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 Mr. Lord - How is this?  Good?  We just had a meeting in here with the Transportation Authority and there was no PA system, and the acoustics in this room leave a little bit to be desired, with all the glass and so forth, so….


I think we are about ready to get started.  So I see a couple of people -- Henry -- signing in at the sign-in board.  Maybe I should get an agenda so I know what is going on.  



Good evening, everybody.  My name is Paul Lord and I am with the San Francisco Planning Department and serving in the capacity of the Environmental Review Coordinator on this project.  We have a brief presentation that we are going to go through to try to make the environmental review process as transparent and try to explain some things, what it covers, and so forth, and I will go through that.  I see a lot of familiar faces, many of you have been in this room before for Western SoMa Town Hall Meetings, some of you are new faces, so welcome everybody, and thank you for coming tonight.  



There was an agenda on the table and we were going to start just by introducing some of the key staff that are working on the Environmental Impact Report for the Western SoMa Community Plan and a couple other aspects of the project that I will describe in a moment.  As I mentioned, my name is Paul Lord.  I am working as the Environmental Coordinator.  Lisa Gibson is sitting right here and her title tonight is EIR Peer Reviewer, really, she is my guide in this process because she has infinitely more experience doing Environmental Impact Reports and coordinating these activities than me, so she is sort of shepherding me through this process.  We also have Victoriya Wise back there, from MEA, the Major Environmental Analysis Section of the Planning Department, where Lisa also works as one of the Managers and Victoriya is sort of guiding the Transportation Analysis.  We do have a consultant on board to do the Transportation Analysis, that is being coordinated and overseen by Karl Heisler, who is back at the back table there, who is the Community Development Group Manager for ESA, the consultant selected to draft and do the analysis for the Environmental Impact Report, and his working companion, Senior Associate Tania Sheyner, is back there as well.  Andrea Contraras is back there, as well, from the Planning Department, working on Transportation Analysis.  So those are the City staff and the consultant staff that are working on this project.  


The purpose of the meeting tonight is basically to hear from you.  It is not really a question and answer period, it is not, but we will have questions and answers after the public speaking and comments are concluded.  It is not a night where we are going to discuss the merits of the project, the Community plan, and the ancillary aspects of the project that have been defined, and I will go through in the PowerPoint presentation.  So following this little presentation, there will be your comments, and should you want to make comment, there are blue speaker cards and we have a Court Reporter here tonight who will be recording this and memorializing your comments so that they are carefully considered in the drafting of the EIR and the scope of the Environmental Impact Report for this Community Plan.  So please fill one of those out if you care to make comment, either now or later, either way.  And then, as I mentioned, after this, we will have a brief question and answer period for members of the public who may not be as familiar as they would like to be with the plan itself and the other aspects of the plan.  


So there is a brief overview of the proposed project on the Agenda; some of that will also appear in the PowerPoint.  Can most of you see this PowerPoint screen pretty well? 



So this is one of the Town Hall meetings that we had previously and, again, the purpose of this meeting is to solicit your comments and participation in determining the scope of the EIR from pubic and agencies -- I see the Fire Department is here, and there could be other agencies, as well, that are in the period of making comments.  This comment period -- and the concluding slide will show this -- concludes on September 11th at 5:00, and there will be an address for how you can make comments, even after this meeting.  



So here is the agenda that I just sort of ran through very briefly for you.  The Western SoMa Community Plan, it is a very rich environment that we are planning for, it is about 204-acres, it was last re-zoned in 1990, and is part of the Eastern Neighborhood Re-Zoning effort, but, as I will mention, the 204-acres are generally bound by Fourth Street and 13th Street, Mission and Townsend Street, as indicated by the red boundary on that map there.  It is also represented on the boundaries for the existing zoning, proposed zoning, existing high proposed height, transportation improvements, and identified historic resources in the neighborhood.  



