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Hi Everyone, 

Francis, John (CPC) 
Wednesday, April 04, 2018 3:17 PM 
Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Wertheim, Steve (CPC); Small, Maia (CPC); Sucre, Richard (CPC); 
Samonsky, Ella (CPC); Vanderslice, Allison (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Fisher, Lisa (CPC); 
Caldwell, Ben (CPC); Swae, Jon (CPC); Harris, Audrey (CPC) 
Schuett, Rachel (CPC) 
PPS D4D Issues for Discussion 

Looking forward to a robust conversation on the PPS D4D tomorrow (4/5, 9:30-11:30am)! In the table below please find 
my first pass at identifying a set of issues/concerns in this first draft of the D4D that rose to the top as topics requiring 
attention and decision-making as a group. If you have identified other issues, please bring them tomorrow! 

Thanks, 
John 

Topic 

LAND USE 

Ground floor uses 

Open space mobile 
cars/kiosks 

District parking structure 

Rooftop uses 

OPEN SPACE 

Stack Plaza and Garden 
Design 

Turbine Plaza Design 

Project Proposal 

Create "Active Uses" category that includes 
office (as long it has a retail component), 
bike storage, mail rooms, game rooms, in 
the first 25'. These uses must be 50% of 
certain block frontages. (See D4D Page 50) 

Allow a certain number of retail mobile 
carts and kiosks in open space (See D4D 
Page 46) 

We've only talked about a district parking 
structure on Block 5, but project sponsor 
wants to leave option open to locate it on 
Blocks 1 and 13 (See D4D Page 50) 

Project sponsor is proposing retail and 
entertainment/arts/rec uses on rooftops 
(See D4D Page 50) 

See design (D4D pages 92-93) 

See design (D4D pages 94-95) 

Issues for Discussion 

Are we okay categorizing these uses as 
active? Is office retail requirement 
enforceable? If yes, what is the right%? 

Is this appropriate? If so, what is the 
appropriate number? 

Are we open to alternative locations for 
district parking? 

Should retail/entertainment/arts be more 
limited than current Planning Code 
definition? What should size limitations be? 
(see also buildings section below) 

• Planning Staff has expressed the desire 
to see this space designed to be more 
accessible rather than being mostly 
planted. 

• Are there opportunities for people to 
walk in the garden area? Smaller 
pathways? Less directed experience? 

• Other feedback? 

• Design concept of this space is fairly 
general. Do we have any suggestions? 

• This space is proposed to be enclosed 
and closed at night and during hotel 
events. How private is too private? 



Should this space be counted toward the 
project's open space acreage? 

Power Station Park East Project sponsor made almost no changes How much do we want to push on these 
and West since our first round of comments. Some issues? How would we prioritize these 

recommendations were: (D4D pages 102- issues? 
105) 

• Playing with shape/dimension of these 
spaces relative to the surrounding 
blocks (push/pull block faces to create 
smaller, more intimate spaces) 

• Offsetting east and west park areas 

• Shaping development blocks to open 
parks up to 23'd and Humboldt streets 

• Doing more with design to 
acknowledge Unit 3 and Stack 
anchoring eastern end of the park 

Louisiana Paseo Project sponsor responded to our last set Is this explanation enough? Do we want 
of comments by basically saying that each more depth of concept here? 
segment of the paseo would relate to the 
ground floor uses adjacent (residential-
serving to the north, office/retail serving to 
the south). Is that enough? Do we want 
more depth of concept here? (D4D pages 
106-107) 

Open Space without Unit See design (D4D pages 110-111) Not even sure where to start with this 
3 design, so let's have a general airing of 

grievances ... 

STREETS 

Michigan Street/ Alley Michigan Street/Alley (bisecting block 13 in Seems important to have this, at least, as a 
north/south orientation) has been conceptual connection. Could be private. 
removed from the plan Shared street like Louisiana and Delaware? 

Thoughts? 

Overall Intersection Sub-standard bulb outs, overly large How to compel project sponsor and City 
Design turning radii, and long pedestrian crossing agencies to improve design? 

distances driven by SFFD. (Infrastructure 
Master Plan) 

BUILDINGS 

Street Wall and Bulk See D4D • Is max apparent face standard 
Standards useful/needed? (D4D page 213) 

• How to clarify streetwall, variation, 
modulation, and stepback standards-
will they produce desired results? (D4D 
pages 210-211) 

Rooftop design and uses • Project sponsor has proposed What are appropriate rooftop 
possibility for 20' vertical extensions on standards/dimensions? (see also land use 

building tops for wind screens (D4D section above) 
page 217) 

• Project sponsor has proposed 
structures up to 5,000 sq. ft on 
rooftops (D4D page 217) 

Ground Floor Require arcade along Power Station Park Is this desirable? Project sponsor seems open 
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I (040 page 250) 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION£INTERPRETATION 
General The project sponsor has not included any 

interpretive elements in this draft of the 
040. 

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 I www.sfplanning.org 
San Francisco Property Information Map 
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I to removing this requirement, but let's 
discuss. 

Given a perceived lack of enthusiasm from 
the project sponsor on this topic, let's discuss 
what specific asks/recommendations we may 
want to provide to the sponsor. 


