
Page Section Figure Comment Commentor Project Response

N/A 5 Buildings General
Same comment as in Open Space Section--please incorporate content from 
Historic Controls and interpretive master plan into the Standards and 
Guidelines of this section.

Planning

223 5 Buildings Intro Text Acknowledge historic controls. Planning
Overall: simplify. Planning
Define inner and outer court Planning
Is the minimum a horizontal dimension of 25' or every horizontal dimmension 
(25' x 25')? It should have a minimum dimension for both width and depth.

Planning

Are bullets 3 and 4 both needed? They are very similar. Planning
Bullets 4 & 5: add minimum horizontal dimension of 15'.  Very narrow open 
spaces for exposure are not desireable.

Planning

Open area with open face onto street needs to have maximum depth. Planning
Include in glossary? Planning
36 SF open space requirements seems small— recommend 48. Planning
Enclosed solariums should not be considered private or common open space. Planning
Use of leaf icon does not seem to match other applications? We can offer to do 
a scan of the leaf icon use once we see the next round with the Sustainable 
Neighborhood appendix…

Planning

Flip order to reflect order these topics appear in the text. Planning
For measurement of height beyond the midpoint of the block, is the finished 
grade measured at the centerline of the building?

Planning

226 5.2 Building Height Standard 5.2.4 Will wait for updating language before commenting further. Planning

227 5.2 Building Height Figure 5.2.3

The inset showing Block 9 with Unit 3 seems inaccurate. It shows 131' where 
the Stack is, but in fact, Unit 3 is 131' and is just north of the Stack. Since the 
Stack and Unit 3 are existing buildings, should their accurate footprints not be 
shown in the inset?

Planning

General Need to define terms in glossary? Planning
Standard 5.3.4 

and Figure 5.3.3
Five foot change in plane offset seems too small to visually break the massing 
of a building up to 180'

Planning

229 5.3 Bulk + Massing Standard 5.3.5B
Is option B, where no massing change is required,  desireable? Didn't we 
discuss having an alternative method of sculpting massing, but not the flat 

Planning

Standard 5.1.3

225 5.2 Building Height
Figures 5.2.1 

and 5.2.2

228 5.3 Bulk + Massing

Potrero Power Station Design for Development Draft 2_City Agency Comments

BUILDINGS
Reviewers: M. Small, J. Francis, E. Samonsky, (Planning)
SFMTA
SFPUC

224
5.1 Density 

Controls

Standard 5.1.2



230 5.3 Bulk + Massing
Figures 5.3.6, 
5.3.7, 5.3.8

Should it read as "Buildings over 125' in height" instead of 126'? 180' instead of 
181'?

Planning

230 5.3 Bulk + Massing Standard 5.3.6 Does this allow more than one upper building on the 180' blocks? Planning
Recommend changing this from "permitted" to "encouraged" Planning
Does this allow more than one upper building on the 180' blocks? Planning

232
5.4 Building 

Setbacks
Standard 5.4.2

_Is it possible to make the language in the two explanatory bullets clearer? 
And/or accompany this standard with a diagram similar to what is in the Block-
by-Block appendix to more clearly describe what the standard is? Figure 5.5.2 
does not do a very good job of describing this standard.

_Also we need a consistent definition for what you're defining as a "corner." 
Here it is 60'; elsewhere it is defined as 30' or 50'. 

Planning

233
5.4 Building 

Setbacks
Figure 5.4.3

Include secondary setbacks along Craig Street of 10' at 65' for Blocks 1 & 4 and 
max ~100' for Blocks 2 & 3

Planning

234
5.4 Building 

Setbacks
Table 5.4.1

Need some reduction--not supportive of the 11,000 GSF without floorplate 
reduction for the 300' tower. The proportion needs some shaping.

Planning

General
Need to include standards for massing of upper building for 180's-- not just 
plan and diagonal dimensions. Maximum apparent face at 120' appears on 
page 284 for Block 1 (also Block 5)-- should this be added here?