The first thing that I would sort of like to do is, this process separates itself from the Eastern Neighborhoods Planning Process conducted by the Planning Department at the sort of legislative process as initiated by Supervisor Chris Daley, and what he established was a Citizens Planning Task Force, and we have members of the Citizens Planning Task Force here, including the Chair and the Vice Chair, Jim Meko is here as the Chair, Toby Levy is the Vice Chair.  Can other members of the Task Force that are in the audience raise your hand so that people can see who you are?  So we do not have a quorum tonight, which is a good things in some ways, but we did advertise it in case we did get a quorum here tonight of the Task Force, but the Task Force has been working to develop guidance for the Planning Department, and recommendations for the Planning Department, the Planning Commission, and the Board of Supervisors on how to re-zone those 204-acres.  We have had -- the plan has been out since almost a year now in draft form, and there has been a comment period on the website, and this blue address down at the bottom is the website for the Western SoMa Community planning process.  


This is pretty much a description of the process or the program that we are looking at here.  The re-zoning that has been proposed through the Citizens Planning Task Force, starting on Townsend Street, proposes a high density office district of 85-feet, that would extend and try to connect the Showplace Square, high tech users, and digital media activities, to those around the ballpark.  Once you start leaving Townsend and going up towards Harrison Street, it has largely been identified as what the Task Force is calling as a Sali, which is a service, arts, light industrial area, it does not allow residential, nor does the Townsend Street Corridor allow residential, except for, as you will see on the maps over there, three newly identified residential enclaves south of Harrison Street.  Once you go north of Harrison, the focus shifts to being a very residential, mixed use neighborhood, which focuses on Folsom Street as the high density transit corridor, with residential and a variety of neighborhood services to service the residential area, which will surround that higher height area on Folsom Street and on Seventh Street.  That connects to a -- what is called an NCT, or Neighborhood Commercial Transit District, which goes all the way down Folsom to Sixth Street, and then runs up Sixth Street, that continuation between Seventh and Sixth, and up Sixth Street as part of the re-zoning for the East SoMa that was part of the Eastern Neighborhoods planning process.  So that is basically what the proposal is, it is to really try to build a mixed use neighborhood, including residential uses, and intensification of the residential activity north of Harrison Street, while keeping south of Harrison largely a light industrial, business service, and office corridor area.  



It began in 2004 with the legislation.  It is scheduled to conclude in 2010.  There are monthly meetings that are ongoing of the Task Force.  Both agendas of the Committees and the full Task Force can be found on that Web address that I had on the screen, and if you missed that, I will be happy to go back and give that to you at any point during this meeting.  



The EIR has a couple of other project components associated with it.  There are four blocks along the southern side of Mission Street that are either currently zoned CM or SLR.  Both the CM and the SLR zoning classifications are basically being phased out, so the idea is to take those 47 parcels and bring them into a conforming zoning classification with the surrounding area, right across the street between Tenth and Eighth Street, I believe it is, that they will go to a C-3 zoning classification, which I believe they were when the original downtown plan was drafted, and then they became something else when the South of Market was re-zoned, similarly between Seventh and Ninth Street or Tenth Street, there are a couple of blocks of old SLR, and since the SLR, the Service Light Industrial Residential Zone, which was put in place in 1990, will be going away, as well, we are going to try and make those what is called MUO, which is a Mixed Use Office District, to make that continuous, and to try and keep the alley sculpting guidelines on the alley behind.  



The other aspect is a single project at Eighth and Harrison, which is the bus yard site, right across the street from Iron Works.  It is near your shop, Mr. S Leathers, it is across the street on Eighth Street from there, and Arch Stone, the project sponsor, has decided to join the analysis for the EIR, so that the project and the environmental impacts associated with that project could also be evaluated in this EIR process.  So that is another component to the project.  



