xy 1 enes {Tota 1 ) 
Methyl tert-Butyl ·Ether (MTBE) 
Surrogate 4-Bromofluorobenzene [PIDJ 

RESULT 

ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

112. 
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CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CALIFORNIA ELAP #J664 

LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 
Page 3 of 6 

. R.L. UNITS ANALYZED NOTES 

06.09.99 
0.0025 ID'J/kg 
0:0025 ll'l::J/kg 
0.0025 ll'l::J/kg 
0.0025 ll'l::J/kg 

.125 ll'l::J/kg 
% 



CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICFS 
CALIFORNIA ELAP #!664 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 
LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 

LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS . Page 4 of 6 

SPIKE SPIKE\DUP SPK\OUP ACCEPTANCE REU 
ANALYTE AMOUNT RESULT %REC ~RE~ ~RPQ DIFF f:\NALYZED NOTES 

QC BATCH: A990421ICP 

Antimony 19.8 20.9\ -106\ 75-125\35. 06.16.99 
'Arsenic 19.9 21.2\ 107\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Barium 99.6 105.\ 105\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Beryllium 19.8 21.6\ 109\ 75-125\35 06.,16.99 
Cadmium 9.96 10.6\ 106\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Chromium 19.9 21.2\ 107\ '75-125\35 06.15.99 
Cobalt · 19.9 20.4\ 103\ 75:-125\35 06.15.99 

·copper 19.9 20.8\ 105\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Lead. 99.6 106.\ 106\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 

· Molybdenum 19.9 21.1\ 106\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Nickel 19.9 20.3\ 102\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Selenjum 19.9 20.7\ 104\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Silver 19.9 20.3\ 102\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Thallium 99.'2 104.\ 105\ 75-125\35 06.16.99 
Vanadium 19.9 20.8\ 105\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Zinc 99.6 108.\ 108\ 75-125\35 ... 06.15.99 

1C BATCH:.A990428MER 

Mercury, me 0.200 0.229\ 114\ 75:125\35 06.16.99 

QC BATCH: T990148TPH 

TOTAL SEMI-VOLATILE PETROLEUM . 06.18.99 
HYDROCARBONS 

Diesel Fuel 66.7 . 58.6\ 88\ 59-134\ 
Surrogate o-Terphenyl 6.7 7.40\ 110\ 60-111\ 

--
QC BATCH: T9901510CP 

POL YCHLORINA TED BI PHENYLS .< PCBS) 06.25.99 
PCB 1260 0.133 0.166\ 125\ 70-130\ 
Surrogate TCMX 0.0133 0.0125\ 94\ 13-147\ 
Surrogate Decachlorobiphenyl 0.0133 0.0158\. 119\ 23-167\ 

QC BATCH: V990064G9A · 

.AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS 06,09.99 
Benzene 0.033 0.0450\ 136\ 79-134\ 
Toluene 0.195 0.227\ 116\ 56-140\ 
Surrogate 4-Bromofluorobenzene [PIDJ 0.100 0.113\ 113\ 72-123\ 

·fi'W~ 

r~ ~~W· 
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(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 

MATRIX SPIKE ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

ANALYTE 

QC BATCH: A990421ICP 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Antimony 
. QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 

QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Arsenic 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Barium 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Beryllium 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Cadmium 
1C BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Chromium . 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Cobalt 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1· 

Copper 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Lead 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Molybdenum 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Nickel 

·LAB ORDER No. : 

CERTJFJED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVlCES 
CALIFORNIA ELAP ;;!664 

9906-181 
Page 5 of 6 

ORIGINAL SPIKE SPIKE\DUP SPK\DUP ACCEPTANCE REL% 
RESULT AMOUNT RESULT %REC XREC.\RPD. DIFF ANALYZED NOTES 

ND 19.8 18.0\19.0 91\96 75-125\35 5.4 06.16.99 

6.67 19.9 26.3\25.9 98\96 75-125\35 1. 5 06 .15.99 

111. 99.6 207. \209. 96\98 75-125\35 1 06.15.99 

ND 19.8 19.2\19.1 91\96 75-125\35 0.5 06.16.99 

ND 9.96 9.61\9.53 96\96 75-125\35 0.8 06.15.99 

57.2 19.9 67.8\64.5 53\37 75-125\35 5.0 06.15.99 1 

10.9 19.9 28.8\28.7 90\89 75-125\35 0 .4 06.15.99 

55.8 19.9 72.0\66.5 81\54 75-125\35 7.9 06.15.99 1 

211. 99.6 289.\329; 78\118 75-125\35 13. 06.15.99 

ND 19.9 20.4\20 .. 3 103\102 75-125\35 0 .5 06.15.99 

80.3 19.9 83.6\91.5 17\56 75-125\35 9 . 0 06. 15. 99 1 

1) Spike recovery outside control limits. Spike added less than one half sample concentration. LCS/LCSD 
and Method Blank are in control, 
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CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CALIFORNIA ELAP#l664 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 · 
LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 

MATRIX SPIKE ANALmCAL RESULTS ·Page 6 of 6 

ORIGINAL SPIKE SPIKE\DUP· SPK\DUP ACCEPTANCE RELX 
ANALYTE RESULT AMOUNT RE~ULT XREC XREC.\RPD DI FF ANALYZED NOlES 

QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 

QC BATCH: AQ90421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Selenium ND 19.9 20:.3\20.1 102\101 75-125\35 1 06.15.99 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Silver ND 19.9 19.5\19A 98\97 75-125\35 0.5 06.~5.99 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Thallium ND 99.2 97.3\97.2 98\98 75-125\35 0.1 06.16.99 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Vanadium "42.1 19.9 61.8\58.8 99\84 75-125\35 5.0 06.15.99 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Linc 154 .. 99.6 268. \245. 114\91 75-125\35 9.0 06.15.99 
-

QC BATCH: A99042811ER 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMB.ER: 9906289-1 

~rcury, TTLC 0.0569 0.200 0.268\0.254 106\98 75-125\35 5.4 06.16.99 
-. 

QC BATCH: T99.01510CP 
gC ~PLE lAe NUMB~R: 9906181-1 

POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYLS (PCBS) 06.19.99 
PCB 1260 .· . ND 0.133 0.121\0.124 91\93 70-130\20 2.4 
Surr69ate TCMX 94.% 0.0133 0.0112\0. 0119 . 84\89 56-129\ 
$.urrqgate Decachlorobiphenyl 103.%. 0.0133 0.0133\0.0135 100\102 19-185\ 

QC BATCH: V990064G9A 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-2 

AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS . 06.09.99 
Benzene ND 0.033 0.0280\0.0130 85\39 10-179\31 73. 
Toluene ND 0.195 0.161\0.185 83\95 10-188\14 H. 
Surrogate 4-Bromofluorobenzene [PIDJ 110.% 0.100 0.106\0.115 106\115 58-143\ 

,if'?:\ 

~1'J 
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Major, Erica (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Board of Supervisors, (BOS) 
Tuesday, September 25, 2018 8:14 AM 
BOS-Supervisors; Major, Erica (BOS); BOS Legislation, (BOS) 
FW: India Basin Letters of Support 
India Basin Letters of Support - Final.zip 

From: Victoria Lehman <victoria@bldsf.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 11:03 AM 

l~QVf"1 

t@J~lo 
\'6'0 l«l 

To: Cohen, Malia (BOS) <malia.cohen@sfgov.org>; Tang, Katy (BOS) <katy.tang@sfgov.org>; Kim, Jane (BOS) 
<jane.kim@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Board of Supervisors, (BOS) 
<board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org> 
Cc: Kittler, Sophia (BOS) <sophia.kittler@sfgov.org>; Summers, Ashley (BOS) <ashley.summers@sfgov.org>; Sandoval, 
Slthagey (BOS) <suhagey.sandoval@sfgov.org>; Jacobo, Jon (BOS) <jon.jacobo@sfgov.org>; Tau pier, Anne {ECN) 
<anne.taupier@sfgov.org>; Courtney Pash <Courtney@bldsf.com> 
Subject: India Basin Letters of Support 

Supervisor Cohen, Chair Tang, and Vice Chair Kim and Supervisor Safai, 

Please find attached letters of support for the India Basin project to be considered as items 9, 10, and 11 at this 
afternoon's Land Use & Transportation Committee. 

Thank you, 
Victoria 

Victoria Lehman 

BUILD: 
415.551.7624 0 
917.207.5984 M. 
bldsf.com 

315 Linden Street, San Francisco, CA 94102 

1 
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Advocating for 
our community 
since 1994 

Board of 
Directors 

Jill Fox, Chair 

Allen Frazier 

Michael Hamman 

Sean Karlin 

Richard Laufman 

Monica Padilla
Stemmelen 

INDIA BASIN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION 

September 17, 2018 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

Dear: Ms. Calvillo, 
The India Basin Neighborhood Association (IBNA) supports the Build, Inc/ India Basin 
Investment, LLC (Developer) 700 Innes project to revitalize the India Basin community by 

creating a 21st century village for all San Francisco to enjoy. This support is based on our 

shared goals: 

· • Comprehensive Planning 

Economic Success 
Environmental Protections 

Transportation Improvements 
Recreation Opportunities 

IBNA created the above goals in its 2010 Community Vision for the India Basin waterfront, 
which is considered a starting document for Developer. IBNA has continued involvement 

in fashioning this addition to our community by meeting regularly for the last four years to 
provide input to Developer and participating in the India Basin Parks Task Force. 

IBNA support of the 700 Innes project is subject to the IBNA Board of Directors' 

Resolution of May 6, 2017, Establishing Public Benefit Criteria for Supporting Proposed 
Height Increases in India Basin Neighborhood, which established clear guidelines 
surrounding any proposed building height increases in certain limited situations due to the 

clear public benefit conferred by a particular development, and not to be precedent setting 
for the entire neighborhood. It is also subject to the iBNA and Developer agreement 
signed July 24, 2018, pledging to continue to work together on both interim and 
permanent community benefits at .the 700 Innes project and throughout the neighborhood. 

Please contact IBNA for document review. 

Advocating for our community since 1994, the India Basin Neighborhood Association is a 

membership organization of residents, local business owners and workers, and friends of 
the community who support the IBNA mission to "preserve the maritime history, natural 

beauty, diverse character and unique ambiance of the vibrant mixed-use neighborhood of 

India Basin through community organizing." IBNA is managed by an all-volunteer Board of 

Directors elected by members .. 

IBNA looks forward to welcoming new neighbors. The hope is that the 700 Innes project, 
together with efforts by various city departments to plan and execute long-needed 

improvements, will make this a more livable, walkable, safe community where residents 
and visitors can all enjoy the history, natural beauty, and stunning views - and find the 

recreation, shopping, transit, city service, education, and entertainment amenities other 
San Francisco neighborhoods enjoy. 

Jill Fox, Chair 

PO Box 880953, San Francisco, CA 94188 
www.INDIABASIN.org 
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Land Use & Transportation Committee 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
City Hall 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
erica.major@sfgov.org 

RE: #180816 India Basin Mixed Use Project 

Supervisors: 

· Michael Hamman 
702 Earl Street 

San Francisco, CA 94124 

September 24, 2018 

I am a long term resident of India Basin and I am writing in support of the Build, 
Inc. project known as 700 Innes. Most of the folks who live out here consider· 
India Basin to be a paradise, the wild open space, the sunny weather, the 
amazing views make this place like no other. A great fear and trepidation 
gripped our community when we learned.that the property was sold and slated 
for development, a fear that all we hold dear would be plowed under. So we 
were relieved and gratified when we learned that the developer Build, Inc. 
wanted to work with our community and find that optimum balance between 
preserving the wild essence of what is here now with the need to build a new 
community for 3,500 people. Over a period of two years and dozens of meetings 
we came up with a magnificent proJect that beautifully threads that needle. 

Not only are there over five acres of wild open space but by concentrating the 
. development into a few large buildings up the hill and away from the water there 
is lots of space between them. This spacing of the buildings preserves view 
corridors and crates a spacious open feeling unlike any other project in the Bay 
Area.· · 

Furthermore, creating the development in a smaller area supports the creation of 
a vibrant neighborhood-serving retail corridor. Soo·n, the folks who live here now 
will have a place to share a cup of coffee while enjoying our magnificent views, 
and have the ability to buy groceries without undertaking a four mile car trip .. 
Imagine, being able to secure your daily needs by simply walking out your door, 
just like most of the folks who live in San Francisco. 
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This new neighborhood will have sidewalks, a library, cafes, and all the other 
amenities that make living in this city such a wonderful experience. By trading 
open space for density this project captures the best of what is here now, and all 
the possibilities of a brand new community. I and my neighbors are excited 
about this, and urge you to approve this marvelous addition to San Francisco. 

Michael Hamman 
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San Francisco Board of SupeNisors 
City Hall 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Board.of.SupeNisors@sfgov.org 

Michael Hamman 
702 Earl Street 

San Francisco, CA 94124 

September 24, 2018 

RE: #180841 - Appeal of Final Environmental Impact Report Certification -
India Basin Mixed-Use Project 

SupeNisors: 

I ani writing to oppose the EIR appeal of Mikhail Brodskey and the Archimedes 
Banya SF. I am a long term resident of India Basin and a close neighbor of the 
Banya. I have read his complaint and he is advocating No Change for the 
existing industrial zoning of M-1, which would preclude any development at all of 
this site. I yield to no man in my love of this space in its present condition, but to 
argue that this seventeen acre parcel should not be developed is unrealistic, 

·selfish, and completely out of character for San Francisco. If the early 
Californians had said No Change to the gold seekers of 1849, if the city had said 
No Change to becoming the West Coast Arsenal of Democracy during World 
War II, or to the pioneers of the internet in South Park, this would never have 
become the city we know and love. San Francisco welcomes and embraces 
change, of course, the challenge is to direct that change in a way that. preseNes 
that which was valuable before, while accommodating the new uses that are 
pressing forward. 

The development plan for India Basin that is outlined in the EIR does exactly 
that. Through several years of collaboration with the neighbors, this plan evolved 
in a way that preseNes the essence of the wild space that is there now and 
accommodates including 3,500 new residents into our community. Mr. Brodskey 
chose not to participate in. any of this work, despite invitations to do so. T~e 
Archimedes Banya has never joined the neighborhood association, nor has it 
participated in any neighborhood activities. This appeal is based .on the loss of a 
view for the Banya· and, if successful, would deny the hundreds of hours of work 
in hammering out the compromises necessary to craft this plan. But more 
importantly, to deny the city 1500 new dwelling units in the midst of the current 
housing crisis simply to preseNe the view of one business would be grossly 
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irresponsible. 

This is a good plan that avoids most negative impacts and adjusts and mitigates 
. those few that are unavoidable. This project will be an outstanding addition to 

our city. It is supported by most ofthe neighbors who live here. The Planning 
Commission approved this plan unanimously and, when doing so, characterized 
it as "Excellent" and "Outstanding". I ask that you deny this merit-less appeal 
and allow the India Basin project to move forward and become one of the star 
neighborhoods of our city. 

Michael Hamman 
mhamman@igc.org 
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Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board 
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B Goodlett Place 
Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

RE: Build Inc. Project at 700 Innes 

Dear Ms. Calvillo, 

September 20, 2018 

Economic Development on Third, (EDOT) is pleased to support the project 
known as 700 Innes by Build, Inc. This project will' contain approximately 
200,0.00 sq ft of commercial/retail space and the developer has made strong 
commitments to populating that space with local Bayview merchants. There is a 
growing and prospering community of artisa.n/maker businesses in the Bayview 
and these new spaces will provide an additional opportunity for them to 
showcase and sell their wares. 

Upon completion, this project will bring over 3,500 new residents into our 
community and that increase in population will support our existing businesses 
and services. These new residents will nurture a more vibrant retail environment, 
one in which the existing residents will be able to more easily.meet their daily 
needs without a lot of inconvenient travel. 

The developer Build, Inc. has, over the last several years, met with the 
community many times, and has shaped this project in accordance with their 
input. The result is a development that not only meets their needs but goes a 
long way toward satisfying the long felt desires of this community for 
improvement. For these reasons EDOT enthusiastically supports this project and 
looks forward to a speedy approval. 

Earl Shaddix, Director, EDOT 

Cc: Mayor London Breed 
City Hall, Room 200 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
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July 24, 2018 

Mat Snyder 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Mr. Snyder: 

I am pleased to express my support for the proposed development plans at 700 Innes Ave within the "India 
Basin Project", as a community m.ember who lives in Bayview/Hunters Point. I am extremely proud to 
endorse such a thoughtful, well-designed and civic-minded project. Few projects provide such a grand vision 
for positive transformation. 

As a Bayview Hunters Point resident, it is important to me to remain involved in highly relevant dialogue 
surrounding environmental justice and literacy, and remediation; historically paramount matters impacting 
the Bayview Hunters Point community. 

I support BUILD's latest conceptual plans for the India Basin development project at 700 Innes Avenue and I 
applaud their persistent efforts to engage community members and other key stakeholders as the plans 
unfold. BUILD has listened to our concerns and responded with creative solutions to develop the type of plan 
that we had envisioned for this area, inclusive of socio-economic and cultural heritage lens of the community. 

BUILD and their consultant team have met with us several times to receive feedback and direction on the 
development of the concept plan. I am confident that BUILD will continue to support our vision to redevelop 
the site into a valuable community asset that honors the area's history. 

Additionally, as a board member for bay.org, which operates community programs in close proximity to the 
"lndfa Basin Project" at the EcoCenter at Heron's Head Park, my discussions with the BUILD team have 
uncovered synergies between BUILD and the EcoCenter's public purpose around community revitalization; a 
unique opportunity for perspective residents and the surrounding community to learn about environmental 
justice and literacy, urban sustainability, workforce development, and howto adopt more environmentally
conscious lifestyles promoting the health of the community and quality of life matters. 

Once again, I would like to reiterate my support of BUILD's project plan. BUILD has focused on creating a plan 
that reflects the neighborhood~s vision by engaging neighbors and community organizations in the design 
process and I look forward to seeing the project gain approval. 

Sincerely, 

Angelique To.mpkins 

Address 

25 Thornton Av San Francisco, CA 94124 

Date 
July 24, 2018 
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Mat Snyder 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Mr. Snyder:. 

~~INDIA BASIN 
~Ii] SAN FRANCISCO 

I want to express my support for the proposed development plans at 700 Innes Ave within the "India Basin 
Project", as a business owner in the Bayview/Hunters Point. I am extremely proud to endorse ~uch a 
thoughtful, well-designed and civic-minded project. Few projects provide such a grand vision for positive 
transformation. 

I support BUILD's latest conceptual plans forthe India Basin development project at 700 Innes Avenue and I 
applaud their persistent efforts to engage our group and other key stakeholders as the ·plans unfold. BUILD 
has listened to our concerns and responded with creative solutions to develop the type of plan that we had 
envisioned for this area. 

I am confident that BUILD will continue to support our vision to redevelop the site into a valuable community 
asset that honors the area's history. We look forward to partnering with BUILD as they move to the . 
construction phase of the project. We are enthusi<istic that the project will provide jobs to residents of the 
Bayview/Hunters Point area and 1,575 housing units. In the future. . 

Once again, I would like to reiterate my support of BUILD's project plan. BUILD has focused on creating a plan 
that reflects the neighborhood's vision by engaging neighbors and local businesses in the planning process 
and I look forward to seeing the project gain approval. 

Sincerely, 

Name 

Association 

Address 

. ··--·· __ !_S<fs 5fl11tFTo>t ltvc 7F QA <f!!J?:f _____ -···--··--····-····--··--·-·--··--·-·-··--·-·---·----·· ... ··--·---· 
Date 

I I 
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Matsny~er · 

San Francisco Planning Department 

1650 Mission Street, suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Mr. Snyder: 

~[]INDIA BASIN 
~~ SAN FRANCISCO 

· I want to express my support for the proposed development plans at 700 Innes Ave within the "India Basin 
Project", as a community member who lives in Bayview/Hunters Point. I am extremely proud to endorse such 
a thoughtful, well-designed and civic-minded project. Few projects provide such a grand vision for positive 

transformation. 

· I support BUILD's latest conceptual plans for the Ind la Basin development project at 700 Innes Avenue and I 
applaud their persistent efforts to engage our group and other key stakeholders as the plans unfold. BUILD 
has listened to our concerns and responded with creative solu\ions to develop the type· of plan that we. had 

envisioned for this area,. 

BUILD and their consultant team have metwith us several times to receive feedback and direction on the 
development of the concept plan. I am confident that BUILD will continue to support our vislon to redevelop 
the site into a valuable communl1;y asset that honors the area's history. 

Once again1 I would fike to reiterate my support of BUILD's project plan. BUILD has focused on creating 9 plan 
that reflects the neighborhood's vision by engagi~g neighbors in the .design process and I look forward to 

seeing, the project gain approval. 

Sincerely, 

Name 

Association 

Address 

Date 
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September 17, 2018 

Mr. Mat Snyder 

San Francisco Planning Department 

.· 1650 Mission Street, #400 

San Francisco1 CA 94103 

Dear Mr. Snyder: 

This letter is to inform you and other interested parties of Bayview Merchants Association 

(BMA) support for the ·proposed development project at 700 Innes Ave in India basin area of 

Bayview Hunters Point. This action was taken by BMA at our meeting on August 281 2018, 

following a presentatio·n by the project's sponsor and a lengthy discussion about the potential 

benefits and adverse impacts of the project. 

After careful consideration, BMA concluded that the project will be an asset to the community. 

BMA will continue to work with the project's sponsor to explore ways to increase opportunities 

for local businesses to participate in all phases of the project and to maximize opportunities for 

local residents of all income levels to purchase units in the project. 

Please contact me if you have any questions about BMA's support of this project. 

We look forward to working closely with BUILD Int to build a project we all can be proud of. 

Sincerely, 

~__Q_~ 
Al Williams 

Bayview Merchants Association 

. L\t,,1-%7~ . 
3801 Third Street, Suite 1068 ·San Francisco, CA 94124 ·Phone: (415)·6~7 3728·~ ·Fax: (415) 647-1542 

www.bayviewmerchantsassociation.com 

1188 

LHCI0025 



Advocating for 
our community 
since 1994 

Board of 
Directors 

Jill Fox, Chair 

Allen Frazier 

Michael Hamman 

Sean Karlin 

Richard Laufman 

Monica Padilla
Stemmelen 

Sue Ellen Smith 

INDIA BASIN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION 

July 24, 2018 

Mat Snyder 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 

San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Mr. Snyder: 
The India Basin Neighborhood Association (IBNA) supports the Build, Inc/ India Basin 

Investment, LLC (Developer) 700 Innes project to revitalize the India Basin community by 
creating a 21st century village for all San Francisco to enjoy. This support is based on our 

shared goals: 

Comprehensive Planning 

Economic Success 
Environmental Protections 

Transportation Improvements 

Recreation Opportunities 

IBNA created the above goals in its 2010 Community Vision for the India Basin waterfront, 
which is considered a starting document for Developer. IBNA has continued involvement 

in fashioning this addition to our community by meeting regularly for the last four years to 
provide input to Developer and partiCipating in the India Basin Parks Task Force. 

IBNA support of the 700 Innes project is subject to the IBNA Board of Directors' 

Resolution of May 6, 2017, Establishing Public Benefit Criteria for Supporting Proposed 
Height Increases in India Basin Neighborhood, which established clear guidelines 
surrounding any proposed building height increases in certain Limited situations due to the 
clear public benefit conferred by a particular development, and not to be precedent setting 

for the entire neighborhood. It is also subject to the IBNA and Developer agreement 
signed July 24, 2018, pledging to continue to work together on both interim and 
permanent community benefits at the 700 Innes project and throughout the neighborhood. 

Please contact IBNA for document review. 

· Advocating for our community since 1994, the India Basin Neighborhood Association is a 

membership organization of residents, local business owners and workers, and friends of 

the community who support the IBNA mission to "preserve the maritime history, natural 
beauty, diverse character and unique ambiance of the vibrant mixed-use neighborhood of 

India Basin through community organizing." IBNA is ma.naged by an all-volunteer Board of 
Directors elected by members. 

