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June 28, 2012

NOTE TO FILE

CASE NO. 2011.1359R
$160 Million General Obligation
Bond for Park Renovation

On April 26, 2012, the Planning Department completed a General Plan Referral on the Recreation
and Park Department’s portion of the City’s proposed $195,000,000 General Obligation Bond
(hereinafter "Bond") to fund improvements to Recreation and Park Department properties. The

* Bond would provide funds for two programs: a Project Specific Program that would fund
renovation of specific parks, and a Citywide Funding Program, that could be used to renovate
park features throughout the City, for which individual projects have not been identified.

General Plan Referral Case 2011.1359R considered a number of Citywide programs. One of those
considered was the Landscape Restoration, Pathway and Trail Improvements Program, which
would improve trails, pathways and landscapes in the City’s park system. Another was the Larger
Parks Program, which would provide funding for projectsat the City’s larger parks, specifying
both McLaren and Golden Gate Park, stating that these parks may have spedific funding
identified or combined with other parks. These financing programs were not considered projects
for the purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and no environmental
review was required.

After the Referral was completed, the General Obligation Bond was amended at the Board of
Supervisors, revising the Landscape Restoration, Pathway and Trail Improvements Program to .
specifically fund trails in McLaren and Golden Gate Parks. Both of those parks were already
identified fo receive funding via the Citywide programs. Casé No.2011.1359R found that fu.ndjng
allocated to trails via the Landscape Restoration, Pathway and Trail Improvements Prog'ram, as
well as spea_ﬁc funding for McLaren and Golden Gate Parks, was consistent with the General
Plan. The change adopted at the Board of Supervisors does not change that consistency. This
change also does not affect the status of the programs for the purposes of CEQA.
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ThlS Note to the File clarifies that that the Bond proposal as amended, specifying fu_ndmg for trails

in McLaren and Golden Gate Parks, continues to be consistent with the General Plan.

cc Karen Mauney-Brodek, SERPD
Sarah B. Jones, Planning Department
Marlena Byrne, City Attorney
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

General Plan Referral

Date: _ June 20, 2012

- Case 2012.0754R - . :

2012 General Obligation Bond for Neighborhood and
Waterfront Parks - $35 million portion for Waterfront Parks,
Plazas and Open Space on Land under Port Commission
Jurisdiction

Block/Lot No.: © Bond would fund improvements to various Piers and
Property under the jurisdiction of the Port Commission
(No specific parcels)

Project Sponsor: ~ Diane Oshima
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, The Embarcadero
San Francisco, CA 94111

Staff Contact: Stephen Shotland - (415) 558-6308
- stephen.shotland@sfgov.org

Recommendation:  Finding the proposed General Obligation Bond, on
balance, is in conformity with the General Plan

Recommended

By:

1650 Mission St.

- Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax: .
415.558.6409

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377

PROJECT DESCRIPTION. -

The Port of San Francisco and the Recreation and Parks Department, working with the City’s
Capital Planning Committee propose placing a General Obligation Bond measure on the
November 2012 ballot for $195 million for Neighborhood and Waterfront Parks. Of that
amount, $35 million is proposed to fund creation-and improvement of Waterfront Parks, Plazas
and other Waterfront Open Space property under Port Commission jurisdiction. = In Case No.
2011.1359ER, the Planning Department reviewed a $160 million portion of the $195 million

www.sfplanning.org
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GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL CASE NO. 2012.0754R
2012 GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND FOR NEIGHBORHOOD AND

' WATERFRONT PARKS - $35 MILLION FOR WATERFRONT PARKS,

PLAZAS AND OPEN SPACE ON PROPERTY UNDER THE

JURISDICTION OF THE PORT OF SAN FRANSISCO

General Obligation Bond that would be used to fund park improvéments on property under
the jurisdiction of the Recreation and Parks Department.

Pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 2A.52, the Port of San Francisco

submitted a General Plan Referral application to the Planning Department on June 14, as

revised on June 18, 2012, for review of the $35 million portion of the 2012 Neighborhood and

Waterfront Parks General Obligation Bond (G.O.Bond) that would be used to fund open space

improvements on property under the jurisdiction of the Port of San Francisco. '
. i

The remainder of this General Plan Referral focuses on the $35 million portion of the proposed
ballot initiative that would fund the creation and improvement of waterfront public parks and
public open space on land under the jurisdiction of the Port Commission.