Planning

Standard 5.5.1 "The Base of new buildings above the ground floor must be  modulated by..." Planning

We recommend providing additional flexibility regarding the streetwall 
standards. Designing buildings that have longer facades without major breaks 
could be a good option for referencing the industrial aesthetic of the historic 
district in which PPS is located. This would need to be paired with other 
appropriate standards that reinforce this connection to the historic fabric. 
Consider a menu of options.

Planning

Is there a minimum width for the change of plane? Planning
First paragraph--change in plane includes "enclosed spaces such as terraces or 
balconies." How would an enclosed space be a change in plane? Also, balconies 
and terraces are not typically enclosed...Please clarify.

Planning

"Occur for at least 10 percent but no more than 30 percent..." seems low? 
Maybe an example would help clarify how this is intended.

Planning

"Expresses a reveal of at least 18 inches " -- in depth or width or both? Planning
See comment on Standard 5.5.1A related to long facades. Planning
The requirement for 70 of the wall to be at the property line seems a bit high if 
we want to also encourage changes in plane of the fasade, to break up the 
length and/or residential deck/balconies.

Planning

Standard 5.5.1B

Standard 5.5.2

235 5.5 Base Building

Standard 5.5.1A

231 5.3 Bulk + Massing Guideline 5.3.7



Precedent 
Images

Furthest right under Figure 5.5.3--recommend using a photo of a built example 
rather than a poor Sketchup model example.

Planning

Figure 5.5.3
This figure does not appear to meet the controls for streetwall, since amost half 
the frontage (shown in dark orange) is setback from the property line.

Planning

237 5.5 Base Building
Guidelines 5.5.3 

and 5.5.4
Would it make more sense for these to be in Section 5.6 "Ground Floor Design" 
instead?

Planning

Standard 5.6.3
The depth of a canopy should be moderated by street width, and not interfere 
with street tree canopy.

Planning

Guidelines 5.6.6, 
5.6.7, and 5.6.8

Clarify that these guidelines are for non-residential ground floors. Planning

Guideline 5.6.6 "...as well as to expand opportunities for seating in  the frontage zone." Planning

Why is permeability only considered important adjacent to waterfront? There 
could be opportunities for greater ground floor permeability in other locations, 
like on Humboldt Street, Georgia Street, Maryland Street, 23rd Street, along 
Power Station Park, among others.

Planning

Do you have any other precedent photos that can better highlight the concept 
of personalization?

Planning

240
5.7 Color & 
Materials

General Should this be moved to the Architectural Character Section? Planning

Guideline 5.7.7 Why do living walls need to be adjacent to operable windows? Planning
Guidelines 5.7.8 "...as described in  Section 5.5.3..." Planning

General

Recommend adding intro paragraph explaining that all roofs should be well 
designed to maximize use and enjoyment, energy generation, stormwater 
management, and greening -- otherwise this whole page seems to speak only 
to the 15 and 30% slivers mandated by the Better Roofs Ordinance.

Planning

Suggest refining/streamlining language to clarify that the 15% / 30% 
requirements may be met on every building or equivalent areas consolidated 
on several buildings -- also, brings up the question if we have defined 
"project"?

Planning

Standards should also reflect language in the green building code for the solar 
part -- think it is specifically solar PV or thermal (basically solar energy 
generation or water heating) - not sure what "solar heating" is? 

Planning

Living roof requirements are outlined in the Planning Code, not the CA Bldg 
Code -- has to be areas used for stormwater management to count. Planning 
has a great "Better Roofs" website with both the solar and living roof options 
clearly outlined. Please use it as a reference.

Planning

242
5.8 Building 

Rooftops
Standard 5.8.1

239
5.6 Ground Floor 

Design
Guideline 5.6.9

241
5.7 Color & 
Materials

236 5.5 Base Building

238
5.6 Ground Floor 

Design



Standard 5.8.2 PV panels can also be mounted on structures used for human shading. Planning

Standard 5.8.3
Confusing wording, please clarify the main point: plant selection should 
accommodate the site-wide requirement that all irrigation must use non-
potable water.