IBNA looks forward to welcoming new neighbors. The hope is that the 700 Innes project, 
together with efforts by various city departments to plan and execute long-needed 
improvements, will make this a more livable, walkable, safe community where residents 

and visitors can all enjoy the history, natural beauty, and stunning views - and find the 

recreation, shopping, transit, city service, education, and entertainment amenities other 
San Francisco neighborhoods enjoy. 

Jill Fox, Chair 
PO Box 880953, San Francisco, CA 94188 
. www.INDIABASIN.org 
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··---···-··-----------------------------~-------··--· .... ·-- .. 

Jignesh Desai, PE1 BCEE, DBIA 
105 Diamond Cove Terrace, Sari. Frnncisco, CA 94l24 
415-200-8749 jdesai2007@gmail.com 

Mathew Snyder 

San Francisco Planning Departmerit 

1650 Mission Street1. Suite 400 

San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Mr. Snyder: 

I want to.express my support for the proposed deveiopment plans at 70tflnnes Ave within the 
''India Basin Project", as a community member who lives in Bayview/Hunters· Point. 

I IJi:lve been SF resident for last 25 years and I have been involved with many large multi-billion 
dollars infrastructure programs over last 25 years as Project Engineer and ProjectManager. 

since last 20 years I have been working in Bayview and for last 5 ye.an;; my wife and I live in 
beautiful Bayview. I remember riding my bicycle to India Basin area during lunch break or in 
the evening to just relax and meditate by sitting at the shoreline. 

I was -assigned to sit on design review committee by SuperviS·or. Cohen approximately two 
years ago. I have attended every update meetings and have provided my professional opiniOh 
on the matters. I have asked right questions on not only technical arid environmental aspects, 
but also brqught up subjects/opportunities questions on career jobs in construction 
management, project management, urgent care facjlity, and EV charging facilities for my 
fellow D-10 residents. 

I am extremely proud to endorse such a thoughtful, well-designed and civic-tninded project. 

I support BUILD's latest conceptual plans for the India Ba~in development project.at 700 Innes 
Avenue, Every time, we brought up questions or concerns; aUILD was very responsive and 
respectful. (.applaud their persistent efforts to engage our group and other key stakeholders 
as the plans unfold. 

Once again, I would like to reiterate. my support of BUILD's project plan. BUILD has focused 
on creating a plan that reflects the neighborhood's vision by engaging neighbors in the 
design process and I look forward to seeing the 1'.l°roject gain approval. 

Sincerely, 

jignesh Desai; PE, BCEE, DBIA 

Candlestick Cove Neighborhood Resident 
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Mat Snyder 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Mr. Snyder: 

.~CfJ INDIA BASIN 
~~ SAN FRANCISCO 

I want to express my support for the proposed development plans at 700 Innes Ave within the 
"India Basin Project", as a community member who lives in Bayview/Hunters Point. I am 
extremely proud to endorse such a thoughtful, well-designed and civic-minded project. Few 

· projects provide such a grand vision for positive transformation. · 

I support BUILD's latest conceptual plans for the India Basin development project at 700 Innes 
Avenue and I applaud their persistent efforts to engage our group arid other key stakeholders as 
the plans unfold. BUILD has listened to our concerns and responded with creative solutions to 
develop the type of plan that we had envisioned for this area. 

BUILD and their consultant team have met with us several times to receive feedback and direction 
on the development of the concept plan. I am confident that BUILD will continue to support our 
vision to redevelop the site into a valuable community asset that honors the area's history. 

Once again, I would like to reiterate my support of BUILD's project plan. BUILD has focused on 
creating a plan that reflects the neighborhood's vision by engaging neighbors in the design process 
and I look forward to seeing the project gain approval. 

Sincerely, 

Name 

Association 

Address 

Date 
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June 27, 2018 

Mat Snyder 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Mr. Snyder: 

~~ INOIA BASIN 
~~ SAN .FRANCISCO 

I want to express my support for the proposed development plans at 700 Innes Ave within the "India Basin 
Project", as a community member who lives in Bayview/Hunters Point. I am extremely proud to endorse such 
a thoughtful, well-designed and civic-minded project. Few projects prpvide such a grand vision for positive 
transformation. 

I support BUILD's latest conceptual plans for the India Basin development project at 700 Innes Avenue and I 
applaud their persistent efforts to engage our group and other key stakeholders as the plans unfold. BUILD 
has listened to our concerns and responded with creative solutions to develop the type of plan that we had 
envisioned for this area. 

BUiLD and their consultant team have met with us several times to receive feedback and direction on the 
development of the concept plan. I am confident that BUILD will continue to support our vision to redevelop 
the site into a valuable community asset that honors the area's history. 

Once again, I would like to reiterate my support of BUILD's project plan. BUILD.has focused on creating a plan 
that reflects the neighborhood's vision by engaging neighbors in the design process and I look forward to 
seeing the project gain approval. 

Sincerely, 

Name 

~&! Mif 
Association 

Address 
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September 14, 2018 

Mat Snyder 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Mr. Snyder: 

. 
renaissance 
entrepreneurship center 

I want to express my support for the proposed development plans at 700 Innes Ave within 
the "India Basin Project", as a representative from Renaissance Entrepreneurship Center, 
a 501c(3) non-profit dedicated to empowering and increasing the entrepreneurial · 
capacities of socially and economically diverse men and women. 

Renaissance Entrepreneurship Center is a registered 501 c(3) non-profit social impact 
organization working at the intersection of racial, economic, and social justice. Our aim is 
to strengthen our communities through the creation of sustainable businesses, new jobs, 
and the promotion of financial self-sufficiency. Renaissance has helped open more 
businesses than any other non-profit in the Bay Area. 

I am happy to endorse the India Basin project as few development projects provide such a 
grand vision for positive transformation. I support BUILD's latest conceptual plans and 

· hope for a quick approval process. 

Renaissance Entrepreneurship Center is particularly excited about the Public Market 
concept at the site. We understand that the Public Market will function as the social heart 
of the project, with micro-retail and rotating food and craft stalls animating the market. We 
look forward to partnering with BUILD to locate small businesses and entrepreneurs in this 

·space. We are enthusiastic about the opportunity to use the Public Market as an incubation 
space to help small business owners and entrepreneurs grow their businesses. 

Once again, I would like to reiterate my support of BUILD's project plan. We look forward 
to working closely with BUILD once the project is approved to use the Public Market space 
to meaningfully contribute to the growth of small businesses. 

~~ 
Sharon Miller 
CEO 

South of Market" 275 Fifth Street, San Francisco, CA 94103 • P (415) 541-B5BO 
Bayview/Hunters Point " 1325-B Evans Avenue,. San Francisco, CA 94124 " P (415) 647-3728 

Mid-Peninsula • i 848 Bay Road, East Paio Alto, CA 94303 • P (650) 32i-2i 93 · 
Richmond• 1500 Macdonald Avenue, Richmond, CA 94801 •P (510) 221-2900 

www:rencenter.org 
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BUILD: 

315 Linden Street, 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
415 551 7610 . 

. September 24, 2018 

RE: INDIA BASIN LETTERS OF SUPPORT 

Supervisor Cohen, Chair Tang, and Vice Chair Kim and Supervisor Safai, 

Please find attached letters of support for the India Basin project to be considered as items 
9, 10, and 11 at this afternoon's Land Use & Transportation Committee. 

Enclosures: 
India Basin Neighborhood Association - Page 1 . 
Michael Hamman - Pages 2, 3 
Michael Hamman, re: Appeal - Pages 4, 5 

Economic Development on Third (EDot) - Page 6 

Angelique Tompkins - Page 7 

Aboriginal Blackman United (ABU)- Page 8 
Bakari Adams, resident- Page 9 

Bayview Merchants Association - Page 10 
India Basin Neighborhood Association (2) - Page 11 
Jignesh Desai, resident;.;... Page 12 

Meghan Mitchell - Page 13 
Parks 92124, Maya Rodgers - Page 14 

Renaissance Entrepreneurship Center- Page 15 

Sincerely, 

Courtney Pash 

Senior Project Manager 
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RE: B,equest to extend public comment period on scoping for Indi ... 
9, • . ·~ ' 

Subject: RE: Request to extend public ~omment period on scoping for Indian Basin Mixed·~Use 
Project, and request for the Planning Dept. to provide short presentation at June 15th BVHP 

EJ Task Force meeting 'C . 

From: 11 Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 11 <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> .. 

Date: 6/9/2016 7:52 AM 
To: Bradley Angel <bradley@greenactio"n.org> . 

CC: Marie Harrison <marieH@greenaction.org>, 11 etecia@greenaction.org" :: .. 
<etecia@greenaction.org> 
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Thank you for your. interest in the project. To be. clear about t~e p'r,ajetjt n~i~f;;:..; 
that was sent out on 6{1/2016 and the overall environmental review. p,rocess, ~~his o 
was a Not~ce of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report 4nd~r the ~~ 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Although an Initial Study (IS) is 
attached to the NOP (http://sfmea.sfplanning.org/2014-002541ENV India%20Basin NOP
IS.pdf) with some environmental topics focused out 1 the more complex environmental 
topics (transportation, air quality, noise, biological resources, 
water/waste'water, etc.) analysis has yet to be published. The technical analysis 
fo~ the more complex topics will be published as part of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report (DEIR), which will include a 60-day public comment period and a 
public comment hearing in front of the SF Planning Commission within the· 60-day 
comment period. We expect to publish the DEIR in December 2016. Only the 
Environmental Review Officer (ERO) or the Planning Commission can recommend 
extension of the comment period. In discussion with the ERO, we don't believe an 
extension of the scoping comment period is justified in this case. However, we 
will accept late scoping comment letters since we do not expect the DEIR to be 
published until ·late 2016. 

Regarding translation services, we can provide that service at the Planning 
Commission DEIR public hearing if requested. We can also work with individuals 
over the phone to answers questions regarding the environmental review process and 
analysis we publiih. We do not have the resources to translate every page of 
analysis into multiple languages. Any individuals that need translation services 
can go through the Mayor's Office of Disability: http://sfgov.org/mod/language
access-ordinance 

On Thursday June 16th at Spm we will be· holding a NOP Public Scoping Meeting to 
receive comments on the NOP/IS that was published on 6/1/2016. At this hearing the 
public.can also comment on environmental topics that should be addressed in the 
DEIR. I suggest that you contact the project sponsor to request a presentation of 
the proposed project at your June 15th meeting. My role with this project involves 
only the CEQA compliance portion for which we are holding a public hearing on 
6/16/2016. I can also ariswer questions via email or over the phone regarding the 
CEQA process for the project. 

Please don't hesitate to contact me.with any additional questions, clarifications 
or comments. 

Best, 

Brett Bollinger · 
Sa.n Francisco Planning Department 
Environmental Planning Division 
1650 Mission Street Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
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RE: Request to extend publi~ comment period on scoping for Indi... 

? nf?. 

(415) 575-9024 

-----original Message-----
From: Bradley Angel [mailto:bradley__@greenaction.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 07J 2016 12:22 PM 
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Cc: Marie Harrison; etecia@greenaction.org 
Subject: ReRuest to extend public comment period on scoping for Indian Basin 
Mixed-Use ProjectJ and request for the Planning· Dept. to provide short 
presentation at June 15th BVHP EJ Task Force meeting 

On behalf of our members and constituents .in Bayview Hunters Point impacted by the 
proposed India Basin Mixed-Use ProjectJ we request the Planning Department provide 
an extended public comment period beyond July 1J 2016. Due to the complexity of 
the many issues including many potential significant impacts already identified) 
and the need to ensure meaningful civic engagement in this proce5sJ we request 
that the comment period be extended to July 30, 2016 .. · 

In addition, can you tell us if the notice and/or environmental documents were 
prepared and provided in any language other than English) as it is vital that all 
members of the cdmmunity are infor~ed ~bout what is proposed. and how they can 
provide input. If such translations were not provided, we hereby request a notice 
and underlining documents immediately be made available in other relevant 
languages spoken in the community. 

Also, we invite you/Planning Department to·ma~e a presentation about this project 
and how the public can be involved at the next meeting of the Bayview Hunters 
Point Environmental Just!ce Response Task Force, Wednesday) Ju~e 15th at 2 pm. 
Please let us know if you or someone from the department can do this. 

Thanks, 
Brad,ley Angel 
Greenaction for Health and Environmental Justice· 
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June 30, 2016 

Brett Bollinger . 
San Francisco Planning Department 
Environmental Planning Division 
1650 Mission Street Si;iite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Greenaction for Health and Environmental Justice Scoping Comments on the Propo.sed 
India·Basin Mixed Use Project 

On behalf of our members and constituents in Bayview Hunters Point, San Francisco, we submit the 
following Scoping comments regarding concerns with the Initial Study and other issues that must be 
considered and evaluated in the prep·aration of an Environmental Impact Report for the proposed India 
Basin Mixed Use Project. 

Greenaction For Health and Environmental Justice is a multiracial grassroots organization that works 
with low, income and working class urbari, rural, and indigenous communities to 'fight environmental 
racism and build a clean, he~lthy and just future for all. Greenaction h~ been involved in 
environmental health and justice advocacy in Bayview Hunters Point since we were founded in 1997. 

·This low.~income community of color continues to be negatively and disproportionately impacted b_y 
pollution, gentrification, health disparities, and other forms of environmental, social, economic 
injustice. · · · 

Planning Departme:rit lmi:iroperly Rejected Request for 'Extension of Public Comment Period 
and Translation of Public Notice and Key Documents: · 

On June 7, 2016, Greenaction emailed the Planning Department with the following request: 
On behalf of our members a!ld constituents in Bayview Hunters Point impacted by the 
proposed India Basin Mixed~ Use Project, we request the Planning Department provide an 
extended public comment period beyond July 1, 2016. Due to the complexity of the many 
issues including many potential significant impacts already identified, and the need to ensure· 
meaningful civic engagement in this process, we request that the comment period be extended 
to July 30; 2b16·. Jn addition, can you tell us if the notice andlor environmental documents were 
prepared and provided in any language other than English, as it is vital that all members c;if the 
community are infonned about what is proposed and how they can provide input. If such 
translations were not provided, we hereby request a notice and underlining documents 

. immediately be made available in other relevant languages spoken in the community. 

On June 9, 2016, the Planning Department responded via email and denied our requests. While the 
Planning Department response stated they would accept "late" comments, that is not adequate as there 
is no legal guarantee that comments submitted after the official comment period ends would be part of 
the administrative record, 
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We believe the denial of our request for. a modest extensiqn of the public co~ment period and for 
. publfahing a notice and key documehfa in languages sp.oken, in the coni.mllfl:ity ls improper and 

effectively denies many members of the commuhity their lawful and· yiV.il rights to meanmgful 
participation in a public process on a proposed project that very well. cotild have a significant and 
negative impact on their well-being, environment and community. 

As a result ofthe Planillng Department's rejection of our requests, non-English speaking residents will 
likely never know about this Scoping Process as they cannot read the Notice if by some chanco they 
re.ceive it. Even ifnon-English speaking residents did receive the notice, which is sqlely in English, 
they, would not be able to provide meaningful comments as they cannqt read or understand t]le Notice 
or the underlying documents such as the.Jnitial Study. 

Environmental Review Topics: 

The Initial Study prepared in 2014 accurately identified a number of issues and pote.ntial impacts 
from the proposed project that would have significan,t impactS. Full analysis bf these significant 
impacts must be done, and we believe many of these significant impacts may not be.able tp be 
mitigated. 

The Ihitial Study incorrectly and improperly concluded that there were certain environmental· 
review topics that would not be addressed in an BIR. These include: land use and land planning, · 
aesthetics, population and housing, greenhouse gas emissions1 geology ad soils, mineral/energy 
resources, agriculture and forest resources. Some. of tl):ese will be explain in m'o.re detail below. 
The stu,qy states that · · · · 

All items in the Initial ~tlidy Checklist that have been checked "Less than Significant Irllpact," 
"No Impact'~ or "Not Applicable" indicate that,.upon evaluation, staff has determined that the .· · 
proposed project could not have a significant adver~e environmental effect relating to that 
topic ... the conclusions regarding potentially significant adverse environmental effects are . 
basod·upon field t'lbservation, staff experience and expertise on similar projec~s, and/or standard 
reference material available within the Plan:h.ing Department. 

Gteenaction strongly disagrees with the conclusion in the Planning Department's Initial Study to 
exclude many of the above mentioned issues from evaluation in the·EIR. We hase this assertion due to 
two factors: · · · · 

(1) We assert that this project's potential impact on land use and land planning, aesthetics, 
population and housing and greenhouse gas emissions in Bayview Hunters Pein~ will.indeed be 
significant; and · · · . 

(2)-Even if these-issues individually were to be evaluated in an BIR and determined: to be "less 
than sighificim~" the cumulative, cori1bined impact of these issues is likely is quite significant·and thus 

· must be considered individually and cumulatively. in the BIR. 

Compliance wi;th Civ.il Rights.Laws: 

As the City and County of San Francisco receives federal and state funding, it is subject to ·and mil.st 
comply with state and federal civ.il rights laws (California Government Code 11135 and Title VI of the 
United States Civil Rights Act). The BIR for this project must evaluate all potential significant . 
impacts thatwould have a negative discriminatory and disparate impact on people of color. As this 
project is proposed for Bayview Hunters Point, and as it would have significant impacts that may not 
be able to be mitigated, an analysis of whether this project would have a discriminatory and disparate. 
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impact on people of color and thus v_iolate the civil rights of people of color residents is required. 

Hazardous Waste and Toxic Contamination in.and next to the Project Area: 

The proposed project site contains toxic contaniination from prior industrial activities in the area. The 
project site is also next to the federal Superfund/Natio:qal Priorities List site at the Hunters Point 
Shipyard which is contaminated with radioactive and toxic waste. 

Project proptments have acknowledged that· comprehensive testing has not beeri completed to assess 
the full extent of contamination, and :Q.ave stated to Greenaction that the plan for any remedia,tion or 
dean up would be made aft_er the design for the development is made. This is an enormous concern ai.-id 
threatens the accuracy and integrity of t~e EJR process~ 

Ah BIR canp.ot be prepared, meaningful comments cannot be made> and an analysis of potentially 
significant impacts cannot likely not be accurate without lmowing the extent of contamination at" the 
site and p1~s for remediating an~/or cleaning up the contamination. The BIR must additionally 
evaluate the potential impact of the Navy's plan to leave.large amounts ofradioactive and toxic waste 
at the adjacent $hipya:rd Superfund Site that is threatened by sea level rise, as this couJd have a 
negative impact on the environment and health of people living and working at the India Basin 
developm~nt site. 

If an accurate assessment of the contam.ination at the site is not conducted, and an adequate and health~ 
protective cleanup plan not.approvyd prior to ,the BIR process, then the BIR clearly must analyze - and 
conclude - that the India Basin project would have a significant negative impaqt that cannot be 
mitigated if toxic contamination at and next to the site is not fully cleaned up. 

A plan for a full cleanup must be made before the design starts so that the design can be made around 
· the areas that need .cleanup_. lf the design for the development is done as currently planned, it will be 

difficult to clean up certain areas and impossible to evaluate the full potential impacts of the 
· contamination in an EIR process. 

The only way to mitig~te the presence of toxic contamination is to safely arid completely remove this 
contamination. The health and safety of Bayview Hunters Point residents must be fully protected in all 
stages of this project: · 

Sea Level Rise: 

Sea level rise was only mentioned once in the entire Initial Study- in the ''Hydrology and Water 
Quality" Section. The study.stated that the site ''could" experience "climate-change-related sea level · 

. ris~." This conclusion if factually incorrect,. as there is no doubt based on all the latest scieritific 
evidence and projections, that the site will experience potentially ~evere climate change sea level rise 
impacts. 

As the proposed project is located directly on the· waterfront, this issue needs to be comprehensively 
anci'thoroughly evaluated using the most recent scientific projections. This is especially a concern as 
there is toxic contamination at the site near the waterfront. 

. . 
The initial study used outdated information on sea level rise. Since that report was written, ~he 
predictions for how much sea level will rise in San Francisco have gone up dramatically. Therefore the 
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current estimates of projected sea level rise must be used.in the BIR and accurate assessment-based on 
the latest science must be thoroughly evaluated in the BIR. 

The state government's California Climate Action Team now estimat<?s that sea level will rise an 
additioual 10 to 17 inches bv 2050 and 31 to 69 inches by 2100 cir more. San Francisco Department of 
the Environme.nt projects sea level increasing by 11 to 19 inches by 2050, and 30 to 55 inches by 2100. 

in March 2016, the City and County of San Fr~cisco released a "San Francisco Sea Level Rise Action 
Plan," w.hich will provide a foundation fot a citywide sea level rise ·adaption plan (the expected 
complet~on of this report is 2018). The SLR Action Plan is based on important.climate science and 
provides a sobgring portrait of many of the likely effects of sea level rise on the San Francisco 
waterfront. For example, the report notes tJ:i.at, by the year 2100, sea level for San Fr11.ncisco could rise 
by 66 inches. In the .event' of extreme tides or coastal storms, sea level could reach 108 inches, or 9 

. feet. Coastal hazards that increase :with sea level rise include temporary coastal;flooding> urban. · 
flooding (caused by l'ainfall runoff, which would impede the city> s combined sewage and storm water 
systems)> shoreline erosion> daily tidal° inundation and regu.lar King Tide floods, and extreme storms. 

The BIR must thus thoroughly evaluate all the potential impacts of what clearly and otninously may be 
massive sea level rise, storm surges and inundation of the project site .. 

Greenhouse G~ses: 

The Initial Study incorrectly concluded that greenhouse gases will not be assessed as an environmental 
factor in the.BIR. In 2016, in an area where this is already a serious pollution·problem,·greenhouse 

---=-·gasses should not be allowl;)d to be tak!;ln off the list of tiecessary environmental review topics as there 
is a .ser.ious potential for a significant impact from greenhouse gas emissions. 

We thus challenge as factually incorrect the Initial Study' s conclusion that the proposed proj.ect. wo1,Jld 
be consistent with the San Francisco Reduction· Strategy and would not generate GHG emissions in a 
manner that would have a significant impact on the environment. The potential impact of greenhouse 
gas emissions must therefore be included in the environmental review topics that will be included in 
the BIR. . 

The Initial Study found that there could be a "potentially significant impact•l for "Cause substantial 
additional vehicle miles traveled" under the Transportation section. This directly impacts and would. 
increase greenhouse gas emissions. In addition, construction equipment working on this massive 
project will likely result :in significant .GHG emissions. · 

Air OU:ality: 

The Initial Study found that there could be potentially significant irilpacts from violation of air quality 
standards, cumulatively 9onsiderable net increase of any criteria pollutant, odors, conflict with air 
quality plan.)) . 

Impacts on neighborhood air quality must be ev.a!uated and the existing in pollutic;in.must be taken into 
account when air quality is considered in the BIR. As residents already suffer high rates ofasthnia and 
other respiratory illnesses, air quality is an enormous concern that must be accurately 'and cumulaifvely 
evaluated. 
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Cumulative Impacts of Pollution and Health, Socio-Economic Factors: 

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District has identified Bayvlew Hunters Point as a "CARE'' 
community that is disproportionately and negatively impacted by pollution. The fact that that Bayview 
Hunters Point is 'significantly and cumulatively impacted by historic and current pollution - including 
mobile and stationary sources- is also recognized by the wide range oflocal, regional, state and 

· federal regulatory agencies. 

The EIR must include a thorough cumulative impact analysis that evaluates all the potential 
environmental, health, and socio-economic impacts of the India Basin project combined with existing 
impacts 'in the community historically and today. 

Land Use, Gentrification, and Affordable Housing: 
... 
On page 51 of the Initial Study, under Land Use, section LU~3, 'it is stated that "the proposed project 
and var~ant would not have a substantial adverse impact on the existing character. ofthe vicinity. (Less 
that). Significant)" (51). Greenaction strongly disagreel/ w.ith this assessment. 

Bayview .Hunters Point is a community under attack by developers who are gentrifying the 
neighborhood and changing its character from a predominantly people of color community to one with 
thousands of high-end condos, townhouses and homes that most residents ~ould nt'.'ver afford. 