The Port has identified some potential candidate sites. Potential Port sites proposed would be
based upon their ability to deliver the maximum public benefit including: 1) creating new open
spaces in areas where the needs for new open spaces are greatest; 2) opening up new areas of
the waterfront for the public to enjoy; where it is currently restricted 3) creating mulfi-
functional open spaces for a variety of recreation types; 4) closing gaps in the Bay Trail and
Blue Greenway; and 5) improving environmental shoreline conditions and life safety
conditions. Potential candidate improvement project sites may include:

Pier 43 Plaza, adjacent to the Bay Trail, from Powell to Mason Streets

Northeast Wharf Plaza, located at Pier 27 .

Pier 27 Public Spaces, located at the northern tip of Pier 27

Agua Vista Park, east of Terry Francois Blvd., and Central Basin Pier 70 Parks/ Open Spaces
Warm Water Cove, along the eastern terminus of 24t Street extending to 25t% Street
terminus :

e Islais Creek Improvements, northern shore of Islais Creek east of the Third Street Bridge

If the G.O. Bond is approved by Francisco voters, Port Commission and staff would conduct
public hearings to consider the candidate improvement projects to determine which would
receive the G.O. Bond funding. At this time, the Port has requested environmental review and
a General Plan Referral on the programmatic strategy for the waterfront public open space
element of the proposed 2012 GO Bond measure. If the G.O. Bond measure is approved, the
specific waterfront open space sites, designs and improvements would undergo project-specific
CEQA environmental review. The Port will also submit General Plan referral application or
applications to the Planning Department for projects that are subject to a General Plan referral,
pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code §2A.53 and Charter §4.105, when specific
improvement plans are prepared.

SAN FRANGISCD » ‘ )
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GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL CASE NO. 2012.0754R
o 2012 GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND FOR NEIGHBORHOOD AND
WATERFRONT PARKS - $35 MILLION FOR WATERFRONT PARKS,

PLAZAS AND OPEN SPACE ON PROPERTY UNDER THE

JURISDICTION OF THE PORT OF SAN FRANSISCO

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

On 6/19/2012, the Environmental Review section of the Planning Department determined that
the $35 million in funding for Waterfront parks under the jurisdiction of the Port Commission
included as part of the 2012 Neighborhood and Waterfront General Obligation Bond for
Neighborhood and Waterfront Parks is not a project, per CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(4).
If the General Obligation Bond is approved by San Francisco voters, individual open space
 improvement projects that receive Bond funding Would require may require separate’
Environmental Review.

GENERAL PLAN COMPLIANCE AND BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION

Based on a review of the application, the Planning Department finds that the proposed GO

'Bond for renovating existing and establishing new Waterfront Parks, Plazas and public open
spaces would be consistent with the Priority Policies of Planning Code Section 101.1(b) and
would be, on balance, in conformity with the with the following Objectives and Policies of the
General Plan, as described below.

Note:
General Plan Objectives are shown in BOLD UPPER CASE font; Policies are in Bold font;
staff comments are in italic font.

RECREATON AND OPEN SPACE ELEMENT

'OBJECTIVE 2
DEVELOP AND MAINTAIN A DIVERSIEIED AND BALANCED CITYWIDE SYSTEM OF
HIGH QUALITY PUBLIC OPEN SPACE.

POLICY 2.1
Provide an adequate total quantity and equitable distribution of pubhc open spaces
- throughout the City. :

POLICY 2.2
- Preserve existing public open space.

POLICY .2.7
Acquire additional open space for public use.

SAN FRANCISCO ' 3
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GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL CASE NO. 2012.0754R
2012 GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND FOR NEIGHBORHOOD AND

WATERFRONT PARKS - $35 MILLION FOR WATERFRONT PARKGS,

~ PLAZAS AND OPEN SPACE ON PROPERTY UNDER THE

JURISDICTION OF THE PORT OF SAN FRANSISCO

Comment: The proposed G.O. Bond, if approved by San Francisco voters, would provide $35 million that |
could be used to fund renovation of existing and provision of additional publicly accessible open spaces
on Port property.

POLICY 3.2
Maintain and improve the quality of existing shoreline open space.

Most of San Francisco's shoreline open spaces are located on the headlands and on the western
and northern shorelines. For the most part they are now incorporated as part of the Golden
Gate National Recreation Area, and administrated by the National Park Service which has
made them much more -accessible to the?ub]ic. However, the National Park Service must be
~ adequately funded to assure they are adequately maintained and policed.