Planning

243
5.8 Building 

Rooftops
Table 5.8.1 SFPUC Stormwater Management Ordinance (SMO) is proper reference Planning

Intro
Parts of the intro can be way shortened/streamlined, much of the specifics are 
in the standards and guidelines.

Planning

Sections 5.9 and 5.10 do not include any standards about energy use, 
sustainable material use, waste reduction, per intro text? Also include 
standards related to  toxic-free material use and environments. 

Planning

Need to add standards and guidelines regarding energy use, efficiency and 
source; for example, should require 100% GHG-free green power purchase for 
all electricity not produced on-site (like Central SoMa).

Planning

Roofs section talks about renewable energy generation in terms of the City's 
current minimums -- what about the projects goals? should be reflected in at 
least the guidelines? acknowledge that the State and the City have renewable 
and net-zero requirements coming in future decades and buildings should be 
designed to meet them as they roll in -- future proofed for net-zero, or 
something like that.

Planning

State the basics of the ordinance: the development must satisfy all flushing and 
irrigation water use with non-potable water, with opportunities to also satisfy 
all HVAC system cooling with non-potable water (guideline could state for 
buildings to strive to meet all non-potable water demand with non-potable 
water). 

For background, also explain what graywater would be captured: from laundry, 
showers, rain water, foundation drainage, etc.

Planning

Is Option 2 the paragraph beginning "In the event that the City constructs a 
regional non-potable water facility..."? If so, shouldn't this go at the very end of 
this standard?

Planning

Under Option 1, please revise the first sentence to say "Graywater collection 
and treatment plants will treat graywater generated within certain 
development blocks to meet San Francisco Health Code Article 12C water 
quality standards and deliver…"

Planning

Why would "an exemption from the Recycled Water Ordinance" be needed? 
Wouldn't every building have purple pipe for incoming water anyway to service 
flushing needs?

Planning

  

244
5.9 Sustainable 

Buildings & Human 
Wellness

General

 Standard 5.9.2



In the last paragraph, please revise the first sentence to say "The treatment 
plants shall treat graywater to  meet San Francisco Health Code Article 12C 
water quality standards."

SFPUC

General
Add guidelines for battery storage to support renewable energy generation on-
site and resiliency during emergencies.

Planning

Guideline 5.9.3
"The project may elect to construct shared thermal energy plants within the 
project site  if the project sponsor determines that such a  system would be 
feasible. These plants would recover waste heat..."

Planning

Can't any building decide to be all-electric whether the "project as a whole" 
decides to? This guideline suggests otherwise. Suggest rewording to say that 
buildings should strive to be net-zero, including eliminating all fossil fuels (all-
electric), and analyze accordingly during system design.

Planning

There are affordability implications for many of the standards and guidelines in 
the D4D; why is the option of all-electric buildings getting called out 
specifically? If necessary, then should also acknowledge that any electricity 
produced on-site could be leveraged to provide free power to residents.

Planning

Guidelines 5.9.3, 
5.9.4, 5.9.5, and 

5.9.6
Shouldn't these all be standards rather than guidelines? Planning

General

Recommend incorporating this section into Section 5.9 to match the title and 
avoid repetition. Also recommend adding some standards since this is an 
important theme of this project. Most if not everything geared at energy, 
water, etc. in 5.9 also provides co-benefits to wellness (biophillic design, 
daylighting, etc.)

Planning

5.10.3
We are very supportive of biophillic design, but don't feel that this explanation 
quote captures what it actually means. Please refine/enhance text.

Planning

252
5.11 Architectural 
Design Guidelines

Guideline 5.11.3
Not defined enough in controls or modulation-- need more specificity or 
options.

Planning

253
5.11 Architectural 
Design Guidelines

Photos

Top left: building is interesting and suggests the desire for tower 
tapering/shaping, but not sure this is the best precedent for this location. 
Top right: this building feels a bit gimmicky and not a great precedent for this 
location.

Planning

254
5.11 Architectural 
Design Guidelines

Guidelines 
5.11.4

The Third Street Industrial District is not just in the vicinity of the site, but 
encompasses at least part of the site.