This proposed development has the strong potential to further gentrify the area by creating a 
development with only minimal "affordable housing'.' and with most residential units priced !oo high. 
for many current residents to afford. By building developments that most residents of Bayview Hunters 
Point cannot afford, the culture of the neighborhood is changed, the price of housing and commercial 
rents in the neighborhood goes up, and therefore forces out people who are already longtime residents 
of ~e community. 

The EIR should consider, and conclude, that the current plans for the project are inadequate to preveJJ.t 
further gentrification of the neighborhood. The only way to avoid and mitigate this significant impact · 
is that t~e development needs more affordal;lle housing for the current residents living in Bayview and 
Hunters Point. When the tenn "affordable housing" is used, we are referring to affordable housing that 
is based on the actual incomes of residents currently living in the area. Currently, at least 149 
affordable units must be built in the development (or a fee cap be paid to avoid building them at all). 
At a minimum, at least half of the total units proposed to be built should be real affordable housing and 
accessible to current residents of Bayview Hunters Point. 

With-a massiye increase in higher-end_ residential development, the neighborhood will also change in 
other ways including higher commercial rents resulting in evictions of the many community~owned . 
small businesses alc;mg 3rd Street BVFJJ> is already experiencing dramatiC rent increases and changes in 
demographics, and the EIR must evaluate in depth the potential· impacts on housing and the overall 
environment of the community. · 

. llie project proponents should also work in a broad and representative community process prior to 
finalizing their project plan to reach a Community Benefits Agreement that will address and prevent all 
negati:ve impacts that might ·arise from their project - and any such agreement should be reviewed in 
depth in the EIR. 
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Bus Routes: 

This project would change existing bus. routes in the neighborhood that would affect community 
m~mb~rs that livei close to India Basin ·and those that live farther away. We do not want the community 
to be inconvenienced by changing bus r~mtes. A full asses$ment of the· effects of changing thes£: 
specific bus routes should be analyzed in the BIR. 

Please· respond to these comments in writing. 

Submitted. b~, 

~~ 
Bradley Angel, Executiv'e Director 
Clair~ Laurentine, Intern 
Marie Harrison, Bayview Htinters Point Community Organizer 
Etecia Brown, Bayview Huriters Point Community Organizer 

Greenaction for Health and Environmental Justice 
559 Ellis Street, San Francisco, CA 94109 
gieenaction@greenaction.org 
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RE: Request ~ci e~tendpublic comment period on scoping for lndi... 

.. : . ~ 

-~'M--orfginal Mes,sage-.-~~- · . . 
From·: ··B.radley ·Angel [mail to :·bradleyjgreenaction. org) 
sent:, ·Tuesday, June 07, 2016 12:22 PM 
to: Boliinger, Brett (CPC) . 

·., 

· cc:.Marie·Harrisoh; etecia@greenaction.org .. 

... 

Suoject: Request to ·exteh·d public comment period on .scoping fo,r·tndian Basin 
Mixed-Use Project, and request for the Planning ~~pt. to ~fovid~ short 
presentcition at June 15th BVHP 6J r.ask .Force meeting . 

On behalf of our members and constituents in Bayview Hunters Point impattei:!·."9y the 
propo~ed IDdia Basin M~xed-Use Project,. we request tbe Pla~ning Department· provide 
an exi;end~d pl)l;>lic ·comment period beyond July 1, 2016, Due to t~e _c.omplexity of " 
the.many issues iriciuding many potential s~gnificant'impacts blready identified, 
anti the need· tci' ensu,re meaningful dvic e.ngagerne.nt in this pr"obiss, we reque~t 
that ·the comment period be exte~ded to July ·30,_ 2016. · ·. . · 

In' add.ition, cati you tell Us if the notic~ and/or· environme.ntal docum~0t.s iii.ere -. 
prepar.ed .and pr.ov'ided ·"ih any language othef tlian English, 'as it is" vital that all 
member.s of the c;bnimurihy are informed about wh<)t is proposed and 'how. 'tney .. ·ca'n 
provide. :inr.ut. If sue~ translations.' wer$ .not provided, we nereby req_uest' a notice 
and uni;lerlining· rfocume-"nts immediately be m.ade .. available in other 'r-el:evar'lt ' 
languages spokeh 'in th_e c~mmunity. · · · 

Also, we invite you/Planning Depa:rtmen't to ~ake a presenfation about th.-ts project' 
and how tlie pub~:i.c can tie involye9 qt .the next meeti~g of the Bayview =:Minters 

'Point E:nvir9i1mental Justif:e Response Task ForteJ ~ednesday, June 15th at 2 pm·: · 
Please let us know if ~oLl or someone from the depa,rtment· can do -~his .. 

Than.ks, 
Bradley Angel . . 
Greenactfon for Health ana Envir6nrnental _Justice· 

r , .. 
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tE: Request to extend public comment period on scoping for Indi. .. 

Subje·ct: RE: Request to extend public comment period on scoping for Indian Basin Mixed-Use 

Project,-and request for the Planning Dept. to provide short presentatiein at June 15th BVHP 

EJ Task Force me.eting 

From: 11 Bollinger1 Brett (CPC) 11 <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> 

Date: 6/9/2016 7:52 AM 
To: Bradley Angel <brad\ey.@greenaction :org> 
CC: Marie Harrison <marieH@greenactio.n".org>, 11 etecia@greenaction.or.g11 

~etecia@greenaction.org> 

Thank you for your interest in the project. To be clear about the project notice 
that was sent out pn 6/1/2~16 and the overall environmental review process, this 
was a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report under the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); Although an ~nitial'?tudy (IS) is 
attached to the NOP (http://sfmea.sfplanning.org/2014-002541ENV India%20Basin NOP
IS.~df) with some environmental topi~s focused out, the more complex environmental 

'topics (tra~spo~tation, air quality~ ~oise, biolQgical resources, 
water/wastewa:ter, etc.) analysis has yet to be p·ublished. The technical analysis 
for the more'.· complex topics will be published as p.art ·of the Draf·t Environmental 
Impact Report'.(DEIR), which will inciude a 60-day public comment period and a 
public com~ent~hearing jn front of the SF Planning Commission within the·60-day 
comment period. 'we expect to publish the DEIR in December 2016. only the 
Environmental Review Officer (ERO) or the Planning Commission can recommend 
e0tension of the comment·period. I~ discussion with the ER0 1 we don't believe an 
·extension .. of. the scoping comment period is justified in this \:ase. However, we 
will accept late scoping comment letters since we do not e~pect the DEIR to be 
published until late 2016. 

Regarding translatio.n services, we ·can provide that service at the ·rlanping 
Commission DEIR public hearing if requested. We can also work with individuals 
over the phone to answers questions regarding the ~nvironmental r~view process and 

.analysis we publish. We do not have the resources to translate every page of 
analysis into multiple languages. Any individuals that need translation services 
can go through the Mayor's Office of Disability; http://sfgov.org[mod/language
access-ordinance 

On Thursday June 16th at Spm we will be holding a ~OP Public Scoping Meeting to 
, receive·comments on the NOP/IS that was published on 6/1/2016. At this hearing the 

: · public can also comment on environmental topics that should be addressed in the 
PEIR. I suggest that you cqntact the project sponsor to request a presentation of 
the propQsed project at your June 15th meeting. My role with this project involves 
only the CEQA compliance portion for which 11e are holding.-a public hearing on 
6/16/2016. I ca~ also answer questions via email or over the phone regarding the 
CEQA pro~ess for the project. 

Please don't hesitate to contact me with any additional questions, clarifications 
or comments, 

Best, 

Brett Bollinger 
San Francisco Planning Department 
Environmental Planning Division 
1650 Mission Street suite 400 
San Francisco; CA 94103 
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For Health & Environmental Justice 
May23, 2017 

Michael Li 
San Francisco ·Planning Department/Environment~· Pfannin.g'Division 
1650 Missiop: Street Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

RE: India Basin Mixed Use Project Draft BIR 

Dear Mr. Li, 

On behalf of our many members and constituents ip. Bayyiew Hunters Point, Greenaction for . 
. Health 'and Environmental Justice is writing to raise several serious concerns about the India · 

Basin Mixed Use P~oject. We call on your agency to immediately remedy svr~ous defects in: the· 
Scoping and DEIR process, including the refusal of your agency to provide meaningful 
opportunities for public participation to non~Engl~sh speaking residents. · 

On June 7, 201 ~' Greenaction wrote to the Planning Department about several issues. related to' 
the Scoping and EIR processes, including the English-only notices associated with the 
~nvirnnmental review process. We asked "if the notice and/or environmental d\:)cum~nts were 
prepared and provided in any language other than English, as it is vital that all members of the 
community are informed about what is proposed and how they Call provide input. If SUCh . 

· translations were not provided, we hereby request a notice and underlining documents 
immediately-be made avail~ble :iri othe~ relevant languages spoken in the community.". 

On June 9, 2016, Mr. Boliinger responded to our June fh co!nmunication, rejecting ciur request 
for translation. Mr. Bollinger stated in relevant part: · 

Regarding translation services, we can provide that service at the Planning Commission 
DEIR public hearing if requested. We can also work With individuals over the phone to 
answers questions regarding the environmental review process and analysis we publish. 
We do not have the resources to translate every page of analysis into multiple languages. 
Any individuals that need translation services can go through the Mayor1s· Office of 
Disability: http://sfgov.org/mod/language-access-ordinance 

The refusal of the Planning Department to translate the notice and any :i;)art of the assoqiated 
environmental review documents, despite the fact that the affectyd community has ~any non
English speaking residents (particularly Chinese· and Spanish~speaking), is unacceptable as it 
denies them their lawful right to meaningful participation in public proces~es incluc\.ing the 
· Sqoping an~ EIR process. The Plarining Department clearly has the resources, as well as' the 
legal an.cl moral responsibility, to translate the public notices and at least ~aJ:1Slat~ an extended 
executive summary of the Scoping/Notice of Preparation, DEIR, EIR and other key document~. 

Furthermore, it is insulting to Sffi?. Francisco residents who file non-:English speaking or limited 
English speaking for the Planning Department to respond by saying: '~ny individuals that need 
translation services can go through. the Mayor's Office of Disability ... " · 

559 Ellis Street, San Francisco, CA 94109 •Telephone: 415-447-3904 Fax: 415-447-3905 

.P.O. BOX 277, Kettleman City, CA 93239 •Telephone: 559-583-0800 
www.greenaction.org 
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It is ironic that the Planning Depaitment in the Sanctuary City of San Francisco apparently 
considers speaking a ~anguage other than English as a disability. It is a hu:man right. 

We are also concerned that the Plannmg Department apparently plans on releasing the Draft 
E~vironmental Impact Report any day. In addition to the language access issues described. above, 
we.have serious concerns that the DEIR will be inadequate due to the lack of information and 
analysis about the extent of contamination at the pwj ect site. . . . 

.. . 
We understand that some testing for toxic contamination has been conducted. We also. . 
understand that test results were not considered in develbpment of the DEIR as these test resuits 
are just being analyz~d now. We further are concerned that no testing was condupted for possible. 
radioactive contamination, despite the clearly lmown fact that the adjacent Hunters Point Naval 
Shipyard Superfund site is heavily contaminated. with radioactive waste from decades of m.ilitary 
and industrial polluting activities. The lack of data: immensely relevant to·a DEIR undermines 
that adequacy of the DEIR and prevents the public from being able to make informed c·omments 
- denying ·us·a:nd others our lawful right to mea:ning:ful civic engagement in th~ process. 

. . 
·We therefore call on the San Francisco Planning bepartment to take the following actions to 
ensure that the envtronmental review process is legitimate, ensures full meahing:ful civic 

· engagement opportunities for all people including people of color and non:.. English speaking 
residents, a:nd complies with state and federal civil rights laws: . 

(1) Start the process over, and do it properly, starting With the Scoping/Notice of Preparation; 

(2) Translate all notices associated with the project into languages spoken by Bayview Hunters 
Point residents, including :Spanish and Chinese; 

(3) Translate all enviionm.ental"review documents, or at a ~inimuni. produce and translate 
. extended Executive Summaries of all documents;· and. · 

( 4) Reqllire that the entire site be thorougl;tly tested for hazardous and radioactive contamination, 
'with test results analyzed and made publicly available, prior.to the creation of a DEIR document. 

We request a me.eting with your department in the next week to discuss the.Se urgent matters. 

Sincerely, 

·. ~~1t<.W 
. : ·: ·. :: .)3radley¥.g'~l, Executive Director . .. . .. · .. . 

cc Nicol,e Avril, Re.creation and Parks Department · 
Bay\riew Hunter$ Point Mothers and ·Fathers Co~ittee 

·. Bayview Bunters Point Environmental Justice Response Task Force 
Department of Toxic Substances Control 

.APRI 
POD ER 
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ndia Basin EIR 

Subj~ct: India Basin EIR 
From: "Navarrete, Joy (CPC)" <joy.navarrete@sfgov.org> 
Date: 8/29/2017 6:19 PM 
To: Bradley Angel <bradley@greenaction.org> 
CC: Brian Butler <brian@greenaction.org>, Victoria Lehman <Victoria@bldsf.com>, "Taupier, 
Anne (ECN)" <anne.taupier@sfgov.org>, 11 sheridan@greenaction.org11 

<sheridan@greenaction.org>, Mlchael'Yarne <michael@bldsf.com>, "Gibson, Lisa (cPq" 
<lisa.gibson@sfgov.org>, "Simi, Gina (CPC) 11 <gina.simi@sfgov.org>, "Avril, Nicole (REC)" 
<nicole.avril@sfgov.org>, "Li, Michael (CPC) 11 <michael.j.li@sfgov.org>, "Warren, Elaine (CAT)" 
<elai-ne.warren@sfgov.?rg>, '"Murphy, Mary G.(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com) 111 

<MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com> 

Dear Mr. Angel, 

Thank you again for your patience. We sincerely apologize for the delay. 

Language Translation: 
Thank you for your request for translation. We do acknowledge your prior request for translation of the NOP 

. back in June 2016 and had translated 'the NOP into Spanish shortly thereafter (attached). However, based on 

. our review of correspondence during that time, we discovered that it was not transmitted to you. This appears 
to have been an unfortunate oversight. I sincerely apologize. That being said, there was· no procedural oversight 
that would require recirculation of the NOP/IS as the Planning Department satisfied its requirements under 
CEQA. 

Moving forward, we will translate the Notice of Availability of the Draft EIR into Spanish, Chinese, and Tagalog. 
Please send us a list of mailing and/or email addresses for each of the interested parties requesting translation 
under each respective language so that we can ensure the mailing is transmitted properly. We will also make 
these translated notices available on our webpage - http://sf-planning.org/environmental-irnpact-reports
negative-declarations 

Further Comment Opportunity: . 
It is not too late for public input on the lndla Basin EIR or the Project. As you know, th.e NOP/IS scoping period 
has passed and we are now preparing to publ\sh the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR will contain an up-to-date project 
description and will address the comments we received during the NOP/IS scoping period. We have also take~ 
Greenaction's May 2017 letter as an NOP/Initial Study comment; which will also be addressed in the Draft EIR'. 
There will be a minimum 45-day Draft EIR comment period within which comments on the Draft EIR can b.e 
submitted either in writing or in person at the public hearing before the Planning Commission. Then a 
Responses to Comments document.will be prepared and the EIR will once again go before the Planning 
Commissiqn for certification. This makes two more opportunities for public·comments on the EIR moving 
forward-Draft EIR comment period and Final ElR certification. ln addition, public hearings on the approvals for 
the project would be scheduled. before several decision-makers includi11g, but not limited to, the Planning 
Commission, Recreation and Parks Commission, and Board of Supervisors. Hence, more public participation 
opportunities forthcoming. 

While we welcome further input through the E!R process, please note that the opportunity for verbal 
comments will be at the Planning Commission Draft ElR hearing. The Planning Department will not be hosting 
any other DEIR workshop events. As we stated yesterday, the Build Inc. letter that you received on August 24, 
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India Basin EfR 
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2017 did not reflect the Planning Department's concurrence in any way. We regret any confusion this has 
caused and h<JVe hopefully Clarified the CEQA process. Whatever the project sponsors propose to implement 

·would be independent of the Planning Department and CEQA requirements. 

Pi.ease feel free to contact me or the Environmental Review Officer Lisa Gibson (cc'ed above) if you.have any 
questions. . 

Thanks, 
Joy 

ioy nc.watrete, fonfot !!nyironmentaI Plat1net 

San ftan1;i1co Planning Depatlf!Jent 

I 650 ffiiuion Sttee\, Suil<l' .1{00 

San fta.11ci1co, on 9.IJIOS 

P. '11$-575·90"10 r. "115-S58·6.IJ09 

www.1fpla.nnin9.otg 

-Attachments:---------------------------------

Spanish_lndia Basin EIR NOP.pdf 210 KB 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

September 8, 2.017 

Bradley Angel, Executive Director 
Greenaction 
559 Ellis Street 
San Francisco, CA 94109 

Re: Case No. 2014-002541ENV 
India Basin Mixed·use Project ElR Languag;e Access 

Dear Mr. Angel, 

I am writing in response to your email message dated 8/31/17 to Joy Navarrete regarding 
language access in the India Basin EIR process. Because the Planning Department takes 
compliance with the Language Access Ordjnance and the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) 'very seriously, l have reviewed the correspondence between you and our department on 
this matter and met with staff to understand the history of communications and context for your 
concerns. 

I understand that you remain unsatisfied with the steps taken by the Planning Department 
regarding translation and language access on this project. Given your experience and your 
organization's objectives, I understand your perspective, 

We have heard your co:µcems and are committed to translating the Notice of Availability of the 
Draft EIR into Spanish, Chinese, and Tagalog. BUILD has proposed to. translate the Draft BIR 
Executive Summary into other languages, upon request by Greenaction. Non-English speaking· 
people may request lan~age access services at the Pfanning Commission hearing on the Draft 
EIR, and their verbal comments will be responded to in writing in the Responses to Comments 

document. Language access services will also be available at the.EIR certification hearing. These 
steps will provide ample opportunity for meaningful input and participation by non-English 
speaking people in the EIR process moving forward. 

We acknowledge that the department did n:ot provide a translated Notice of Availability of the 
Notice of Preparation of an EIR:, an oversight that we deeply regret. At the same time, we 
respectfully disagree with your proposed remedy that the department restart the.CEQA process 
again, with language noticing as you describe, We believe that a reasonable response is that the 
department leam from this overs.ight and commit to ensuring that it does not happen again. 

Toward that end, our managers will conduct a Language Access Ordinance refresher training 
session for Environmental Planning staff this month. In that training,· we will review the 

www .sfplanning.org 
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department's "Language Access Ordinance Standard Operating Procedures for Employees." The 
training will stress the importance of providing equal access to information to those who identify 
themselves as Limited English. Speaking individuals, and we will use this project to illustrate how 
valued this ordinance is by our stakeholders. Finally, we will review our internal procedures to 
confirm that project environmental coordinators and their supervisors adhere to these 
requirements in their work. 

I recognize that these steps may not fully satisfy your concerns. They do, however, .reflect the 
actions that we sincerely feel are reasonable and appropria.te to take under the circu)Jlstances,. We . 
look forward to your further input and paxt:icipation in the India B~in BIR process. I am available 
at (415) 575-9032 or lisa.gibson@sfgov.org should you have any questions. · 

Sincerely, 

Lisa Gibson 
. Environmental Review Officer 
Director of Environmental Planning 

cc Joy Navarrete, Planning Department 
Michael Li, Planning Department 
Gina Simi, Planning Department 

. Michael Yame, BUILD 

SAii fRWCISCO 
PLANN:INO DJWARTll'l!ONT 
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·lo l.ot!ir The Yerba Buena Neighborhood Consortiu1n 
c/o 230 Fourth St Sa1i Frailcisco, CA 94107 ·~U~\~-\~~~ 

BUILD INC'S INDIA BASIN PROJECT AFFORDADBLE HOUSING SCAM 

The proposed City Development Agreement with Build Inc. is a huge Rip Off that cheats the (:jty's 
lnclusionary Affordable Housing law several different ways. 

In theory, 25% of the Project's total 1575 housing units must be affordable; thatis, 394 BMR Units. But 
the developer can "elect'' (do whatever they choose) to meet this requirement by: 

(1) ·'Giving; the City three affordable housing sites for 180 of those affordable units. If that land 
is worth $250,000 per unit for the City, that is. the same as. giving the City a $45,000,000 
housing fee, which satisfies the developer's 25% affordable housing obligation for 540 of 
the project's market rate units. 

(2) Paying a "in lieu" fee.for 300 more of the project's market rate housing units @ $6i/ft. The 
maximum average size of all project units is 956/ft per unit, so that equal a maximum fee of 
$17,494,800, and will satisfy the developer's 25% affordable bousing obligation for 75 
affordable units. But under the current City rules, 300 such 2BR market rate units would 
require a fee of $366,369 per unit for 30% of that number of marketunits, that is 90 units, 
which would total $32,973,210-$15,478,390 'more! 

(3) So by giving this land to the City plus paying the fee for 300 market rate units for a grand 
total cost of$62,SOO,OOO - equal to just $245,000 per affordable unit, NOT the $366,369 
per unit City fee rate.,. the developer can reduce the amount of on-site affordable housing it 
must provide to just 139 affordable units+ 1256 market rate units +the 180 affordable 
units on the City sites. .. ··:: , 

(4) And the 139 minimum affordable units the developer still must build are 88 more less~ 
costly middle income affordable units @ i10%AMI than the 41 maximum such units the 

1 

current C:ity lnclusionary Affordable Housing Ordinance would require for the entire project. 

(5) And the maximum 180 very-low/low income units @ 55%/80%AMi the City tan develop on 
. the 3 sites itgets are.104 fewer very~low/fow income units than the 284 such units the 

current CitY lndusionaryAffordable Housing Ordinance would require for the entire project. . . . . . 

Bottom line: Build Inc. winds up paying 011ly 2/3 of the affordable housing fee rates other 
developments in the City would be required to pay underthe lnclusiohary Law. And it also does not 
have to provide any of the more costiy low inco111e affordable housing that other projects must 
provide. This ls a total Sweetheart Deal fofBuH~ Inc~ - anc:l a 13ad Deal for Our City! . 

October 1 2018 

1213 
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For &eitGJ!des: reskfe-J;ltS ffl.17v.e vciicer:fcane:em ab.out palfutf·t:.uJ. Calff omitJ ftnaEfy t.t!J.J{ftm$ ~tf'HP 
as an.e of the comm-unitres mo$t vr.rtFJerab.le '/Xl:.p'Of.lwtfGJ.n Mt the Swtrt+ 

What does this m·ean for CalEnviroScreen results for 

Bayview Hunters Point? 

A community with a high 
percentage is experiencing a 

higher pollution burdeh and 

vulnerability than a corr:i·munity 
with a lower percentage in 
California. 

Bayview Hunters P'oint rates in the 
90% percentile qn CalEnviroScreen. 

This means that BVHP has a ·. 

higher pollution burden than 90% 

of California. 

~ayview ~unters P~int: 

Enviro.nmental Factors PercE:ntage 

Diesel Particu!ate Matter 99% 

Groun-dwater Threats 98% 

Hazardous Wastf= 86% 

Health Factors . ; . Percentage 

Asthma 98% 

Low Brrth Weight 99% 

Cardio:vascula r 69% 

Population Characteristies Percentage 

Poverty 87% 

Unemployment 84% 

Housing 91% 

http://bvhp-ivan.org 
Submit a pollution complaint! 

-

Contact us for more information: 
315 Sutter Street, 2nd Floor 

San Francisco, .CA 94108 
(415) 447-3904 . 

www.greenaction.org 
greenaction@greenaction.org 

Be as detailed as possible! Take a photo! 

· for Ho~llh & foviron111c11l>l Ju1tito 
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FDr d:e>r:rtgJes re$iderrtrs fw:r;e voiced co.nte:m a.t.rv.ut pol!iutian. Catfjamfaji.JJl!fflY W}ifjrms fHtt-f/? 

as 0:rre of th:e cammunftle:s rrt.JJst vr.ffnerab:fe ta. po.Jf:atton brt the S!tpte. 