Existing open spaces on the northeastern waterfront should be improved to promote increased
public use. Simple public improvements such as effective signs, well marked trails, safety
features, landscaping and general cleanup are needed to promote greater use of these and
other shoreline areas.

The beaches and tidal flats in the Warm Water Cove, Agua Vista and Mission Rock areas have
been dumping grounds for tires, auto parts, concrete slabs, and other debris that limits public
use and enjoyment. In addition, severe winter storms have eroded sections of the shoreline.
While periodic shoreline clean-up efforts and shoreline stabilization at Warm Water Cove have
occurred, regular maintenance should be improved and should include repair and stabilization
of any future erosion along these shoreline areas.

Several city agencies, as well as the State and Federal government, provide public open space
along the shoreline. Additional coordination and cooperation between agencies could result in
more consistent maintenance and result in increased public use and enjoyment. Plans for
improvements and renovation should also be coordinated by the affected agencies.

POLICY 3.4 | | |
Create a visually and physically accessible urban waterfront along the Embarcadero corridor
between Fisherman's Wharf and China Basin.

POLICY 3.5
. Provide new public open spaces along the shoreline.

The City cannot meet all its shoreline recreation potential simply by improving existing public
open spaces and by applying the guidelines governing new development. Certainly, shoreline
access in private developments and places to fish or view port operations will help realize the
shoreline's recreation potential. But some new larger public open spaces are also needed.

SAN FRANGISCO 4
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GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL CASE NO. 2012.0754R
2012 GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND FOR NEIGHBORHOOD AND
WATERFRONT PARKS - $35 MILLION FOR WATERFRONT PARKS,
PLAZAS AND OPEN SPACE ON PROPERTY UNDER THE
JURISDICTION OF THE PORT OF SAN FRANSISCO

' Development of planned shoreline open space on the northeastern and eastern edge of the City
should continue to be given high priority, particularly south of China Basin, which is the area
most deficient in shoreline open space. It also has the most potential for meeting the recreation
needs of neighborhoods in the eastern half of the City.

Central Basin—Agua Vista Park

Maintain and expand Agua Vista park. Allow some fill, using materials such as beach sand, if
necessary for public recreation. Plant and maintain landscape materials suitable for the
waterfront setting. Provide additional informational signing, and seating areas, to encourage
additional use. :

Asvopportumtles atise, expand the area into a major public waterfront park, providing large
waterside areas for beach, park and picnic facilities with continuous, safe public access.

In the event it is determined that this area is needed for Port maritime expansmn provide
comparable open space elsewhere on the eastern shoreline.

Warm Water Cove

Improve the park site and cove shoreline along the Bay at the end of 24th Street with shoreline
fishing as the primary recreation use. Any fill placed at or adjacent to the cove should retain
and enhance the natural and man-made factors that make the cove desirable for fishing. These
factors include maximum open water and circulation into and out of the cove to prevent
stagnation. Create a more interesting park landscape by regrading the site to maximize Bay
views, and improve the soil as required to permit more vigorous vegetation growth and install
marine tolerant plant species.

As opportunities arise, improve the waterfront picnic area west of Maryland Street. Continue
to provide public access to the cove from Twenty Fourth Street and improve visibility of the
 park from the street. Provide a consistent level of maintenance for landscaped and developed
areas. As opportunities arise, extend the park to the north bank of the channel along the

~_shoreline in tront of the I'G & E facility- When and if that facitity is deactivated, give priority to
expanding the public open space along the shoreline. -

Islais Creek

Continue to provide well defined public access to the banks of Islais Creek at the Third Street
bridge. Contingent upon development of a train trestle along the channel, construct a broad .
public access boardwalk along Islais Creek that provides areas for fishing and public
enjoyment. Maintain and enhance view corridors along Islais Creek to the Bay.

SAN FRANGISCO -5
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GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL CASE NO. 2012. 0754R
2012 GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND FOR NEIGHBORHOOD AND

WATERFRONT PARKS - $35 MILLION FOR WATERFRONT PARKS,
PLAZAS AND OPEN SPACE ON PROPERTY UNDER THE
' JURISDICTION OF THE PORT OF SAN FRANSISCO

ENVIRONMENTAL i’ROTECTION ELEMENT

POLICY 7.1

* Preserve and add to public open space in accordance with the objectives and policies of the
Recreation and Open Space Element. '

NORTHEASTERN WATERFRONT AREA PLAN

POLICY 10.14
Design open spaces to maximize sun exposure, wind protectlon, noise buffermg, and fo

create a sense of security.

