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To: Melinda Hue, Environmental Planner, SF Planning Department 
From: Alison Heath for Grow Potrero Responsibly 
Submitted by email, Friday December 1, 2017 
 
Comments on NOP for Potrero Power Station Mixed-Use Development 
 
Alternatives 
 
Under CEQA, the EIR must study feasible alternatives that will lessen the 
environmental impacts of the project. Feasibility cannot be based solely on 
economic factors. In addition to the alternatives listed in the scoping document, 
he EIR for this project should study a reduced height and density alternative. A 
reduced height and density alternative would analyze a project under similar 
height and zoning controls as those approved for the Pier 70 mixed-used 
development under Forest City. (That development has a similar footprint, 
comprising 28 acres, with approved height limits generally ranging from 50-90 
feet and a total gsf of approximately 4 million of commercial and residential uses, 
and 9 acres of open space.) 
 
Shadowing and Wind 
 
The EIR should study the project’s shadowing and wind impacts on existing and 
proposed open and recreation space (onsite and at Pier 70) as well as shoreline 
and the Bay under each alternative. A particular concern at Pier 70 will be the 
Power Plant’s contribution to cumulative shadowing impacts on Irish Hill and 
playground. 
 
Transportation 
 
The EIR should study jobs/housing balance of the Power Plant under various 
alternatives and how they contribute to environmental impacts (transportation, 
traffic, air quality, pedestrian and bike safety, and noise) in (1) neighboring areas, 
(2) throughout San Francisco and (3) across the greater Bay Area.  
 
VMT analysis should look at neighborhood, local and regional conditions. 
Transportation studies must consider strong evidence that VMT levels are 
increasing dramatically in specific San Francisco neighborhoods as reliance on 
TNC’s and private shuttles increases. Transportation analysis for the project must 
use accurate mode analysis reflecting the current use of private vehicles and not 
rely on stale data. Similarly impacts from growing reliance on delivery vehicles 
should be considered. 
 
Analysis of the impacts of specific commercial uses must be considered in detail 
rather that relying on broad-brushed analysis. PDR and office uses are not 



equivalent, nor are destination restaurants and big box stores and supermarkets 
the same as neighborhood-serving retail. A hotel outside of easy walking 
distance to sightseeing and multiple public transit options is not the same as a 
downtown hotel. 
 
Historic Resources 
 
The proposed project would demolish about 20 existing structures on the project 
site, including two historic buildings that have been identified as eligible for the 
California Register. Two other historic properties have been identified as 
contributors to the historic Third Street Industrial District. The EIR analysis 
should not rely on an assertion that a number of the buildings lack historic 
eligibility because they have been altered. The Secretary of the Interior’s criteria 
specifically state that “All properties change over time. It is not necessary for a 
property to retain all its historic physical features or characteristics. The property 
must retain, however, the essential physical features that enable it to convey its 
historic identity.”   
 
Regardless of their individual significance, existing buildings onsite should be 
considered together as a cultural landscape representing the broad patterns of 
the City’s history and industrial heritage. Street grids, vistas and heights must be 
considered in this context. Of particular concern is the proposed 300 foot tower 
which will compromise the iconic nature of the smokestack, also 300 feet but 
considerably more slender.  
 
To the greatest extent possible, the analysis should consider mitigation of 
impacts through adaptive reuse.  
 
Sea Level Rise 
 
The NOP states that the project would establish a Sustainability Plan that will 
consider an increase in elevations of only 3 to 7 feet of sea level rise. However 
an article in the SF Public Press dated April 19, 2017 anticipates 8 feet of sea rise 
and storm surge by 2100 and others have projected up to 11 feet. The DEIR 
should focus on the impacts of these more realistic projections and appropriate 
mitigations. 
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