What.is. CalEnvirpSc::r.een $.p? CalEnviroScreen measures 

CalEnviroScreen 3.0 is a to'ol made by 
California Environmental Protedion 
Agency to help identify communities 
most affected by pollution. 

CalEnviroScreen uses the cumu(ative 

impf:!ct theory to compare pollution 
levels and health risks in communities 
across California. · 

Wheit are Cumulative Impacts? 

They are the combinatioh of different 
factors that when added together result 
in a higher impact. 
Example~· pollution+ asthma:+ 

poverty;:::; cumulative impactsl 

1+1+1+1+1= too much! 

1 215 

· indicators thrqug.!1 the~.~ 
four main ·groups: 

The CalEnvir.oScreen results are the 

pollution burden times the population 
characteristics 

·._ 



August 27, 2018 

APPEAL FEE W AIYER REQUEST RE: 

wrn AUG 27 PM 4: 55 
"'·"' . fl 
- I-----.....__....---=----~'-;-.'• 

GREENACTION FOR HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE APPEAL OF 
PLANNING COMMISSION APPROVAL OF INDIA BASIN MIXED USE PROJECT 

Pursuant to Planning Code Section 3500)(3) and Ordinance No. 149-16, Section 
Greenaction for Health and Environmental Justice requests a waiver of filing fees for our appeal 

. of the Planning Commission's approval of the EIR and the India Basin Mixed Use Project. We 
file this appeal on behalf of our many members and constituents in Barview Hunters Point 
whose health, environment, and civil rights will be adversely, disproportionately and 
significantly impacted by the approval of this project. · 

Greenaction is a San Francisco-based non-profit organization founded in 1997 and led by 
grassroots leaders from urban, rural and Indigenous communities which ar~ impacted by 
pollution, environmental racism, and injustice. We have participated in the project's 
environmental review and permit process since it began with the Planning Department, 
submitted written comments starting with the Notice of Preparation/Scoping process, and 
testified at public hearings held by the Planning Department and Planning Commission on this 
matter. Due to our extensive pm.iicipation in the process, and our many mem?ers and . 
constituents in the affected community, we have standing to file this appeal and request a fee 
waiver. 

Greenaction for Health and En'l>ironmental Justice 

315 Sutter Street, 2nd floor, San Francisco, CA 94108 
· Phone: (415) 447-3904 Fax: (415) 447-3905 

·wv.rw.greenaction.org greenacciort@gi:eenaction.org 
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" . · )3an11:· of America p260 "· 

MEMO. 

. · GREENACTiON FOR .. HEALTH & · · · ACl:IRtr1_ziqqos,~a 1t~JsimocA.· 
··ENVIRONMENTAL. JUSTICE · . ·. · . · amz · . 
·. · •· 315 SUTTER STF.L2 ,.. ' 
. ;:iAN. FF.\ANclSCO;CA 94108 

· · S<;u1 Frsinclsco Planriirig Department 

·. ·. 

.. ·. 

····-· ... 

.. •' 

.- ... 

..- ...... ~ ........ --· -.-··--·- .... 
Jo't;(( i''"*, l : :."· ,.~ .................... _ _._...,.._,..... _______ ..,;..;_~.~ .. -...,.;._..,~..,....-;....._.~~-~~.-~-

. . 
GREENA.CTION FO~ HEALTH &. ENVIRONM!;NTAL JUSTICE · 5260 .. 

Sa~.Fran.cisco Planning Department .8/27(2018 
India Bas[ri Mixed Use P.rojec(- Appeal · · " 597.00 

597.00 

·:.:. 
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BOARD .OF SUPERVISORS APPEAL FEE WAIVE«rn AUG 27 PM 4
! 59 

FOR NEIGHBORHOOD ORGANIZATIONS · r;·r_ .. ___JJ_ . ~~ 

Appellant's lnfo~mation 

Neighborhood Group Organization foformation 

Project Address: Jf2 0 1 '1, /1-€ /_ 

Project Application (PRJ} Record No: Building Permit No_: ____ . 

~~te °-~::~on (i!an~~-r_&1 ?-: -·-------------------·----·----·-------------
Required Criteria for Granting Waiver 
All must be satisfied; please attach supporting materials . 

. REQUIRED CRITERIA YES NO 

The appellant is a member of the stated neighborhood organization and is authorized to tile the appeal 

/I on behalfof the organization. Authorization may take the form ofa letterslgned by the President or other 
officer of the organization. 

The appellant is appealing on behalf of an organization that is registered with the Planning Department and I that appears on the Department's current list of neighborhood organizations. 

The appellant ls appealing on behalf of an organization that has been In existence at least 24 months prior I to the submittal of the fee waiver request. Existence may be established by evidence including that relating 
to the organization's activities at that time such as meeting minutes, resolutions, publications and rosters. 

The appellant is appealing on behalf of a neighborhood organization that is affected by the project and that ,/ 
is the subject of the appeal. 

. . .. .. . . . .. ... . . '. . .. ··-. .· .... . --.... ·:" .. -· .. . ·:. .. ....... . 
For

0

01!p;friffientUseori1y . . ,. ..: ·: .. : . . · 

Applicitl~ii received by Planning bepartinent: · ... . .. . . .... · · · · · · 

·By:··: ... ·::.·)·.: ....... ::.-::' .... ··... ..:.«. :·:· .. Date:· ,., .. .,.. ·: .. 

Submls~'.b.n:~~e:~k;!~:, "'.. /< >. .. '..· · .. ·· .« .. < '.'. ·.:· . ~· .. ·:.· · .... .;: :--'_ .... -: . · '. ·:· ··.::·· .. :. ·i 
.. :: n APPE~SA~ A'lJT'H~REZA~fON .·, :.: 0 CU~RENT6RGAN1z4110N REGIST~ATl.oN ·: :.· .q MINIM.UM ORGAN!ZATION AGE , :.: 

. O'PRbjECTlMPACTON.ORGANIZATION. . . . 
. ... .:~- . . .. · 

...... .' . ·:· .. 
...... :. ·-· .... :. 

0 WAIVER APPROVED 
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\ tfif?l (d: 
·1ta0 l~O ... 

Hello members ofth.e Land Use and Transportation Committee, 
l~b~~J 

'1]1'tl•~< 
~···· 

MV name ts Jesus. tiores, 1.am me ooerauons manader ai:Arcn1meaes tsanva: we are 
one of the buildings thaf is qirectly adjacent to the proposed project As a committee today you 
are here to ame_ndJhe generalpl~m to revise tM bayview hunters point area plan aod the t1rban 

~~t~ 

aes1an. commerce ana 1naustrv , ancnecreat1on aria ooen soace e1ements~ to re11ec;t uie mom 
basin Mixed Use project In addition the ordinance amending the planning code to establish tlfo 
India Basin Special use district by chan9ingthe zonirt9. desigtiations, heightdistricts and the 
1nd1a basin special use d1str1ct. Lastiy approvn1g a development agreement between the <..:1ty 
and· county of san fr'3nclscq c:tnci ·India l3asin lnve$trnent LLc that would. cover a 28 ac;~e project 
wn1cn sorn~ oe11eve nave various ouonq P~nems or 1ncrua11ia Zt>"/o atrorQaPte lio1Jsinoana 11 

acre parks and open space all While making sure things fall uridet the California Environrnentai 
Qualify Act and thafthe findings conform with the General Pian. I am here to appeal to you that 
such oramance amenamems snouia Pe runner 1nvest1aatect discus.sea ano not amenaea maav 
because of the signlflc:;ant al1d unavoidable negcit1ve impacts to not.only Archimedes Banya put 
tile community of lncJia Ba!?in B<,tyview ~nd Hl!nters Point.. 

tserote aernna mto tne reasons wnv sucn oramance amenamelits wou1a. have a 
significant and unavoidable negative impact to Archimedes· Banya and the community which 
would notadhere fo the CaliforlJra Environmental Quality Act ·1 would Hke to lnfonn you a little 
abotit me tsanva;-vve. at Arcrumeoes eanva~t- 1the 1:1anvat c:i.re ¢omminea to mwrov1na me 
qµallty ofljfe for all that live iii the ~arf)y cornr)'ilmity a_nd resident~ and visitors of th~ whole t)f 
BEiY Area •. TheBarty$ is a R.ussian/Germa:n/$c::andina\fi<,tn style bathhowse, the only one -Of its 
Kina in me 1:1av Nea; 11 ts not ornv a oraceror oeooie tb exoenenee 
Russian/Geri:nan/Sc.andinavian cultures_, it has quickly become a cultural institution and tourist 
destination. in San Francisco. The Bany<:l is a piace Where people of all ages; genders, ethnic 
ano 9Li1~ura1 oacJ<arounds convene to te1ax. socia1ite, ana 1mbrciVeJ:ne1r neatth. it uliidU:eiv 
attracts Visitors td Ht,inters Point, a destination in S;;in Francisco that was previously avoided by 
visitors and lacais 131ike. Ttius; the 13anya has contribufa~d fo toe vibrancy of the neighborhood 
l:nac nas :peen unoreceaemeo. ov anv omer .r:susmess m me c:irea/· vve are a or ace wn!=lre oeoote 
can fcirgef thattheY ar_e in a bu.stling cjfy and get away from there. ev.ery day routine. 

To~tc:irt off.I would like fo dlsc::uss with you the 11%Jatlve effects thtitfhi\3 byilding .Will have 
ir vou anowi:he zonintl Jo. chanae tci a ;:>oe¢1a1 iJse tJ1stnccwmcnwo01a ano.w ror lWo 14. storv 
and variousother·67 8. story buildingin the areatliat wo.uld engulf Archimedes Banya~ J strongly 
urge this committee fo rn;;iintain. tbe cµrrentz-0ning of MC 1 an<;! NC 2 which would keep the 
neram ar 4\J reet tnrouanouJfrie. oro1e.c1, Wnen we. r1rst;$tarreo comma. to l:nese i:>uonc meetma.s 
with the pl~mnhi~J qommiss!ori ab9uttbe EIR we wanted to fitst Off be 1ncltjded'in fh$. report. Nof 
one mention ofArchirnedes 13anya \11/as included qr the effects thi$ project Would hav.e br1 our 
ol.lsiness. 1 nen aner we came aaain to stoo me KeV1sea t:1tnrom oeina oasseo o.ecause tnen 
v.;e werejust referre.d fo ~s a qommercial I resideptial dwelling unit The aqverse effect~ were 
again not discussed .in thE}teviseo Ve(sioii. iknow som~ people from buil~ have spoken with th(:} 
owner Dr,· Mikhail Brodsky bythave any ofyou cqme·and used our facllity •. It is rnore than just a 
commerCial/residetitlal dwelling unit lta space were citizens come to heal their body and relax. 
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lfYou.Wer$:1:QchangeJl1~ ~ofiir'lQ h~igh~ fq(thl$ prO,Ject.c:i;nd a!IOW ttJ~$~ PUilcJfngs to ehguJf us .. 
)foUWould · drasticallyinipactthe .. Wind speeds and dtfration .• ofhqiarddus winds ;;ind• In turn· 
l)\:iQ~tive!Y.ifTipqct:fhe\lelJtilc:ttion qf.our p4ilqil:]!JrA~ sta.t~<f(n;th~ (eVisetj E;JR."The EIRtonclud~~ .... ) 
thatthe·.pi"qposed.projectwqufd·r~s.ultii't.~ stJ!:istantiaUn~re~&~ ir1the wrncl ,sp~ed an!J.dlirauqn .. of 
hazatdous wfr1qs f3ftl)e proiec:t sJte ancfini~s vicioify,W.hlcb:W'c>uli;I s4b;sfantiaJlyaff!;!c:t pub.lie ate<!s.or 
· ol!trioqt pgi:;te~f:i'Clfl tac:iJJfies ~ri~ r¢$41tif1 a ~ignlfl<:an:t;and ut:i\iiY-oiqa~li:i.•wiri~krip~ct!' .. NbW Mitigatiorr 
;u¢<isures wereintr9.ct.Qcect:l0.;-V\lF1a. JVfrWJ~lb; arid lvt;-Wi~ic..the$,El qlscussec:l.wlno.irhbactanal~sis find 
mitigatfoh for Puildi~gs.over>c1bb ft, temp()rarywindi:eductiori meas,ures durlng·consfroctfonand reduce 
· effett_s ()(gtc>L!rid l¢veLha.t.ar9ou$.Winds ~!lt'9tigh ori'golng ·revle\IV; UnfottunatelVagaih ;:is:s~ate:d.ir'(tpe 
r~vised EIRWlli.th.Was:passed lnit jf.~fated"· 

Banv;;i ventil<!ti<:>n' svstem. If i <;<lnau)cklir surnmarJze ln our tadiltv we hcive two oat'lkas ,))iese are russ1ar;. 
$(yfe s.aLIM thcitiovc)Jve 6urniilitY: filqW ifvyinc:ls Jr:ic:f¢ase fhat111e~rts the. a.ii' d LIC:t bh ourr9ofwot.dtj ~ave 
m9tewindgoin,glntothe.sa(lo<is.,:rnciwoµJci.c~usi3th~·burriiBitY.an4:th.etetnperatur~to.be;reduceand 
tho~ afet\1.tp:rilain,~e\;:t~t'rloonentsttiatvou·heed wheh~tilqVlrjrlb!.lr'fa<;liifa•lcC!rfa'tso g:e-t:fnt9hoWV9u 
W:qµld,{emoyeoUr c(lstomers· priveitf~s.w1:dL :People enjoyourrooftp;Surfbatbiand dtr so ihtht'l,h.upe~t . 

. times: sot.· etl:in ast"tistthe rwac tnatwill he lnfrih ed Li· :on \Would .like to contlt:iuebecauseof .. . ... . . $. {$ p ... .). ... PH•• y . . . ... . - ··~ ... p ................ ····· . ........ .. ... .. . . " . 
these negat;lvewThctlmoactsl belfove:vou .shbuid fool<howflif) airouantv Will .be.even more \'.lrast,k,< .... ' ......... ·. .. . ' ' ·... . . . . . ·. . ·. . . .· ·. .. . . . . . 

. l\t()W; lh¢ re\lised propo$¢d' prqfad wouid ootpro.pose:;any d\anges to huiiding ehiJelopes of 
locatfons;With;that:i wol.ild like tp n'lehtie>tt 1:hattl:ie ~Ir 'tji:J<ili~Yis gofr1£tto ha\.li:i .n'egatlve.ir.ripatts oh 

Archime.qes Bar:iVa :and the commun1tv:. Mlti!!ati<m mea~ures W@re)ntmctucecl to M'-Ad<t:a; lb, :i;~ •. anq 
id~fhesewere saJdto mh11mi~e(l ·off./on. toad t;qn~ruclion ·flqulpmenterr)is$ion ·~ :utilize'best~vall;:ib:le · 

. Now ho~can you allo;,., that harmful .emission go into the .. community that its 
"flem·oers nave alfe<!Ch(l:)eehreoor:tecit() have lljbre.ailiJ:i.ehfbeC;i:ltjs¢ ()ttfle rii:iW \iardpe1/)R; ttjerettir 
Vf:!ar~,•;:ifit{h~W·yoil W<:lhttp. infrodui;e new·con.talnrnent&'.<ltld. nqtonly thattbe.Banya ~(lest comefo h~al 
there.bpdies atjdyqµYl(tjµldwantth~rn hre:Et~hlnth;i$alrt~atJ$.Ht¢ta!ly le~sth~o $ f~E!t iq either 
dire.ctl<:Jti. 
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Now since rnY time might Pe coming t() a close i Would like to address the biggest flaw 
8hd issue of why thiS project would not be in accordance fo the safety ofour environment and 
the CEQA and fhat thl$ committee on land use ~mcl tn~nsportati<:>n should further investigate the 
plot before amending these orcilnances, 1$ that the canper risk for continuing this project wm be 
high even with mitigafjonas state·d."lilJll~,@iij-~-

.·~~~--~--· ·m11fiiM1!M--~~·• 

··-~---·iiliihi-· ···~---~~6nstrui::tion-relatec! and operatiqnaJ activities .. 

associa.ted with the proposed i:iroject would resultin increases in emissiqns ofdiesel particµlate rn<1tt;er 

(PM} that W<;>uld affect lifotirn~ excess canter risk fotboth.on- arid oft~site receptors. Overall, impacts of 

<i;i ieviseq.orooosed proJect would be the same as the proposed project's Impacts described ln the ·Draft 

ElR. Jmpactkofthe revised proposed project .on air quality would be significant and unavoidable with 
. A .. . 

rnitigauon~/rq add to this just rei::ently radioactive objects were found less than a quarter mile from our 

location atthe NavyYards parcel A a~ stated in the SF Chronide in <Jn artide ~y 

1ason Farone and cynthia.Dizikes., i h~veworked at Archimedes since it open and i have seen 
mat oeve1opmeht go up as w:eu. i i<hoW mat teams Trotn mat site wou10 .aump mn ovenn me· 
project site we are cL1rrent1y .discussing. In the !=IR soil sampies were only done. on fhe surface~ 
the plot of the proposed project hc~s been getting filled for over half a century witn c>tnel 
contaminants .. Further soil sample !>hOL!ld p~ taken as well especially since back In 1999 soil 
sampleswere clone byTrans Pcwific Geotechnic~d Ccmsultants and found trac:;e;:;'. of iead arid 
other minerc:iis and• gases. 

I am appealing to you members of this committee Tang, Ktm,. and Safai to further 
Investigate theJand use of ttils lndia 1:3asih Mixecl Osed Prqiect to not move forward with 
amending these ordinances. Furtber'investig<ltion shoulct be done on the effects itwlll liave on 
the community and my bu!>hwss. You are allowing ·a community tq be greatiy affected. If you 
·amend these today yot.i: ar:e, sayin~f you .are ok. with. giving members ot the community cane.er 
and other health related illness all for a few hundred units ofhCluses thafwon'teveh b.e 
affordable to those that live in the neighborllqod yol] C\re go1ng fo dE:!vasfote~ If you truly wanteij 
tQ Mlp the c:orr\muhlty Build shoi.Jfcf not haverem9yed :the school or beft~r y~t .allow for .a higner 
amount of so. called affordable housing,. If this project w?s fo be c:lone in' yotir qistrfot arid you 
were aware offhe negative flJlpacfs,.l vvoUld expect for yoo not to allow it fo continue. You all 
mwc: ::;u.1v~u tu ueuei m~. nve::; 01 la'iYimes ii1 pail r-r~n~.tsco·ou1er con:unun1xie$ so aon-.t nLJrt me 
lives of those in this community. 
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TRANS PACIFIC GEOTECHNICAL CONSULTANTS, INC. 

445 GRANT AVENUE, SUITE 403, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94108-3249 
TELEPHONE: (415) 788-8627 FAX: (415} 788-3121 

Banya ~000 
1600 Shattuck Avenue, i214-II 
Berkeley, California 94709 

Attention: Mr ... Reinhard Imhof 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

J_une 28 1 1999 

Our Job No. 1535-001 

Report 
Soil Sampling and Chemical Testing 
Proposed Russian Spa 
Assessor's Block 4644, Lot SA 
Innes Avenue 
San Francisco, California 

This report presents the results.of our soil sampling and chemical testing 
for the site of the proposed Russian spa in San Francisco, California. The site, 
known as Lot 5A of Assessor's Block 4644, is located on the north side of Innes 
Avenue between Earl Street and Fitch Street as shown on the Vicinity Map, Plate 
1. 

PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION 

Present plans call for construction of a three-story building with a 
basement. The building will house an in-d0or swimming pool, hot tubs, exercise 
rooms, weight rooms, and a restaurant, among others. The basement will be used 
for parking and a mechanical room. Details of the proposed development have not 
been finalized and details of the loading information are not available at this 
time. 

PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF SERVICES 

The purpose of our service was to explore the subsurface soil and rock 
conditions at the site and to collect soil samples for analytical chemical 
testing, our service was performed substantially in accordance with our proposal 
dated· May 13, 1999. The scope of our services included a field exploration 
program of excavating two test pits and performance of analytical chemical 
testing. 

FIELD EXPLORA~ION 

The subsurface conditions were explored on June 4, 1999, by excavating two 
test pits with a backhoe at the locations shown on the Plot Plan, Plate 2. The 
test pits were excavated to depths of about 11 feet to 14 feet below the existing 
ground surface. The field exploration was performed under the technical 
direction of one of our geologists who examined and visually classified the soil 
encountered, maintained a log of test pits, and obtained samples for visual 
examination and analytical chemical testing. Graphical presentation of the soils 
encountered is presented, on the Log of Exploratory Pit, Plates 3A through 3B. 
An explanation of the nomenclature and symbols used on the Log of Exploratory 
Pits is shown on Plate 4, Soil Classification Chart and Key to Test Data. The 

Page 1 
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Banya 2000 June 20, 1999 · 

logs of test pits show subsurface conditions on the date and at the locations 
indicated, and it is not warranted that they are· representative of subsurface 
conditions a:t other times or locations. After completion of the excavation 
operation, the test pits were loosely backfilled with the excavated soils and 
randomly rolled with the rubber-tired wheels. 

The soil samples were collected with appropriate sampling protocol. These 
samples were initially stored in an ice chest and subsequently refrigerated for 
proper storage and eventual transport to the analytical laboratory. A chain of 
custddy of these samples was maintained. 

DISCUSSION 

Soil samples were hand delivered to the premise of ~altest Analytical 
Laboratory in Napa, California on June 7, 1999. We were directed by Mr. R. Imhof 
to hold the testing of soil samples obtained in Test Pit 1 in abeyance; 
therefore, analytical testing was assigned only on soil samples obtained in Test 
Pit 2. These tests included testing for heavy metals, asbestos, total petroleum 
hydrocarbons as gas and total petroleum hydrocarbons as diesel and 
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB) . 

The results of the analytical testing, as presented by Caltest Analytical 
Laboratory, are presented in the Appendix. 

CLOSURE 

Our services have been performed with the usual thoroughness and competence 
of the engineering profession. No other warranty or representation, either 
expressed or implied, is included or intended. 

If you have any questions regarding this report or require additional 
information, please contact us. The following plates and appendix are attached 
and complete this report. 

Plate 
Plate 
Plates 
Plate 

Appendix 

1 
2 
3A and 3B 
4 

(Six copies st\bmitted) 

Vicinity Map 
Plot Plan 
Log Of Exploratory Pit 
Soil Classification Chart and Key to Test Data 

Report prepared by Caltest Analytical Laboratory 
and dated June 25, 1999 

Yours very truly, 
Trans Pacific Geotechnical Consultants, Inc. 

P~·1-~ 
E~ T. Lau/ P.E. 
Reg. Civil Engineer 019897 
Reg. Geotechnical Engineer 506 
Expiration 9/30/2001 

cc: ARCUS Architecture and Planning (2) 
445 Grant Avenue, Suite 404 
San Francisco, California 94108 
Attention: Mr. Samuel Kwong 

WPN:l535001.RE2 

Page 2 
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TEST PIT 1 SURFACE ELEVATION: ____ _ DATE EXCAVATED: 6/4/99 -----
LOGGED BY:_fIBE_ EQUIPMENT: ........;.;b;....:ac~k...._ho-..e:....-..--- DATE BACKFILLED: _ 61_41_99 __ _ 

DEPTH 
WIDTH IN FEET 

DEPTH· 
(FEET) 5 10 15 20 (FEET) 

A 
I 

I I 
1-1 I I 

5 -1- - - -1- .,-- 1- - - - 5 

I 

I 
10 

B -,- - -1- -1- - - - 10 

I I I 

15 15 

• INDICATES DEPTH OF UNDISTURBED SAMPLE 

. ~ INDICATES DEPTH OF DISTURBED SAMPLE 

A. GC, Sandy GRAVEL With trace clay and serpentine rock fragments, ocoaslonal 
cobbles, dry to damp, (loose), [FILL]. 

B. CL, Brown silty CLAY with rock fragments, moist. 

~ LOG OF EXPLORATORY PIT Trans Pacific Geotechnlcal Con~ultants, Inc. 
~L-~~--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~---~-~~~-------:.._;~~~::-:-1 

PLATE 3A 

1226 



TEST PIT 2 SURFACE ELEVATION: ____ ~ DATE EXCAVATED: 614!99 -----
LOGGED BY: DRF EQUIPMENT: __;b......_ac;_k:....ho_e~·---- DATE BACKFILLED: 614199 

DEPTH 
WIDTH IN FEET 

(FEET) 5 10 15 20 

A 

I B I 
5 1- -1- - - - 5 

I 

10 

15...L.--~~----------~--~------------~------....... 15 

• INDICATES DEPTH OF UNDISTURBED SAMPLE 

~ INDICATES DEPTH OF DISTURBED SAMPLE 

o PIPE 

A. GN, Sandy GRAVEL, dry, (loose), [FILL]. 

B. CUGC, Dark brown and btaok layered sandy CLAY with wood, brick, 
reinforcing steel, large rock fragments, and a block of granite, moist, 
(loose and soft), (FILL}. Grading to yellov.ish brown clayey GRAVEL 
at around 11feetto12 feet, mols~ (loose), [FILL). 