This is a summary of the CEQA process for an EIR.  It begins with a Notice of Preparation, which was published on the 11th of this month.  And that has been handed out over on the table tonight.  And then it goes into a Scoping Meeting which we are at tonight.  That Scoping Meeting and the comments associated with the NOP, as I mentioned before, is going to be open until September 11th at 5:00.  After that, we will finalize the actual scope, the alternatives, and we will go to the beginning of a draft for an EIR.  Once an EIR is drafted and the analysis is done, there will be a 45-day review period.  Before there are hearings at the Planning Commission and the Historic Preservation Commission, there will be a comment and response period on a comment and response document that will be issued, and then there will be a review period on that of 14 days.  There will be a final EIR, which will be published, and there will be a Planning Commission hearing on that.  The hope is that, by the third quarter of 2010, or by the fourth quarter of 2010, we will be able to take to the Planning Commission a redrafted Community Plan, a set of zoning controls, Planning Code Amendments, as well as the EIR for certification, as a package.  There may be numerous components to that package, but that will be one package that will have as yet to be determined public hearings we will actually have on that.  If you followed Eastern Neighborhoods, it was many -- I think too many to count in some cases.  


So what CEQA does is it provides public disclosure of the environmental effects of a proposed project, and it is those three components -- the plan, the project at Eighth and Harrison, and the re-zoning at the south side of Mission Street, and infrastructure improvements.  It allows for public and agency input into the environmental review process.  CEQA does not recommend whether or not a project should be approved or denied, it does not require that a project or plan be denied because of significant environmental effects, and permits overrides of significant effects.  It does not address economic or social concerns that do not have a physical impact on the environment.  If economic or social concerns lead to physical change, they can be addressed.  



An EIR - an EIR is an informational document used to inform decision makers and the public regarding the significant environmental effects, and in the next couple of slides, we are going to start with -- there is one slide that discusses what the categories of environmental effects can be.  It looks at methods of mitigating or, I do not know how to translate mitigating, but if you have an effect, is there something that you can do to lessen, reduce, or eliminate that effect, that environmental effect.  It looks at alternatives that would reduce significant effects of the project, as proposed.  



So the Scoping Meeting that we are at tonight is the forum to raise potential environmental issues that should be examined in the EIR.  If any of you feel that we need to look at something, maybe you know of something through doing excavation in your basement, you have discovered something and you think we need to look at, Indian artifacts, or something like that, that is in a particular area, or something along those lines, please let us know.  CEQA requires the lead agency to hold at least one Scoping Meeting for significant projects.  That is this.  Western SoMa Community Plan Public Scoping Process includes opportunities for participation for members of the public, and public agencies.  So this is what an EIR is.  It is prepared to analyze the proposed community plan in a greater neighborhood context.  There are numerous proposals going on around this -- Trans Bay, a number of other projects -- the Eastern Neighborhoods East SoMa was just re-zoned -- all of those things have environmental impacts associated with them, so we are looking at that, and I believe that is done in what is called a programmatic way?  Is that correct, Lisa?  It is not quantified, entirely, right? 



Ms. Gibson - It is a little more complicated.  This is Lisa Gibson with the Planning Department.  The projects in the vicinity that are already approved will be taken into account in the environmental analysis, as well as those that are proposed or anticipated to be approved in the future.  And we look at those, depending on the category they fit, either as part of the background analysis, changes that are already assumed, or in the cumulative analysis.  So it is a really at the program level for the plan, as well as at the project level for the individual projects in the plan.  



Mr. Lord - And we are going to be evaluating a proposed private development project for significant impacts, as well.  So that is pretty much what the EIR is going to do.  It analyzes the build-out of the Community Plan against a baseline of the current zoning that we have got in place right now.  And the conditions of the context of cumulative changes anticipated in the surrounding area, which Lisa just -- you generally described.  The analysis will take into account changes the Community Plan proposes in light of the existing South of Market zoning and policies, and that is why we have both the existing heights and the existing zoning over there for you to look at and ask questions about, should you want to.  You can ask questions of members of the task force, or me, after we conclude the public comment.  


Some impacts may not be fully mitigated through the Community Plan, there may be certain things that we just cannot eliminate, all significant environmental effects from.  Mitigation measures, however, determined to be necessary will be programmatic and written as policies into the Community Plan, or as implementation measures.  I should mention at this point in time, we had three City agencies also sitting on the Task Force, and Megan Wier, from the Department of Public Health, was on the Task Force for a period of time, so we have had the Department of Public Health and the Transportation Authority as members of this Task Force since the very beginning, and I serve as the Planning Department's representative to that task force.  



