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Project Overview

b & = = The San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD) is
| ﬁf L N it consolidating, replacingandrelocatingits currenttraining
: L O facilities at Treasure Island and 2310 Folsom Street, San

Franciscotoanewstate-of-theart,8-acresiteat1236Carroll
Avenue in the Hunters Point/Bayview neighborhoods.

The purpose of the new San Francisco Fire Department,

Division of Training (SFFD DOT) facility is to improve

D N R operational efficiency, provide an upgraded training
D campus for firefighters and emergency medical
- ._ technician and meet the evolving needs of first
b e o e responders in a 21st-century urban environment. The
—— . new SFFD DOT will provide live-fire and simulation

® i) training structures, classrooms, emergency medical

=18 , service training facilities and onsite fire apparatus
:ﬂﬁ! training to meet the unique emergency fire and
: ; medical response needs of the City of San Francisco.

B R - Ele B | Ly o At the same time, this project is an opportunity to offer

= 2 T site repair to a dis-invested former industrial site, and
ROLL AVENUE lvwwww A g improve it with community and public benefits that are
n consistent with San Francisco neighborhood character.
H ge This new campus is an educational institution run by
{

n the Fire Department, a tenant who’s mission is to care
& Ty " for the well being of the City. This summarizes the
' context for the work outlined in the subsequent pages
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Program Summary

PROJECT SITE
SITE LOCATION 1236 Carroll Avenue, San Francisco
SITE AREA +/- 8 ACRES

TOTAL PRIMARY BUILDINGS 12
PARKING 116 Spaces

BUILDING AREA PER TYPE
OCCUPIED BUILDINGS 58,432 SF
UNOCCUPIED TRAINING STRUCTURES 53,134 SF
CAMPUS SHARED SPACE 4.132SF

APPROXIMATE TOTAL BUILDING AREA 147,531 SF

PUBLIC BENEFITS
PUBLIC ART Multiple Opportunity Areas
LANDSCAPE PERIMETER 1,600 Linear Feet
ACTIVATED CIVIC BUILDING FRONTAGE 500 Linear Feet
ACTIVITY VIEW ZONES Minimum 3
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Existing Site Context

Existing Fire Training Locations and Proposed Fire Training Facility

EXISTING
SITES

PROPOSED
SITE
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Existing Site Parcels & Street

-

FIRE TRAINING FACILITY SITE
26 PARCELS
+3 PAPER STREETS

(TO BE VACATED)

PLANNED LEGISLATION
1) Street Vacations g
‘Bancroft Avenue (Hau\{g;Stl to Griffith St.)
Griffith Street (Carralf Ave. to Armstrong Ave.)
Hawes Street (€ : ' oll Ave. to Armstrong Ave.)
- -~ 2) Zonjng Changes &*
- b (3 2 Change-fran Public) & PDR-2 (Core Production,

% 12U ﬂ‘e <405 . Distributiorg@Repair) to all P (Public) 3
: » i . . 40-X Heighf@nd Bulk District variance for 3 training

X /\\ L ureslbver 40’ in height
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Existing Conditions Site Photos

EXISTING GATE AT CORNER OF GRIFFITH AND CARROLL - VIEW LOOKING NORTHWEST ALONG CARROLL FROM GRIFFITH

Ay

‘.7

EXISTING BRUSH AND BERM LOOKING NORTHWEST ALONG ARMSTRONG RE PROPOSED ALICE GRIFFITH HOUSING

EDLRGROUP b bie BlAYY BUREAU OF ARCHITECTURE
RossDruIisCuslgnbery ?KUTI’]-r/arr!ILerrI SLAEIL"C’\:‘CEEEEES'!;% PUBLIC BUREAU OF LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE ¥ SAN FRANCISCO CIVIC DESIGN REVlEW

WORKS




Existing Conditions Site Photos

CARROLL AVE & FUTURE PROJECT SITE CANDLESTICK POINT STATE CARROLL AVE & EXISTING
ALICE GRIFFITH HOUSING RECREATION AREA =™ " ALICE GRIFFITH APARTMENTS

VIEW FROM CANDLESTICK POINT STATE RECREATION AREA - CORNER OF GRIFFITH AND CARROLL

CARROLL AVE & FUTURE PROJECT SITE CANDLESTICK POINT STATE
ALICE GRIFFITH HOUSING RECREATION AREA

i

VIEW FROM NORTHEAST CORNER OF THE SITE
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Future Site Context

Approved Developments

- Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1

- Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 Candlestick Point
- Hunters Point Shipyard Blocks 52 & 54

- Mission Bay North

- Mission Bay South

- Alice Griffith Phase 3 Block 1 & 4

San
Francisco
Ji7. g

LANDUSE
r > Residential Denaity |
S 15-TS Units/acie)
- Residential Denslry I
(20125 Unitefacng)