Planning

257
5.12 Key Corners & 

Frontages
Guideline 5.12.5 Include additional language to describe intent. Planning

246
5.9 Sustainable 

Buildings & Human 
Wellness Guideline 5.9.4

248
5.10 Building 

Design for 
Wellness

  
   

  



258
5.13 Waterfront & 

Park Frontages
Guideline 5.13.1 First paragraph--is playful the right word? Seems like an odd descriptor... Planning

259
5.13 Waterfront & 

Park Frontages
Photos Top left and bottom left--swap out with photos that include people. Planning

Second paragraph: "Residential Design Guidelines provide " not "provides" Planning
Ground Floor Residential Design Guidelines are only in draft form. Planning

Standard 5.14.1
Below grade units would need more specificity in the D4D. For example in 
access to open space, and potentially connection to upper or street level story.

Planning

Graphic Move text above image so that  it is legible. Planning

Standard 5.14.2
Avoid insetting stoop units more than 3 feet-- too dark. The 1.33 ratio probably 
needs to be mre like 1.5?

Planning

Standard 5.14.3
Might want to provide an option for primary in case the "secondary" entry 
issue changes.

Planning

Standard 5.14.4

_Note that encroachment into sidewalks would be subject to a minor 
encroachment permit from Pubic Works as well as an annual $$ assessment.

_Where specifically is this being considered?

Planning

Guideline 5.15.1
Bike storage rooms aren't active use. Consider recommendation to incorporate  
bike storage and mail storage into lobby.

Planning

Guideline 5.15.2
Why is this a guideline? Seems like it belongs more appropriately in the 
descriptive intro text.

Planning

Guideline 5.15.3
Are "spaces for pre- and post-function conversations" intended to be indoor, 
outdoor, or either? Be specific.

Planning

Is this not basically redundent to Guideline 5.15.1? Can they be combined? Planning
This should be a standard not a guideline. Planning

266
5.17 General 

Signage
Standard 5.17.1

C3 district signage is out of scale for this neighborhood. Also add in prohibition 
of larger signage being visible from the water.

Planning

267
5.18 Wayfinding & 

Interpretive 
Signage

Standard 5.18.3 Please reference POPOS signage requirements in Planning Code Section 138. Planning

General
Concern that subgrade garage spill over under the sidewalk precludes trees on 
Blocks 1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 11, 12. Please clarify/confirm. 

Planning

263
5.15 Active Use 

Character

Guideline 5.15.4

  
  

260
5.14 Residential 

Character

Intro text

261
5.14 Residential 

Character



Standard 5.19.3

There seem to be competing/contradictory ideas here--is it all  spaces or at 
least 25%  of spaces?. Please clarify.

"All off-street passenger vehicle parking spaces shall provide an electrical 
power source capable of supporting future Electric Vehicle Supply Equipment 
(EVSE). At least 25 percent of off-street passenger vehicle parking spaces in 
Residential buildings shall be equipped with EVSE."

Planning

271
5.19 Off-Street 

Parking and 
Loading

Figure 5.19.1 In this figure or in a separate figure, please show parking spaces by building. SFMTA

Bullet 3: "...up to 60 feet in width or greater..." Need to set a maximum. Planning

We would like to see turn templates that demonstrate that it is physically 
possible for the grocery store-serving trucks (WB-67, per document)  to 
maneuver into the dock and that the dock can receive such a large truck 
without hanging over the sidewalk during unloading.

SFMTA

Legend, update blue zones: "Allowed Frontages for Loading Bays and Off-Street 
Parking Entries "

Planning

Indicate which corner(s) could possibly house the loading bay for the grocery 
store.

SFMTA

Might it be possible/conceivable for off-street parking entries to be located on 
Michigan Alley in Block 13? If so, we suggest making a note of this.

Planning

Standard 5.20.2
What is the difference between "Attended Facilities" and "Monitored Parking"? 
What exactly is "Stacked Parking" in this context? May need to provide some 
defintions for some of these parking types.

Planning

Standard 5.20.3
Add requirement that doors accessing bike parking facilities have mechanical 
openers for ease of access.