" OBJECTIVE 15
TO PROVIDE MAXIMUM OPPORTUNITIES FOR ENJOYING THE BAY AND ITS
RELATED ACTIVITIES BY ENHANCING AND INCREASING PUBLIC OPEN SPACE
AND ACCESS AREAS WHICH SAFELY AND COMFORTABLY ACCOMMODATE THE
MOVEMENT OF PEDESTRIANS. '

POLICY 15.1

Dpveiop generally continuous public pedestrian access to the water's edge, excepting areas
where such access would interfere with maritime activities. In those areas, provide that
public viewing and access which will not substantially interfere with these activities.

POLICY 18.7
Encourage the provision of landscaping and pubhdy accessible open space in new
development in the Base of Telegraph Hill area.

CEN TRAL WATERFRONT AREA PLAN

OBJECTIVE 5.4
THE OPEN SPACE SYSTEM SHOULD BOTH BEAUTIFY THE NEIGHBORHOOD AND

STRENGTHEN THE ENVIRONMENT.

"OBJECTIVE 5.5
ENSURE THAT EXISTING OPEN SPACE, RECREATION AND PARK FACILITIES ARE

WELL MAINTAINED.

Comment: If the G.O. Bond is approved, it would provide funding to improve open space opportunities
in the Central Watérfront, if potential candidate sites in the Central Waterfront are designated for
further consideration and improvements (Agua Vista Park, Warm Water Cove, Pier 70, Islais Creek,
etc.).

SAN FRANGISCO . . . 6
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GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL CASE NO. 2012.0754R
2012 GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND FOR NEIGHBORHOOD AND

WATERFRONT PARKS - $35 MILLION FOR WATERFRONT PARKS,

'PLAZAS AND OPEN SPACE ON PROPERTY UNDER THE

JURISDICTION OF THE PORT OF SAN FRANSISCO

REQUIRED GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL SUBMITTALS FOR SPECIFIC PROJECTS

In the future, if the G.O. Bond is approved by the voters, individual Waterfront Park projects
that include the following elements should be referred to the Planning Department for General |
Plan conformity determination, pursuant to Section 4.105 of the Charter and Sections and 2A.53
of the Administrative Code:

Demolition of buildings / structures

Construction of new buildings / structures

Additions to existing structures (enlargement)

Relocation of structures and/or facilities

Changes to land use, roads or park infrastructure

Street vacations, widening, shortening, etc.

Slgmﬁcant changes to park landscapes or land use w1’rhm a park or public open space

I\ Citywide\ General Plan\General Plan Referr.als\2012\2012.0754R General Obligation Bond - Waterfront Parks Plazas and Open
Space.doc

SAN FRANGISGD 7
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GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL CASE NO. 2012.0754R
' 2012 GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND FOR NEIGHBORHOOD AND
WATERFRONT PARKS - $35 MILLION FOR WATERFRONT PARKS,

PLAZAS AND OPEN SPACE ON PROPERTY UNDER THE

JURISDICTION OF THE PORT OF SAN FRANSISCO

PROPOSITION M FINDINGS - PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.1

Planning Code Section 101.1 establishes Bight Priority Policies and requires review of
discretionary approvals and permits for consistency with said policies. The Project, $35 million
of the $195 million 2012 Neighborhood and Waterfront Park General Obligation Bond,

proposed to be placed on the November 2010 ballot, is found to be consistent with the Eight
Priority Policies as set forth in Plam'ung Code Section 101.1 for the following reasons:

Eight Priority Policies Findings ' ‘
The subject project is found to be consistent with the Elght Prlonty Pohc1es of Planning

Code Section 101.1 in that:

The proposed project is found to be consistent Wlth the eight priority policies of Planning Code
Section 101.1 in that: ' -

1. That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses enhanced.

The Generdl Oblzgatzon Bond would have no adverse effect on neighborhood serving retail uses or
_opportunities for employment in or ewnership of such businesses.

2. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in order to
preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhood.