Alternatives may include policies, implementation measures, or land uses that are different from the Draft Community Plan.  No project alternative is basically a continuation of the existing conditions.  Alternatives to the Eastern Neighborhoods will be considered.  When Eastern Neighborhoods went through its adoption process, it had an EIR, as well, and it had alternatives associated with it.  We are going to try and look at alternatives in a way similar to the way that Eastern Neighborhoods considered alternatives.  The alternatives must be reasonable and designed to avoid or substantially reduce significant impacts.  That is basically CEQA talking, in terms of what an alternative in the EIR should reflect.  



The Draft EIR, as I mentioned earlier, is going to be circulated for a 45-day review period.  You all get notice about that being issued as a Draft EIR, and you will be allowed to comment, review that and comment, as well as interested agencies will be able to comment on that.  There will be public meetings prior to City Planning and Historic Preservation Commission Hearings to consider comments on the Draft EIR.  



Ms. Gibson - Paul? 



Mr. Lord - Yes. 



Ms. Gibson - Just a point of clarification is that there will be hearings before the Planning Commission and the Historic Preservation Commission, those are the public meetings that will be held during the Draft EIR Public Comment Period.  



Mr. Lord - Comments and responses will list persons, groups, and public agencies that commented on the Draft EIR.  Document comments received from agencies during the public Draft EIR comment periods will be identified, responses to comments regarding the environmental analysis in the Draft EIR will be noted, suggestions revisions to the Draft EIR will be published in an Errata.  



So what are the environmental issues that an EIR addresses?  This was also handed out in this initial study checklist that the Department uses when going through and considering environmental impacts for -- this could be used for an individual project, it could be used for just about anything in terms of considering what would have to be analyzed under the California Environmental Quality Act.  So these are the categories, really, that your comments should be made or addressing tonight in terms of what you feel we need to make sure we cover in the EIR.  So the final slide in this presentation is -- you can provide your testimony tonight at the Scoping Meeting, we also have two suggestion boxes.  Some people are uncomfortable talking at a microphone in front of public, so we have comment boxes, or suggestion boxes, we have two of them back there, one on the sign-in table, and another one next to the grapes.  So if you want to make comments in writing and submit those, those are just as valid as any comment you would make in a microphone.  Should you want to mail comments before the close on September 11th at 5:00, you can mail those comments to Bill Wycko, Environmental Review Officer, at the Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, California 94103.  So I can get this information to you again.  I am going to go back to this slide, hopefully, there.  So these are the categories, really, that your comments tonight should address in terms of the scope of the EIR. 



So with that being said, are there anymore speaker cards out there?  I have got two right now.  Are there more people?  I see some more coming up.  Tim, do you want to go first?  Okay, the first speaker tonight is Tim Colen, T-i-m, C-o-l-e-n, from the San Francisco Housing Action Coalition.  And let me walk a microphone back to you.  


Mr. Colen - Thank you, Paul.  



Mr. Lord - You have three minutes, by the way. 



Mr. Colen - The San Francisco Housing Action Coalition has been grappling with this for a while and have been watching it as the task force worked on it and came up with its plan.  And at the outset, I should mention that there is a lot of really good work in the plan that deserves a lot of credit, that -- for their hard work.  We have looked at it and our objective is balancing the needs at a local level of great livable neighborhoods, with our global environmental challenges, and how to bring more housing, and in particular, the defining challenge of San Francisco right now is bringing people in closer proximity to jobs.  So in looking at that, I would just like to say that we support the idea of Residential Enclave Districts, the RED districts.  We think that that is a great idea and preserves a lot of the character that the task force proposed.  We also like the idea of land banking south of Harrison, the SALI zoning, Service And Light Industrial, we think that is a good idea for the future.  In particular, we had great concerns about elements in the plan that were so-called Boom-Proof zoning, and some of it might have been jettisoned -- we are not sure how much, but some of it evolved into a Community Stabilization Plan, and our concern around that is that it likely limits the use of the land, and to providing more vibrant uses, in particular, this area is relatively low residential density, comparable to -- if my facts are right -- something like Glen Park or Diamond Heights.  We would like to see more housing, but more livable neighborhoods, and we are concerned about aspects of the Community Plan that might limit this.  So, given that the RED Districts and the Land Banking took a great deal of the West SoMa off the table, what we would like, in particular, is to see that the areas that are remaining in the plan be allowed to have robust alternatives considered in the EIR.  And that is my interest in being here.  Quickly, I would say that we have a concern about historic preservation, that that might put a lot of what might be very valuable sites under glass, and nothing can happen to them.  That is an evolving question.  That maybe is beyond the scope of this conversation here.  And in particular, the Fourth Street Corridor is going to be a major major focus of attention if and when the Central Subway comes to be, and we think that that is a terribly important location to consider more height and density, in particular housing and jobs there.  So we urge that this EIR contain a robust alternative that is going to maximize the potential of bringing people and jobs in closer proximity.  Thank you. 