DEPTH 
(FEET) 

LOG OF EXPLORATORY PIT Trans Pacific Geotechnlcal Consultants, Inc. 
PLATE 38 
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........ . ~- ... ....... .... .. . ...... _ ...... 

ffi 
§ 

GW 

GP 

UNIFIED SOIL CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM 

DESCRIPTION 

WELL-GRADED GRAVELS, GRAVEL-SAND 
MIXTURES, ume OR NO FINES 

POOALY-OAAOEDGAAVELS, GRAVEL-SAND 
MIXTURES, lllTLE OR NO FINES 

MAJOR DIVISIONS 

CLEA.N GRAVELS 
(LITTLE OR NO FINES) 

h~ WW 
Q(I) Ol!OJ 

Cl) ~g" ~II) 
..J "'<Co :::;!!! 

SILTY GRAVELS, GRAVEL·SAND-SILl MIXTURES 
~ r·~ ~~ :;Lt~ 
~,.,.Rlfil ~6 g ffiW 

~1-"H--+"-~~---------........-i GRA~~~:1Jluf1NES ~ ~~~ ~-~ 0 h 
CLAYEY GRAVELS, GRAVEL-SAND-CLAY MIXTURES AMOUITT OF FINES) a; i:; ~ ~ d w 

#!t-~-t-~~~~--~~~~-~r-~-~~~-t~~~.~~-~ ~~~ ~~ 
WELL-OAAOED SAND, GRAVELLY SANOS, ~ ,,, in o SO 
lf.....,c~"NOFINcs " . ~' 3i!Y Q~ 

"'-"""' " CLEA.NSANDS l1i§~ ~= .... r <~ 
(UTTl.E DR NO ANES) ,_, !!/ ~ Cll ~ th POORLY-GRADED SANDS, GAAVEU.. Y SANDS, Cl) ::! o ~ ::l a: W ii! - w 

"°""'""""+---t-Ll-TTLE~-OR~NO-Fl_NE_s_~---~~~~---------i ~ ~ f d @ (3 g !!! ~i= 
,..,,. z ~II) " wQ 
en ~w~:1! >~ia~< ... fij~ 

SANDS WITH FINES ~ ~ ~ e:i 
(Al'f>RECIABLE ;is - ~ ~ 

SIL1Y SANDS, SANO-SILT MIXTURES 

CLAYEY SANDS, SANO-OLAY MIXlUAES AMOUNT OFFlNES) l$l 

lf+MH'Tl-~+-~~~--~~~~~~--+-~~~~~-'-~~~~-1-<-~-~~ 
INORGANIC SILTS ANO VERY FINE SANDS, RCCK th!;: 
FLOUR, SILTY OR CLAVEY FINE SANDS, CU\YEY Sl!..TS !1 :!= 
WITH SLIGHT PLASTICITY - -

INORGANICClAYSOFLOWTOMEDIUM PLASTICITY, SILTS & CLAYS ~- !t!l! ~t; 
GRAVELLY CLAYS, SANDY CLAYS, SILTY CLAYS, LEAN 0 !Ii !l! oz'~ 
c vs (LIQUID LIMIT LESS THAN 50) IJ) ):; ., !!I~ 

ORGANICSILTSANDORGANICSll.T-OlAYS O :i~ )!:<Ii 
OF LOW PLASTICITY W IL 15 

~~ ......... ~~~~~~-~~~~~~~1--~~~~~~;...._~~~~~~~ :z:Oz 
INORQANJC SILTS, MICACEOUS OR DIATOMACEOUS ct ~w 
FINESANDYORSILTYSOILS,ELASTICSILTS ffi ::l:j: 

INORGANICCl.AYSOfHIGHPLASTICnY, SILTS & CLAYS ~ ~~ 
FAT Cl.AVS (LIQUID UMrT 50 OR MORE) U::: l:il o.; 

ORGANIC CLAYS OF MEOIUMTO HIGH. 
PLASTICITY, ORGANIC SR.TS 

i'EAT ANO OTHER HIGHLY ORGANIC SOILS 

PLASTICITY CHART 

HIGHLY ORGANIC SOILS 

KEY TO SAMPLES 
60 

- INDICAlES DEPTH OF UNDISTURBED SAMPLE 

l'.:8J INDICATES DEPTH OF DISTURBED SAMPLE 
/ 

CHi~/ v 
!J!>- .... I"-.; 

~ .. '7 
CL / 
/ 
v MH OH 

0 
ML 

·~ ML&OL 

o 10 20 30 .olO 50 60 70 80 . 90 100 
LIQUID LIMIT 

TYPES OF SOIL SAMPLERS 
MC· MODIFIED CALIFORNIA SAMPLER 
NX -.ROCK CORING 

P • PISTON SAMPLER 
PT· PITCHER BAAl=lEL SAMPLER 
S ·SHELSY SAMPLER 

SPT- ST AN DARO PENETRATION TEST SAMPLER 
U - UNDERWATER SAMPLER 

c:J INDICATES DEPTH OF SAMPLING Anl<MPT Willi No RECOVERY 

~ INDIOAlES DEPTH OF STANDARD PENETRATION TEST 

m:J INDICATES DEPTH OF UNDISTURBED'$' (SHELBY) TYPE 
SAMPLE 

KEY TO TEST DATA 

GS ·GRAIN-SIZE DISTRIBUTION 
DSCU - DIRECT SHEAR TEST, CONSOLIDATEP- UNDRAINED 
DSUU- DIRECT SHEAR TEST, UNCONSOLIDATED· UNDRAINED 
TXUU • TRIAXIAL COMPRESSION TEST, UNCONSOLIDATED· 
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UNDRAINED 

SOIL CLASSIFICATION CHART 
AND KEY TO TEST DATA 

Trans Pacific Geotechnlcal Consultants, Inc. 

PLATE 4 
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~·· 
.. ;; 1865 N. Kelly Rd. • Napa, California 94558 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226· LOOI 

June 25, 1999 

Mr. Eddy T. Lau, P.R 
Trans Pacific GeoTechnical 
445 Grant Avenue, Suite 403 
San Francisco. CA 94108 

Dear Mr. Lau: 

CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CALIFORNIA ELAP #1664 

On June 7, 1999, Caltest received four soil samples which were logged into our system as 
lab order number 9906181. Per your request, two of the four.samples were analyzed for 
California Assessment Manual (CAM) Metals, Asbestos, Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons 
(TPH) as Gas, Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH) as Diesel, and Polychlorlnated 
Biphenyls (PCB). 

The following analytical report indicates a detection on both soil samples for an 
unidentified petroleum hydrocarbon pattern which was quantitated as Diesel # 2. All 
metals were below the Total Threshold Limit Concentration (TTLC) Limits, however, 
Chromium and Lead were detected above 10 times the Soluble Threshold Limit 
Concentration (STLC) Limit. This is an indfoation that an STLC Extraction arid analysis 
needs to be performed on both soil samples for Chromium, and Lead. 

Please do not hesitate to call me at .the laboratory if you have any questions regarding this 
report. 

Sincerely, 
Caltest Analyt;ical Laboratory 

-<T~r~-. Todd M. Albertson 
Project Manuger 

Enclosure(s): 
Caltest Lab Order # 9906181 
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~ / ~885 N. Kelly Rd. • Napa, California 94558 
CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CALIFORNIA ELAPit!664 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 

REPORT of ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

Client: Eddy T. Lau, P.E. 
Trans Pacific GeoTechnical 
445 Grant Avenue, Suite 403 
San Francisco, CA 9410B 

Project: 1535-001 RUSSIAN SPA 

LAB ORDER No. : 

Report Date: 
Received Date: 

Sampled by: 

9906-181 
Page 1 of 6 

25 JUN 1999 
07 JUN 1999 

DON FOWLER 

·Lab Number Sample Identification Matrix ·sampled Q9t~/Time 

9906181-1 
9906181-2 
9906181-3 
9906181-4 

2-1 CA & B) 3'6" 
2-2 CA & 8) 5'6" 
1-1 (A & B) 3'3" 
1-2 (A·& B) 6'6" 

~~ ~;. ~ 
o:rtson 

. Project Manager · 

SOIL 
SOIL 
SOIL 
SOIL 

MstrieHOrn 
Laboratory Director 

tALTEST authorizes this report to be reproduced only in its entirety. 
Results are· spgcific to the sample as submitted and only to the parameters reported. 
All analyses perform~d by EPA Methods or Standard Methods (SM) 18th Ed. except where noted. 
Results of 'ND' mean not detected at or above the listed Reporting Limit <R.L.). 
'O.F.' means Dilution Factor and has been used to adjust the listed Reporting Limit (R.L.). 
Acceptance Criteria for all Surrogate recoveries are defined in the QC Spike Data Reports, 
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~ ··,,:, , 1885 N. Kelly Rd. • Napa, California 94558 
CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CALIFORNIA ELAP.,!664 

(707) 258·4000 • Fnx: (707) 226-1001 
LAB ORDER No.: 9906-181 

INORGANIC ANALYTICAL RESULTS Page 2 of 6 

ANALYTE BESULT B.L. UNITS _QL METHQD ANALVZED gc BATCH NOTES 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181·1 
SAMPLE ID: 2-1 (A & B) 3'6" 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:20 

Antimony NO 2. !IYJ/kg 10 60108 06.16.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Arsenic 6.7 0.8 mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.9.9 A990421ICP 1,2 
Barium llO. 1. mg/kg 10 6010B 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Beryllium ND 1. mg/kg 10 60108 06.16.99 A990421ICP 1,2,3 
Cadmium ND 0.2 mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Chromium 57. 1. ng/kg 10 60108 06.15,99 A990421ICP 1.2 

·Cobalt 11. 0.4 mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Copper . 56. 1. mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Lead .210. 0.6 mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Mercury 0.6 0.1 mg/kg 5 . 7471A 06.16.99 A990428MER 2.4 
Molybdenum ND 1. nx,i/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1,2 
Nickel 80. 1. nYJ/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Selenium ND 2. nx,i/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Silver ND 0.6 mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1,2 
Thallium ND 2. nYJ/kg 10 60108 06.16.99 A990421ICP 1,2 
Vanadium 42. 0.4 nx,i/kg • 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Zinc 150. 4. mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Asbestos .RR % 1 PLM 5,6 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181·2 
SAMPLE ID: 2-2 (A & Bl 5'6" 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:40 

Antimony ND 2. rrg/kg 10 6010B 06.16.99 A9904211CP L2 
Arsenic 4.7 0.8 mg/~g 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1,2 
Barium 84. 1. mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1,2 
Beryllium ND 1. mg/kg 10 60108 06.16:99 A990421ICP 1.2.3 
Cadmium ND 0.2 mg/kg 10 60108 06.15. 99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Chromium 51. 1. mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Cobalt 10. 0.4 mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Copper 41. 1. nx,i/kg , 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Lead 89. .0.6 nYJ/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Mercury 1.2 0.2 mg/kg 10 7471A 06.16.99 A99042BMER 2,4 
·Molybdenum ND 1. nx,i/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Nickel 55. 1. mg/kg 10 60108. 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
Selenium ND 2. mg/kg 10 60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 

· 1) Sample Preparation on 06-14·99 using 30508 
2) Result expressed as wet weight of sample. 
3) The Reporting Limit (R.L.) was raised due to background interference noted in the sample. 
4) Sample Preparation on 06-15-99 using 7471A 
5) Analysis performed by EMSL Analytical. ELAP certification# 1620. 
6) Refer to the attacheq·reference laboratory report for the original certificate of analysis and supporting 

Quality Control data. 
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~· 
· ~885 N. Kelly Rd. • Napa; California 94558 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226·1001 

INORGANIC ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

ANALYTE RESULT 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181·2 (continued) 

Silver ND 
Thallium ND 
Vanadium 45. 
Zinc . 100. 
Asbestos RR 

R.L. 

0.6 
2. 
0.4 
4. 

1) Sample· Preparation on 06-14-99 using 30508 

UNIIS 

mg/kg 10 
mg/kg 10 
llY,J/kg 10 
mg/kg 10 
% 1 

CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CAUFORNIA ELAP#l664 

LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 
Page 3 of 6 

METHOD ANALYZED _QC BATCH NOTES 

60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
60108 06.16.99 A990421ICP 1,2 
60108 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 
6010B 06.15.99 A990421ICP 1.2 

PLM 3.4 

2) Result expressed as wet weight of sample. 
3) Analysis performed by EMSL Analytical, ELAP certification# 1620. 
4) Refer to the attached reference laboratory report for the original certificate of analysis and supporting 

Quality Control data. 
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(707) 258·4000 • flax: (707) 226·1001 

ORGANIC ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

ANALYTE 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 
SAMPLE IO: 2-1 (A & B) 3'6" 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:20 
METHOD: EPA 8082 

POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYLS (PCBS) 
PCB 1016 
PCB 1221 
PCB 1232 
PCB 1242 
PCB 1248 
PCB 1254 
PCB 1260 
Surrogate TCMX 
Surrogate Decachlorobiphenyl 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 (continued) 
SAMPLE ID: 2-1 CA & B) 3'6" 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:20 
METHOD: EPA 8015M 

TOTAL SEMI-VOLATILE PETROLEUM 
HYDROCARBONS . 

Diesel Fuel 
TPH-Extractable, quantitated as 
diesel 

Surrogate o-Terphenyl 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 (continued) 
SAMPLE ID: 2-1 (A & B) 3'6" 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:20 
METHOD: EPA 8020A 

AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS 
Benzene 
Toluene 
Ethyl benzene 
Xylenes (Total) 

RESULT 

ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
NO 
ND 
ND 
94. 

103. 

ND 
14. 

85. 

ND 
ND 
ND 
NO 

1) Sample Preparation on 06-15-99 using EPA 3550 

CF.RT!FIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
___ C.ALIFORNIA ELAPuJ664 

LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 
Page 4 of 6 

R.L. UNITS ..Q..f,_ ANALYZED QC BAICH NOTES 

0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 

4. 
4. 

mg/kg 
mg/kg 
mg/kg 
mg/kg 
mg/kg 
mg/kg 
mg/kg 
% 
% 

mg/Kg 
rog/Kg 

% 

0.0025 OYJ/kg 
0. 0025 ITYJ/kg 
0.0025 mg/kg 
0.0025 mg/kg 

1 06.19.99 T9901510CP 1.2.3 

1 .06.18.99 I990148TPH 2,4,5 

1 06. 09. 99 V990064G9A . 2. 6 

2) Result expressed as wet weight of sample. . 
3) The final volume of the sample extract was higher than the nominal amount. resulting in (a) higher 

· reporting 1imit(s), 
4) Sample Preparation on 06-11-99 using EPA 3550 
5) An unidentified petroleum hydrocarbon was present in the sample. An approximate concentration has been 

calculated based on Diesel #2 standards. 
6) Sample Preparation on 06-09-99 using EPA 5030 · 

1234 



~ 
-:: ~ •• N.K<lly Rd .• "'" °''"""" 9'558 

CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CALIFORNIA ELAP #!664 

(707) 2.58-4000 • Fax: (70?) 226-1001 
LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 

ORGANIC ANALYTICAL RESULTS Page 5 of 6 

ANALYTE RESULT R.L, UNITS JLL. ANALYlED ....Qt..MIQL NOTES 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181·1 (continued) 
SAMPLE ID: 2-1 (A & B) 3'6" 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:20 
METHOD: EPA 8020A 

AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS 1 06.09.99 V990064G9A 
(continued) 
Surrogate 4-Bromofluorobenzene [PIDJ 106. 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181·2 
SAMPLE ID: 2-2 (A & B) 5'6" 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:40 
ME1l!OD: EPA B082 

POLYCHLORINATED. BIPHENVLS (PCBS) 1 06.19.99 T9901510CP 1.2 
PCB 1016 ND 0.02 mg/kg 
PCB 1221 ND 0.02 mg/kg 
PCB 1232 NO 0.02 . mg/kg 
PCB 1242 ND 0.02 mg/kg 
PCB 1248 ND 0.02 mg/kg 
PCB 1254 NO 0.02 ing/kg 
PCB 1260 ND 0.02 mg/kg 
surrogate TCMX 87. % 
Surrogate Decachlorobiphenyl 100. % 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181·2 (continued) 
SAMPLE IO: 2:2 CA & B) 5'6"· 
SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:40 
METHOD: EPA 8015M 

TOTAL SEMI-VOLATILE PETROLEUM 1 06.18.99 T990148TPH 2,3.4 
HYDROCARBONS 

Diesel Fuel ND 4. mg/Kg 
TPH-Extractable, quantitated as 59. 4. mg/Kg 
diesel 

Surrogate o-Terphenyl 94. % 

1) Sample Preparation on 06-15-99 using EPA 3550 
2) Result expressed as wet weight of sample. 
3) Sample Preparation on 06-11-99 using EPA 3550 
4) An unidentified petroleum hydrocarbon was present in the sample. An approximate concentration has been 

calculated based on Diesel #2 standards. 
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~ 't' ~85 N. Kelly Rd. • Napa, California 94558 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226·!001 

ORGANIC ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

ANALYTE 

LAB NUMBER: 9906181-2 (continued) 
SAMPLE ID: 2-2 (A & B) 51611 

SAMPLED: 04 JUN 99 09:40 
METHOD: EPA 8020A 

AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS 
Benzene 
Toluene 
Ethyl benzene 
Xylenes (Total) 

· Surrogate 4-Bromofluorobenzene [PIO] 

RESULT 

ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

110. 

1) Sample Preparation on 06-09-99 using EPA 5030 
2) Result expressed as wet weight of sample. . 

CERTlflED ENVllWNMENTAL SERVICES 
. CALIFORNIA ELAP "'1664 

LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 
Page 6 of 6 

R.L. UNITS. D. F. ANALYZED QC BATCH NOTES 

0.0025 mg/kg 
0.0025 mg/kg 
0.0025 ng/kg 
0.0025 mg/kg 

% 
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EMSL Analytical, Inc. 
382 South Abbott Avenue 
Milpitas, CA 95035 

Sample 

9906181-i 

9906181-2 

Attn.: Todd Albertson 
Caltest Analytical Laboratory 
1885 N. Kelly Road 
Napa, CA 94558 

Plume: (4011) 934-7010 Fax: (408) 934-7015 

Tuesday, June 15, 1999 

Ref Number: CA993492 

POLARIZED LIGHT MICROSCOPY (PLM) 
Performed by EPA 600/Jt..93/116 Method* 

Project: 9906181 

Sample ASBESTOS ·NON-ASBESTOS 
IAicatlon Appearance Treatment % Type % Fibrous % Non-Fibrous 

2-1 {A & B) 3' 6" Black Crushed None Detected 25% Quartz 

Non-Fibrous 75% Other 
Homogeneous 

2-2 (A & B) 3' 6" Black Crushed None. Detected 25% Quartz 

Non-Fibrous 75%0ther 
Homogeneous 

Comments: For all obviously heterogeneous samples easily separated Into SUb$amples, and for layered samples, each component Is analyzed separately. 
Also, "#of Layers" refers to number of separable subsamples. 
• NY samples analyzed by ELAP HlB.1 Method. 

Approved 
Signatory 

D!Aci111mars: PLM he• boon kf\OWt\ lo mlo• aabost<>s in a smoll percllnlege of •amplos "'11dl e<>nlelnMbosto;, Thu• negativo PLM C01vtts connol ha 
QUol/"'1lo&d. EMSL •uooeate lhel sampla• r•porl&d .. <1 It or non& datocte4 bo l••l&d wl1h eHlw $EM or TEM. Th• shove l••l roport r•letes only to 
the ttam• tested. Thi• 1<1porl may not ha r&produeed, exe<!pl in ful\ without wcit1en approval by EMSL, Tha abOve l••l mu•l not ha med by lho dianl lo 
claim product endorsement b)' NVlAP nor any •ganoy o! Iha Unttod Stales GovemmenL Laborstory I> not res~olbl• for the •oo.JrllCY of r•Wlt• when 
requested to Phyalcally ll>P\lflllo Md enelyt4 la)'<lr&d .. mpl ... 
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CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CALIFORNIA ELAP#f664 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 

~VPPLEMENTAL QUALITY CONTROL (QC) DATA REPORT 

Client: Eddy T. Lau, P.E. 
Trans Pacific GeoTechnical 
445 Grant Avenue, Suite 403 
San Francisco, CA 94108 

Project: 1535-001 RUSSIAN SPA 

QC Batch ID 

A990421ICP 
A990428MER 
T990148TPH 
T9901510CP 
V990064G9A 

<fr:~ 
Pr(>ject Manager · 

Method 

6010B 
7471A 
8015M 

8082 
8020A 

LAB ORDER No. : 

Report Date: 
Received Date: 

Matrix· 

SOIL 
SOIL 
SOIL 
SOIL 
SOIL 

Christine Horn 
Laboratory Director 

CALTEST autfiorizes this report to be reproduced only in its entirety. 
Results are specific to the sample as submitted and only to the parameters reported. 
All analyses performed by EPA Methbds or Standard Methods (SM) 18th Ed. except where noted. 
Results of 'ND' mean not detected at or above the listed Reporting Limit (R.l.). 
Analyte Spike Amounts reported as 'NS' mean not spiked and will not have recoveries reported. 
'RPD' means Relative Percent Difference and RPO Acceptance Criteria is stated as a maximum. 
'NC' means not calculated for RPO or Spike Recoveries. 
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'"= .. .. -
CERTIFlED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

1885 N. Kelly Rd. • Napa, California 94558 CALIFORNIA ELAP #)664 

(707) 258-4000 • Pax: (707) 226-lOOI 
LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 

MEn!OO BLANK ANALYTICAL RESULTS Page 2 of 6 

ANALYT£ RESULT R.L. UNI IS ANALYZED NOTES 

QC BATCH: A990421ICP 

Antimony ND 2. mg/kg 06.16.99 
Arsenic ND 0.8 mg/kg 06,15.99 
Barium ND 1. mg/kg 06.15.99 
Beryllium ND 0.2 mg/kg 06.16.99 
Cadmium ND 0.2 irrg/kg 06.15.99 
Chromium ND 1. mg/kg 06.15.99 
Cobalt ND D.4 mg/kg 06.15.99 
Copper ND 1. mg/kg 06.15.99 
Lead ND 0.6 mg/kg 06.15.99 
Molybdenum ND 1. mg/kg 06.15.99 
Nickel ND 1. mg/kg 06.15.99 
Selenium ND 2. mg/kg 06.15.99 
Si'lver ND 0.6 mg/kg 06.15.99 
Thallium ND 2. mg/kg 06.16.99 
Vanadium ND 0.4 mg/kg 06.15.99 
Zinc 4.45 4. mg/kg 06.15.99 I 

QC BATCH: A990428MER 

Mercury, TILC ND 0.01 mg/kg 06.16.99 

QC BATCH: r990148TPH 

TOTAL SEMI-VOLATILE PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS 06.18.99 
Diesel Fuel ND 4. mg/Kg 
TPH-Extractable. quantitated as diesel ND 4. mg/Kg 
Surrogate o-Terphenyl 97. %' 

QC BATCH: T9901510CP 

POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYLS .(PCBS) 06.19.99 
PCB 1016 ND 0.02 mg/kg 
PCB 1221 ND 0.02 mg/kg 
PCB 1232 ND 0.02 mg/kg 
PCB 1242 ND 0.02 m;i/kg 
PCB 1248 ND 0.02 mg/kg 
PCB 1254 ND 0.02 mg/kg 
PCB 1260 ND 0.02 mg/kg 
Surrogate TCMX 59. % 
Surrogate Oecachlorobiphenyl 142. x 

1) Low level contamination noted in the Method Blank; sample results less than the RL or greater than 10 
times the contamination level are reported. 
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1885 N. Kelly Rd. • Napa~ 01l!fomla 94558 

(707) 258·4000 • Fax: (707) 226· !ClOl 

METI!OD BLANK ANALYTlCAL RESULTS 

ANALYTE 

QC BATCH: V99006469A 

AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS 
Benzene 
Toluene 
Ethyl benzene 
Xy 1 enes (Tota 1) 
Methyl tert-Butyl Ether (MTBE) 
Surrogate 4-Bromofluorobenzene [PIO] 

RESULT 

ND 
ND 

. ND 
ND 
ND 

112. 