_ The General Obligation Bond would have no adverse effect on the City’s housing stock or on
neighborhood character. If approved, the G.O. Bond would provide funding that to improve
neighborhood parks under the jurisdiction of the Recreation and Park Department, as well as
waterfront parks and open spaces under the jurisdiction of the Port of San Francisco. The Bond
would help to improve neighborhood character in those neighborhoods in which park and open
space improvements are iniplemented. ' '

3. That the City’s supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced.
The General Obligation Bond would have no adverse effect on the City’s supply of affordable
housing.

4. That commuter traffic not Impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parking.

The General Obligation Bond would not result in commuter traffic impeding MUNI's transit
service, overburdening the streets or altering current neighborhood parking.

SAN FRANGISCO : ' ’ 8
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- GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL CASE NO. 2012.0754R .
: 2012 GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND FOR NEIGHBORHOOD AND
WATERFRONT PARKS - $35 MILLION FOR WATERFRONT PARKS,
PLAZAS AND OPEN SPACE ON PROPERTY UNDER THE
JURISDICTION OF THE PORT OF SAN FRANSISCO

5. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service
sectors from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future
opportunities for residential employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced.

The General Obligation Bond would not negatively affect the existing economic base in this area.
Any improvements to Waterfront open space under the jurisdiction of the Port of San Francisco
would protect the existing industrial | maritime sector from displacement.

6. That the City achieve the greatest possible prepared.ness to protect against injury and loss
" oflife in an earthquake.

The _Gene.z;al Obligation Bond would not .adversely affect achieving the greatest possible
preparedness against injury and loss of life in an earthquake.

7. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.

This General Obligation Bond, if approved, would establish a financing mechanism to fund
improvements to, Neighborhood and Waterfront parks and publicly accessible open space. Any
specific improvements would be subject to separate. Environmental Review and General Plan
Referrals, and may be subject to other authorization and approval.

8. That our parks and open space and their access to sunhght and vistas be protected from
development.

The General Obligﬁtion Bond would have no adverse effect on parks and open space or their access
to sunlight and vistas. If approved, the Bond would provide fundmg for improvements to
neighborhood and wuterfront parks and open space.

RECOMMENDATION: Finding the $35 million portioz of General Obligation -

Bond for Waterfront Parks, on balance, in-conformity with the General Plan

If the G.O. Bond is approved by the voters, the Port will determine which candidate sites
would receive funding. Individual Waterfront Park improvement projects would be subject
to Environmental Review. Similarly, the Port should submit the proposed projects to the
Plannirig Department for General Plan consistency determination, pursuant to Section 4.105
of the Charter and Sechons and 2A.53 of the Administrative Code.

SAN FRANGISGO N : 9
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Capltal Planning Comrﬁ?ﬁ'i/tee; -

May 8, 2012
To: Supervisor David Chiu, Board President ' Ei W%/‘
From:  Naomi Kelly, City Administrator and Capital Planning Co tfee Chair

Copy: Members of the Board of Supervisors
: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
Cap1ta1 Planning Committee

Regarding ‘Recommendation of the 2012 San Francisco Safe & Clean Ne1ghborhood Parks
General Obligation (G.O.) Bond .

In accordance with Section 3.21 of the Administrative Code, on May 5, 2012, the Capital
Planning Committee (CPC) reviewed the following action items. The CPC‘
recommendations are set forth below.

1. Board File Numbers TBD: (1) Resolution of Public Interest and Necessity
establishing the need for and (2) Ordinance
_submitting for voter consideration the San
Francisco Clean & Safe Neighborhood Parks G.O.

Bond ($195,000,000).
Reécommendation: Support adoption of the Resolution of Public Interest
and Necessity and Ordinance.
Comments: The CPC recommends approval of this item by a vote
' of 10—0.

Committee-members-or representatives m-faver
" include Naomi Kelly, City Administrator; Phil

Ginsburg, Recreation and Parks Department; Elaine

_ Forbes, SF Port; Ed Reiskin, SFMTA; John Martin,
San Francisco International Airport; Ben Rosenfield,
Controller’s Office; Mohammed Nuru, Department of
Public Works, Judson True, Board President’s Office;
Kate Howard, Mayor’s Budget Office; and Alicia
JohnBaptiste, Planning Department.
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Edwin M. Lee, Mayor
Phifip A. Ginsburg, General Manager

March 29, 2012

Sarah Jones
Planning Department

" 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 34103

RE: Rec Park Bond's Funding Programs

Dear Ms. Jones:

" Thisisa réquest for determination on the CEQA needed, if any, for the following citywide programs for which
funding would be established within a proposed General Obligation Bond ("Bond”) for park and open space
improvements owned or managed by the Recreation and Parks Department under consideration for
placement on the November 2012 baliot. As you know, the propesed Bond contains two different kinds of
programs that will be funded with this.Bond for use by the Recreation and Parks Department, if approved by
the voters. This letter describes one of the programs included in the Bond.