Mr. Lord - The next speaker is Douglas Pace.  



Mr. Pace - My name is Doug Pace.  I am with a neighborhood group called Concerned Citizens Western SoMa.  I have lived here for, I guess, around 10 years now.  And the people that I have spoken with, throughout the time that I have lived here, one of the greatest concerns is there are just not enough people here.  I mean, it is a good little area, we have got good stuff, but if you go out at night, it is like, I do not know, "The Night of the Living Dead," or something.  There is no one here and you cannot have businesses survive if there are not enough people here that can actually go to these businesses, and frequent them, and you cannot have a neighborhood, which is the goal of this thing.  And I do like the plan.  As Tim said, there are a lot of good things in the plan, but I feel like, with the restrictions that are there, especially those that are greater than those in plans of the surrounding area, which would be that covered by the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan, it kind of clamps down the potential for a lot of the development that is actually promised in here.  When I complain about it, people will say, "Well, there is -- in the plan, it's described that this much housing will be here," or "this many new businesses."  Well, that does not happen without funding.  And when you have a greater percentage of affordable housing, you do not have the chance to fund it with market rate housing.  I get the point, Tim.  So, yeah, I get a little redundant, but the point is, I feel like these things are great, but they need to be funded by something, and they will not happen without that.  That is pretty much it.  Thank you very much. 



Mr. Lord - Arthur Reis.  Did I get the name right?


Mr. Reis - Yeah, that is right.  So I am a resident and I work here in the West SoMa Neighborhood, and I am also a Block Captain of a Neighborhood Watch in the neighborhood.  And specifically I have one question for the Planning Commission, and that is whether the public can be involved in helping to draft alternatives that will be assessed in the EIR and to the Draft Plan.  So I think there are several people in the neighborhood that I know, that would like to be involved in maybe formulating an alternative and being involved in drafting some type of alternative to the Draft Plan as it is currently indicated here.  And, well, that is what I want, I want an actual opportunity to be involved in making sure that the No Project Alternative and any other alternatives that are assessed in the EIR are, you know, have some kind of public involvement because I feel that some of the draft plan has been made -- it has been defined without a lot of interaction from people in the neighborhood, and I feel like this would be a good opportunity to involve people a bit more in looking at other options, rather than just the Draft Plans as presented here.  Those are my comments, so….


Mr. Lord - David Sternberg.  



Mr. Sternberg - I have a question and then maybe a comment, and I do not know if this is the appropriate venue.  But the Yellow Historic Resources, are they basically all buildings that are 50 years old and more, period?  Do you know?  



Mr. Lord - Page & Turnbull was hired by the Planning Department to look at a survey of historic resources in all of these three neighborhoods.  These are the resources that they identified in the context of a proposed historic district that they have submitted in draft form to the Planning Department.  



Mr. Sternberg - Well, I just have major major concerns with that because, just looking at that, that roughly is 40 percent of all buildable area is now historic, you know, what does that mean?  Does that mean we cannot touch those buildings?  Does that mean, in order to tear one down, you know, I just think that is a big problem with trying to create a new neighborhood.  And that is really all I have to say.  Thanks. 



Mr. Lord - I have one more card.  Has anybody -- I am going to hand the microphone to Jim Meko.  And if anybody else has a card, would you please hold your hand up so I can come and get it from you?  