1240 

CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CALIFORNIA ELAP ttl664 

LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 
Page 3 of 6 

R.L. UNITS ANALYZED NOTES 

06.09.99 
0.0025 mg/kg 
0.0025 mg/kg 
0.0025 mg/kg 
0.0025 mg/kg 
.125 mg/kg 

% 

·•.· 



CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CAL!FORNlA ELAP#J664 

(707) 258-4000 • Fax: (707) 226-1001 
LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 

LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS Page 4 of 6 

SPIKE SPIKE\DUP SPK\OUP ACCEPTANCE REL.% 
ANALYTE AMOUNT R~SULT %REC %REC ~8PQ DIFF ANALYZED ~ 

QC BATCH: A990421ICP 

Antimony . 19.B 20.9\ -106\ 75-125\35 06.16.99 
Arsenic 19.9 21.2\ 107\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Barium 99.6 105. \ 105\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Beryllium 19.8 21.6\ 109\ 75-125\35 06.16.99 
Cadinium 9.96 10.6\ 106\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Chromium 19.9 21.2\ 107\ 75-125\35 06,15.99 
Cobalt 19.9 20.4\ 103\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Copper 19.9 20.8\ .105\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Lead 99.6 106.\ 106\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Molybdenum 19.9 21.1\ 106\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Nickel 19.9 20.3\ 102\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Selenium 19.9 20.7\ 104\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Silver 19.9 20.3\ 102\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Thallium 99.2 104.\ 105\ 75-125\35 06.16.99 
Vanadium 19.9 20.8\ 105\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 
Zinc 99.6 108.\ 108\ 75-125\35 06.15.99 

1C BATCH: A990428MER 

Mercury. me 0.200 0.229\ 114\ 75:125\35 06.16.99 

QC BATCH: T990148TPH 

TOTAL SEMI-VOLATILE PETROLEUM 06.18.99 
HYDROCARBONS 

Diesel Fuel 66.7 . 5B.6\ BB\ 59-134\ 
Surrogate o-Terphenyl 6.7 7.40\ 110\ 60-111\ 

QC BATCH: T9901510CP 

POLYCHLORINATEO BIPHENYLS _(PCBS) 06.25.99 
PCB 1260 0.133 0.166\ 125\ 70-130\ 
Surrogate TCMX 0.0133 0.0125\ 94\ 13-147\ 
Surrogate Decachlorob1phenyl 0.0133 0.0158\ .. 119\ 23-167\ 

QC BATCH: V990064G9A 

AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS 06.09.99 
Benzene 0.033 0.0450\ 136\ 79-134\ 
Toluene 0.195 0.227\ 116\ 56-140\ 

. Surrogate 4-Bromofluorobenzene [PIDJ 0.100 0.113\ 113\ 72-123\ 
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.·~ .~ ~ 1865 N. Kdly Rd. • N'I'• "'""""'•mo CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CAUFORNlA ELAP #J66'1 

---~· 

(707) 258-4000 • Fai<: (707) 226·l001 
LAB ORDER No. : 9906-181 

MATRIX SPIKE ANALYTICAL RESULTS Page 5 of 6. 

ORIGINAL SPIKE SPIKE\DUP SPK\DUP ACCEPTANCE REL% 
ANALYTE RESULT AMOUNT RESULT ~ XREC \RPD DIFF ANALYZED NOTES 

QC BATCH: A990421ICP 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Antimony ND 19.8 18.0\19.0 91\96 75-125\35 5.4 06.16.99 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Arsenic 6.67 19.9 26.3\25.9 98\96 75-125\35 1.5 06.15.99 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Barium 111. 99.6 207.\209. 96\98 75-125\35 1 06.15.99 
QC BATCH;. A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Beryllium ND 19.8 19.2\19.1 97\96 75-125\35 0.5 06.16.99 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Cadmium NO 9.96 9.61\9.53 96\96 75-125\35 O.B 06.15.99 
1C BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Chromium 57.2 19.9 67.8\64.5 53\37 75-125\35 5.0 06.15.99 1 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Cobalt 10.9 19.9 28.8\28.7 90\89 75-125\35 0.4 06.15.99 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Copper . 55.8 19.9 72.0\66.5 81\54 75-125\35 7.9 06.15.99 1 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Lead 211. 99.6 289.\329. 78\118 75-125\35 13. 06.15. 99 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Molybdenum ND 19.9 20.4\20.3 103\102 75-125\35 0.5 06.15.99 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Nickel 80.3 19.9 83. 6\91. 5 17\56 75-125\35 9.0 06.15.99 1 

1) Spike recovery outside control limits. Spike added less than one half sample concentration. LCS/LCSO 
and Method.Blank are in control. 
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·, ·. 18'5 N. K<I!, R<t • "'"'• C.l!fuml• 94550 
CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
CALIFORNIA ELAP ,,1664 

(707) 258·4000 • Pax: (707) 226-1001 
LAB ORDER No.: 9906-181 

MATRIX SPIKE ANALYTICAL RESULTS Page 6 of 6 

ORIGINAL SPIKE SPIKE\DUP SPK\DUP ACCEPTANCE REL\' 
ANALYTE RESULT AMOUNT Rf;SULT ~ ·xREC ~RPO !filE ANALYZED NOTES 

QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 

QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Selenium NO 19.9 20.3\20.1 102\101 75-125\35 1 06.15.99 
QC' BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Silver ND 19.9 19.5\19.4 98\97 75-125\35 0.5 06.15.99 
QC BATCH: A9904211CP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Thallium ND 99.2 97 .3\97. 2 98\98 75-125\35 0.1 06.16.99 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Vanadium 42.l 19.9 61.8\58.8 99\84 75-125\35 5. 0 06.15.99 
QC BATCH: A990421ICP (continued) 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

Linc 154. 99.6 26B.\245. 114\91 75-125\35 9.0 06.15.99 

QC BATCH: A990428MER 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906289-1 

Mercury. TILC 0.0569 0.200 0.268\0.254 106\98 75-125\35 5. 4 06.16. 99 

QC BATCH: T9901510CP 
Qt SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-1 

POLYCHLORINATEO BIPHENYLS (PCBS) 06.19.99 
PCB 1260 ND 0.133 0.121\0.124 91\93 70-130\20 2.4 
Surrogate TCMX 94.% 0.0133 0.0112\0. 0119 84\89 56-129\ 
surrogate Decachlorobiphenyl 103.% 0.0133 0.0133\0.0135 100\102 19-185\ 

QC BATCH: V990064G9A 
QC SAMPLE LAB NUMBER: 9906181-2 

AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS 06.09.99 
Benzene ND 0.033 0.0280\0.0130 85\39 10-179\31 73. 
Toluene ND 0.195 0.161\0.185 83\95 10-188\14 14. 
Surrogate 4-Bromofluorobenzene [PIDJ 110.% 0.100 0.106\0.115 106\115 58-143\ 
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1885 N. KELLY ROAD• NAPA, CA 94558 • (707' --lJ-4000 •Fax (707) 226-1001 • www.caltestlab.com 
LAS 21s -_,.'fl/g 1 

SAMPLE CHAIN 
OF CUSTODY 

J-/2- Cl 

j _:,..2 :b 

'· ...,f 

_lb/( 

_5 I b" ); "" 

i./tf' }J. 

~------ . . . . .. . . . . ·.( . . . . . .. . . . . 
By submittal of sam,ple(s), client agrees to abide by the Terms and Conditions set forth .. oi:i the'rev~rse of tl:lis docum'ent. 

·------·-"""•···--··· ·-·-·-· 
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MATRIX: AO= Aqueous Nondrinking Waler, Dlges1ed Metals; 
FE= Low fl.Ls, Aqueous Nondrinking Water, Digested Metals; 
DW= Drinklng,W~r; Sl,-=;~U: Slu9ga, Solid; FP =Free Product 

CONTAINER TYPES: AL= Amber Liter; AHL= 500 ml 
Amber; PT= Pint (Piastic); QT=Quart (Plastic); HG =Half Gal· 
Ion (Plastic); ~J a Soll Jar; 64 = 4 oz. BACT;BT = Brass Tube: 
VOA= A.LVOA; OTC= Otller Type Contiilnar 
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Advocating for 
our community 
since 1994 

Board of 
· Directors 

Jill Fox, Chair 

Allen Frazier 

Michael Hamman 

Sean Karlin 

Richard Laufman 

Monica Padil!a
Stemmelen 

INDIA BASIN NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION 

September 17, 2018 

Ang1?1a Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

Dear: Ms. Calvillo, 

2D l 8 SEP I 9 

.·; .·· .. · ... · 

The India Basin Neighborhood Association (IBNA) supports the Build, Inc I India Basin 

Investment, LLC (Developer) 700 Innes project to revitalize the India Basin community by 

creating a 21st century village for all San Francisco to enjoy. This support is based on our 

shared goals: 

Comprehensive Planning 

Economic Success 

Environmental Protections 

Transportation Improvements 
Recreation Opportunities 

IBNA created the above goals in its 2010 Community Vision for the India. Basin waterfront, 

which is considered a starting document for Developer. IBNA has continued involvement · 

in fashioning this addition to our community by meeting regularly for the last four years to 

provide input to Developer a:nd participating in the India Basin Parks Task Force. 

IBNA support of the 700 Innes project is subject to the IBNA Board of Directors' 

Resolution of May 6, 2017, Establishing Public Benefit Criteria for Supporting Proposed 

Height Increases in India Basin Neighborhood, which established clear guidelines 

surrounding any proposed building height increases in certain lim.ited situations due to the 

clear public benefit conferred by a particular development, and not to be precedent setting 

for the entire neighborhood. It is also subject to .the IB_NA and Developer agreement 

signed July 24, 2018, pledging to continue to work together on both interim and 

permanent community benefits at the 700 Innes project and throughout the neighborhood. 

Please contact IBNA for document review. 

Advocating for our community since 1994, the India Basin Neighborhood Association is a 

membership organization of residents, local business owners and workers, arid friends of 

the community who support the lBNA mission to "preserve the maritime history, natural 
beauty, diverse character and unique ambiance.of the vibrant mixed-use neighborhood of 

India Basin through community organizing." lBNA is managed by an all-volunteer Board of 

Directors elected by members. 

lBNA looks forward to welcoming new neighbors. The hope is that the 700 Innes project, 

together with efforts by various city departments to plan and execute long-needed 

improvements, will make this a more livable, walkable, safe community where residents 

· and visitors can all enjoy the history, natural beauty, and_ stunning views - and fine! t_he 

recreation, shopping, transit, city service, education, and entertainment amenities other 

San Francisco neighborhoods enjoy. 

J. · , r , 
" ~_JL('._ \UJU 

Jill Fox, Chair 
PO Box 880953, San Francisco, CA 941.88 

www.INDlABASIN.org 
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Member, Board of Supervisors 

District4 

City.and County of San Francisco 

KATY TANG 

DATE: September 17, 2018 

TO: Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

FROM: Supervisor Katy Tang 

RE: 

Chairperson, Land Use and Transportation Committee 

Land Use and Transportation Committee 
COlvfMITTEE REPORTS 

Pursuant to Board Rule 4.20, as Chair of the Land Use and Transportation Committee, I have deemed 
the following matter is of an urgent nature and request it be considered by the full Board on Tuesday, 
September 25, 2018, as a Committee Report: · 

180816 General Plan - In.~a Basin Mixed-Use Project 

Ordinance amending the General Plan to revise the Bayview Hunters Point Ai:ea Plan, and the 
Urban Design, Commerce and Industry, and Recreation and Open Space Elements, to reflect 
the India Basin Mixed-Use Project; adopting findings under the California Environmental 
Quality Act; and making findings under Planning Code, Section 340, and findings of 
consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 
101.1. ' 

180680 Planning Code, Zoning Map - India Basin Special Use Dist!ict 

Ordinance amending the Planning Cage to establish the India Basin Special Use District, 
located generally at Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, along the India Basin 
shoreline, in the south-east ·part of San Francisco; amending the Planning Code by amending 
the Zoning Map to change zoning designations, height districts, and add the India Basin Special 
Use District; and making findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, findings of 
consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 
101.1, and findings of public necessity, convenience; and welfare under Planning Code, Section 
302. 

180681 Development Agreement - India Basin Investment LLC - India Basin 
Project- Innes Avenue at Griffith Street 

Ordinance approving a Development Agreement between the City and County of San Francisco 
and India Basin Investment LLC, a California limited liability company, for the India Basin 
Project at the approximately 28-acre site located at Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and 
Earl Street, wi~h various public benefits, including 25% affordable housing and 11 acres of 
parks and open space; making findings under the California Environmental Quality Act and 
findings of conformity with the General Plan, and with the eight priority policies of Planning· 

City Hall • 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 · San Francisco, California 94102-4689 
(415) 554-7460 • TDD!ITY (415) 554-5227 · E-mail: Katy.Tang@sfgov.org • www.sfbos.org/Tang 
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Member, Board of Supervisors 
District 4 

KATY TANG 

City and County of San Francisco 

Code, Section 101.l(b); approving a Public Trnst Exchange Agreement, making public trust 
findings, and authorizing the transfer and acceptance of real property and the recording of a 
land use covenant consistent with the Public Trnst Exchange Agreement; approving specific 
development impact fees and waiving any conflicting provision in Planning Code, Article 4, 
or Administrative Code, Article 10; confirming compliance with or waiving certain provisions 
of Administrative Code, Chapters 14B, 23, 56, and 82, and Subdivision Code, Section 1348, 
and ratifying certain actions taken in connection therewith. · 

These mattei;s will be heard in the Land Use and Transportation Committee at a Regular Meeting on 
Monday, September 24, 2018, at 1:30 p.m. 

Supervisor Katy 
Chair, Land Use & Transportation Committee 

City Hall · 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 • San Francisco, California 94102-4689 
(415) 554-7460 · TDD/TTY (415) 554-5227 • E-mail: Katy.Tang@sfgov.org · www.sfbos.org/Tang 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

Planning Commission 
Attn: Jonas lonin 
1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Commissioners: 

July 30, 2018 

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 

On July 24, 2018, Supervisor Cohen introduced the following substitute legislations: 

File No. 180680 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the India Basin Special Use 
District, located generally at Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, 
along the India Basin shoreline, in the south-east part of San Francisco; amending 
the Planning Code by amending the Zoning Map to change zoning designations, 
height districts, and add the India Basin Special Use District; and making findings 
under the California Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the 
General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and 
findings of public necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code, 
Section 302. 

File No. 180681 

Ordinance approving a Development Agreement between the City and County of 
San Francisco and lnd.ia Basin Investment LLC, a California limited liability 
company, for the India Basih Project at the approximately 28-acre site located at 
Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, with various public benefits, 
including 25% affordable housing and 11 acres of parks and open space; making 
findings under the California Environmental Quality Act and findings of 
conformity with the General Plan, and with the eight priority policies of Planning 
Code, Section 101.1{b); approving a Public Trust Exchange Agreement, making 
public trust findings, and authorizing the transfer and acceptance of real property 
and the recording of a land use covenant consistent with the Public Trust 
Exchange Agreement; approving specific development impact fees and waiving 
any conflicting provision in Planning Code, Article 4, or Administrative Code, 
Article 1 O; confirming compliance with or waiving certain provisions of 
Administrative Code, Chapters 148, 23, 56, and 82 and Subdivision Code, Section 
1348, and ratifying certain actions taken in connection therewith. 
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Referral from Board of Supervisors 
Page 2 

The proposed ordinances are being transmitted pursuant to Planning Code, Section 302(b), for 
public hearing and recommendation. These ordinances are pending before the Land Use and 
Transportation Committee and will be scheduled for hearing upon receipt of your response. 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

J"i&-~ 
By: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk 

Land Use and Transportation Committee 

c: John Rahaim, Director of Planning 
Aaron Starr, Manager of Legislative Affairs 
AnMarie Rodgers, Director of Citywide Planning 
Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator 
Lisa Gibson, Environmental Review Officer 
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning 
Laura Lynch, Environmental Planning 

2 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

Lisa Gibson 
Environmental Review Officer 
Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Ms. Gibson: 

July 30, 2018 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDDffTY No. 554-5227 

File Nos. 180680 & 180681 

On July 24, 2018, Supervisor Cohen introduced the following substitute legislations: 

File No. 180680 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the India Basin Special Use 
District, located generally at Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, 
along the India Basin shoreline, in the south-east part of San Francisco; amending 
the Planning Code by amending the Zoning Map to change. zoning designations, 
height districts, and add the India Basin Special Use District; and making findings 
under the California Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the 
General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and 
findings of public necessity, convenience,. and welfare under Planning Code, 

. Section 302. 

File No. 180681 

Ordinance approving a Development Agreement between the City and County of 
San Francisco and India Basin Investment LLC, a California limited liability 
company, for the India Basin Project at the approximately 28-acre site located at 
Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, with various public benefits, 
including 25% affordable housing and 11 acres of parks and open space; making 
findings under the California Environmental Quality Act and findings of 
conformity with the General Plan, and with the eight priority policies of Planning 
Code, Section 101.1(b); approving a Public Trust Exchange Agreement, making 
public trust findings, and authorizing the transfer and acceptance of real property 
and the recording of a land use covenant consistent with the Public Trust 
Exchange Agreement; approving specific development impact fees and waiving 
any conflicting provision in Planning Code, Article 4, or Administrative Code, 
Article 1 O; confirming compliance with or . waiving certain provisions of 
Administrative Code, Chapters.148, 23, 56, and 82 and Subdivision Code, Section 
1348, and ratifying certain actions taken in connection therewith. 

These are being transmitted to you for environmental review. 
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Referral from Board of Supervisors 
Page 2 

Attachment 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

~bfr~ 
By: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk 

Land Use and Transportation Committee 

c: Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning 
Laura Lynch, Environmental Planning 

2 

1 251 



City Hall 

BOARD of SUPERVISORS 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD!TTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 
TO: Regina Dick-Endrizzi, Director 

Small Business Commission, City Hall, Room 448 

FROM: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk 
Land Use and Transportation Committee 

DATE: July 30, 2018 

SUBJECT: REFERRAL FROM BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
Land Use and Transportation Committee 

The Board of Supervisors' Land Use and Transportation Committee has received the following 
legislations, which are being referred to the Small Business Commission for comment and 
recommendation. The Commission may provide any response it deems appropriate within 12 
days from the date of this referral. 

File No. 180680 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the India Basin Special Use District, 
located generally at Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, along the India 
Basin shoreline, in the south-east part of San Francisco; amending the Planning Code by 
amending the Zoning Map to change zoning designations, height districts, and add the 
India Basin Special Use District; and making findings under the California Environmental 
Quality ACt, findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of 
Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity, convenience, and welfare 
under Planning Code, Section 302 . 

. File No. 180681 

Ordinance approving a Development Agreement between the City and County of San 
Francisco and India Basin Investment LLC, a California limited liability company, for the 
India Basin Project at the approximately 28-acre site located at Innes Avenue between 
Griffith Street and Earl Street, with various . public benefits, including 25% affordable 
housing and 11 acres of parks and open space; making findings under the California 
Environmental Quality Act and findings of conformity with the General Plan, and with the 
eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1(b); approving a Public Trust 
Exchange Agreement, making public trust findings, and authorizing the transfer and 
acceptance of real property and the recording of a land use covenant consistent with the 
Public Trust Exchange Agreement; approving specific development impact fees and 
waiving any conflicting provision in Planning Code, Article 4, or Administrative Code, 
Article 10; confirming complia·nce with or waiving certain provisions of Administrative 
Code, Chapters 148, 23, 56, and 82 and Subdivision Code, Section 1348, and ratifying 
certain actions taken in connection therewith. 
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Referral from Board of Supervisors 
Page 2 

Please return this cover sheet with the Commission's response to me at the Board of 
Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102. 

**************************************************************************************************** 

RESPONSE FROM SMALL BUSINESS COMMISSION - Date: -------

No Comment 

Recommendation Attached 

Chairperson, Small Business Commission 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDDtrTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 
TO: Mohammed Nuru, Director, Public Works 

Harlan Kelly, Jr., General Manager, Public Utilities Commission 
Phil Ginsburg, General Manager, Recreation and Park Department 

FROM: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk 
Land Use and Transportation Committee 

DATE: July 30, 2018 

SUBJECT: SUBSTITUTE LEGISLATIONS INTRODUCED 

The Board of Supervisors' Land Use and Transportation Committee has received the following 
proposed substitute legislations, introduced by Supervisor Cohen on July 24, 2018: 

File No. 180680 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the India Basin Special Use 
District, located generally at Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, 
along the India Basin shoreline, in the south-east part of San Francisco; amending 
the Planning Code by amending the Zoning Map to change zoning designations, 
height districts, and add the India Basin Special Use District; and making findings 
under the California Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the 
General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and 
findings of public necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code, 
Section 302. 

File No. 180681 

Ordinance approving a Development Agreement between the City and County of 
San Francisco and India Basin Investment LLC, a California limited liability 
company, for the India Basin Project at the approximately 28-acre site located at 
Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, with various public benefits, 
including 25% affordable housing and 11 acres of parks and open space; making 
findings under the California Environmental Quality Act and findings of 
conformity with the General Plan, and with the eight priority policies of Planning 
Code, Section 101.1 (b); approving a Public Trust Exchange Agreement, making 
public trust findings, and authorizing the transfer and acceptance of real property 
and the recording of a land use covenant consistent with the Public Trust 
Exchange Agreement; approving specific development impact fees and waiving. 
any conflicting provision in Planning Code, Article 4, or Administrative Code, 
Article 1 O; confirming complian·ce with or waiving certain provisions of 
Administrative Code, Chapters 14B, 23, 56, and 82 and Subdivision Code, Section 
1348, and ratifying certain actions taken in connection therewith. 
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Referral from Board of Supervisors 
Page 2 

If you have comments or reports to be included with the files, please forward them to 
me at the Board of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, 
San Francisco, CA 94102 or by email at Erica.Major@sfgov.org. 

c: David Steinberg, Public Works 
Jeremy Spitz, Public Works 
Jennifer Blot, Public Works 
John Thomas, Public Works 
Lena Liu, Public Works 
Juliet Ellis, Public Utilities Commission 
Donna Hood, Public Utilities Commission 
John Scarpulla, Public Utilities Commission 
Christopher Whitmore, Public Utilities Commission 
Sarah Madland, Recreation and Park Department 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

Lisa Gibson 
Environmental Review Officer 
Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Ms. Gibson: 

July 3, 2018 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD/TTYNo. 554-5227 

File Nos. 180680 & 180681 

On June 26, 2018, Supervisor Cohen introduced the following proposed legislations: 

File No. 180680 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the India Basin 
Special Use District, located generally at Innes Avenue between Griffith 
Street and Earl Street, along the India Basin shoreline, in the south-east 
part of San Francisco; amending the Planning Code by amending the 
Zoning Map to change zoning designations, height districts, and add the 
India Basin Special Use District; and making findings. under the California 
Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the General Plan, 
and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings 
of public necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code, 
Section 302. 