The following city-wide funding programs are proposed for inclusion in the Bond.

e Funding for a community opportunity program: This program would allow for communities to
nominate parks for improvements. : :

e Funding for a forestry program This program would remove, prune and replace hazardous trees in
our park system.

¢ Funding fora trail rmprovements landscape restoration, and pathway program This program would
improve trails, pathways and landscapes in the Clty s park system.

» Funding for a replacement of dilapidated children’s play areas program: This program would
renovate dilapidated children’s play areas and their related features.

F '. F . 'Til ] '[ l . [ I3 v :

systems improvements and other water conservation projects.

* Funding for a leveraging resources progrém: This program would provide matching and other
funding for not-yet-identified projects. '

e Funding for a citywide resources and larger parks program: This program would provide funding for
projects in larger parks such as MclLaren Park (including adjacent parks), Golden Gate Park, Lake
Merced or other city parks. Mclaren Park and its adjacent propertles may be listed separately or
combined with other parks.

‘Tclaren Ladge in Golden Gate Park I 501 Stanvan Street | San Francisco, CA 94117 I PHONE: (415) 831-2700 | WEB: sfiecpark.org
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None of these funding programs would involve a commitment of the Bond proceeds to a particular project at
a particular site. Instead, the Bond provides a financing mechanism to fund projects that meet the general.
criteria stated above. Specific projects would be determined, reviewed and funded under these programs

arter the Bond is passed.

In addition to these funding programs, we have separately submitted a list of site-specific projects with
defined scopes of wark for CEQA review. Both elements, this funding program and those specific projects,
would be included in the same Bond proposed for submittal to the voters in November 2012.

Please contact me at (415) 575-5601 if you have any questions. MOJ\\ G mﬁ:[_ er CCQ}A“
Regards, o | GU\CQ@.\‘Y\CQ gcoh\w‘ / 637%%1)

i "/:/Z/l\ %Wﬁ‘ﬁ%;,
Karen Mauney-Brodek . ‘Z;/
Deputy Director for Park Planning - WM@G@: B@

e Dawn Kamatanathan, Director of Planning and Capital Managerment
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Edwin M. Lee, Mayor
Philip A. Ginsburg, General Mahager

March 29, 2012

Sarah Jones

Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Rec Park Bond's Funding Programs
Dear Ms. lones:

This is a request for determination on the CEQA needed, if any, for the following citywide programs for which
funding would be established within a propased General Obligation Bond ("Bond"} for park and open space.
improvements owned or managed by the Recreation and Parks Department under consideration for

‘placement on the November 2012 ballot. As you know, the proposed Bond contains two different kinds of
programs that will be funded with this Bond for use by the Recreation and Parks Department, if approved by
the voters. This letter describes one of the programs included in the Bond.

The following city-wide funding programs are proposed for inclusion in the Bond.

s Funding for a community opportunity program: This program would allow for communities to
nominate parks for improvements.

* Funding for a forestry program: This proémm would remove, prune and reﬁlace hazardous trees in
' our park system. :

~* Funding for a trail improvements, landscape restoration, and pathway program: This program would
improve trails, pathways and landscapes in the City's park system.

. 'Funding for a replacement of dilapidated children’s play areas program: This program would
. renovate dilapidated chiidren’s play areas and their related features.

"« Funding for a water conservation program: This program would make improvements to irrigation
systems improvements and other water conservation projects. :

e Funding for a leveraging resources program: This program would provide matching and other
funding for not-yet-identified projects. '

« Funding for a citywide resources and larger parks program: This program would provide funding for
projects in larger parks such as McLaren Park (including adjacent parks), Golden Gate.Park, Lake
Merced or other city parks. Mclaren Park and its adjacent properties may be listed separately or
combined with other parks.