Mr. Meko - Okay, thank you. Sorry, you have to listen to my voice.  I have been through some surgery, I know I sound awful, but let me try to get through a couple minutes to explain that this environmental review process, the alternatives that are being mentioned, clearly have to be alternatives that would do a better job of mediating the environmental impacts that the EIR is supposed to study.  So the notion that we should have a much more robust growth alternative really kind of runs counter to mitigating the impacts of such a study.  But let me give you a little background on this.  We moved Western South of Market from the Eastern Neighborhoods process back in 2004, and by "we," I hate to use that term unless I can really back it up, by "we," I mean a large coalition of stakeholders from this neighborhood, people who have lived here a long time, people who have just moved in, families, loft owners, small business owners, members of the arts and entertainment community, we pulled together as many people as possible because the difference between the Eastern Neighborhoods process and Western SoMa was Eastern Neighborhoods primarily is largely non-residential, it was not re-zoned since the mid-20th Century, it was largely industrial land.  South of Market, on the other hand, went through a rather robust re-zoning process in the '80s, which culminated in the kind of groundbreaking South of Market Plan in 1990, introduced -- it was the first real attempt to do good mixed use zoning here in San Francisco.  It had its flaws.  A lot of the aspects of mixed use zoning did not work out well.  So what we argued with the Planning Department, and the Commission, and the Board of Supervisors, was we would like to take a fresh look at the South of Market Plan and make it better.  So after four years of, I hope, intense consultation with the community, we have had a task force with as many as 26 members representing a whole range of opinion of the community.  I think we have come up with a plan which supports moderate growth, which has a sound economic model to it, which has probably 25 percent devoted to transportation issues, and the reason the plan itself is the reason for this EIR.  So unlike Eastern Neighborhoods, where you had Options A, B, and C, we do not have that, we have no alternatives, no growth, or we have the Community Plan, which has been produced by a four-year process involving as many of you as possible, and we hope to keep this EIR just as open of a process so that, when we do get to the hearings before the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors, you feel like you have had a chance to be heard.  Thank you. 



Mr. Lord - Sharon Slater. 



Ms. Slater - I am Sharon Slater.  I am with PMI Management and I represent the owner of 410 Townsend.  It is located between Fifth and Sixth Streets on Townsend.  And I am responsible for getting tenants for the building, and one of the issues that I face every day is when they come to the building and the cars along Townsend pull right into the building like it is a drive through.  You know, we walk out of our front door and there is a car there that you have to dodge, and then when people come out at night and want to get transportation or go to their cars, this street needs improvement, lighting needs to be enhanced.  We would love to have some sidewalks, that in addition to public transportation, because a lot of our tenants want to take public transportation, but it is a little bit difficult for them to get to BART.  We try to make it as easy as we can and promote public transportation, but some of the transportation enhancements that are proposed in this plan would be very beneficial to the neighborhood.  And we are bringing in tenants that the City really, I think, would like to have and would create a lot of new jobs, so I think it is beneficial for everyone.  Thank you. 


Mr. Lord - Anybody else care to speak and discuss their feelings, concerns, thoughts as it relates to potential environmental issues that are going to be addressed in the EIR?  Could you give your name, please?



Mr. Stephenson - Good evening, everyone.  I am Assistant Chief Chris Stephenson, obviously with the San Francisco Fire Department.  I am the Division Commander.  I will give you a little background.  I am in charge of everything down Market Street going all the way wherever it goes to the County lines, this side of the City is mine.  I am actually the Division Commander, like I am on duty today, I am actually in charge of the whole City, but I just take care of this half.  And I know it was kind of like raised eyebrows when I got here this evening, "Why did the Fire Department come?"  Because, as you know, the Planning Commission always will be taking care of by the Department in the permit process.  One of the reasons I am here, and I am giving my background, I worked on the TransBay EIR, you know, the Fire Department's portion of that.  And we were at a meeting, I was talking to the Deputy Chief, and our thought was to come early because, again, we read the impact, we know that everything is going to be taken care of, but basically what we wanted to do is kind of like be proactive, and one of the things, you know, the traffic calming measures, that always kind of rankles us.  We just want to make sure, whatever the traffic calming measures are, they will not impede us being able to get into the buildings, or whatever.  You know, I have looked at the plan.  But it is really important, we thought, just to talk to you about that now.  Whatever the decisions are made, just, I know we will be able to see it, but just think about those things in terms of us getting ingress, you know, to the areas of the plan in the various areas, especially with the taller buildings that you have in the proposed plan.  We think that is really important.  