Planning

275
5.20 Bicycle 

Parking
Standard 5.20.4

Bike racks should either meet SFMTA standards or receive SFMTA approval for 
non-standard racks.

SFMTA

Standard 5.20.5
"All uses may locate Class II bicycle parking in a public right-of-way, such as in  a 
sidewalk furnishing zone ..."

Planning

Standard 5.20.6 Second bullet: "...in the quantities shown ..." Planning
General Add in standard for ground floor uses and facade treatment. Planning

Standard 5.21.3
Is access to rooftop field by elevator only? Stairs also? Is restroom proposed to 
be located on roof or elsewhere in the building?

Planning

Guideline 5.21.6
No garage floors should be sloped in order to provide the opportunity for the 
structure to be repurposed in the future for other uses if parking demand is 
less in the future. Please include this.

Planning, SFMTA

274
5.20 Bicycle 

Parking

276
5.20 Bicycle 

Parking

277
5.21 District 

Parking Garage

272
5.19 Off-Street 

Parking and 
Loading

Standard 
5.19.5A

273
5.19 Off-Street 

Parking and 
Loading

Figure 5.19.2

270
5.19 Off-Street 

Parking and 
Loading



278
5.21 District 

Parking Garage
Photos

Consider using precedent photo of parking structure at the corner of 
Washington Blvd and Landmark Street in Culver City. Good example with 
ground floor uses and interesting treatments on all street-facing facades.

Planning

What do the "Option 1" and "Option 2" designations on Block 13 represent? Planning
Recommend adding active corner at Geogia Lane and Humboldt. Planning

We appreciate the effort put into developing this block plan guide--thank you! 
However, in considering how Planning staff would actually use such a guide, we 
have a few recommendations:

_All standards and guidelines should be in the main body of the document, not 
in an appendix. This is particularly important given the caveat at the beginning 
of the section stating that potential for conflicts between the appendix and the 
main body. 

_It's unclear who the audience is for the Block control tables, since in many 
cases the description of the standard is so general. A planner checking a plan 
set against the D4D would go right to the sections where the detailed 
standards are described rather than using these tables. Maybe there's some 
utility, but let's discuss.

_The diagrams are useful. Given the previous two comments, perhaps it makes 
most sense to just move the diagrams from this guide into a subsection at the 
end of Chapter 5 Buildings.

Planning

Please be consistent in the use of terms "stepback" vs. "setback" in this 
Appendix and in Chapter 5. Where they refer to the same concept, please 
choose one term. It would seem to make sense to use "stepback" to refer to 
the reduction of building volume above the streetwall and "setback" to refer to 
the condition where the streetwall is located some distance behind the 
property line. 

Planning

N/A General Tables All tables need a row at the top describing what each column represents Planning
Give all diagrams numbers for reference. Planning

Make sure all symbols in legend are actually represented in the diagram (and 
vice versa). There are several cases where there is a mismatch.

Planning

286
A.1 Block 1 

Controls
Standard A.1.1

Create new maximum plan dimension rather than fully eliminate it if this is 
used as the parking garage.

Planning

N/A General Diagrams

279
5.21 District 

Parking Garage
Figure 5.21.1

N/A General General

APPENDIX A: BLOCK PLAN GUIDE 
Reviewers: M. Small, J. Francis, E. Samonsky, A. Vanderslice (Planning)



287
A.1 Block 1 

Controls
Note 5 "...criteria in 5.8.1 are  met." Planning

288
A.2 Block 2 

Controls
Bulk Controls 

Diagram
Corners at Humboldt/Maryland and Maryland/Craig look pinched. Add 
sidewalk encroachment areas.

Planning

292
A.3 Block 3 

Controls
Bulk Controls 

Diagram
Corners at Humboldt/Maryland and Maryland/Craig look pinched. Add 
sidewalk encroachment areas.

Planning

295
A.3 Block 3 

Controls
Table A.3.2 Controls for Potential Below Grade Parking: Delaware Street . Planning

300
A.5 Block 5 

Controls
Bulk Controls 

Axon
"Note 1" exception: This would be okay for portions of the streetwall that are 
proposed at 85' but not where the streetwall is proposed at 45'.