Mclaren Ladge in Gelden Gate Park I 501 Stanyar Street l San Francisco, CA 94117 | PHONE: {(415) 831-2700 I WEBS: sfrecpark.org
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None of these funding programs would involve a commitment of the Bond proceeds to a particular project at
a particular site. Instead, the Bond provides a financing mechanism to fund projects that meet the general
criteria stated above. Specific projects would be determined, reviewed and funded under these programs

after the Bond is passed. :

In addition to these funding programs, we have separately submitted a list of site-specific projects with
defined scopes of work for CEQA review. Both elements, this funding program and those specific projects,
would be included in the sarme Bond proposed for submittal to the voters in November2012.

Please contact r.ne at (415) 575-5601 if you have any questions. E ’l ‘{Uﬁtﬂvy o P~(~ ‘OEJ“ CHQ A

Regards, ‘ ’ 6{,}&0{ nel _Qe%{j:n /‘5:273 ‘
ST | |  Rales Talle ¢ SCharges.
b Ty o RakeaTelk fors, Yk

Katen Mauney-Brodek
" Deputy Director for Park Planning

cc: Dawn Kamalanathan, Director of Planning and Capital Management S W
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Edwin M. Lee, Mayor
Philip A. Ginsburg, General Manager

May 11, 2012

Sarah Jones

Planning Department

1650 Missicn Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 84103

Dear Ms. Jones: .

Please find attached two prdject descriptions and additional information for environmental review for two -
possible site-specific projects for the Recreation and Park Department’s portion of the General Obligation
Bond for park and open space improvements. The proposed site-specific project scopes are dependent on

available funding.

The Recreation and Park Department will consult withi the Environmental Planning and Preservation staff of
the Planning Department during the design stage of each project to verify the consistency of the project
proposals with the applicable project descriptions and assumptions. :

Please contact me at {415) 575-5601 if you have any questions.

Regards,

ren Mauney-Brodek
Deputy Director for Park Planning

)
cc: Dawn Kamalanathan, Director of Planning and Capital Management
Brett Bollinger, San.Franciscd Planning Department
Tina Tam, San Francisco Planning Department
Shelly Caltagirone, San Francisco Planning Department

SAN FRANCISCO DEPARTMENT o;r CITY PLAMMING
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SOUTH PARK
Block 3775/ Lot 103

Existing alte Descriptian ) )
South ParK is iocated at 64 South Park Avenue. The park is approxnmately 34,097 square feet and has two

playgrounds, a watkway, natural lawn and landscaped areas, benches, and pn:nlc tables. This site is owned by .
the San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department.

. Pro osed Project Scope

The proposed project would include inkind improvements fo the park’s playgrounds, pathways, picnic areas;
"and natural lawn areas, described in further detail below. The éxisting playgrounds would be replaced in-
kind and new surface materials would be included in order to meet current ADA standards. The proposed site
work would also involve improvements ta the pathways where needed in order to meet current ADA
standards as well as provide replacement of playground benches, picni¢ areas, and natural lawn areas, m- .
kind and as needed. All features in the site are expected to remain in their current locations and .

confiouration
CONL gl G

Pahtways

The existing paths are asphalt. In limited areas, the slope of the pathways may need to be adjusted by 3% as
required to meet ADA codes, but this will be slight.and not change their character. The pathways would
remain asphalt and remain in their current configuration and width.

Benches/Picnic Areas . .
The existing picnic tables and benches are a combination of metal and painted wood; they are not original.
They would be replaced with metal and wood tables and benches. -

Play Equipment ~
_ The existing play equipment is a combination of painted wood and metal with a sand surface; it is not
original. The new equipment would be required to meet current safety, ADA and maintenance standards.
‘The new equipment would be metal. The new surface material in the play areas would be safety rubber
matting. The play areas would remain in their existing location and areas, mamtammg the same
configuratien, materials and height. :

Fencing
There is fencing in limited areas (around the play areas) of the park, whrch is not original. This metal fencing

————————would be replaced; 35 needed and in-kind, withr metal fercing. The ep as needed and iM-Kind, with metal Tencing. 1he [ocation, Neight, and comiguraton of the
fencing would not change.

Lawnis and Landscaped Areas

The natural lawns would be smoothed and seeded or sodded in areas to improve the1r appearance and
drainage. Existing planting beds would remam lmgatlon {which is broken in areas) would be repaired or
replaced to prowde adequate irrigation.
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SITE PHOTOS: SOUTH PARK

Playground #1

Picnic Area » Pathways & Natural Lawn Area
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Playground locations
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