File No. 180681 

Ordinance approving a Development Agreement between the City and 
County of San Francisco and India Basin Investment LLC, a California 
limited liability company, for the India Basin Project at the approximately 
28-acre site located at Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, 
with various public benefits, including 25% affordable housing and 11 
acres of parks and open space; making findings under the Califor.nia 
Environmental Quality Act and findings of conformity with the General 
Plan, and with the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1(b); 
approving a Public Trust Exchange Agreement, making public trust 
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findings, and authorizing the transfer and acceptance of real property and 
the recording of a fand use covenant cof)$istent with the Public Trust 
Excllange Agreement~ approvif\g specific c:ievelopment impa:9t fees, :and 
waivin~l · any conflicting · provi$fori in Planning. CocJe, Artlcie 4, or 
Administrative. Ce>d.e1 Article 10; conffrm'Jng compliance with or waiving 
certain provisions of Administr"tiVe Code, Chapters 148, 23i 56, and 82. and 
Subdivision Code, Section 1348, ancl ratifying certain actions taken in 
connection therewith, · · · 

These· legislations are be1ngtransmittedto you for environmental review •. 

AttG1chrnent 

Angela ~al\/H!o,Cfork of the 8013.r<J 

.fk,•sy;~islative llepuiy Dir,ector 
· · , Land Use and Transportation Committee 

er Joy Navarrete,Envirorimenfa!Plannin!:J 
t-aurctLYnc;h, Envirorit11ehtal,PlatinifYQ · 

2 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

·Planning Commission 
Attn: Jonas lonin 
1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Commissioners: 

July 3, 2018 

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 

On June 26, 2018, Supervisor Cohen introduced the following legislations: 

File No~ . 180680 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the India Basin 
Special Use District, located generally at Innes Avenue between Griffith 
Street and Earl Street, along the India Basin shoreline, in the south-east 
part of San Francisco; amending the Planning Code by amending the 
Zoning Map to change zoning designations, height districts, and add the 
India Basin Special Use District; and making findings under the California 
Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the General Plan, 
and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings 
of public necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code, 
Section 302. 

File No. 180681 

Ordinance approving a Development Agreement between the City and 
County of San Francisco and India Basin Investment LLC, a California 
limited liability company, for the India Basin Project at the approximately 
28-acre site located at Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, 
with various public benefits, including 25% affordable housing and 11 
acres of parks and open space; making findings under the California 
Environmental Quality Act and findings of conformity with the General 
Plan, and with the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1(b); 
approving a Public Trust Exchange Agreement, making public trust 
findings, and authorizing the transfer and acceptance of real property and 
the recording of a land use covenant consistent with the Public Trust 



Exchange Agreement; approving specffic developinentimpactfees and. 
WCljving any conflicting provision in. Pl<l.nn.ing Cocle, Article 4; or· 
Administrative Cod13, Article 10; c9nfirming compliance with or waiving 
certain provisions ofAdmiilistrative Code, Chapters 148, 23, 56, and 82 and 
Subdi\fisfoh Code, sectfo:o 1348,. aod ratifying cetfain actions te\ken in 
connection therewith. 

The proposed ordinances are being transmitted pµrsuarit to Plahnlhg Code; Section: 
302(b), for public hearing and recommendatfon. These ordinances are pending .before 
the Land Use and Transportation Committee E1nd Will be sch$ciuJed for hearing ·upon 
receipt of your response. 

Angela~·· .. C .·. l!lo, Clerk :ofthe Efoard ' 
.. . .. : . 

·.•·-•·.··.··~>·~ 
f&i,av: fl' sa 'ti~~g1sfative Pl'puiy· D ir,ector . 

Lant! Use and Tr9nsport?t1on Comm1tt(3e 

¢~ Johr\ R:aliaim, Plrect()r of Plarin\og 
Aaron $t9rr; M;:i11ciger of Legi~lafoie Aff'air~ 
AhMarie Rodgers; D1rettor of Citywide Planning 
Scott Sanchez, Zoning Admln1strafot' · 
Lisa Gib$on; EnvironrnentatR.eview OfficE:)r · 
Joy Nc;:1varret~, Envirc:lhrnElnt?.I Pl~rinillg 
Laur~,Lynch~ Snvirdnn18cnfaJ Planning 
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Tb{ Regina bick~E11drizzi 1 ; o irector 
.. Small B usirie'.$$ :Oomrni$sl0n~ C.ity Hall., Roorrf 4.48 

_n'\ .. AllsaSom~ra,.Leg· ··1$lative· beno}1~ b1recto. r J'I ... · .· ·· .. ·. ·. : ·..• . - -_· : . --· -_ . -- . ' -: - : :- ti ·. 3, - .... -- . 

-Land tJse an~r Trilnsportation .Cro:mmltt~ . 

DATE~ ¥uysl. 201:a 

The. Board of .fa:ipe:rvlsots' Land Us$ and ·fransporl:ation Committee has: ret~ived the 
following li3gl$t~fions1··whiCh·wE? being referfed to the $rna:11-13ti$:lnessGomm1ssiort fot 
c9111111e11±. <Otn.cl fe<;ornrnerj,datkm... The Co!J1ri11ssioh m:ay provide any respons~ It qeerns 
apptopdateWithtn ·12 dayS: from the date oflhis. reterraC · 

Fil~. NP.; 1·apsso 

Ordinance amehdirig the: :Planning ·¢ocle to establish the lric.Ji* Basin 
Special U$e Dlstrfof;. loc;::itecr generally al lrii'les Avenue· betwe~fl. Griffith. 
.s ... lre~t and Earl Strec;f afon · · the· lndfa Basht ~hotelin:e in the south,,eas:t.• -· . ,: - :· : . -- - . - ·- : .. , -' : g . ' - .. : . . -- ' :. .. - ·- : : -: .---.) .. -. . -. -- : .. --- - - ·- - -
PCJft o,f §a.11 Fr~n¢i$.cor amendJng tbe Pl~ni1lhg trade: by ~mending "the 
~qiHn.g<l\llap :to change zoning :c;J~slgti'atlohs, helgh(cc:Hstdct_st and :add tb~ 
lndfa Basin Special Use. District; and rna:ldng_ findjngs und~r'the: CaJiforhia 
l:nvJronrnentat:Qua1ity·A~t1 findings>ofcon$isf¢ncy witb tfte Genetcil Plan;. 
~Qd-the,gighf'priority poli~ieS,: ~f Pfaj1.6ih9 Cqd~~,§eGtj<?'rl 1Q1.J~. a.ncf fin.cffljg$ . 
. of pul?liG' nece~slty~ ctm\fel)jence, ~ncl Welfa,'re .un(fet Pl9tming Gpde, 
S.e~tioo ~02. · · · · 

Orcllnao¢e approving .a Development Agreement. between the City and 
County of San Francisco ~nd lndfa Basin Investment LLC; .a California 
limitecl liqbility :comrctny, for the I:ndia B~sl11 Prc:>ject :at th.e ~ppt9X:irn~tely, 
28-acre sitelotC!te<:t at Innes AV~nue hefyv¢e)1 Griffith ~treet t:;tncfEa_rl $tr~~t, . . . . . ' ' 

1260 



with various public benefits, including 25% affordable housing and 11 
acres of parks and open space; making findings under the California 
Environmental Quality Act and findings of conformity with the General 
Plan, and with the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1(b); 
~pproving a Public Trust Exchange Agreement, making public trust 
findings, and authorizing the transfer and acceptance of real property and 
the recording of a land use covenant consistent with the Public Trust 
Exchange Agreement; approving specific development impact fees and 
waiving any conflicting provision in Planning Code, Article . 4, or 
Administrative Code, Article 10; confirming compliance with or waiving 
certain provisions of Administrative Code, Chapters 148, 23, 56, and 82 and 
Subdivision Code, Section 1348, and ratifying certain actions taken in 
connection therewith. 

Please return this cover sheet with the Commission's response to me at the Board of 
Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 
94102. 

**************************************************************************************************** 

RESPONSE FROM SMALL BUSINESS COMMISSION ~Date: -------

No Comment 

Recommendation Attached 

Chairperson, Small Business Commission 
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BOARD ofSlJPERV:CSQRS 

City Hall 
1 D:r, ,Carltm:i R Goodlett Pface, ~ootJ:I.244 

San Francisco 94l02,.468!J 
Tel. ,No, SS4..;S184 
Faxl'TA.c554~:SJ(l3 · 

TJ)D/TJ'l;No. S54~52i7' 

TO:· M'Qh~mmetj Norn, Director, PtibHc::; Work9 
HE\tlaf:i ,K~Uy, .JJ,, General M'cin<'fg?ri Pl)bllc:· LJtflltlt?s Gp))lrpl's9)on 
Phlf:Glnsburf1~ Genera.I Mana·~ef, Re.cte:ation and Park Departtriefll 

FROM; ,,t!~ 8~~:1J Jr~::ft'!i\i,~~%£~~~: 
DATE: JuJy1$, 20.18 . 

. $UBJE(Yf: L.EGIS.LAJl<PNS· INJ,~ODlWC:E't> 

Tb~ Bpar:ci p{:$.'Up~rvJ$o.rsi J;~nd Us~ and. Trabspoftg1tf011 Coh'.'irf1lft~~ h·as r~·Ge~ved t)1e 
foJlow!nQ proposed legislation$\ fr1trod.0t:$o 1:;iy $up~rvfaot Q:ohen {)Ji J.\lne,'2$', 201.8; 

File, N,~.. 1~Q~~o 

Otaif)ance ~ipeildllig ·flie Pla,,pnlng Cog¢ to establish tile ln~l<t Basin 
$p¢ql~l U$e" bis'tr!Gt, rocat~d. g~ti~r~Jly ~t hi.fies Avenu~ be.twe~n Griffith 
sttE?:~t '~tic{ ,1;.arl $tr~et, aio;ng the fo~fo S<:!.$in shpr~lin~:; i11 flJe: sQu.th~e:a~t 
part :qf S'an FraJ::ic;i.~c:cn *mending ;tl)e p,f anni11:9: Code PY Cl.lt1Eff!e!it1g the, 
Zoning Map 'fo change zoning, desrgnations~ he'ight .districts~ ahd ad:d' the 
llld,i~ J3~$in .S,peclaJ. U$e Dj§trfot; ~n~ m~king. findings' under the 'California 
Ertvlronni~nt~) Ou<tlitY Ac.t; findfngs: pf t(:)flsh~tency With the, Ge.n~rnf Pl~r1, 
;;1.ncf. the eJght priqri1:y poiide.s .of Pia,tining ,Code;; Secdcj.n 1JJt;1, ;;mcl flnt:ling;>. 
bf p(Jpliq ,nec;es.$Jty', C()nyettfepce,, ~11,d We[faxe uticlet PJ~nJting .Code.1 
Section ,~.02. · , ·· 

Otdinan.ce approving a Oevelopment Agreement between :the City and 
Cqllnty of s~n Fr~ttcis~<> ijnrJ tncJI~ J3a~ih 1nv~tment LLG, a CaJifcm1fa 
Iimlt~d lia.biHty comp~ny~ fat th~ lncO~ Baslh Project ~t the apprcndrn<:ttely 
2a-act9 site. ioca,ted at lnne:!> Avenµe between Griffith $freet and E<lrl Street, 
Wif!i varfol:Js: pubfic:benefifs~ inctucfing 2$% affordable housfng and 1<1 
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acres of parks and open space; making findings under the California 
Environmental Quality Act and findings of conformity with the General 
Plan, and with the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1 {b); 
approving a Public Trust Exchange Agreement, making public trust 
findings, and authorizing the transfer and acceptance of real property and 
the recording of a land use covenant consistent with the Public Trust 
Exchange Agreement; approving specific development impact fees and 
waiving any conflicting provision in Planning Code, Article 4, or 
Administrative Code, Article 10; confirming compliance with or waiving 
·certain provisions of Administrative Code, Chapters 148, 23, 56, and 82 and 
Subdivision Code, Section 1348, and ratifying certain actions taken in 
connection therewith. 

If you have comments or reports to be included with the files, please forward them to 
me at the Board of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, 
San Francisco, CA 94102 or by email at: alisa.somera@sfgov.org. 

c: David Steinberg, Public Works 
Jeremy Spitz, Public Works 
Jennifer Blot, Public Works 
John Thomas, Public Works 
Lena Liu, Public Works 
Juliet Ellis, Public Utilities Commission 
Donna Hood, Public Utilities Commission 
John Scarpulla, Public Utilities Commission 
Christopher Whitmore, Public Utilities Commission 
Sarah Madland, Recreation and Park Department 
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. CityHall · 
1 pr. Carltoµll. Go()dle# f,lac¢, '.R:oo.:m 244 

:Sa11!Fi·andsco9.4102-4689. 
:Tel. No. 554-5{84 
)i'~x ]'Y(J. 554-51~3, 

TDD/TTY .N:n. :554"5221 

N.orrce QF PWE3LJ¢ HEARING . 
. 8dAJ~D .QF 'StJP~RVtsoR.s qp THE, 4ITY A.NP' CdDN'TY OF SAN fRANdlSC:Cl' 

lANd·\JSEE ANd:'fRANSPQRTATION {~()IV!MrrtEE 

NQT[CS.:J$J1EBEEffl(;!VgiXJTHATtheLand U$e·?nclTrq,n$pOCTqtlpn C:qmm.iftt?ewflibold q 
·public he*frm t9 consiget the f.ollovvin9·pr.op9pals ;ahq .safd public li6.t:lriJig wm be h~ld ,ap foll,()ws, at 
wnlch time .aJrioter~sh=?s,l p.artle'$ m<Jy ~ttend· 9ndbe,: b!$ant · 

L.et1lsiat1Ve ¢harnbe:r~ R:oant 2$ol !oc:ated' il~· ¢1ty Haii 
1 pr, qfirlt()d:i§ •. G.pPd!~tt Placf!~/san Fr~n1¢is¢~l ¢1\ 

. F'iJ~ No.•. 1806'80~ Qrqipf1ilCEt 1:lmer:idfl1H tHe Pl~J1hihg $ad~ tb estab!J~h ~b.e tltldla 
'Ba$Jrt Sp$ciaJ 0$"e: O~ldct, lo¢a.ted geherqJly '<?t lnne'$ Avenue; petwe.$n .Griffith 
str~.et al'.ld sar1$treet; :afo.fig the lnciia .Ba.Sin $horellne,, Jn th¢ $QJ.itli-~a~t P.art of 
.sarfFrahcis:co; amendihg thei Plantttltig Code. by amending the1Zbcifng Map to 
cb~n9e. ~<:i11Jng: qe::;fon8J19nE>",lie.19htd1stdc~$, a.nq ·?.~ki: th.$ lndl9 .1:3a,sJx1: :Speci~J 
Use bTstrlcl' and makln. f:indln s, Under the C'alffornifi" EhVitonn:iehfaf Quant .· .. ·.· , .....• ··'· ... :·· .......... 9 ............ ,,.9 ......... : .......... ··.· .............. , .•........ , .............. , ....... Y. 
N~t~ fitidJHg.$: ·0f t()n$J$t~n¢y With tf1$. G'i:m.en:iJ Pli:!n;; .~nti th~· efgbt prlO,ri.W polki§$ 
of Plan ding C-oae,, 'S:ecfioti 1.di .:i~ :and tlfidlhgS. of ptt8ffo .t:iece~sity; ·coovenleh:ce·1 

and W.~Jfiilre tJ.hder Plahn!hg :¢ode, :Section $.d2, · · ·· · 

FH~ NP~ t~O.~~ t3'-. :0r9iD~l1Pi:i. <lrn'E7JldJ(!g· tne. G'eneral 'Pl<,:iq fo revise Jh~1 i3'ayvtt:;V.V' 
Hunfof$.'·Polnt Ar$:;\ ;p1~n'i flhd th~· l)Yfi~n, P~i9.:n.i: Qo-mm€Jn::;El· and. lr:i<:lw$ti:y:i ·ii:\nd 
R'ecrea±lon and Qpeh':Sp.~ee: Elements, toteftectrhe lhd1$ Basin Mix$\::l~Use. 
Project; adoptrng fih~:Un9;$; uncteftbe c:a1lfor11iqEtnzir¢filnehta1 Q'uallWAct and 
m.t:iking'flildi,hg$ qf]qe.t Plannlng Gode, S£;:(>tiQn'MQ,. ('.ln.d find.ingl?of.r.:;cmsistency. 
'With the, GenE!rni Plwr~ :cinciJM .e,lght priorlty1 pollc;i~s. pf Pl9nning Cc'.>9Ei, '$$:c.ff9ri . 1Pt}.,. . .. . .. .. . . 

'fn ·aci:;otdan.ce ,\iVltfi Adfoihlstnrnve Code, S,<:ldlori .67.74; ;p~rsohs·Who ·;are unable lo attend ·fhe 
hearing on.thl$ m~tt~K rUC\YSVbrnltwlitt~ri' 6omnienf~! fq·fhe City•pdortq th0 tiJlle:ibe· h~~ring l?~gins:· .·· 
these cc:mimenJs WiU b$ .m?de part 9f thg offidgl'p,qpJic; n~cprd (:)fl these matfenr, $Qd.·shall ;be i:ir.aught 
to the attention' uf th~ member~ ortbe· c:ommii.t~e. Wriiteo Qomrneot$ shoLild J~e' :i:Jddre;:;$$d tP Aog~l~: 
Calvillo,. Clerk of the, ·so.arg, city' Hall, 1 bt~ Carlfon 13, 'Gobdie.tl Pl~te; Room '244, Sari: Frand~{;o, CA 
94 to~'. lnforrn~tjof) relating to th·ese r:na,tt~ts. a.re ?Vzjilable in the .office of the CJetk of the Boarct 
Ag~e,nq~· jnfotmE:tticm tela.fipg tq t'h$,~.i:=J'. m~tter$ Will Pe avc;:iHci!)le fq(pl)pliq te0eW 'Pn Fric:l@y, $.~Pte!Jll?E?r 
'14,, 20.1 a. .. .. . . 

~·~o~~t 
. ( AtiQel~, CaJ01J101 C[~~k of the Board, 

DATED/PUBLISHED/MNLE:D/PQSTED; Septernber7, 2018 
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City Hall 

BOARD of SUPERVISORS 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Roorn 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 
LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Supervisor Katy Tang, Chair 
Land Use and Transportation Committee 

Erica Major, Assistant Clerk 

October 2, 2018 

COMMITTEE REPORT, BOARD MEETING 
Tuesday, October 2, 2018 

The following file should be presented as a COMMITTEE REPORT at the Board meeting, 
Tuesday, Qctober 2, 2018. This item was acted upon at the Committee Meeting on Monday, 
October 1, 2018, at 1 :30 p.m., by the votes indicated. 

Item No. 41 (180680) Planning Code, Zoning Map - India Basin Special 
Use District 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the India Basin Special Use 
District, located generally at Innes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, 
along the India Basin shoreline, in the south-east part of San Francisco; amending 
the Planning Code by amending the Zoning Map to change zoning designations, 
height districts, and add the India Basin Special Use District; and making findings 
under the California Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the 
General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and 
findings of public necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code, 
Section 302. 

REFERRED WITHOUT RECOMMENDATION AS A COMMITTEE REPORT 

Vote: Supervisor Katy Tang - Aye 
Supervisor Ahsha Safai - Aye 
Supervisor Jane Kim - Aye 

c: Board of Supervisors 
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 
Jon Givner, Deputy City Attorney 
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City Hall 

BOARD of SUPERVISORS 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 
LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Supervisor Katy Tang, Chair 
Land Use and Transportation Committee 

Erica Major, Assistant Clerk 

September 25, 2018 

SUBJECT: COMMITTEE REPORT, BOARD MEETING 
Tuesday, September 25, 2018 

The following file should be presented as a COMMITTEE REPORT at the Board meeting, 
Tuesday, September 25, 2018. This item was acted upon at the Committee Meeting on 
Monday, September 24, 2018, at 1 :30 p.m., by the votes indicated. 

Item No. 49, was NOT SENT as a Committee Report. 

180680 Planning Code, Zoning Map - India Basin Special Use District 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the India Basin Special Use District, 
located generally at fnnes Avenue between Griffith Street and Earl Street, along the 
India Basin shoreline, in the south-east part of San Francisco; amending the Planning 
Code by amending the Zoning Map to change zoning designations, height districts, and 
add the India Basin Special Use District; and making findings under the California 
Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight 
priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity, 
convenience, and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302. 

c: Board of Supervisors 
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 
Jon Givner, Deputy City Attorney 
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FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 2018 I SERVING SAN FRANCISCO, SAN MATEO AND SANTA CLARA COUNTIES I SFEXAMINER.COM 

PUBLIC NOTICES $))/ Mnro Counr.65/J-555-1556 Sm ffwt:WJ.' 415-314·1835 
f.mal!:smlegi1lr&sfmediato.rom f-millf:st/egalsihfmediaro.com 

SAN FRANCISCO EXAMINER •DALY CITY INDEPENDE//T • SAii MATED WEEKLY• REowooo CITY TRIBUNE• ENGUIRER·BULLETIN • FosTER CITY PROGRESS •MILLBRAE· SAN BRUND Su11 • BounauE & VtLLAGfR 

GOVERNMENT 

L 
ROOM 250 1 DR. CARLTON 
B. GOODLETT PLACE, SAN 

FRANC1SCO, CA 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN 
THAT the land Use and 
Transportation Commiltee 
win hold a public hearing 
lo consider lhe followlng 
~roposa!s and sald publlc 

af3~hrc:n:1~ee h~w i~t~~~~~ 
parties may atlend and be 
heard: File No. 180660. 
Ordinance amending the 
Plannin~ Code to eslablish 
!he India Basin Special Use 
Dislrici, localed general!¥ at 
Innes Avenue between Gn!llth 
Street <1nd Ea1l Street, along 
lhe India Basin shoreline, In 
lhe soulh·easl part or San 
Francisco: amending the 
Planning, Code by amending 

~~;i'~lentyc~iih ~h~id:ne~[ 
Plan, and Ute el_Qht priority 
policies of Planning Code, 
Section 101.1, and fmdings of 
pi.blic necessity, con'leniem:e, 
and wellare under Planning 
Code, Section 302, Rte No. 
180616, Ordinance amending 
the General Plan lo reviselhe 
Bayview Hunlers Point Area 
Plan, and the Urban Design, 
Commerce end Industry. and 

~i:~~~~~.n t6~~u~e~esrn3di: 
Basin Mixed-Use Project; 
adoP.:ling findings under the 
Cahfornia EnVlronmenlal 
ouamy Act; and making 

~:Clti~~ ~~~r ~~nfi~nJi0~d~i 
consistency wilh the Gef'leral 
Plan, and the elghl priority 
pol!cles of Planning· Code, 
Section 101.1, ln aect:1rdance 
wUh Admlnlslralive Code, 
Secl!on 67.7·1, persons who 
are unable to atlend lhe 
healing on these matte1s 

~8lh!~~~ ~~~~~ocu:1emU~~ 
lhe hearing begins. These 
comments will be made part 
or the olfida1 public 1ecord on 
these mailers, and shall be 

~~~r~o ~e th~e~o~~tt~. 
W1ilten commenls should be 

C1~:kclTge1go~~9.e~1;~~I~~· 
Or. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, 
Room 244, San Francisco, CA 
94102. lnlorma!ion relaling lo 
these mailers are avai!11ble 
In the O/fice of Iha Clerk Of 
lhe 8oaid,Agenda information 
relating lo this mallerwill be 
available for pubHc 1eview on 

~~~:ra ~e~~~~61e~~· ol01t~ 
Board, 

NOTICE OF RE:GULAA 
MEETING SAN 

FRANCISCO BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS LAND USE 

AND TRANSPORTATION 
COMMITIEE SEPTEMBER 

10, 2016 - 1:30 PM CITY 
HALL, LEGISLATIVE 

CHAMBER, ROOM 250 
1 DR. CARLTON B. 

GOODLETT PLACE, SAN 
FRANCISCO, CA 

The agenda packet and 
leglslaUvefilesa1eavailab!eat 
ww\v.slbos.org, In Rm 244 at 
lhe address fisted above, or by 
cilling (4\5) 554·5184. 