Planning

302
A.5 Block 5 

Controls
Standard A.5.1 Setbacks should still be required if used as a garage. Planning

Photo Photo on right; substitute better image--not "iconic." Planning

Intro Text
"Block 6 should be an iconic building within the Power
Station and district ."

Planning

Massing 
diagram

120' apparent face required here as well-- add to diagram (As per Blocks 1 & 5) Planning

2D Bulk Control 
Diagram

Show curb ramp crossing Maryland @ Humboldt Planning

318 A.9 Block 9 Figure A.9.1 Label each pair "with Unit 3" or "without Unit 3" as appropriate. Planning
Bullet 1: Clarify. Is it at least 50% of the entire structure and additionally at 
least 75% of eastern and western facades? Or average 50%? Overall we think 
50% is low.

We would argue that the southern facade is more important to maintain the 
historic character of the building and its relationship to the Stack than the 
eastern facade. As such, 75% minimum should apply to southern facade 
instead of eastern facade. 

Planning

Bullet 2: This is supposed to be a maximum  building height of 131 feet, no? Planning
Depict and define the "Waterfront Access Corridor" in a plan or axon diagram 
to help show its boundaries and access goals.

Identify this corridor as Turbine Plaza.

Planning

Not sure all this info about access hours and # of events belongs in the D4D. 
Probably more appropriate in the DA. Let's discuss the appropriate values.

Planning

Why exempt from rooftop structure setback requirement? Planning

309
A.7 Block 7 

Controls

319
A.10 Block 9 

Controls: With Unit 
3

A.10.1

A.10.2

304
A.6 Block 6 

Controls



As previously noted, in order to maintain exterior visibility of the steel gridded 
frame of Unit 3 and thus the historic character of the structure (particularly on 
the western and southern facades), Planning is open to:
_Additional height on the control room and/or office structures
_Demolition of the control room structure and construction of a new structure 
at similar or perhaps greater height

We suggest a follow-up conversation to flesh these ideas out further.

Planning

A.10.5
Refers to setbacks on Figure 5.4.3, but there are no setbacks indicated for Block 
9 on that figure. Please clarify.

Planning

A.10.7 Indicate maximum %. Planning
Bullet 1: we would like to include preservation of exahaust tubes connecting 
Unit 3 and the Stack as a standard. Otherwise, explain why this may not be 
feasible.

Planning

Add that interior equipment should also be considered for retention, such as 
from control room. Even is Unit 3 is not retained.

Planning

Define the frontage along Delaware where entrance is shown. Planning
Include "Retail" in legend Planning
Label pump house; also on Parking and Loading diagram to the right. And on 
page 325.

Planning

General Page number is missing Planning

324
A.10 Block 9 

Controls: With Unit 
3

View corridor 
requirement

Combine into diagram as requested in A.10 above Planning

To be rereviewed in next draft after updates. Planning
Wrong key map included. Planning

330
A.12 Block 10 

Controls
General Provide clearer intent on Georgia Lane. Planning

Needs to reflect removal of Station A-- replacement of large entry space, brick, 
can some be salvaged? Big questions remain here.

Planning

Clearly define % of eastern face (currently just says "half"). Recommend 60% so 
higher level of design extends further down Paseo.

Planning

333
A.13 Block 11 

Controls
Bulk Controls 

Diagram
Corner at 23rd/Maryland looks pinched. Add sidewalk encroachment area. Planning

342
A.15 Block 13 

Controls
Bulk Controls 

Axon
Why so little detail provided relative to other blocks? Planning

325
A.11 Block 9 

Controls: Without 
General

331
A.12 Block 10 

Controls
Guideline A.12.1

320
A.10 Block 9 

Controls: With Unit 
3

Guideline A.10.9

322
A.10 Block 9 

Controls: With Unit 
3

Ground Floor 
Uses

   
   

A.10.4



343
A.15 Block 13 

Controls
Standard A.15.3

Penultimate bullet: if it is "as determined by the Project Sponsor" then there 
seems no need to reference the Active Use Frontages standard. Either use the 
standard or suggest some other measurable standard.