One of the other things, too, that we are doing as a Department, because I am part of Field Operations, you know, although I was a Fire Marshal a few years back, so I am familiar with the kinds of things that go on, but one of the things that we thought would be really important, you know, to impress upon you all in this -- while you are still putting everything together, before the final final, and all the meetings, is that it is really important, you know, but I heard the gentleman say that you are going to have a net zero growth?  Oh, I did not think I heard that.  One of the things that would really help us in the field, and I will talk to one of your assistants, is if you can tell us what the density will be, you know, the baseline density before you build, and the density after, because, you know, in the section that you talked about police and fire services, you know, right now, the fire department is fixing to build some new fire houses -- that is a secret, so none of you know that -- but it is really important that we kind of know that because, obviously, we knew this area would be built up, and an aside, when I started my career 31 years ago, I started South of Market, and I remember what this place used to look like, and what it looks like now, you can just see over the years the transition and how it has changed.  And looking at your plan, I wish you all the best on that.  But it is really important, getting back to what I was saying, is that if we can just get the information, you know, the difference between the baseline and what is projected, and the reason for that is because, as you know, we budget for what we need and one of the things -- that is why I say we are here to be proactive, because if we have to wait until the last minute and the thing goes through, a lot of times we, well, to be honest with you, you know, we have to hold the bag, and we want to have the proper EMS, you know, responses.  We want the proper fire responses.  And, you know, it is really important that we know ahead of time because it could help us in our decision making.  And basically, that is all I wanted to do.  Thank you for allowing me to speak.  



Mr. Lord - We have done those projections and I would be happy to help you get those.  Does anybody else have a comment as it relates to environmental issues that we need to make sure we cover?  I mean, that one obviously was transportation circulation, which is an important one as it relates to public safety.  But do any of these other issues that are in front of you prompt you to want to make a comment?  Can I just close this now?  



So if there is no further public comment, that does not mean that your opportunity to comment is over, you can still comment until September 11th, you can comment tonight in the suggestion boxes, you can send your comments to Bill Wycko at that address, he is basically my boss on this process and the Environmental Review Officer.  