Residential Density U
[100-175 Unktsfacre)
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Site Context : Neighboring Districts

Address surrounding housing, light industrial,
open space, and proximity to the third street
corridor

Develop architectural character compatible
with adjacent districts and urban fabric

Foster distinct urban conditions for a vibrant
urban edge along

Carroll Avenue

Honor Bayview’s history through a renewed
identity to this marginalized district

Recognize and support access to the
Candlestick Point Open Space Plan and Bay
Trail

Support structured connections to 3rd Street
and the historic Yosemite Slough and coastline
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Site Context : Access & Connectivity

o Strengthen Carroll Avenue through street =
facing fabric, enhance connections to existing
context, to the City and to 101

 Advocate for improved transportation access
via urban corridors for this striving community

* |Integrate transportation infrastructure, i.e., bus
stops, ride share, bicycle lanes, pedestrian
paths to foster connections to public areas to
housing and open space.

 Explore viewing area of the SFDOT activity

from the larger network of adjacent coastal
trails and waterfront amenities

Legend

South Basin

Bay Trail

Vehicle Access
Pedestrian Access

Existing Transit Line

New Transit Line

. Industrial Zone
Residential Zone
Future Development

. Green Space
Site

=t
250 1000
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Additional Site Context : Environmental Conditions

* The district’s weather is generally mild though B AT e s, WS Wi, /R Filii g E51ii = T *«t'-:-:;.l
the SFDOT site can be cold and windy - ; ~ ~ S :

Yosemite Slough
 Address solar orientation, identify strategic g

passive sustainability goals and active
systems for energy production

» (Consider the predominately West-Northwest
winds for the location of open burning

 |mprove the current Public Realm Resiliency
Score for this district, which ranks 1 out of
9, by: increasing tree cover/tree canopy to
improve storm-water absorption, provide
shade during extreme heat events, and | g : A, i
improve air quality by absorbing pollutants ' N e —~ . 6:29 AM

 Anticipate storm surge and flooding; though
the site elevation is fairly protected, its access
could be impacted

7AM

NCgam

 The buildings follow the historic shoreline to
optimize the foundation cost

by ek k ; A e . ; : o ; ‘ ; . " = =
Legend - WAL, L A e /e A N\ South Basin

w wm wm = = DBay Trail
Vehicle Access

. Site
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Future Context Massing Diagram
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Site Conflguratlons Studled
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Conceptual Master Plan
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n,% ARMSTRONG AVE. e
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Conceptual Master Plan - 3D Zoning
Public Benefits

SHOPS / APPARATUS / CLASSROOMS SCENARIO TRAINING VILLAGE OFFICE / ADMINISTRATION BLDG. PARKING AND MINIMALLY DEVELOPED AREA

UTURE STATE PARK ™®
DEVELOPMENT

7 e
ACTIVITY VIEW ¥

HOUSING

CIVIC BUILDING FRONTAGE LANDSCAPED EDGES

CARROLL
~.  AVE
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Potential Public Benefits: Art Enrichment Opportumtles
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Site Landscape Plan
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Carroll Ave. Section Diagram
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Landscape Precedents
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Urban Design Precedent - Reviving an Industrial Context W/ Fire Training
Hayward Fire Training Campus
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Urban Design Precedent - Creating Civic Presence W/ Fire Operations
City Of Seattle Fire Station # 10/ 911/ EDC - Seattle WA

- Building materials resemble the dual chapter of the site context: formal industrial area and historic brick neighborhood.
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Urban Design Precedent - Campus Environments
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Urban Design Precedent - San Francisco Fabric & Campus DNA
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Urban Design Precedent - Local Former Industrial Site Revitalizations
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Urban Design Precedent - Long Street Frontage & Articulation

Variety through a saw-tooth form
i 21 A% BUREAU OF ARCHITECTURE
R sty KUTHANIEIT 253100755

WA BUREAU OF LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE

SAN FRANCISCO CIVIC DESIGN REVIEW

27




Implementation

SFFD DIVISION OF TRAINING FACILITY PROJECT SCHEDULE

2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028
Task Start Finish 3] ¢]m] Al 5] sl Al s]o] w] o] 5 f'-ﬂlﬂ&'{il Al slof o of s] e almd 5] o] al shol ] o] o] #{sa{ Al 1] sEal shof ] o o] elsd Al s LT ol sTol 6l of T el Al T s Tl sTof ] o
Programming / Design Criteria mar-23 [
Design Contract Finalization Mar-23 | Sep-23 i
oesig o | apras om0
Permits & Approvals May-24 | Jun-26 i .' B e
Construction Nov-25 | Sep-28 | ‘ #

Tocllay
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