CITATION 
SUPERIOR COURT FOR 

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
· FOR THE CITY AND 

COUN1Y OF SAN 
FRANCISCO 

UNITED FAMILY COURT 
Case Number: JD16·3083 
In the Maller or: J.J.1.J .. A 
Minor 

f:i=ho~~LL~ndR~~Y 811~1i~~ 
~~~(w~ c!~ldi~ln~~. be lhe 
You are hereby natmed thal 
the San Franclsco Juvenile 
Dependency Court has 
ordered a hearing pu1suan1 to 
Welfare and lnsUlutions Godo 
SecUon 365.26, lo deternine 
whether your parental rights 
should Oe termtneted and 
your child(1en) be !reed from 

lout custody and control for 
he purpose or having him 
adopted. 
BY ORDER OFTHIS COURT, 
you are hereby clled and 
requlred lo appear before this 
Court on the day of November 
14, 2018 at 8:45 a.m., al 
Iha Juvenile Dapendency 
Cour1, 400 McAll!sler Streat, 
Room 406, San Francisco, 
Callfomla, then and there lo 

~~w saki°~in~r(s)Y sh~tA~a~~i 
be declaced free from lhe 

~~!~~(s).a~8 c~~~~J!~g hj~ 
ror the purpose of developing 

cl.i~(;:).n\~gfchp~~!d1J;c1~~; 
adopllon. 
II you appear on lhe above
menlioned date In the abo11e· 
menlioned courlroom, the 
Judge will advise you of Ute 
naturn of lhe p1oceedings, 
the procedures, and possible 
consequences or !he enliUed 
aclion, The parent(s) of the 
minotfs} have !he right lo have 
an a\lorney presenl and, 11 
the parent(s) cannot afford an 
auorney,lheCourtwiOappolnt 
anattorneylorlheparen\{s). 

gA~~AWEf ~;f,l!sistant 
for Petitioner, Departmenl ol 
Human Services (415) 554· 
3835 
gr~,~AMON CARTER, Deputy 

FICTITIOUS 
BUSINESS 

NAMES 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT 

File No.A-0302910-00 
FtcUUous Business Name(s); 

~J~roj~;s~!c~~1:~oro~fa2~ 
94103, County of SF 
Regislefed Owner{s): 
Microbiz Service Company 
(CA) 444 Jessie St, San 
Francisco, CA 94103 
The business is conducled by: 
A Corporation 
The regislrant commenced lo 
transact business under the 
lic:titious business name or 
names listed above on 8·29-
2018 
I declare that al! information 
in this stalemenl Is I.we and 

correct. (A regls\ranl who 
declares as true any rnateria! 
matter pursuant to Section 
17913 of the Business and 
Professions code thal lhe 
regis!ranl knows ID be raise 

~un~~~!fo1e0r ~ !."ifi~!'"oe~t"~6 
exceed one lhousand dollars 
($1.000).) 
SI David Chrillon CFO-Owner 

~~~°!'~1:~ ~~leadn~vlth 
the San Francisco Couniy 
Clerk on August 29, 2016 
NOTICE·ln accordance with 

~~~tsi~n ~~{m~~s S~c~~~ 
Statement generally e~pires 
al the end of five years from 
the dale on which I\ was filed 
in the ofllce of the County 
Cla1k, excepl, as provided 

;j9~~~d~~~~~ \~l e~i7ai"~ 
~a~he ~~t; seinfurthcr~nili: 
statement pursuant lo Section 
17913 other lhan a change 
in lhe residence address of 

R:~?~~t:re~u~l~~:~ \~~~ 
Slaternen\ must be ffled before 
the eJ1:piraUon. The fifing of this 
slatemenl does not of Itself 
authorize the use !nlhls stale 
of a Ficlilious Business Name 
in vlo1a!lon or the rights or 
another under lederal, slate,. 
or common law (See Section 
14411 el seq .. Business and 
Professions Code). 
9T1.9f14. 9/21,9f28f16 
CNS-3171601# 
SAN FRANCISCO 
EXAMINER 

F1cm1ous BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT 

File No. A-0382909-00 
FlcliUousBusinessNamo(s): 
House of Nanklng, 919 
Kearny St., SF CA 94133, 
County of San Ftancisco 
ReglsterOO OWner(s[ 

~f~k~a~~:~r.~~~ c~~41f:J 
The business is <;onducted by; 

~L~~!!;i~~:~i~~~rfc~J to 
transact business under lhe 
ficlllloui; business name CJr 
names listed above on 9/1169 
ldec!arethata11lnforrnallon 
In this slatemenl is true and 
correct. (A registrant who 
declares as lrue any material 
melter pursuant lo Secllon 
17913 of the Business and 
Professions code 1hat the 
1eglstran1 knows lo be false 
is QtJi!ly or a misdemeanor 
punishable by a line not lo 
exceed one thousand doUa~ 

~1~~) Fang. Represlatlve/ 
Manager 
House of Nanking LLC 
This statement was filed wllh 
!he San Frandsen County 
Clerk en August 29, 2018 
NOTICE-Jn accordance wllh 

~j~~b~lsl~n ~~iti~~s SN~~~ 
Statement generally expires 

r~e~~t:ngn °t,~~ rie!~s r~r~ 
In the offlCB: of \he County 
Cle1k, except, as pmvlded 
ln Subdivision (I?) or Section 
17920, where 1l expires 40 

~nay~e '~~~; ~e~nfur1h er~~~: 
statement pursuant lo Section 
17913 other than a change 
in Iha residence address of 

~crnP~~~regu~~~;~ AN:~~ 
Statement must be filOO belOf& 
theexpiration.Therningofthis 
statement does not of i\sell 
authorize lhe usein·lhis slate 
of a Rctllious Business Name 
fn violation ol lho rights -0! 
another under federal, stale, 
or common law (See Seotion 

14411 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code). 
9(1, 9114, 9/21,9'28118 
CNS-3171566# 
SAN FRANCISCO 
EXAMINER 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT 

Ffle No.A-0362777..00 

~~~~~~~tus~;1~!c~~~:(~is 
~:ve~,~~~l~c~,t. tt·9~~g~'. 
County of San Francisco 

~~r~i!elt~s~B~~~ Terrace 
Or., El Certlto, CA 94530 
Carlos Casli!lo, 536 
Leavenwo1th St. Apt. 1002, 
San Franclsco, CA 94109 
Ale..: Fleming, 460 Lyon St. 
Unit 6, San Francisco, CA 
94117 
The business is conduclOO by: 
a general parlne1sh1p 
The regisl/MI Ct.>mmem::ed to 
lraMact business under lhe 
ficlitious business name or 
names listed above on NIA 
I declare !hat all informalion 
In this statement is lrue and· 
correct. {A reglstrant who 
declares as !rue any material 
mailer pursuant lo Section 
17913 al lhe Business end 
Professions code that lhe 
reglslrant !<nows to be false 
is 11uilly ol a misdemeanor 
punishable by e fine not lo 
e..:ceed one thousand dollars 

~1c'::~?J~ Caslillo 
This sta\emenl was fl!ed with 
!he San Francisco County 
Clerk on Al.Igus! 23, 201B 
NOTICE·ln accordarice with 

~]~g~isi~n ~~l111g~s SN1~~ 
Slalement generally expires 

~e ~~t:ngn °~~~ fi9:i~ss 1fif~ 
in the oHlce or. lhe County 
Clerk, except, as provided 
in SubdMslon (b) of Section 
17920, where fl e~pires 40 

~ay~e r~'% se~nfurth cr~nt~! 
slalement pursuant lo SecUon 
17913 other than a change 
in lhe residence address of 

R;1ft?~~1;re~u~~~~~ AN:~ 
Statement must be fired be lore 
lhe explralioo. The filing or this 
slatement does not or Itself 
auU10rize the use In lhls state 
of a Ficlitlous Business Name 
In violation of the rlgh\s .or 
another under fede1al, stale, 
or common law (See Section 
14411 et seq., Business and 
P1ofesslons Code), 
8/31. 9{7,9/14, 9121110 
CNS-3169554# 
SAN FRANCISCO 
EXAMINER 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT 

File No. A-0382809-00 

~~~~R~~~~rne;,s5~~'r!1~~~v 
Street, San Francisco, CA 
94131·3D39, Counlyo!S.F.. 
Registered Owner(s): 
Laverne Vial, 553 Laidley SI, 
San Francisco. CA 94131· 
3039 
The business Is conducted by: 
an individual 
The registrant commenced lo 
llansacL business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on 112&09 
1 declare that au information 
in this s\atamenl is true and 
correct. (A reglslrant who 
declares as true any material 
mailer pursuan\ lo Seclion 
17913 of the Business and 
Ptoressicns code that the 
reg!Glrant knows to be false 
Is oui!ty or a misdemeanor 
pun1shable by a fine nol lo 

exceed one lhousand dollars 
($1,000).) 
S/LaverneVlal 
This statement was flied with 
the San FrancisCo County 
Cle1k on Augusl 24, 2018 

·NOTICE-In accordance wilh 

~~~g~rsi~n ~~lmg~s s~~u~~ 
Stalement genemlly expires 

r~e1~~i:n~n ~id; fie!~s f~ 
In \he olfic.e of the County 
Clerk, except, as provided 

~:2°o~~1h~~ \~l·e~ff~c1i4S 
~e)~e f~~~ se~"furth cr~t~: 
s!alement pursuan\ lo Seclion 
17913 o!har than a change 
in the residence address of 

~c~ftf~~:reiu~i~~~ AN~~~ 
Sta\ementmust be li!ed before 
the expiration. The filing o! lhis 
s\a\ement does no\ cl itself 
etrlhollze lhe use in this state 
of a. Ficlilious Business Name 
In vlolalion of !he rights of 
anolher under lederal, stale, 
or common law (See Section 
14411 el seq., Business end 
P1oressions Code). 
8131, 9[7,9114, 9121118 
CNS-3169~i2# 
SAN FRANCISCO 
EXAMINER 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT 

Rle No. A-0382795-00 
Fidillous Business Name(s): 
Ethan Michael Strong 
Photography, 352 Dlvlsedei-o 
St, San Fnmclsco, CA 9-1117, 
Coun\y of San Frunclsoo 
Registered Owner(s)! 
Ethan Strong. 352 Dlvlsadem 
Street. San Francisco, CA 
94117 
The business is conducled by; 
anindividuaJ 
The registrant commenced 
lo lransacl business under 
the ficUUous business name 
or names listOO above on 
812312016 
I declare lhat all information 
lnlhlsslaternentistrueancl 
correct {A reglstranl who 
declares as true any malerial 
mailer pursuant to Section 
17913 of lhe Business end 
Professions code that the 
reg!stran\ knows lo be !alse 
ls QUiity of a misdemeanor 
puntShable by a fine nol to 
exceed one thousand dollars 
($1.000).) 
SI Ethan Strong 
Thts statement was filed wllh 
the San Francisco County 
C!erk on August 23, 2018 
NOTICE-Jn accordance with 

zr~g~isi~n F\~{it!~~s S~~~~ 
Statement generally expires 

f~e1~~1:~n ~~ Yta:~s 'ffi0etl 
in lhe ol!ice ol lhe County 

~ie~·bdr:~e:~· bf of~~~:; 
17920, Wham ~t expires 40 

~nay~e f~~~ seinfunh c~nanffi: 
stalemenl pursuant lo Section 
17913 other than a change 
in the fesideree address of. 

A:ti~~~~re~u~~~~~ AN:~~ 
Statement must be filed belore 
the expiration. The ll!ing or this 
statement does not of Ilse!/ 
authorize the use In lhlsslate 
of a Rctltious Business Name 

·in viotalion of the rights or 
another under federal, slate, 
or common law (See Section 
14411 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code). 
8131, 9{7, Q/14, 9121/18 
CNS-3169D2S# 
SAN FRANCISCO 
EXAMINER 
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FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT 

File No. A-0362806-00 

~~~~uTa~t~~~~~ ~:~e1ilih 
Slfeel, 94110, Col.rlly of San 
Francisco · 
Regisle1ed OWner(s): 
Nalalie Phillips, 2051 Oinlon 
Ave #C, Alameda. CA 94501 
The business ls conducted by: 
anindividua! 
Tua regfslranl c.ommenced lo 
ltansacl business under the 
ficli!ious business name or 
nameslisledaboveon8/e/16 
l declare that all information 
In this statement Is true and 
correct. (A regls\rant who 
declares as true any mate1ial 
matter pursuant lo Section 
17913 of the Business and 
P1olessions code !hat the 
regisUant knows to be false 
Is QU~ty of a misdemeanor 
punishable by a fine not to 
exceed Ofle thousand dollars 

~1N~~t~ Phillips 
This statement was Med wllh 
the San Francisco County 
Clerk on August 24, 2018 
NOTICE·ln accordance wilh 

~r~~~si~n ~~lw~~s sNc;~~ 
S\a\ement generally expires 

~e"d~t:~n ~,;~ ft9;~s f~fe~ 
In the office of the County 
Clerk, except, as provided 
In Subdlvlslon (b) or Sec\/on 
17920, where 1l expires 40 

~a)he ~'~f; se'tnfurtt1 c~a~g; 
stalemenlpursuanttoSecUon 
17913 other than a change 
in lhe residence address Of 
a reglstered owner. A naw 
Rclllious Business Name 
S\a1ement must be liled befo1e 
the expiration. The filing of this 
slalement does not ol llself 
authorize the use In 1hls state 
of a RcliUous Business Name 

~no~~~li~~: f~eer~F.11!iat~'. 
or common law {See Section 
14411 el seq., Business end 
Professions Code). 
8131,Qfl,9114, 9'21/18 
CNS-316902.f# 
SAN FRANCISCO 
EXAMINER 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT 

Fiie No.. A-0382672-00 
FicliliousBusinessName(s): 

~~ ~~;~a~;r1:~ 'i':a°J~~~ 
235 Shrader St. 111, San 
Francisco, CA 94117, County 
al San Francisco 
Registered Owner{s); 
Beatrice Chestnut, 235 
Shrader Street #1, San 
Francisco,CA94117 
The business Is conducted by: 
an individual 
The registrant commenced lo 
lransact business under the 
!iclilious business name or 
names listed above on August 
16,2018 
I declare Iha.I all Information 
Jn this s!atemenl is true and 
correct. (A registrant who 
de::laresastrueanymate1lal 
matter pu1suant lo Section 
17913 of lhe Business and 
Professions code !hat lhe 
registrant, knows lo be false 
is goil\y or a misdemeanor 
punishable by a fine not to 
e..:ceed one thousand dollars 
{$1,000).) 
S/BeatficeCheslnut 
This slatemenl was flied with 
lhe San Francisco County 
Clerk on August 16, 2016 
NOTICE-In accordance with 

f i~~~isi~n ~~1m6~s s~~~~ 
Statement generally expftes 

~e1~:1:°in °~~ fie~~~s 1fi{ed 

In the office Of the County 

~eS~°bd~~fJ>~· (b) of~:~~ 
17920, where ii elCptres 410 

~na~~e I~~~ se\0fur1hc~~n1h! 
statement pursuant lo Section 
17913 other than a change 
In Iha residence address of 
a registered owner. A new 
Ficlilious Business Name 
S!alementmust be tiled before 
lhe e:i:piration. The rmng of this 
statement does not of i\selr 
authori:i:e the use in this state 
of a FlcUUous Business Name 
in violation or the tights of 
another under federal, slale, 
or common law (See Seclion 
~~f~1si~n~e8;;d~)'.slness and 
8/24, 8/31. 9(7, 9/14/18 
CNS-31666291/ 
SAN FRANCISCO 
EXAMINl;R 

GOVERNMENT 

Caf/fom/a Doparlment 
of Correcllons and 

Rehabll/lalfon 

lnylles Qualified Energy 
Consotvallon Firms to 

Submit 
Stalement ofOual/llcallons 

for 

Estebf/sh/ng a 
Qualified Pool of 

Energy Conservalfon 
Companies Services for 

Ent~r~~'"fJi:/:;:;'';,~f°/cts 
Statewide 

Oclober 2018 
RFD No. FAMB201803 
Even/ ID: 0000010525 

The Califouia Department ol 
Corrections and Rahabllllat!on 
(COCA) ls raquesling· 
$tatemanlof 
Qual!flcations (SOQ) from 
firms interested In p1oviding 
professional energy 
conservation services. 
Selected Consultants shall 
perform energy efficiency 
services. 

The responslblH\y of the 
Consultant will be to 
provide professional energy 
conservation services 
including, but not limltcrl to, 
project managernenl, quarity 
m;ina!Jemanl, engineering, 
design, construction, and/or 
estimating. 

The approximate value of the 
seivices is estimated lo be 
$1,000,000., tolal project cost. 

This soficitation is exempt horn 
Disabled Veteran Business 
g~~rlse (DVBE); however 

strongly encoura!JeS Small 

:~d!neOis~~\~ignse v~~~;~ 
Business En\erp1ise (DVBE) 
particlpa~On, 

To be considered for 
selection, firms musl 
submit lhelr Slalement of 
Qualff/tal/ons (500) as 

r::sai~~i/l~7o~~(R~~)~~~t 
Callfomla Oapartmant 

ol Correetlons and 
Aehnbllltatlon 

~~~~~ionnn~nngJ 
Management Dlvlslon 

Facll!Ues Assal 

Managemenl Branch 
9838 Old Placervll!a Road, 

Sulla S 

~~~WC:~:'~;;: :11ro~f 
Subm/ttsf Dead/Ina: 

Septomber :Z1, 2018 befou1 
3:00P.M. 

SOQs re required lo meel 
certain speclflcatlons 
as outlined In the RFa. 

~1!t~~~s~e~opy11~T~he WFZ 
by dowflloadlng It from 
the Internet al www. 
ca1eprocure.ca.gov. 

~iaq~~~J0b1: e~~~~i~~r~~ 
lo Denise Dube al denise. 
dube@cdcr.ca.gov no later 
lhan Seplember 7, 2018 
before3:00 P.M. 

Cal!lomla Oaparlment 
of Corrections and 

Rehnbl!llatlon 
8131,917116 
CNS-316S225# 
SAN FRANCISCO 
EXAMINER 

CAHILL CONTRACTORS 
LLC requests bids 
rtom Cer11fled SBE 
Subcontmotots and 

Suppliers- for 1he following 
select DESIGN BUILD 

TRADES ONLY: 
Rra Sprinklers I Solar Hot 

Water 
735 DAVIS· DESIGN BUILD 
BIO~ SELECTTRADES 

735 Davis SI, San 
Franclseo, CA 94111 

1:~~r~c~fu~~~J/~~~~~h 
prwamng wage requiremen\s. 
BID DATE: 9120(18 @ 2 PM 
VolunlaryPre-bldMeeHng: 

TBD 
BID DOCUMENTS: Please 
contact Colby for access lo 

documents on 

CAHILL CONTRACTORS 
LLC requests bids 
from Certified SBE 
Subcontractors and 

Suppliers for the roUowlng 
select DESIGN BUILD 

TRADES ONLY! 
Fire Sprinklers I Soler Hot 

Waler 
88 BROADWAY~ DESIGN 

BUILD BIO ·SELECT 
TRADES 

F~a6n~f;cao~~A'·~111 
T~~~f~ci:~:r~~:~ ~~th 
prevaimig wage 1equiremenls. 
BIO DATE: 9120/18 @ 2 PM 
Vo!un1ary Pre-bid Mealing: 

TBD 
BIO DOCUMENTS; Please 
contact Colby for ac.cess to 

documents on 
· BuildingCoooe<:ted, 
CONTACT: Colbv Smith at 
estimaling:@cah~l·sl.com, 

(415)077·0611. 
8/2-4, 8/31,9f7, 9(14118 
CNS-3167342# . 
SAN FRANCISCO 
EXAMINER 



Tntroduction Form 
.B)' a Memberi;ifthe Board Of Supervisors br Mayor_. 

Thereby submit lb!$ fQlfoWfog item .for introd.uctio1r($:e.iect ontx one): 

.. . :"'' .. .r. ·\ ~·· r:·. ·r· Ju11 · '"'.:·11;.: .t'Vi ............ 't.iJht . !'....'Ct ... · 

.:~~'m 
[Zl t For reference ·hCommitt¢:e;. (An: Oramanoe~Resolutfol'1., Motion or :Ci1a1;t~ An:1ehdl.nent). 

0 2,.R.eq~1~stfo1i·1ieitpdnted1;lgebda.WithoiitRefet'encefo do1nrrt1tt~e.· 

0 :t Reqtiesf fDrheat~iJ.g ·cih 1'i sl]bJect im~tteri at.Co~ntnit;l:ee. 
,..,....._._~~~---""'"-'-"--~~~~~'---'"-~"--'-"-'--'--'-> 

0. 4, Reqn.~f-0rfo#etbegiii.nli1g:i'Sl'lpetvis6t .•. · : jJ1qµi~,i~$11 

~~---~~.__,_.~-,..-...,..._,~_._____.~~~~~-.-.-' 

O 5; . .City Att~rnetRequest. · 

D.• . · ... · K. can 'ftfo No.: ... ·1,._• .--..,..,.,.....,.,..-----'-"-'--'-..__,...,..-__,j fl c · 
'--'-~---'"-"--~-"-"----"--'--'-'---'-"'--· '--'n ··.·!)Jn· :;Oifumttee; 

,. .;."-. ""-. ----.,...------"'-'--'-"'-------"------'-'-> 
O 8: SubstttUt{?Legislatl011 File No •. ·· 

,-'-"~-'-------===============::;:----~~~ 

D 9; Reaoti~te F'Jfo N:-0. • 
."'-"-~---"'-'--'-~"-'---'-'--"-~~~---' 

0 lO'. ';Poplb S:i1bmltred for Afay~;'al App~rftiiqedJefoi'dhed~OS 011 

D S~'n.:alJ .\3\ti;in~B'$ · C91ri~r1i~sio1i 
~ .Planning Comtriisslon 

No.te:.:F()rJheim,p~rati:ve A:~e11da:(:a rf;lSOl,utWll tiof.on;tlte pdn.t¢i:lag~nda), .11$.e tb~.ijnperafi#:EotJb.;. 

Sponsor(s): 

Subje~~t 

. Th6textfaitsted: . . ·.· ···.···· . :·• .. ':·:·. 

Ordi1)ai1¢e a1'i1~11dil'l,&the' plim1fog cp_d~ t(j establish The fodia Bf\Si.ij Sp~cial Us¢,Disttiof ~fomt fbe ill di a .aa~ili. 
shoi«~l1n6 ·· · 

Signi;lh.ire of$ponsodng SLipervisoi:: 

Fot ClerJc'sUseOnly 
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J ··· · PrintFhrm'r ·I· 

Introduction Form 
By a Member of the Board ofSugervisors or Mayor 

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

[{] 1. For reference to Committee. (An Ordinance, Resolution, Motion or CharterAme11drnent). 

D 2: Requestfot M'xtprinted .age11da Withot1tReference ~o Coti1mittee. 

D 3, Request forbearing on a sµbject matter .at Colnrnittee. 

D 4. Requestfot lette1· begihhihg :"Supe1'visor inquides.'' 
~~~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

D 5. City Attorney Request. 

D 6. CaHFileNo; .~I-:--------~~, from Committee. 

D 7..Budget Analystrequest(attached written motion). 

D K St.:1b:;;titute Legislatio1\ File No. 
<--~~...:...'.::==============;----~ 

D 9.:B:e:actiyate File No. 
~-----~~---~ 

0 10. Topic subtnitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on 

Please check the.appropriateboxes, The pt·oposed legislation should be fo1'warded to the folkY\¥ing; 

0 Small Busi11.ess. Com1nission O YouthCom11):iss.fon 0Ethics Co111111issioh 

!ZIP Janning. Commission D B1u ldii1gln:spection Cotnmission 

N.ote: Fol' .theimpel'ative A,genda (a resolution not on tl1e printed agenda), use tlieimperative Formi 

$po11139t(s): 

lsup~rvisorlv1aliaCohen 
Si.~bject; 

Ordfoance Amendipg the Plan11ing Code to e,S.:.t~blish India Basin Sl1D 

The t~xt is listed~ 
·Amending the planning code to. establish the India B1:1.sfri :special use district. 

Sign~\tute ofSponsoring Supervism: 

.For Clerk's Use Only 
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