
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hi John, 

Vanderslice, Allison (CPC) 
Monday, July 23, 2018 12:26 PM 
Francis, John (CPC) 
RE: PPS D4D Comment Follow Up 

Hope it is okay that I am sending you a few quick notes via email. Happy to discuss these and let me know if any are in 
disagreement with your comments. 

P.319, A.10.1: seems like visibility should be more than 50 percent and that southern fa<;ade adjacent to the stack should 
also have the 75 percent control added. Can we include in this standard that some of the equipment between Unit 3 and 
stack would be retained, currently this is just a guideline? 

A.10.2: Can we include that the historic structure should be readable as part of the public access corridor? 

A.10.4: Didn't we discuss that height could be added? Height could also be added to the control room structure, or this 
structure could be demoed and additional height could be added in that location, especially if that would allow for more 
transparence in the Unit 3 Structure. 

p.320 A.10.9 - Can we add that interior equipment should also be considered for retention, such as from control room. 

Can we include that some features listed in A.10.9 would also be retained even if Unit 3 is not kept? 
Is it appropriate in Block 9 without Unit 3 section to include some guidance on public access to roof area to keep that 
view of the Stack? 

In regard to p.350, I had previously discussed with project sponsor that they needed to revisit these standards and 
guidelines as they don't make sense. The stack is less than 40 feet in diameter I believe, so Standard A.17.1 doesn't 
work. They said they would revisit. I suggested that 10 feet wide and 10 feet tall and that we limit these to one or two 
for new openings but they were going to work on it. 

We also discussed A.17.4 previously, I think we determined that public art object was meant to refer to the interior only 
and the exterior of the stack would only be painted to match existing. 

Thanks! 
Allison 

Allison Vanderslice, MA 
Senior Archeologist, Environmental Planning Division 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 415.575.9075 I yyyy_yy,_?JQJi'lnnlog,_Q[Q 
San Francisco Property Information Map 

From: Francis, John (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 20, 2018 2:51 PM 
To: Vanderslice, Allison (CPC) 
Subject: RE: PPS D4D Comment Follow Up 



Also please review page 350 related to the Stack. Thanks! 

John M. Francis 
Senior Planner & Urban Designer I Citywide Planning Division 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 415.575.9147 
sfplanning.org 

From: Francis, John (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 20, 2018 2:13 PM 
To: Vanderslice, Allison (CPC) 
Subject: RE: PPS D4D Comment Follow Up 

Yes, Monday is fine for Block 9. Thanks for taking a look. Maia and I both had several comments so figured you might 
too.© 

Sounds good re: interpretive plan. 

John M. Francis 
Senior Planner & Urban Designer I Citywide Planning Division 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 415.575.9147 
sfplanning.org 

From: Vanderslice, Allison (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 20, 2018 2:11 PM 
To: Francis, John (CPC) 
Subject: Re: PPS D4D Comment Follow Up 

Hi John, 

I am working at home today and don't have my notes on the D4D. I am pretty sure that I didn't look at the 

Block 9 section in Appendix A, can I do that and get back to you on Monday? 

I do have comments on the interpretive plan but did pass those on at the meeting. It also sounded like they 

had done a bunch more work and I was hoping to get the larger package and then figure out what should be 

standards, guidelines and what should be in a document that is outside of the D4D. 

Thanks, 

Allison 

From: Francis, John (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 20, 2018 2:02:02 PM 
To: Vanderslice, Allison (CPC) 
Subject: PPS 040 Comment Follow Up 

Hi Allison, 

Two things: 
1. did you have any specific comments on the Interpretive Master Plan included in the appendix? 
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2. Did you happen to review the portion of Appendix A related to Block 9/Unit 3 (pages 317-328)? If you have a 
few minutes to look it over, that would be great, as there is a fair amount of conceptual detail about how they 
would treat Unit 3 if preserved. 

Thanks, 
John 

John M. Francis 
Senior Planner & Urban Designer I Citywide Planning Division 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 415.575.9147 
sfplanning.org 
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