Before -- I know that this is not a question and answer period, and we do have the program for elements of the plan on some of the elements on the board -- I have about, I do not know, five or six copies of the plan.  This is both the plan and what we call our Strategic Analysis Memos.  I only brought copies of the Plan tonight, they are $10.00 if anybody wants to pick up a hard copy of that.  I will -- I did not bring a receipt book, but if you have a check, you can make it out to the San Francisco Planning Department and I will be happy to give you a copy of the plan tonight.  I just wanted to, before we get into a general question and answer period, comment on a couple of things.  You heard a couple of the speakers talk about a more robust alternative, and you also heard Jim Meko talk about Alternatives A, B, and C that were a part of the Eastern Neighborhoods EIR.  But we started off with that idea, too, thinking that we would have the no impact alternative, or not the no impact alternative, the existing conditions that are in place right now would allow growth, the proposed plan allows even more growth, what we found out when we ran the projections that the Fire Chief had asked for was that the alternative that was analyzed in the EIR as the high growth option in terms of housing, because it was sort of measuring housing against light industrial space, we actually found out that the proposed plan that the task force has come up with had more growth associated with it than the high end of the high growth alternative that was analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods EIR.  At one point in this process at the staff level, we thought, well, we will just use the high growth alternative that was proposed because, at that point, when Options A, B, and C were identified back in the early part of the 21st Century, Western SoMa was still a part of that, and it was included in Options A, B, and C.  A was more light industrial, B was sort of a middle ground, and C was more housing.  But we found that, in the analysis in the projections, that Option C that was proposed for this area in the early part of the 21st Century, actually had less growth associated with it than the proposed plan has.  So we did not have a high growth alternative.  Some speakers asked, can there be a public process for developing those alternatives, or how do those alternatives get developed.  Typically speaking, those higher growth alternatives are not so much associated with what is required by CEQA, but they are what is required -- or not required, but what gives the politicians -- the Planning Commissioners who were appointed, and the Board of Supervisors, who are elected, who eventually have to hear this -- it gives them the option through public comment on the plan to look at a higher growth alternative, but that is a political situation, it is not a CEQA situation.  I do not know that there is a public process that will allow those alternatives to be developed, we have received a letter from Tim Colen's organization, which talks about what they would like to see.  The Concerned Citizens of Western SoMa have made some comments on policies in the plan, but they have not really formulated a clear alternative, but I think that, should the Department hear from Planning Commissioners, members of the Board of Supervisors, that they would like to see a greater growth alternative, and they direct us to do so, I believe that it is within our CEQA process an opportunity to analyze that.  But as Jim Meko pointed out, it certainly will not be the alternative that reduces impacts.  It will be impact inducing, invariably, to have more growth.  So the public comment period is closed. If we want to stick around, eat more grapes, and have a general question and answer period, or if you want to talk with members of the task force about what has gone into the formulation of this plan, they are here, some of them, but I saw the Vice Chair of the Task Force, Toby Levy, had her hand up, so I am going to give her the mic. 


Ms. Levy - Actually, I should have asked this before.  I think the point that everybody needs to understand about the historic survey is a good one because, do you know whether you analyze what the historic survey does to the potential growth that we are assuming?  Is that part of the EIR? 



Mr. Lord - We actually had a meeting earlier today with the Director and, yes, that work is being analyzed and it is being done not just for Western SoMa and the buildings identified in that map, but it is being done for all of the Eastern Neighborhoods.  



Ms. Levy - And will the result of that study -- is that going to be -- would that be incorporated like -- I assume they will have more strict definitions about potential growth based on keeping the existing buildings.  I mean, will that result in policies that could then be studied in the EIR?  Or is it just going to be, you know, preserve and do it correctly, or not?  You know, like demo it or preserve it and add on in a more limited fashion?  



Mr. Lord - It is unclear as to how that is going to play itself out in terms of the consideration of those resources.  It is my understanding that the CEQA process looks at any building 50 years or older as a possible or potential resource.  Because so much survey work has been done, any building, whether it has been identified in this survey, or is in any part of San Francisco, that is 50 years or older, that somebody proposes doing something to, has got to be looked at in the CEQA process as the possible loss of a potential historical resource.  So that happens independent of this, it happens in North Beach, it happens in the outer Richmond, it happens throughout.  The whole reason that this survey was done is because we were keenly aware, going through the Eastern Neighborhoods process, and it really started with Market and Octavia and the plan that was done for that area, that there were numerous historic resources and the plans were not explicitly addressing that as much as members of the public and members of the preservation community wanted to see them addressed.  So the Department entered into a contract with Page & Turnbull to do a much more extensive survey for the Eastern Neighborhoods area.  And that map over there is just one of the areas.  I believe that there are some survey maps that have been produced for the Mission, for Showplace Square, and for perhaps Dog Patch and the Central Waterfront, as well.  Okay, I remind you that the Western SoMa Citizens Planning Task Force continues to meet monthly at its regular full Task Force Meetings, which are the fourth Wednesday of every month.  The Complete Neighborhood Fabric Committee meets the second Thursday of every month, and the Business and Land Use Committee meets the third Thursday of every month, and those meetings are held in Room 421 of City Hall at 6:00.  Two Thursdays and one Wednesday, they are open to the public.  If you come to Committee Meetings, the votes of public members in attendance are also taken and transmitted to the full Task Force before full Task Force actions are taken.  So it is a public process every time a meeting is called to order.  So with that being said, thank you for coming and we look forward to seeing you again at the next step in the process.  
(Adjourned at 7:05 P.M.)
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