Planning

A.17.1 Please limit ground floor penetrations to max. 2 and reduce size to 10'x10' Planning

A.17.4
Unpack the public art option further. Believe we had discussed public art on 
the interior only and that the exterior would be painted to match existing.

Planning

What do red dotted lines represent? Planning
Do "breadcrumb" locations have any specific significance themselves? Planning

358
B.4 Interpretive 

Experiences
Text There is a reference to Figure 7.21.1, which doesn't exist. Planning

N/A General General All definitions after "Height" are missing. Planning

35 2.1 Land Use Plan Figure 2.1.1

Per recent discussions re: configuration of hotel without Unit 3, can we 
consider possibility of some accessory hotel uses on Block 4?

Also, can we note that residential is the preferred use if remediation efforts 
permit?

Planning

There needs to be greater intention around the design and activation of Craig 
Lane. While we acknowledge the utilitarian nature of the street for handling 
the majority of loading activity for Blocks 1, 2, and 3, we still believe that it can 
contribute positively to the public realm in a unique way, even if the basic 
geometry of the street remains as currently proposed. Specifically, we ask that 
you consider what kinds of ground floor uses could help ensure this doesn't 
feel like an unfriendly back alley. Is there public/semi-public space (e.g. 
courtyards, secondary lobbies, meeting spaces, etc.) within the blocks that 
would spill out onto the sidewalk? Even if there was just one space per block 
that punctuated the street with a node of activity it could help bring this street 
more holisticly into the public realm.

Planning

39
2.2 Ground Floor 

Uses
Figure 2.2.1

350 A.17 Stack

357
B.3 Narrative 

Outline
Figure B.3.1

APPENDIX C: POWER STATION DEFINITIONS

MISCELLANEOUS COMMENTS FROM OTHER SECTIONS

APPENDIX B: INTERPRETIVE MASTER PLAN
Reviewers: J. Francis, A. Vanderslice (Planning)



Similarly to the comments related to Craig Lane above, there should be an 
intention for the ground floors of the blocks fronting Georgia Lane. Given that 
Geogia Lane will be a key entry point for many people entering the site by car 
and then walking to other destinations from the parking garage, its ground 
floor character is very important for deliberate consideration. The ideas 
described above related to Craig Lane could provide one possibly way to 
address this concern. Consider also designating the corner of Georgia Lane and 
Humboldt an active corner. Consider a standard making sure the frontage of 
Block 5 directly across from the western leg of Louisiana Paseo is activated. 
Open to discussing options here.

Planning

58

3.6 Stormwater 
Treatment and 

Sustainable 
Systems

Standard 3.6.3

Refer to PUC comments in regards to having electrical infrastructure contained 
under bio retention areas. As streetlights use RGS conduits, we would require 
them be encapsulated in a larger conduit/sleeve where it lies under the bio 
retention area.

SFPUC

176
4.17 Paving & 

Materials
Guideline 
4.17.5A

Use of permeable pavers is not mentioned here, but it is a standard in 4.22.21 
and 4.24.11. Please be sure use guidelines/standards are consistent between 
sections

SFPUC

182 & 188 4.18 23rd Street
Figures 4.18.1 

and 4.18.6
What happend to the raised islands on 23rd Street? Why were they converted 
to painted asphalt?

Planning

207
4.21 Georgia 

Street
Figure 4.21.4

Following up on our discussion re: Georgia Lane, we ask that all sidewalks be 
designed to Better Streets recommended widths for alleys (9 feet). If the 
western or southern facades of Station A are preserved, then the sidewalks 
adjacent to Block 10 may be designed to minimum Better Streets widths. The 9 
foot sidewalks may be accomplished through insets on the first two stories of 
Blocks 5, 6, and 10 (rather than a full facade setback). Sidewalk adjacent to the 
PG&E switchyard may remain as proposed. 

Planning

216-217 4.23 Craig Lane
Figures 4.23.2 

and 4.23.3
Draw a section that shows the whole building massing. Add in secondary 
setback as per request for Section 5.4.

Planning

   
Uses
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